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Executive Summary  
The project undertaking described within this document is for the improvement of the Milwaukee 
West Line bridge over the Fox River in the City of Elgin, Kane County, Illinois. The project is known 
as the Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (Metra Bridge Z-100) (the 
Project). The existing bridge provides a river crossing for the Metra Milwaukee West Line 
commuter rail service and the Canadian Pacific (CP) Railroad. The existing bridge carries one 
mainline track over the river and connects to two tracks beyond both ends of the bridge. 

The Project is sponsored by Metra and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Metra proposes to 
improve the existing bridge to address its poor and deteriorated condition and to provide a second 
mainline track across the Fox River. Funding for the Project would come from a combination of 
local and federal sources, including Metra, the CP Railroad, and a U.S DOT TIGER VII grant. The 
federal funds from the TIGER Grant are administered by FTA. 

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) mandates the consideration of 
environmental impacts before approval of any federally funded project that may have significant 
impacts on the environment or where impacts have not yet been determined (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et 
seq.). FTA and Metra prepared this Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project 
(Metra Bridge Z-100) Environmental Assessment (EA) in accordance with NEPA and other 
applicable regulations, including Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 
other agency regulations and guidelines. 

This EA considers the impacts of implementing the proposed Project on the physical, human, and 
natural environments in the project area. FTA will issue a finding on the proposed Project based on 
the significance of impacts identified during the NEPA process. FTA’s finding will guide future 
design and implementation of the Project. 

The Project, located about 35 miles northwest of downtown Chicago, is a railroad bridge that 
carries 54 Metra commuter trains and up to 8 Canadian Pacific Railroad (CP) freight trains daily. The 
bridge (also known by its bridge number, Metra Bridge Z-100) was originally constructed in 1881. 
Although the structure has been regularly maintained, many components are substantially 
deteriorated and can no longer be economically repaired. The key components of the signal system 
controlling train movements across the bridge date from the 1950s. This signal equipment is not 
compliant with standards for Positive Train Control (PTC)1. The 500-foot bridge is the only single-
track segment on the Milwaukee West Line between Elgin and downtown Chicago, creating a 
bottleneck at both ends of the bridge. Trains must reduce speed to move through switches2, and 
train schedules must be carefully coordinated to avoid trains arriving on the bridge at the same 
time.  Any blockages on this single-track segment delays passenger and freight trains throughout 

1 Positive Train Control (PTC) is an advanced system designed to automatically stop a train before certain accidents occur. In 
particular, PTC is designed to prevent: Train-to-train collisions, derailments caused by excessive train speed, train movements 
through misaligned track switches, and incursions into established work zones. 
2 A railroad switch or turnout is a mechanical installation enabling trains to be guided from one track to another. 
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the corridor. Impacts on freight traffic may extend outside the Chicago region. To address these 
issues, Metra proposes to replace the bridge with a completely new structure, expanded to 
accommodate two tracks and controlled by a modern, PTC-compatible signal system. This Project 
would cost approximately $34 million, of which the TIGER VII grant will provide $14 million. 

Taking the opportunity to double-track the new bridge would remove the delay-causing bottleneck. 
Train operations would be less vulnerable to blockages on the bridge. The second track would 
make it easier to schedule trains arriving at the bridge at the same time, adding flexibility and 
improving train on time performance. The availability of a second track would allow one track to be 
removed from service when maintenance is required, allowing work to be completed faster and 
more efficiently. 

Supporting information on the Purpose and Need for this Project is provided in Chapter 1. 

Alternatives Considered 

The alternatives considered in this EA included the No Build Alternative and five Build Alternatives. 
They are described in further detail in Chapter 2. Reasonable build alternatives were assessed 
based on their ability to satisfy the Project’s Purpose and Need. They were also assessed on their 
ability to avoid and minimize impacts to identified resources (human and natural). Performance of 
the viable alternatives was judged against each other, leading to selection of the Preferred Build 
Alternative. 

The proposed Project evaluated in this EA was developed and evolved through a multiyear planning 
process that began in 2010, as further described in Section 2.1. This EA compares the No Build 
Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative for the Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge 
Improvement Project (Metra Bridge Z-100). The No Build Alternative is a required alternative as 
part of the NEPA environmental analysis and is used for comparison purposes to assess the relative 
benefits and impacts of implementing the Project (40 CFR 1502.14). 

No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative would maintain the existing single track bridge. Repair and maintenance 
on the existing bridge would continue. However, the nature and extent of the repairs would 
become greater, more frequent, and more costly. Detailed repairs (as specified by Metra 
Engineering) would include rehabilitation of the existing masonry piers, including repair of 
spalled/damaged stone, tuck pointing masonry joints, and pressure grouting to assure internal 
masonry joints are solid. The underwater concrete encasement (or covering) is exhibiting minor 
hairline cracks which would require future underwater inspections. The three western spans 
located under US Route 20 would be replaced in the near future due to accelerated corrosion 
caused by salt spray and drainage from the highway facility above. Structural steel would require 
rehabilitation where section loss (i.e. corrosion of the steel such that the beams/girders are 
weakened) is extensive and cross braced connections have failed or are near failure. Lastly, a crack 
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in the top flange has been identified which would require strengthening with additional installation 
of steel plates bolted to the top and bottom of the top flange. It is important to note that as a 
result of these required repairs, some of which are extensive, the No Build Alternative does not 
mean no construction would occur on the bridge. 

Preferred Build Alternative 

Major project elements of the Preferred Build Alternative are further detailed in Section 2.2 and 
include the following: 

Structure  

The Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (Metra Bridge Z-100) would 
demolish the existing single-track bridge, including the bridge piers, and construct a double-track 
bridge built to modern design standards. One track would be rebuilt on the same alignment as the 
existing track, and a second track would be built immediately west, separated by a distance of 18 
feet between the centers of the two tracks. The new bridge would have a ballasted deck, providing 
a superior ride, less expensive maintenance, and better protection from moisture and salt damage 
than the existing open-deck design. The existing stone masonry piers would be demolished and 
rebuilt using concrete, an economical alternative that provides similar strength and greater 
resistance to longitudinal forces. With two fewer piers than the existing bridge, the new three-pier 
bridge would reduce obstruction to water flow in the river below. 

Signals  

This Project would replace signal components near the bridge, including the wayside signal devices, 
switch machines, snow-melters and backup generator. A new interlocking would be installed, 
sheltered in two new relay houses on either side of the bridge. New underground cable for the 
signal system would be installed and would be compliant with PTC standards.  

The preliminary construction cost estimate for the Preferred Build Alternative is based on 
conceptual engineering and would be refined through ongoing preliminary engineering. The 
anticipated capital cost of the Project is approximately $34 million. 
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Environmental Impacts and Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

Potential adverse environmental impacts, best management practices, and mitigation measures 
are detailed in Chapter 3 of the EA and are summarized in Table ES-1. 

Table ES-1:  Summary of Impacts, Benefits, and Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

Resource 
Area No Build Alternative Preferred Build Alternative 

Displacements 
and Relocations of 
Existing Uses 
Section 3.1 

No impacts. Construction 
• A temporary construction easement of 

approximately 0.97 acres would be acquired 
from the Union Pacific Railroad.  The easement 
would be limited to the unused land located 
between the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and 
Metra Railroad tracks on the west side of the 
bridge, both north and south of the Fox River. 

• There are no buildings or structures in the 
easement area and there would be no impacts 
to the UPRR tracks. 

Permanent 
• Approximately 0.33 acres of land or permanent 

easement would be acquired from the UPRR.  
Land acquisition would be limited to the unused 
land located between the UPRR and Metra 
Railroad tracks on the west side of the bridge, 
both north and south of the Fox River. 

• There are no buildings or structures in the 
easement areas and there would be no impacts 
to the UPRR tracks. 

Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 
• Just compensation for easements, measured by 

the fair market value of the property, as 
determined by Metra through an appraisal 
process, would be provided to the affected 
property owner. 

 
Neighborhoods, 
Communities, and 
Businesses 
Section 3.2 

Minor temporary 
construction impacts would 
include noise, vibration, 
dust, temporary utility 
disruption, negative visual 
and aesthetic changes from 
demolition and 
construction, construction 
vehicle emissions, and truck 

Construction 
• Minor temporary construction impacts would 

include noise, vibration, dust, temporary utility 
disruption, negative visual and aesthetic 
changes from demolition and construction, 
construction vehicle emissions, and truck traffic 
throughout the project area. This would affect a 
larger area than under the No Build Alternative.  
Improvements would be made to the grade 
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Resource 

Area No Build Alternative Preferred Build Alternative 

traffic throughout the 
project area. No permanent 
impacts are expected. 

crossing at Elgin Avenue. 
Permanent 

• No permanent impacts are expected. 
Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

• A temporary track crossing would be provided 
to serve The Alphabet Group (300 Elgin Ave., 
Elgin, IL) while improvements are made to the 
crossing at Elgin Avenue near the south project 
limit. 

 
Historic and 
Archaeological 
Resources 
(Section 106 
Consultation) 
Section 3.3 
 

No impacts. No impacts. 

Water Resources 
Section 3.4 

Impacts for bridge repair are 
similar to the Preferred 
Build Alternative. The No 
Build Alternative involves 
work in the Fox River to 
maintain the pier 
encasements and repair the 
three western most spans. 
The work would also require 
the use of cofferdams and 
causeways to construct the 
improvements. 

Construction 
• Temporary impacts to water quality related to 

cofferdams and causeways required to 
construct the bridge. Sediment within the Fox 
River is expected to be disturbed temporarily 
due to construction of the piers or through the 
construction of a causeway if required. 

Permanent 
• No permanent impacts. 

Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 
• Best Management Practices (BMPs) including 

dewatering, silt curtain, and working “in the 
dry” inside a cofferdam or causeway would 
limit the potential for sediment to be disturbed 
and released downstream. 

 
Flooding 
Section 3.5 

Temporary placement of fill 
within the floodway for a 
temporary causeway.   
 
The No Build Alternative 
would not require 
permanent fill within the 
floodway or floodplain.  
 

Construction 
• Temporary placement of fill within the 

floodway for a temporary causeway. 
Permanent 

• Approximately 4,392 cubic feet of concrete 
would be placed in the floodway below the 10-
year floodway elevation for piers and 
abutments.  Approximately 3,096 cubic feet of 
concrete would be placed between the 10-year 
and 100-year floodway for piers and 
abutments. 
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Resource 

Area No Build Alternative Preferred Build Alternative 

Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 
• Compensatory storage for floodway fill would 

be located on the west bank of the Fox River, 
adjacent to the existing Metra and Union Pacific 
Railroad (UPRR) bridges and at the east 
abutment of the bridge. A total of 4,999 cubic 
feet of compensatory storage would be created 
below the 10-year floodway elevation, creating 
an excess of approximately 608 cubic feet of 
compensatory storage. A total of 3,419 cubic 
feet of compensatory storage would be created 
between the 10-year and 100-year floodway, 
creating an excess of 323 cubic feet of 
compensatory storage.   

 
Biological 
Resources 
Section 3.6 

No permanent impacts. 
Temporary impacts may 
result from the minor 
rehabilitation or 
replacement of existing 
masonry piers, structural 
steel, and three western 
spans required under the No 
Build Alternative. 
Temporary impacts may 
also result from tree 
trimming/removal and the 
use of causeways or 
cofferdams for work in the 
river to repair the existing 
bridge piers and remove and 
replace bridge spans. An 
Incidental Take 
Authorization would be 
required from the IDNR. 
 

Construction 
• Construction of the Preferred Build Alternative 

would not result in adverse impacts to 
biological resources.  

• Impacts may result from tree trimming/removal 
and the use of causeways or cofferdams for 
work in the river to demolish the existing bridge 
and construct the new bridge.  

Permanent 
• Permanent impacts to threatened and 

endangered species are not anticipated.   
Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

• The implementation of BMPs and an Incidental 
Take Authorization (ITA) for the spike mussel. 
The survey and relocation of any spike mussels 
found within the project area prior to 
construction would result in no adverse impacts 
from construction activities on the spike 
mussel. 

Noise 
Section 3.7 
 

The No Build Alternative 
would result in minor 
temporary impacts on the 
surrounding neighborhoods 
due to construction 
activities. Temporary 
construction noise impacts 
would be due to demolition 
and construction, and 

Metra identified three noise-sensitive clusters within 
the project area.  
Construction 

• Impacts from construction activities would be 
temporary in nature. 

• Temporary construction noise impacts would 
be due to demolition and construction, and 
construction vehicles. Truck traffic would be 
primarily present along major roads near the 
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Resource 

Area No Build Alternative Preferred Build Alternative 

construction vehicles. Truck 
traffic would be primarily 
present along major roads 
near the project area and 
would use a defined access 
path to reach the project 
limits, likely along the 
existing right-of-way.  
 

project area and would use a defined access 
path to reach the project limits, likely along the 
existing right-of-way. 

Permanent 
• There would be no noise impacts associated 

with the proposed improvement.   
• The projected overall build noise levels would 

not change from the existing overall noise 
levels at any of the receptor locations since the 
number of trains is not anticipated to increase. 

Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 
• As there are no impacts expected from the 

Project, no mitigation would be required. 
 

Vibration 
Section 3.8 
 

No impacts. Metra identified one vibration-sensitive cluster within 
the project area.  
Construction 

• Construction vibration levels would not exceed 
the vibration risk of damage criteria at any 
receivers. 

Permanent 
• There would be no vibration impacts resulting 

from the proposed improvement since the 
number of trains is not anticipated to increase. 

Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 
• As there would be no impacts expected from 

the Project, no mitigation would be required. 
 

Hazardous 
Materials 
Section 3.9 
 

There would be the 
potential to encounter 
hazardous materials during 
construction. Additional 
environmental investigation 
would be needed prior to 
the start of construction to 
determine suitable BMPs to 
reduce risk. 

Construction 
• There would be the potential to encounter 

hazardous materials during construction. BMPs 
would be followed to reduce risk. 

Permanent 
• There would be no permanent impacts 

expected from the proposed improvement.  
Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

• Additional environmental investigation would 
be needed prior to the start of construction to 
determine suitable BMPs to reduce risk in areas 
of potential hazardous waste. 
 

Environmental 
Justice 
Section 3.10 
 

No impacts. No disproportionately high and adverse construction or 
permanent impacts are anticipated as a result of the 
Project. 
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Resource 

Area No Build Alternative Preferred Build Alternative 

Indirect and 
Cumulative 
Section 3.11 
 

No impacts. The Preferred Build Alternative would be expected to 
have no indirect impacts with the exception of 
incremental beneficial impacts on air quality. No 
cumulative impacts would be expected to land use, 
transportation or other resources in the project area. 
 

Resources with 
Limited or No 
Impacts 
Section 3.12 
 

No impacts. The Preferred Build Alternative would have limited or 
no impacts on the following resource areas: 
transportation, air quality, land use and economic 
development, navigable waterways and coastal zones 
geology and soils, energy, safety and security, and 
visual and aesthetic conditions. 
 

Section 4(f) 
Resources 
Section 3.13 
 

No impacts. No impacts. 
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Public Input Requested 

A 30-day comment period will be established to receive formal comments. A copy of the EA will be 
available on the Metra website at https://metrarail.com/about-metra/reports-documents/project-
studies/current-project-studies/z-100-ea in pdf format. Hard copies of the EA will be available for 
review during the public review period at:  

Metra, 547 W. Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, IL 60661 

Gail Borden Public Library, Information Desk, 2nd Floor, 270 N. Grove Avenue, Elgin, IL  60120 

A public hearing will be scheduled to solicit comments from agencies and the public about findings 
presented in the EA. The hearing will be conducted in an open house format. Comments on the EA 
may be made verbally to a court reporter or in writing during the hearing. The location of the 
hearing will be compliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and accessible by public 
transportation. All substantive comments received during the hearing and the 30-day public 
comment period will be addressed, and will be incorporated into the final NEPA decision 
document. 

Written comments will also be accepted at any time during the public comment period via U.S. mail 
to:  

Metra  
Grant Management & Accounting, 11th Floor  
547 W. Jackson Boulevard  
Chicago, IL  60661  
Attn:  Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (Metra Bridge Z-100)  

Comments will also be accepted at any time during the public comment period via email to:  
ProjectZ100NEPA@metrarr.com 

 

 

ES-9 

 

http://transitchicago.com/RPMProject)
http://transitchicago.com/RPMProject)


MILWAUKEE WEST LINE/BRIDGE Z-100 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

 

Chapter 1 Purpose and Need 

1.1 Introduction 

The Project undertaking described within this document is for the improvement of the 
Milwaukee West Line bridge over the Fox River in the City of Elgin, Kane County, Illinois. The 
Metra Milwaukee West Line is one of 11 commuter rail lines that Metra operates in northeastern 
Illinois (See Figure 1-1). The Milwaukee West Line is 39.8 miles long and operates between the 
Big Timber Road Station in the City of Elgin and the Chicago Union Station in the City of Chicago. 
Fifty-four Metra Milwaukee West Line commuter rail trains operate over the bridge daily carrying 
over 6.8 million passengers per year. In addition to commuter rail trains, up to eight Canadian 
Pacific (CP) freight trains use the bridge daily. The CP Railroad has trackage rights on this portion 
of the Milwaukee District West Line. CP uses this portion of track to connect its yard in 
Bensenville, Illinois to Northern Iowa and Kansas City. 

The Project is known as the Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (Metra 
Bridge Z-100) (the Project). The existing bridge provides a river crossing for the Metra Milwaukee 
West Line commuter rail service and the CP Railroad. The existing bridge carries one mainline 
track over the river and connects to two tracks beyond both ends of the bridge.  

The Project is sponsored by Metra and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Metra proposes 
to improve the existing bridge to address its poor and deteriorated condition and to provide a 
second mainline track across the Fox River. Funding for the project will come from a combination 
of local and federal sources, including Metra, the CP Railroad, and a TIGER Discretionary Grant. 
The federal funds from the TIGER Grant are administered by FTA. 

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) mandates the consideration of 
environmental impacts before approval of any federally funded project that may have significant 
impacts on the environment or where impacts have not yet been determined (42 U.S.C. § 4321 
et seq.). FTA and Metra prepared this Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement 
Project (Metra Bridge Z-100) Environmental Assessment (EA) in accordance with NEPA and other 
applicable regulations, including Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 
and other agency regulations and guidelines. 

The EA considers the impacts of implementing the proposed Project on the physical, human, and 
natural environments in the project area. FTA will issue a finding on the proposed Project based 
on the significance of impacts identified during the NEPA process. FTA’s finding will guide future 
design and implementation of the Project.  
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1.2 Project Background 

1.2.1 Project Limits and Project Area 

Metra Bridge Z-100 is located approximately 35 miles northwest of downtown Chicago. It is a 
single-track, 12-foot wide, 504-foot long railroad bridge structure over the Fox River. The Fox 
River is a tributary of the Illinois River, flowing from southeastern Wisconsin to Ottawa, Illinois3. 
The Project is located in Township 41N, Range 8E, in Section 24 within the City of Elgin, Kane 
County, Illinois. Approximately 50 feet west of (downstream) and parallel to the project bridge, is 
another railroad bridge which is owned and operated by the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR). US 
Route 20 is located adjacent to and over the two railroad bridges (See Figures 1-2 and 1-3). The 
project limits are along the existing railroad corridor right-of-way (ROW) and extend from just 
south of the National Street Station to just north of Elgin Boulevard. The project area covers a 
broader area, which includes locations beyond the existing ROW and extends into the 
surrounding community. 

1.2.2 Project History 

The existing, single-track bridge was constructed in 1881, consisting of six steel spans resting on 
masonry abutments and five piers. Extensive modifications to the bridge were made in 1905 and 
1926. Three of the original spans were replaced in 1905, and the other three were replaced in 
1926. The piers and abutments date from the original 1881 construction, with cast-in-place 
concrete modifications as required to accommodate the new span beams from 1905 and 1926. 
The existing bridge is owned and maintained by Metra. 

Due to the age of the bridge, visual and hands-on inspections are conducted on an annual basis.  
Given the physical age and condition of the bridge, planning studies have been conducted, 
including a 2009 bridge inspection and 2009 underwater bridge inspection study.  The intent of 
the studies was to determine a course of action to improve the condition of the bridge in a cost-
effective manner.  The conclusion was the existing bridge must be significantly repaired, or 
replaced, in order to address the structural and operational inadequacies of this single-track 
bridge.  In addition, the existing bridge is currently the only single-track segment on the 
Milwaukee West Line. The existing bridge crossing can accommodate only one train at a time – 
constraining the capacity and operational flexibility of the line.  The existing bridge condition and 
the single-track bottleneck at either end of the bridge prioritized the Project. 

Design and NEPA coordination for the new double-track bridge began in 2010.  Due to a lack of 
construction funding, design and NEPA work for the new bridge progressed slowly. Currently, 

3 The Fox River enters Illinois in McHenry County where it flows south, eventually joining the Illinois River at Ottawa, IL. Major 
Illinois towns and communities that are on the Fox River include (from north to south) Elgin, Aurora, Oswego, Yorkville, and 
Ottawa. Although the river has a number of dams along it, it is navigable and is used for recreational boating and fishing. 
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design is approximately 30% complete.  Since 2010, Metra prepared multiple TIGER Discretionary 
Grant Applications for this Project as replacing the single-track bottleneck with a double-track 
bridge is one of several pre-conditions needed for future core capacity improvements.  The 
Project has received $14 million in TIGER grant funding.  Now, Metra is moving forward to 
finalize the design and the Environmental Assessment (EA) approvals required to begin 
construction.  

1.2.3 Bridge Condition 

Based on field inspections conducted in 2009,  the bridge is in overall poor condition. This means 
that some bridge elements have advanced deficiencies and that these weaknesses affect the 
overall structural capacity and serviceability of the bridge. The bridge’s steel spans, which date 
from 1905 and 1926, have been significantly corroded by moisture and salt.  In addition, the 
masonry piers and abutments need to be strengthened to bring them into compliance with 
current railroad design criteria regarding resistance to forces generated by train movement on 
the structure.  The bridge has reached the point where further repairs would not be 
economically feasible. Each year, speed restrictions due to existing switches4, train delays, and 
signal problems at the bridge add 36,000 passenger hours to travel times of Metra riders. If the 
bridge structure and signal equipment are allowed to continue to degrade, delays would 
continue to increase in frequency and duration.  

Figure 1-1 through Figure 1-3 show maps of the Metra System and Project Area. 

 

4 A railroad switch or turnout is a mechanical installation enabling trains to be guided from one track to another. 
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Figure 1-1:  Metra System Map 
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Figure 1-2:  Project Area Map 
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Figure 1-3:  Project Limits Map 
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1.2.4 Surrounding Community and Zoning 

The project area is currently zoned as CF – “Community Facility” on the 2010 City of Elgin Zoning 
Map. The following enumerated “land uses” are the most common land uses allowed as a 
"permitted use" or as a "conditional use" in the CF Community Facility District. Permitted uses 
include: parks and recreation facilities; public buildings, such as libraries, fire stations, police 
stations, and government facilities; cemeteries, churches, hospitals, museums, nursing homes, 
schools (including colleges); and post offices, broadcasting antennas and transmitters, wind 
energy conversion towers. Conditional uses include: daycares; railroad tracks, railroad bridges, 
and railroad stations in use as a public transit facility; arenas and sports stadiums; job training 
and vocational facilities; sporting and recreational camps; airports; electrical power generation; 
water and wastewater works; garbage dumps; and school bus operators offices. The Project is 
considered to be a railroad track and a railroad bridge (both conditional uses). A zoning change is 
not expected, as the railroad bridge would remain a public transit facility. 

A small portion of the southern end of the Project area is currently zoned as CI – “Commercial 
Industrial” on the 2010 City of Elgin Zoning Map. This zoning district is noted as the least 
restrictive type of zoning, and allows railroad tracks as a conditional use. The project area zoning 
map is provided below (See Figure 1-4). 

The Project limits are already occupied by the existing bridge and track alignment. However, 
replacement and expansion of the bridge would require the acquisition of land or a permanent 
easement of approximately one-third of an acre of land along the west side of the existing 
railroad right-of-way. A temporary easement would be necessary to access an additional acre 
west of the Metra tracks during construction. This land is currently owned by the Union Pacific 
Railroad (UPRR). 

1.2.5 Regional Planning 

The Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project is consistent with the goals and 
objectives of the regional Long-Range Transportation Plan (Chicago Metropolitan Agency for 
Planning’s GO TO 2040 Plan), the region’s Congestion Management Process (CMP) and 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) strategies. GO TO 2040 outlines a series of 
recommendations for improving regional mobility that are consistent with the proposed project 
and which the proposed project supports. These recommendations for the regional transit 
system include making strategic transportation investments that increase the region’s 
commitment to public transit and prioritizing modernization of existing significant assets over 
system expansion plans. The region’s CMP and associated TDM strategies seek to reduce 
demand for single-occupancy vehicle use on the regional transportation network. This Project is 
consistent with these approaches and provides needed maintenance and modernization of 
existing public transit infrastructure to support more efficient ways to move a greater number of 
people throughout the region. 
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Figure 1-4:  Project Zoning Map 
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1.3 Purpose of this Project 

The purpose of the Project is to provide an improved railroad bridge for the Metra Milwaukee 
West Line crossing of the Fox River – replacing the existing bridge and adding a second mainline 
crossing. This would be accomplished by addressing the facility condition and improving 
reliability and operations by improving efficiency, flexibility and system continuity.  

Successful completion of the Project would eliminate an existing bottleneck at the bridge 
crossing, increase the reliability of the Milwaukee West Line service, accommodate future 
passenger ridership and freight operations, and allow better operational flexibility with a second 
mainline track.   A second mainline track at the bridge crossing would eliminate the existing 
switches, which currently restrict train speed at this location. 

Other benefits include reduced passenger and freight train delays, travel times and costs. When 
the Project is complete, the increase in the number of riders, the reduction in train idling time 
and the resulting increase in fuel efficiency (by running trains at the optimum speed) would 
provide environmental benefits for the region. The Project would bring this bridge into a state of 
good repair with a minimum of disruptions to freight and passenger rail operations, result in the 
least possible environmental impact, and keep any track alignment changes to a minimum. 
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The basic parts of the structural support 
system of the existing bridge are provided 
by two large steel I-beams, also called 
girders, which run parallel to and support 
the tracks above. The parts of an I-beam (or 
girder) include the web (the vertical part of 
the “I”), and the flanges (the flat part at the 
top and bottom of the “I”). The beams span 
the river and each beam end “sits” on a 
pier. At the ends of the bridge, the beam 
ends “sit” on an abutment. The existing 
bridge has six beam spans, five piers and an 
abutment at each end. 

1.4 Needs to be Addressed 

1.4.1 Improve Bridge Condition 

The existing bridge shows significant deterioration, and 
is overall in poor condition. Spray from deicing salt on 
the US Route 20 highway bridge above has contributed 
to steel corrosion on the railroad bridge.  

Recent inspections have found that some of the beam 
flanges have lost up to 25% of their steel from rust and 
corrosion. There is a crack in the top flange, and holes 
have rusted through the beam webs. In the past few 
years, structural steel on the bridge has required repairs 
on several occasions. However, even with the repairs 
the bridge is not compliant with current design 
standards and requirements. As originally designed, it is estimated that the existing bridge would 
rate at about an E-48 loading on the Cooper System, the scale used by railway bridge engineers 
to indicate the maximum allowable load the bridge would carry. Currently, AREMA5 recommends 
an E-80 loading as the design standard on most railroad mainlines. The current load carrying 
capacity requirement is 67% greater than the existing bridge’s capacity in a like-new condition.  

The existing piers and abutments are made with stone masonry and were constructed in 1881. In 
1926 and 1941, concrete encasements, or coverings, were added to protect the stone masonry 
of the piers where it is below the river water line. Though tests show that the piers are in “fair” 
to “good” condition, they do not meet current AREMA standards for resisting the back and forth 
stresses generated by the braking and acceleration of trains on the bridge.  

1.4.2 Improve Reliability and Operations 

A single-tracked bridge is not typical of most mainline river crossings. Most new rail crossings 
provide two mainlines, or double-tracked bridges, which allow for greater flexibility in operations 
and maintenance activities, and provide improved capacity and reliability along the line. 
Additionally, there are already two mainline tracks to the north and south of the existing bridge. 
Metra needs a two-track bridge over the Fox River in order to increase operational efficiency and 
reduce delays. With a single-track bridge, trains in opposite directions need to wait for the other 
train to pass.  

Fifty-four Metra trains and up to eight CP freight trains per day cross the Fox River on the existing 
bridge.  With only one track across the bridge, train service schedules are unreliable.  The current 

5 American Railway Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way Association (AREMA) 
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demand cannot be met without delays. The unreliable train service schedules and delays result in 
wasted fuel and additional emissions. Without double-tracking the bridge and removing the 
existing switches, current speed restrictions could increase in severity and a critical point on the 
line would continue to be vulnerable to blockage. The frequency of outages would be reduced on 
a rebuilt, double-tracked bridge, decreasing the need for trains to idle while waiting for their turn 
to use the bridge, or for freight traffic to travel via an alternate, more circuitous route—also 
reducing unnecessary fuel use and emissions.  

Increasingly frequent delays and unreliable service schedules would discourage riders from using 
passenger rail as an alternative to the automobile, and businesses and employees in the 
Milwaukee West Line corridor would lose much of the economic benefit currently provided by 
Metra service. Failure to complete this Project may damage the ability of communities in the 
corridor to attract new investment in transit-oriented development (TOD), and diminish the 
value of existing station-area investment.In addition, track and signal maintenance projects on 
the existing bridge do not have the flexibility of those on a two track bridge. Construction 
activities must take place during gaps between trains, since the bridge has only one track and 
cannot be removed from service. The bridge must be cleared of workers and equipment each 
time a train passes. With so much time spent moving workers and supplies on and off the track, a 
project that would be completed in a few hours of uninterrupted work can extend to several 
days. The availability of a second track would provide longer work windows, resulting in reduced 
labor costs and fewer service disruptions. The existing bridge is a critical link between CP’s 
Bensenville classification yard near Chicago and western portions of their network. The bridge 
has been used on occasion in the past as a detour route for Iowa Interstate (IAIS) and Union 
Pacific Railroad (UPRR) trains when there have been disruptions to their Iowa and Western 
Illinois operations. However, with continued use of the aging bridge, the burden caused by 
outages due to maintenance activities would grow, lengthening travel times and increasing the 
frequency of delays. Costs to businesses, shippers, and consumers would increase, and freight 
users of the bridge may eventually need to utilize an alternate route, which would add an 
estimated 116 miles per train or more, depending on the specific origin/destination of the train.  

The bridge currently links many reverse commuters with jobs in Elgin. Nearly 20% of passengers 
using Metra’s Chicago Street Station in Elgin during the morning peak period alight rather than 
board, as commuters travel to Elgin municipal offices, the Grand Victoria Casino, and other 
nearby employers. Dependable transportation links between jobs and qualified workers are 
particularly important to the City of Elgin, which qualifies under federal guidelines as an 
Economically Distressed Area6. The population in the Milwaukee West Line corridor is projected 
to increase by 260,000 residents between 2010 and 2040, and nearly 200,000 jobs are expected 
to be added during the same period. Double tracking the river crossing equates to quicker, more 

6 The unemployment rate in the City of Elgin has been at least 1% greater than the national average unemployment rate during 
the 24-month period from January 2013-December 2014, and Elgin meets the unemployment rate threshold required to 
document economic distress, as set forth in 42 US Code, § 3161. 
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reliable trips, which in turn could attract more ridership to meet growing demand in the 
Milwaukee West Line corridor.  

1.5 Organization of the Document 

NEPA documents such as this EA must provide sufficient technical details to meet a range of legal 
requirements and are required to be organized in a specific way. Figure 1-5 provides an overview 
of the chapters and the major topics covered in this document for ease in navigating through the 
document.  

 

 
 

Figure 1-5:  Environmental Assessment Document Organization 
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Chapter 2 Alternatives Considered 
This chapter summarizes the alternatives considered in this EA, which include the No Build 
Alternative and five Build Alternatives. Reasonable alternatives are assessed based on their 
ability to satisfy the Project’s Purpose and Need. They are also assessed based on their ability to 
avoid and minimize impacts to identified resources (human and natural). Performance of the 
viable alternatives is judged against each other leading to selection of the Preferred Build 
Alternative.  The No Build Alternative and the Preferred Build Alternative are evaluated and 
documented in Chapter 3. 

2.1 Alternatives Development Process 

The project limits provide challenges to the 
development of viable build alternatives. The 
existing bridge is parallel to the UPRR bridge, 
located only 50 feet downstream. Both rail bridges 
are spanned overhead by US Route 20 (See photo 
to the right). The close proximity of the bridge piers 
to each other, the vertical clearance under US 
Route 20, and the low waterway clearance must be 
taken into consideration in the development of any 
alternative.  

Existing overhead utilities also constrain potential 
alternatives. Measures must be considered to avoid the utility facilities or incur expensive 
relocation costs (See photo below to the left). Alternatives must minimize fill in the river 
floodway and floodplain, and avoid or minimize new fill from embankment slopes and new 
bridge abutments within the adjacent Fox River floodplain and floodway. Measures to avoid and 
limit fill in these sensitive areas are important to reduce impacts (see photo below to the right).  

Looking North:  The existing Metra bridge is on the 
right, the UPRR bridge is on the left, with the US 
Route 20 bridge overhead. 

Looking South:  Overhead high-tension powerline 
towers are located in between the two rail bridges. 

Looking West:  The north end of the bridge is in close 
proximity to the river’s edge at the northeast 
quadrant of the bridge, near the bend in the river. 
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Metra considered a number of alternatives to address the replacement of the existing bridge.  

The No Build Alternative and five Build Alternatives were evaluated for the bridge replacement: 

 
1. No Build: Continue to provide extensive maintenance measures and repairs 
2. Alternative 1A: Construct a new double-track bridge on new alignment to the east 
3. Alternative 1B: Construct a new double-track bridge on new alignment to the west 
4. Alternative 2: Construct a new single-track bridge on the existing alignment 
5. Alternative 3: Construct a new single-track bridge on an upstream alignment 
6. Alternative 4: Construct a new double-track bridge on existing and downstream alignment 

(Preferred Build Alternative) 

Each alternative is described below. The findings of the alternatives analysis are summarized in 
the Alternatives Comparison Matrix in Table 2-1 and each alternative is shown in a figure after 
each description of an alternative. More detailed design drawings are included in Appendix A. 
The detailed design drawings include plan and profile sheets, bridge plan and elevation sheets, 
and bridge cross sections. 

For purposes of discussion of the following alternatives, the orientation of the existing bridge, 
Milwaukee West Line and existing trackage is assumed to be in a north-south direction. US Route 
20 and the Fox River are assumed to be in an east-west orientation. 

2.1.1 No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative maintains the Bridge Z-100 as it currently exists. Repair and 
maintenance on the existing bridge would continue. However, the nature and extent of the 
repairs would become greater, more frequent, and costly. Detailed repairs (as specified by Metra 
Engineering) would include rehabilitation of the existing masonry piers, including repair of 
spalled/damaged stone, tuck pointing masonry joints, and pressure grouting to assure internal 
masonry joints are solid. The underwater concrete encasement (or covering) is exhibiting minor 
hairline cracks which would require future underwater inspections. The three western spans 
located under US Route 20 would be replaced in the near future due to accelerated steel 
corrosion caused by salt spray and drainage from the highway facility above. Structural steel 
would require rehabilitation where section loss (i.e. corrosion of the steel such that the beams or 
girders are weakened) is extensive and cross braced connections have failed or are near failure. 
Lastly, a crack in the top flange has been identified which would require strengthening with 
additional installation of steel plates bolted to the top and bottom of the top flange. It is 
important to note that as a result of these required repairs, some of which are extensive, the No 
Build Alternative does not mean no construction would occur on the existing bridge. 
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The No Build Alternative would be the least environmentally disruptive alternative; however, the 
No Build Alternative does not meet the Project’s Purpose and Need. If the bridge is not replaced, 
the current bridge would continue to deteriorate. The condition of the bridge has reached a 
point where further repairs are not economically feasible. If the bridge is not replaced, repairs—
such as those required in 2010 to address deteriorated girder webs and seat bearings—would 
have to be made more frequently. Piecemeal repairs, especially unplanned projects, are an 
inefficient use of labor and may disrupt train schedules. Without replacement and upgrade of the 
existing bridge, speed restrictions could be implemented and a critical point on the line would 
continue to be vulnerable to blockage. Increasingly frequent delays and unreliable service 
schedules would discourage riders from using passenger rail as an alternative to the automobile, 
and businesses and employees in the Milwaukee West Line corridor would lose much of the 
economic benefit from the nearby Metra service.  

The condition of the existing bridge cannot be entirely brought into current, modern-day design 
requirements. Remaining a single-tracked crossing does not address the operational needs to 
improve reliability, efficiency and flexibility of the service and system for commuter and freight 
rail. Lastly, it does not address the need for system continuity, as it is still a bottleneck over the 
river. Under this alternative the existing single-track bridge would remain the only single-track 
segment on the double and triple track mainline alignment between Elgin and Chicago. For these 
reasons, the No Build Alternative does not meet the Purpose and Need, and is not considered a 
viable alternative for the Project. 

The No Build Alternative is a required alternative as part of the NEPA environmental analysis and 
is used for comparison purposes to assess the relative benefits and impacts of implementing the 
Project (40 CFR 1502.14). This alternative would maintain the status quo and is carried through 
to the end of the study as a means of comparison.  

2.1.2 Alternatives 1A and 1B: Construct a New Double-Track Bridge on New AlignmentUnder 
Alternatives 1A and 1B, Metra would remove the existing bridge and construct a new double-
track bridge on a new alignment east (upstream) or west (downstream) of the existing bridge, 
respectively. The proposed bridge would have five spans resting on four cast-in-place concrete 
piers and abutments. This would require a double shift in the track alignment of both mainline 
tracks north and south of the bridge to connect back to the existing double mainline tracks. The 
proposed curvature in the mainline track within the double shifts would incur more wear and 
tear on equipment wheels, and require increased track and rolling stock7 wheel maintenance 
above that of typical maintenance along straighter, non-curvilinear, alignments. Over time, it 
would add maintenance labor and material costs. 

Alternatives 1A and 1B would also have the greatest amount of floodplain fill impacts of the five 

7 The term rolling stock refers to any vehicles moving on a railway, including both powered and unpowered vehicles, i.e. 
locomotives, railroad cars, coaches, and wagons. 
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build alternatives considered. The close proximity of the overhead US Route 20 bridge makes the 
upstream alignment of a double-track bridge infeasible. The close proximity of power line towers 
and the UPRR bridge structure makes the west (downstream) alignment infeasible. 

Alternatives 1A and 1B do meet the Purpose and Need of the Project by delivering an improved 
bridge facility that is double-tracked and provides for the needed reliability and flexibility. These 
two alternatives are the most expensive and involve the biggest impact on the natural 
environment.   

Therefore, Alternatives 1A and 1B are removed from further consideration. 

For the components of these alternatives, see Figure 2-1A for the east (upstream) alignment and 
Figure 2-1B for the west (downstream) alignment. Also, see Appendix A for more detailed design 
drawings of each alternative. 
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Figure 2-1A:  Components of Alternative 1A – Construct a New Double Track Bridge on New 
Alignment East (Upstream) 
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Figure 2-1B:  Components of Alternative 1B – Construct a New Double Track Bridge on New 
Alignment West (Downstream) 
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2.1.3 Alternative 2: Construct a New Single-Track Bridge on the Existing 
Alignment 

Improvements under Alternative 2 would remove the existing bridge and construct a new bridge 
on the existing alignment while re-using the original piers. Except for the No Build Alternative, 
this would be the least environmentally disruptive alternative, and has the advantage of keeping 
the current track alignment. The same number of piers (five) would be used as the existing 
bridge. The masonry piers and abutments are in fair condition. However, the piers would need to 
be strengthened to bring them into compliance with current railroad design criteria before the 
new spans (or beams) could be placed on top of the existing piers. Specifically, the current 
AREMA8 standards require that the piers handle significant load stresses from train braking and 
acceleration maneuvers. The cost required to upgrade the existing piers to handle these loads 
was found to be substantial and nearly the same price as a complete new bridge. 

Also, a conservative analysis of the vertical load carrying capacity of the existing pier foundations 
indicated that, while the piers had adequate capacity to support the weight of the Metra trains, 
their capacity was not up to the requirements of current AREMA standards. Three existing piers 
would need to be enlarged to handle the current train design load requirements.  

Constructing the new bridge on the existing alignment would require that the six new bridge 
spans (or beams) be assembled off line. For each span, a weekend closure would be needed to 
install them into place. The closure would involve a track outage and train service disruptions for 
a total of six weekends. During each weekend of track and train service disruption, one existing 
bridge span would be removed and a new span installed in its place. As this alternative proposes 
only a single-track bridge, it would also do nothing to address the bottleneck and capacity 
constraints of the current single-track bridge for future additional passenger or freight rail service 
on the Milwaukee West Line.  

Because this alternative does not sufficiently improve operational efficiencies as stated in the 
Purpose and Need, it was decided to pursue an alternative for a completely new bridge, and this 
alternative was dropped from further consideration. 

See Figure 2-2 for the components of this alternative. Also, see Appendix A for more detailed 
design drawings of this alternative. 

 
  

8 American Railway Engineering and Maintenance-of-Way Association 
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Figure 2-2:  Components of Alternative 2 – Construct a New Single-Track Bridge on the Existing 
Alignment 
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2.1.4 Alternative 3: Construct a New Single-Track Bridge on an Upstream 
Alignment 

Improvements under Alternative 3 would construct a new bridge on an alignment east 
(upstream) of the existing bridge. The new bridge would have five spans resting on four new 
cast-in-place concrete piers, and two new end abutments. The existing bridge, its piers and 
abutments would be removed after the new bridge structure was completed and service is 
transferred over to the new bridge. 

The advantage of the upstream alignment is that the new bridge could to be built adjacent to the 
existing bridge and require only two weekend train service disruptions to realign the tracks on 
both ends of the new bridge to the new alignment. 

However, a disadvantage of this alternative is that a double jog in the track alignment would be 
needed at each end of the new bridge to connect with the existing mainline track. Like 
Alternatives 1A and 1B, more wear and tear on equipment wheels would occur, and require 
increased track and rolling stock wheel maintenance, adding maintenance labor and material 
costs, over time. Operationally, a straighter alignment is preferred over an alignment with 
curves. 

Similar to Alternative 2, this alternative proposes only a single-track bridge. It would do nothing 
to address the bottleneck and capacity constraints of the current single-track bridge for existing 
or additional passenger or freight rail service on the Milwaukee West Line as described in the 
Purpose and Need. 

Another disadvantage, or concern, for this alternative is the proximity of its construction area to 
the existing US Route 20 bridge piers and supports. The upstream alignment brings construction 
activities very near the US Route 20 bridge piers.  Construction activities near the existing piers 
could undermine the stability of the US Route 20 bridge pier foundations and compromise the 
structural integrity of the bridge. 

Lastly, because of the bend in the river and jog in the track alignment near the proposed bridge 
location, this alternative would require additional embankment filling in the floodway upstream 
of the new bridge. The alignment in this alternative would require an additional span and pier in 
the riverbed compared to a downstream alignment. The fact that this bridge alignment would 
have more fill and one additional pier in the floodway compared to the downstream alignment 
bridge (Alternative 4) would be a potential issue during the permitting process with the 
regulatory agencies. The additional bridge span would also increase the construction cost. 

For the reasons stated above, this alternative does not adequtely meet the Project’s Purpose and 
Need, and was therefore dropped from further consideration. 
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See Figure 2-3 for the components of this alternative. Also, see Appendix A for more detailed 
design drawings of this alternative. 
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Figure 2-3:  Components of Alternative 3 – Construct a New Single-Track Bridge on an 
Upstream Alignment 
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2.2 Preferred Build Alternative 

Alternative 4:  Construct a New Double-Track Bridge on Existing and 
Downstream Alignment (Preferred Build Alternative) 
 

Improvements under Alternative 4 would construct a new 
bridge immediately west (downstream) of the existing bridge. 
This new bridge would be aligned with Track #2 and located 
between the existing bridge and the Union Pacific Railroad 
bridge. The new bridge proposes to have four spans (or 
beams), three piers, and two end abutments. 

Based on projected environmental impacts, reduced service 
disruption and increased bridge capacity, Metra determined 
that constructing a new double-track bridge on a combination 
of the existing alignment and a west (downstream) alignment 
is the Preferred Build Alternative. This design configuration meets the Project’s Purpose and 
Need. 

After the new bridge is constructed and the Track #2 connections are made at the ends of the 
bridge, the service would be transferred from the existing bridge to the new bridge. The existing 
bridge, its five spans, four piers and two end abutments, would then be demolished.  

Next, the three piers on the new bridge would be extended easterly to the location of the 
demolished existing bridge.  These piers would support the spans (or beams) for the new bridge 
along Track #1, which adds a second track crossing. This second track would become the 
outbound track and would align with the existing outbound Track #1 on both sides of the Fox 
River. The Preferred Build Alternative would result in the most direct alignment by minimizing 
track curvature for both tracks. It eliminates the double shift found in Alternatives 1A and 1B. 

Because the new downstream bridge location is farther from the bend in the river, the length of 
bridge required is one span shorter than the Alternative 3 bridge on a new upstream alignment. 
The Preferred Build Alternative bridge location would also require less earthwork filling of the 
floodway. This bridge would have three new piers in the waterway, which is two fewer than the 
existing bridge, and would present less of an obstruction to water flow than the existing bridge. 

The new bridge on the new downstream alignment would allow this bridge to be built adjacent 
to the existing bridge. The construction would require only two weekend train service disruptions 
to connect the extended Track #2 on the new bridge to the existing Track #2 on both ends of the 
bridge. Some minor track alignment work would be required to make this connection. After the 
existing bridge is removed and replaced, the existing mainline track (Track #1) would require no 

For purposes of discussion and 
clarity, the two mainline tracks 
that approach the existing 
single-track bridge over the Fox 
River are numbered. The tracks 
are aligned in a north-south 
direction. The east track is Track 
#1 and the west track is Track 
#2. The existing bridge aligns 
with Track #1 and carries it over 
the river.  
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track realignment to connect to the existing track off the bridge ends.  

The Preferred Build Alternative Bridge is slightly more costly than Alternative 2, but it results in a 
completely new double-track bridge that would be designed with the latest AREMA standards. 
Alternative 2 only provides a new single-track bridge. The Preferred Build Alternative also 
minimizes track alignment impacts and has a minimal amount of train service disruption.  

The existing single-track bridge is the only single-track segment on the double and triple track 
mainline alignment between Elgin and Chicago. The new bridge would allow a second track to be 
installed thus creating a new double-track river crossing consistent with the rest of the alignment 
between Elgin and Chicago.  

Because this alternative most fully addresses the Project’s Purpose and Need, while minimizing 
other negative impacts, this alternative is considered the Preferred Build Alternative, and is 
further reviewed in this EA. 

See Figure 2-4 for the components of this alternative. Also, see Appendix A for more detailed 
design drawings of this alternative. 

A comparison of the alternatives has been summarized below in Table 2-1, Alternative 
Comparison Matrix. 
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Figure 2-4:  Components of Alternative 4 – Construct a New Double-Track Bridge on Existing 
and Downstream Alignment (Preferred Build Alternative) 
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Table 2-1:  Alternative Comparison Matrix 

Selection Criteria and 
Design Considerations 

Alternatives 

No Build Alternative 1A Alternative 1B Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 

Continue to Provide 
Extensive 

Maintenance 
Measures and 

Repairs 

New Double-Track Bridge on New Alignment New Single-Track 
Bridge on the Existing 

Alignment 

New Single-Track 
Bridge on an 

Upstream Alignment 

New Double-Track 
Bridge on Existing 
and Downstream 

Alignment  
Upstream Downstream 

Design Speed 50 mph 70 mph 70 mph 70 mph 40 mph 70 mph 

Tracks over Bridge 1 2 2 1 1 2 

Operation Impacts / 
Crossovers9 

Single Track Bridge 
Crossing. No 

improvements possible. 

Due to the double shifts 
in the tracks, the 

crossovers are further 
away from the bridge 

ends. 

Due to the double shifts 
in the tracks, the 

crossovers are further 
away from the bridge 

ends. 

Single Track Bridge 
Crossing. No 

improvements possible. 

Single Track Bridge 
Crossing. No 

improvements possible. 

Provides operational 
flexibility. A double 

crossover is provided at 
each approach (end) of 

the bridge. 

Bridge Condition & 
Safety Impacts 

Replacement of three 
spans would be 

required at the bridge 
because of their poor 

condition. The repaired 
bridge would not fully 
meet current AREMA 

standards. 

The new bridge would meet current AREMA 
standards and safety would improve 

The new bridge would 
meet current AREMA 
standards and safety 

would improve. 

The new bridge would 
meet current AREMA 
standards and safety 

would improve. 

The new bridge would 
meet current AREMA 
standards and safety 

would improve. 

Track Alignment 
Impacts 

No Change Adds four curves to the existing track alignments. No Change 
Adds two curves to 

existing track 
alignments. 

No Change to one Track 
Alignment and adds two 

minor curves to the 
second track alignment. 

  

9 Crossovers are track-to-track crossings between continuous tracks. It is desirable to place these on the approaches (near the ends) of the bridge. 
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Table 2-1:  Alternative Comparison Matrix (continued) 

Selection Criteria and 
Design Considerations 

Alternatives 

No Build Alternative 1A Alternative 1B Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 

Continue to Provide 
Extensive 

Maintenance 
Measures and 

Repairs 

New Double-Track Bridge on New Alignment New Single-Track 
Bridge on the Existing 

Alignment 

New Single-Track 
Bridge on an 

Upstream Alignment 

New Double-Track 
Bridge on Existing 
and Downstream 

Alignment  
Upstream Downstream 

Long Term Train 
Operations Impacts 

No improvement of 
train delays at single 

track bridge. 

Double track bridge would substantially reduce 
train delays and provide redundancy for train 

operations for maintenance. 

No improvement of 
train delays at single 

track bridge. 

No improvement of 
train delays at single 

track bridge. 

Double track bridge 
would substantially 

reduce train delays and 
provide redundancy for 

train operations for 
maintenance. 

Constructability Issues Increased maintenance 

Close proximity 
between piers for US 
Route 20 and existing 

bridges.  Minor 
modifications to existing 
east abutment required 

for construction. 

Overhead power lines, 
close proximity to the 

UPRR bridge, and close 
proximity between piers 

for US Route 20 and 
existing bridge. 

No impact 

Minor modifications to 
existing east abutment 

required for 
construction. 

Overhead power lines, 
and close proximity 

between the existing US 
Route 20 center bridge 

pier and the existing 
and proposed Metra 

bridge piers. 

Roadway Impacts No impact 

Replace two at-grade 
railroad crossings at 

Elgin Avenue and gravel 
access road northeast of 

existing bridge. 

Replace two at-grade 
railroad crossings at 

Elgin Avenue. 
No impact 

Replace two at-grade 
railroad crossings at 
Elgin Ave. and gravel 

access road northeast of 
existing bridge. 

Replace one at-grade 
railroad crossing at Elgin 

Avenue. 

Weekend Track 
Outage and Train 
Service Disruptions 
during Construction 

A total of 3 weekends. A total of 2 weekends. A total of 6 weekends. A total of 2 weekends. A total of 2 weekends. 
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Table 2-1:  Alternative Comparison Matrix (continued) 

Selection Criteria and 
Design Considerations 

Alternatives 

No Build Alternative 1A Alternative 1B Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 

Continue to Provide 
Extensive 

Maintenance 
Measures and 

Repairs 

New Double-Track Bridge on New Alignment New Single-Track 
Bridge on the Existing 

Alignment 

New Single-Track 
Bridge on an 

Upstream Alignment 

New Double-Track 
Bridge on Existing 
and Downstream 

Alignment  
Upstream Downstream 

Commonwealth Edison 
(Electric Power Utility) 
Impacts 

NA NA 

Two large high voltage 
towers to be relocated; 

one standard power 
pole to be relocated. 

NA NA 

Two retaining walls 
required at high voltage 

towers; one standard 
power pole to be 

relocated. 

Other Utility Impacts NA 
Signal foundation and 
two communication 

poles to be relocated. 

One signal cabinet and 
transformer, two signal 

bungalows, one 
communication tower, 
and tower B-35 signal 

equipment to be 
relocated. 

NA 
Signal foundation and 
one communication 
pole to be relocated. 

Signal cabinets, two 
signal bungalows, 

transformer and tower 
B-35 signal equipment 

to be relocated. 

Impacts to Fox River 
and Surrounding 
Context 

Temporary impacts 
during bridge 
rehabilitation. 

Greatest floodplain fill impacts of the five build 
alternatives. Adjacent U.S. 20 Bridge to the north 

and powerline towers and UPRR bridge to the south 
make this alignment infeasible. 

Enlargement and 
improvements to the 
existing piers would 

impact the Fox River. 

Additional embankment 
filling in the floodway 

upstream would be 
required. Adjacent U.S. 
20 Bridge to the north 

would complicate 
construction. 

Construction of four 
piers would impact the 

Fox River more than 
Alternative 4. 

Additional embankment 
filling in the floodway 

upstream would be 
required. Construction 

of three piers would 
impact the Fox River 

less than Alternative 3. 
New bridge would have 

two fewer piers than 
the existing and would 

present less of an 
obstruction to water 

flow. 
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Table 2-1:  Alternative Comparison Matrix (continued) 

Selection Criteria and 
Design Considerations 

Alternatives 

No Build Alternative 1A Alternative 1B Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4 

Continue to Provide 
Extensive 

Maintenance 
Measures and 

Repairs 

New Double-Track Bridge on New Alignment New Single-Track 
Bridge on the Existing 

Alignment 

New Single-Track 
Bridge on an 

Upstream Alignment 

New Double-Track 
Bridge on Existing 
and Downstream 

Alignment  
Upstream Downstream 

Cost10 $14 million $44 million $21.5 million $22 million $34 million 

Meets Project Purpose 
and Need 

Minimally: This 
alternative would repair 
existing portions of the 

bridge in poor 
condition, but would 

not improve train delay 
issues with the existing 
single track condition. 

Fully: This alternative would address the existing 
bridge’s poor condition by constructing a new 
bridge.  It would improve operations, service 

reliability and flexibility for maintenance activities 
by providing two tracks. However, it involves 

greater impacts to the Fox River floodway than 
Alternative 4. The proposed bridge has 4 piers, 5 

spans, and 2 end abutments. It also has the highest 
cost of all the alternatives. 

Partially: This 
alternative would 

address the existing 
bridge’s poor condition 
by constructing a new 
bridge, but would not 
improve train delay 

issues with the existing 
single track condition. 

Partially: This 
alternative would 

address the existing 
bridge’s poor condition 
by constructing a new 
bridge, but would not 
improve train delay 

issues with the existing 
single track condition. 

Fully: This alternative 
would address the 

existing bridge’s poor 
condition by 

constructing a new 
bridge.  It would 

improve operations, 
service reliability and 

flexibility for 
maintenance activities 

by providing two tracks. 
Identified impacts are 
less than Alternatives 

1A and 1B. The 
proposed bridge has 3 
piers, 4 spans, and 2 

end abutments. 

Preferred Alternative No No No No Yes 

 

10 Cost estimate information provided by Metra’s Engineering Department. 
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Chapter 3 Environmental Resources, Impacts, and Mitigation 
Measures 
One of the primary purposes of NEPA is to provide the public and decision-makers wiazth relevant 
information on the potential environmental impacts of a proposed project (42 U.S.C. §4321 et seq.). This 
chapter describes existing conditions and the impacts of both the No Build Alternative and the Preferred Build 
Alternative (construction and operation) on different aspects of the social, cultural, and natural environment. 
The following major topics (called resource areas) are considered: displacements and relocations; 
neighborhoods, communities and businesses; historic and archaeological resources; water resources; 
flooding; biological resources; noise; vibration; hazardous materials; environmental justice (EJ); indirect and 
cumulative impacts; resources with limited or no impacts including transportation, air quality, land use and 
economic development, navigable waterways and coastal zones, geology and soils, energy, safety and 
security, and visual and aesthetic conditions; and Section 4(f) resources. This chapter summarizes the findings 
of the resource area evaluations. 

Each resource area discussion includes an overview of the resource area, a description of the major 
considerations and laws or regulations governing the analysis, a description of the impact analysis method, a 
summary of existing conditions, and anticipated temporary construction and permanent environmental 
impacts from the No Build Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative. Within this NEPA document, resource 
areas are discussed in terms of impacts being either “beneficial” or “adverse.” Where adverse impacts are 
noted, standard measures (often described as “best management practices” or BMPs) to avoid or minimize 
impacts are discussed. Additional mitigation measures are described where needed to minimize impacts. 

3.1 Displacements and Relocations of Existing Uses 

Displacements and relocations of residents or businesses may occur when land and/or structures are needed 
to accommodate construction or the permanent footprint of a project. This section describes the Metra right-
of-way expansion needed for the Project, including acquisition of private property for permanent easements. 

3.1.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended (“Uniform 
Act,” 42 United States Code [USC] § 4601, et seq.) mandates that relocation services and payments be made 
available to eligible residents, businesses, and non-profit organizations displaced as a direct result of any 
project undertaken by a federal agency or with federal financial assistance. 

While there are no specific NEPA thresholds for assessing displacement impacts, compliance with the 
Uniform Act includes provisions for uniform and equitable treatment of persons displaced from their homes 
or businesses by establishing uniform and equitable land acquisition policies to address impacts. 

Metra utilized existing aerial photography and site visits to survey the area surrounding the proposed 
improvement and the required construction staging areas.  The objective of the survey was to determine 
whether any properties were close enough to either the proposed improvement or construction staging areas 
that they would need to be either permanently acquired or temporarily acquired for the duration of the 
construction.   
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3.1.2 Existing Conditions 

The Preferred Build Alternative for the Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (the 
Project) would occur within the City of Elgin, Kane County, Illinois. The general area of the Project is a 
transportation and utility corridor south of the Central Business District of Elgin. The existing Metra right-of-
way extends in a northwest to southeast direction across the Fox River. The Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) 
owns a single-track line immediately west of and parallel to the existing Metra single-track bridge. The US 
Route 20 bridge over the Fox River extends over both the Metra and UPRR tracks and bridges.  

Land use immediately adjacent to the Project includes the UPRR, the Fox River, and the National Street Metra 
Station on the north side of the river. South and east of the Fox River, land use includes the Fox River Trail, 
undeveloped land and industrial structures. No structures are located close enough to the Project that would 
require displacement. Residential land is located west of the UPRR tracks, northwest of the Fox River along 
with the Marie Grolich Park. The City of Elgin wastewater treatment plant is located west of the UPRR tracks, 
southeast of the Fox River. All proposed work is located east of the UPRR tracks. Figure 1-3, Project Limits 
Map, shows the project limits within the existing land use. 

3.1.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following sections summarize the potential displacement and relocation impacts of the No Build 
Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative. 

No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative would not displace any structures; no permanent displacement or relocation 
impacts would occur. 

Preferred Build Alternative  

The Preferred Build Alternative would not displace any residences, businesses, or other buildings. The 
Preferred Build Alternative would, however, require temporary easements for construction staging and the 
acquisition of land (a permanent easement) west of the existing bridge over the Fox River for the construction 
and operation of the new bridge. Approximately 0.97 acres of temporary easement would be required from 
the Union Pacific Railroad. Approximately 0.33 acres of permanent easement would be acquired from the 
Union Pacific Railroad near the temporary easements. Land acquisition would be limited to the unused land 
located between the Union Pacific Railroad and Metra Railroad tracks. There are no structures in the 
easement areas and the Union Pacific Railroad tracks are outside of the easement areas.  

Figure 3-1 shows the easement areas that would be required.  
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Figure 3-1:  Easement Areas 
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3.1.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

To address the impacts for all private property acquisitions, the following requirements in compliance with 
the Uniform Act would apply: 

• Compensation - Just compensation for property acquisition and easements, measured by the fair 
market value of the property, as determined by Metra through an appraisal process, would be 
provided to the affected property owner. 

• Relocation assistance – If a business or residence were displaced, relocation assistance would be 
provided to the affected property owner. 

3.2 Neighborhoods, Communities, and Businesses  

This section discusses project impacts on the surrounding neighborhood, community, and businesses. The 
analysis considered the surrounding community character and cohesion, mobility, and community resources, 
such as schools, parks, and community centers near the project area. 

3.2.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

The U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) and the Illinois Department of Transportation (IDOT) both 
have Community Impact Assessment manuals, which Metra used to look at potential neighborhood, 
community, and business impacts of the Project (USDOT 1996, IDOT 2007). The analysis considered the 
following types of impacts: 

• Community Character and Cohesion - Impacts due to commercial and residential displacements 
and changes in land use, visual/aesthetics, noise levels, and population/demographics. Community 
character is an attribute of a geographic area with identifiable characteristics that make it unique. 
Community cohesion is an attribute of a geographic area where segmentation or division of the 
area would reduce its desirability to current and future residents. 

• Mobility - Overall community impacts of changes in transportation options, station access, travel 
patterns, parking, physical barriers, and access for emergency service providers. 

• Community Resources - Impacts on key facilities in the project area that play an important role in 
shaping and defining the community, such as landmarks, parks, community centers, and other 
places that serve as focal points or provide community services. 

The community area was profiled using 2014 census data and key community resources within a quarter mile 
of the project limits. Potential for displacements, impacts to community facilities, and effects on mobility 
were assessed by reviewing project plans and aerial photographs of the project area11. No displacements, 
severances, changes to existing travel patterns, or changes to existing land use are anticipated as a result of 
this Project.  

11 The project limits are along the existing railroad corridor right-of-way (ROW) and extend from just south of the National Street 
Station to just north of Elgin Boulevard. The project area covers a broader area and includes locations beyond the existing ROW and 
the surrounding community. 
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3.2.2 Existing Conditions 

The project area is within the City of Elgin, which contains suburban-type development with a diverse 
population. By providing convenient access to Chicago and other regional employment centers, Metra and its 
predecessor railroads have helped induce new commercial and residential development. Table 3-1 provides 
an overview of Elgin’s demographics.  The project area is defined as half a mile beyond the project limits. 

Table 3-1:  Elgin Community Area Profile 

Category Project Area Total City of Elgin Total 

Population1 17,248 110,906 

% Employment2 63.1% 64.2% 

% Minority Population1 61.2% 58.7% 

% Elderly Population2 6.78% 9.4% 

% Renter-Occupied Households2 38.7% 67.9% 

% Owner-Occupied Households2 61.3% 32.1% 

Median Home Value2 $159,500 $171,000 

Average Household Size (# persons2) 3.09 3.14 

Average Gross Rent per Month2 $785 $971 

1 Project area calculated using block groups within ½ mile 
2 Project area calculated using census tracts within ½ mile 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2014 

The major roadway in the project area is US Route 20, which extends east-west through the middle of the 
project area. Other major roadways include IL Route 31 to the west, Elgin Boulevard to the south, and 
Raymond Street to the east. Smaller residential streets are present in the residential areas to the northwest 
and northeast of the Project.  

The area surrounding the southern portion of the project limits consists of industrial uses including the Fox 
River Water Reclamation District, The Alphabet Shop, and Plastic Specialties. Residential areas are located 
near the northern portion of the project limits. Commercial areas near the project limits are located along US 
Route 20 to the east of the Project.  

Parks and recreational facilities within a quarter mile of the project area include Marie Grolich Park, Elgin 
Shores Forest Preserve, and the Fox River Trail. Marie Grolich Park is located west of the UPRR tracks on the 
west side of the Fox River outside of the project limits. Marie Grolich Park is owned and maintained by the 
City of Elgin Parks and Recreation Department. There are recreational facilities at the park including a 
playground, practice fields, and a quarter-mile path. The Fox River Trail is to the east of the Metra tracks on 
the east side of the Fox River. The Fox River Trail is outside the project limits. The trail is over 40 miles long 
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and extends along the Fox River from the City of Aurora to the Village of Algonquin. This portion of the Fox 
River Trail is maintained by the Forest Preserve District of Kane County, which also operates the Elgin Shores 
Forest Preserve. The Elgin Shores Forest Preserve is located south of US Route 20 and on both sides of the Fox 
River outside of the project limits. East of the Fox River, recreational facilities include a trail system and the 
area west of the Fox River that has been leased to the City of Elgin for little league baseball fields. Figure 3-2 
illustrates the location of park resources near the Project. 

The Metra National Street Station, which is approximately 1,500 feet north of the project limits, averaged 700 
weekday boardings and 657 weekday alightings (RTAMS, 2014).  

3.2.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following sections summarize the potential neighborhood and community impacts of the No Build 
Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative. 

No Build Alternative 

Construction Impacts 

Under the No Build Alternative, maintenance construction activities would still be required to maintain the 
existing structure. The No Build Alternative would result in minor temporary impacts on the surrounding 
neighborhoods due to construction activities. Temporary construction impacts could include noise, vibration, 
dust, temporary utility disruption, negative visual and aesthetic changes from demolition and construction, 
and construction vehicle emissions. Truck traffic would be primarily present along major roads near the 
project area and would use a defined access path to reach the project limits, likely along the existing right-of-
way.  

Permanent Impacts 

No permanent impacts would occur under the No Build Alternative.  

Preferred Build Alternative  

Construction Impacts 

The Preferred Build Alternative would result in minor temporary adverse impacts on the surrounding 
neighborhoods due to construction activities. Temporary construction impacts could include noise, vibration, 
dust, temporary utility disruption, negative visual and aesthetic changes from demolition and construction, 
and construction vehicle emissions. Truck traffic would be primarily present along major roads near the 
project area and would use a defined access path to reach the project limits, likely along the existing right-of-
way.  

Construction would take place within existing Metra right-of-way and on land acquired from the Union Pacific 
Railroad. There would be improvements to the crossing at Elgin Avenue and planned mitigation includes 
maintaining vehicle access to the adjacent business (The Alphabet Group) through a temporary track crossing 
and by performing weekend work. Figure 3-3 shows the existing crossing location.  The temporary track 
crossing would be located near the existing track crossing.  
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Permanent Impacts 

No displacements would occur as a result of the Preferred Build Alternative and no permanent impacts to the 
community are expected. The additional land required for the Project would be acquired from the adjacent 
Union Pacific Railroad and would therefore not change in overall type of usage or have an effect on the 
community.  

The Preferred Build Alternative would improve mobility including providing for faster train speeds. The 
Preferred Build Alternative would provide more reliable commuter rail access to jobs in the project area and 
elsewhere on the Metra train system. Access to nearby community resources would be enhanced as a result 
of the mobility improvements. 

3.2.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

As no neighborhood, community or business impacts, except for those generally associated with 
construction, are anticipated, no mitigation measures for permanent impacts are required. Efforts to 
minimize community disruptions from construction would be undertaken through coordination with the City 
of Elgin. The construction activities would be limited to daytime hours where feasible, though night and/or 
weekend work may be needed during track cutover, piling, excavation, deep foundation work, or other 
activities. If any planned work conflicts with the City of Elgin’s noise ordinance, Metra will coordinate with the 
City. Truck traffic would be primarily present along major roads near the project area and would use a 
defined access path to reach the project limits, likely along the existing right-of-way.  

Maintaining access to any businesses that would potentially be impacted would be a high priority. One grade 
crossing at Elgin Avenue would be replaced by the Project. This crossing provides access to a business called 
The Alphabet Shop. A temporary track crossing would be provided to ensure access would be maintained to 
The Alphabet Shop during construction. Figure 3-3 shows the location of the existing track crossing.  The 
temporary track crossing would be located near the existing track crossing. 
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Figure 3-2:  Parks and Recreational Facilities 
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Figure 3-3:  Track Crossing 
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3.3 Historic and Archaeological Resources (Section 106 
Consultation) 

This section summarizes findings under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and in 
coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) of the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency 
(IHPA) and consulting parties to the Section 106 process. 

The structure of this section is slightly different than other sections within Chapter 3 of the EA to fully 
document the process and consultation required under Section 106. In addition, the term “effects” is used in 
this section rather than “impacts” because of the unique requirements and terminology related to historic 
resources. Section 4.1 and 4.2 summarizes Section 106 coordination efforts to date. 

3.3.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Cultural and historic resources are protected by various federal regulations. Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requires federal agencies to consider effects on historic resources from their 
actions and to balance preservation needs with the need for the action (54 U.S.C. § 300101, et seq.). As 
provided in 36 CFR § 800, the Section 106 process "seeks to accommodate historic preservation concerns 
with the needs of federal undertakings through consultation” [36 CFR § 800.1(a)]. The goal of the 
consultation is to identify historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking, assess project effects, 
and seek ways to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse effects on historic properties [36 CFR § 800.1(a)]. 

For the assessment of historic and archaeological resources, Metra conducted a four-step process following 
requirements of 36 CFR § 800: 

1. Define the Area of Potential Effects - FTA first determined an Area of Potential Effects (APE) for 
cultural/historic resources. The APE is defined as the geographic area within which the project may 
cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties. Development of the APE involved site 
visits and a review of aerial maps and conceptual engineering drawings for the Preferred Build 
Alternative. The APE boundaries were based on the area directly affected by construction, the height 
of the proposed structures, and the indirect area of potential visual effects. Generally, the APE 
contains parcels that are adjacent to either side of the existing rail line, plus a buffer to account for 
potential indirect effects. 

2. Identify Historic and Archaeological Resources - The APE was then field surveyed for historic 
architectural resources that meet National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) criteria. Further research 
using the Historic and Architectural Resources Geographic Information System (HARGIS) was 
conducted to determine whether there were documented findings of archaeological resources within 
the APE. NRHP criteria are defined in 36 CFR § 60.4 and apply to districts, sites, buildings, structures, or 
objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and 
association with one or more of the following four criteria: 

• Criterion A - Events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of American 
history on a federal, state, and/or local level. 

• Criterion B - Lives of persons significant in the history of the city, state, and/or the United States. 
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• Criterion C - Distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or the work of 

a master, or high artistic values, or a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may 
lack individual distinction. 

• Criterion D - Information important in prehistory or history. 

Within the Area of Potential Effect (APE), Metra’s analysis indicated that there are no structures eligible for 
listing on the NRHP. Metra did not find any information suggesting that a historic event is associated with the 
bridge. The existing bridge was designed and constructed by railroad staff of a predecessor railroad. The 
structure is not unique and is not representative of a style or school of design that is no longer available. 
Instead, the bridge is simply six steel spans sitting atop masonry and concrete piers and abutments. Based on 
the review and analysis, which indicates that there are no structures eligible for listing on the NRHP within 
the APE that would be directly impacted by demolition or indirectly impacted by noise or visual impacts, 
Metra proposed a determination of “No Historic Properties Affected”. The proposed determination was 
supported by past IHPA findings that no historic properties are affected on September 24, 2010 and August 
17, 2011. Both of those findings are referenced under IHPA Log #010082310. The Section 106 Coordination 
documentation is provided in Appendix C.  The Cultural Resources Inadvertent Discovery Plan is included in 
Appendix I.  

FTA initiated consultation with the following tribal nations:  Forest County Potawatomi Community, Citizen 
Potawatomi Nation, Prairie Band of Potawatomi Nation, and Hannahville Indian Community. FTA notified 
these nations of the Project and invited them to participate in consultation through correspondence sent on 
August 17, 2012. The Forest County Potawatomi Community responded on September 27, 2012 requesting 
additional information. That request was forwarded to Metra which responded on November 9, 2012 with 
additional details about the Project. The Forest County Potawatomi Community has not requested any 
further information. The other tribes listed above did not respond to the August 17, 2012 invitation letter. 
Correspondence with the Tribal Nations is provided in Appendix C. 

In October 2015, FTA reinitiated the consultation process with IHPA because such a long length of time had 
passed since the previous consultation was initiated in 2010. FTA established the APE and determined that 
the proposed Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (Metra Bridge Z-100), based on the 
APE boundaries, would not affect historic properties. No properties within the APE are on, or are eligible for 
the National Register of Historic Places.  

On October 30, 2015, the Illinois State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurred with the FTA 
determination of the APE boundaries, that there are no properties on or are eligible for the National Register 
of Historic Places within the APE, and that the Project would not affect any historic properties. 

3. Assess Effects on Historic and Archaeological Resources – Since there are no properties on or are 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places within the APE, there would be no effects on these 
resources. 

4. Resolve any Adverse Effects - Since there are no properties on or are eligible for the National Register 
of Historic Places within the APE, there are no adverse effects to resolve. No mitigation measures or a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) are required. 
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3.3.2 Existing Conditions (Section 106 Eligibility Determinations) 

FTA determined that there are no properties on or are eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
within the APE on October 14, 2015 and the SHPO concurred on October 30, 2015. 

3.3.3 Environmental Effects (Section 106 Effects Determinations) 

No Build Alternative 

Since there are no historic properties in the APE, the No Build Alternative would not directly result in adverse 
effects on historic and cultural resources. 

Preferred Build Alternative 

Since there are no historic properties in the APE, the Preferred Build Alternative would not directly result in 
adverse effects on historic and cultural resources. 

3.3.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

No historic properties were identified with the in APE; therefore, no additional measures to avoid or minimize 
harm are necessary as no adverse impacts are present. 

3.4 Water Resources 

This section discusses water resources and how the proposed project may impact surface, groundwater 
quality, and wetlands.   

3.4.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Water quality is regulated by several laws and agencies at both the state and federal level. 

Federal 

The Clean Water Act (CWA; 33 U.S.C. §§1251-1387) establishes the basic structure for regulating discharges 
of pollutants into the “Waters of the United States” (WOUS) and regulating quality standards for surface 
waters. WOUS is a broad term that includes surface waters that are used or could be used for interstate 
commerce. This includes wetlands, ponds, lakes, territorial seas, rivers, tributary streams, and other linear 
drainageways below the ordinary high water mark (OHWM). Man-made water bodies, such as quarries and 
ponds that are no longer actively being mined or constructed, can also be considered WOUS. A specific, 
detailed definition of WOUS can be found at 33 Code of Federal Regulations 328.3. WOUS are within the 
jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(33 U.S.C. §1344). Navigable-in-fact WOUS are also regulated by the USACE under Section 10 of the Rivers 
and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. §403).  

The CWA made it unlawful to discharge any pollutant from a point source into navigable waters, unless a 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES; 33 U.S.C. §1342) permit was obtained.  The NPDES 
program controls point source discharges.  Point sources are discrete conveyances such as pipes or man-
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made ditches.  The NPDES program is administered by the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) in 
Illinois per CWA Section 402(b). A general NPDES Permit for Storm Water Discharges from Construction Site 
Activities is required for any construction site that would result in the disturbance of soil of one or more acres 
total land area (40 CFR §122, et seq.).  

The National Wild and Scenic Rivers System was created by Congress in 1968 (Public Law 90-542; 16 U.S.C. 
1271 et seq.) to preserve certain rivers with outstanding natural, cultural, and recreational values in a free-
flowing condition for the enjoyment of present and future generations. The August 2, 1979 Presidential 
Directive directed federal agencies to avoid or mitigate actions that would adversely affect a Nationwide 
Rivers Inventory (NRI) segment [National Park Service (NPS), 2011]. The NRI is a compilation of free-flowing 
rivers and river segments that appear to have one or more “Outstandingly Remarkable Values” that could 
qualify them for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. “Outstandingly Remarkable Values” 
include criteria such as scenery, recreation, geology, fish/wildlife value, and historic/cultural significance. The 
NRI is managed by the National Park Service Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance Program. 

State 

Under CWA Section 303(d) (33 U.S.C. §1313), states are required to classify waters with respect to 
impairments. Waters that do not, or are not anticipated to, meet applicable water quality standards are 
considered impaired and are cataloged in the 303(d) list, requiring state regulators to develop total maximum 
daily loads (TMDLs). TMDLs establish pollution reduction goals to improve the quality of impaired waters. In 
Illinois, waters are protected and evaluated under the General Use Water Quality Standards (Title 35 Illinois 
Administrative Code, Subtitle C, Chapter I, Part 302, Subparts A and B). Waters that do not fully support their 
designated uses are considered impaired. Designated uses include: aquatic life (AL), fish consumption (FC), 
primary contact (PC) (e.g., swimming and water skiing), secondary contact (SC) (e.g., fishing and 
commercial/recreational boating), and aesthetic quality (AQ) (Title 35 Illinois Administrative Code, Subtitle C, 
Chapter I, Part 302, Subparts A and B). A list of impaired waters is published by the Illinois Environmental 
Protection Agency (IEPA) bi-annually in the Illinois Integrated Water Quality Report and 303d List. A use 
designation of “non-support” indicates that water quality is not sufficient to support a particular use, such as 
“aquatic life” or “primary contact”. 

The State's Public Bodies of Water are regulated by the IEPA to protect the public's interests, rights, safety 
and welfare (Title 17 Illinois Administrative Code, Part 3704). In addition, the Illinois Pollution Control Board 
has the authority to designate Outstanding Resource Waters (35 Ill. Adm. Code §§302.105, 303.205). 
Outstanding Resource Waters include water bodies or water body segments that are of exceptional or 
unique/special ecological, recreational, or aesthetic significance. 

In 2008, the Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) released biological stream ratings for Illinois 
(IDNR, 2008). The IDNR stream ratings can be used to evaluate aquatic resource quality, including biologically 
diverse streams and those with a high degree of biological integrity. The diversity and integrity scores fall 
within one of five ratings ranging from A to E. Streams that are rated as Class A or B are considered to be high 
quality with the highest biological integrity or diversity. Different segments (or reaches) of the same 
river/creek can have different ratings for diversity or integrity. 

The IDNR’s Ecological Compliance Assessment Tool12 (EcoCAT) provides information on the presence or 

12 EcoCAT is available at the following web site: http://www.dnrecocat.state.il.us/ecopublic/.  
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absence of natural resources such as wetlands. 

The Advanced Identification Program13 [(ADID); 40 CFR Part 230.80] was adopted by Kane County14 in 2004. 
The ADID Wetland program was developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to identify 
high quality wetlands. These Advanced Identification wetlands are areas of higher quality that should be 
avoided.  

Methodology 

The information sources listed above were reviewed to collect data on the Fox River and other natural 
features in the project area, and coordination was conducted with the IDNR to receive additional information. 
A field visit was also conducted to identify potential wetlands and other resources that may not have been 
listed in sources reviewed. Potential for impacting identified resources was then assessed based upon project 
specifications. The field assessment used current USACE guidelines15 for identifying and delineating wetlands 
and waters of the United States. As part of the assessment of stormwater runoff and overall water quality, 
the area of the proposed improvements was compared to the total drainage area of the Fox River upstream 
from the project limits to assess potential for water quality impacts to the Fox River. 

 
  

13 The final Advanced Identification (ADID) Study was published by Kane County, Illinois, et. al., in August 2004. 
14 The ADID Program was adopted by Kane County Department of Environmental Management, Northeastern Illinois Planning 
Commission, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Chicago Illinois Field Office, and U.S. EPA Region 5 in August 2004. 
15 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Technical Report Y-87-2, Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual, Environmental 
Laboratory, Department of the Army, 1988. 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Midwest Region (2010 USACE 
Midwest Region Manual), Environmental Laboratory, Department of the Army, 2010.   
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Figure 3-4:  National Wetland Inventory (NWI) Map  
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Figure 3-5:  ADID (Advanced Identification) Map 
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3.4.2 Existing Conditions 

The National Wetland Inventory (NWI) map (Figure 3-4) for 
the Elgin Quadrangle indicates one wetland adjacent to the 
proposed project limits. However, the Kane County 
Advanced Identification Program (ADID) map (Figure 3-5) 
indicates the presence of one wetland within and adjacent 
to the southeast section of the proposed project limits (Kane 
County Department of Environmental Management et al., 
2004). A field investigation was then conducted on August 
25, 2010. This field investigation did not indicate the 
presence of any wetlands within the project limits. The field 
investigation supersedes the NWI and ADID maps. 
Therefore, no wetlands are present within the project limits. 
However, the Fox River, a WOUS is located within the 
project area. 

Storm and sanitary sewers are not present at the bridge. Stormwater runoff from the bridge directly enters 
the Fox River and stormwater within the remainder of the project area flows via sheet-flow to the Fox River. 
The quality of the stormwater runoff is typical of that from railways in urban areas. Stormwater runoff typical 
of railroads within urban areas includes suspended solids, fuels, oils, and lubricants, metals from wear-and-
tear processes and corrosion-resistant poles, and human activities and chemicals from maintenance activities 
such as herbicide (Tram Vo, et al. 2015).   

Federal 

The Fox River is listed as a navigable WOUS under the 
jurisdiction of the USACE16. Work within the Fox River is 
subject to the requirements of Section 404 of the CWA and 
Section 10 of the River and Harbors Act of 189918.  

The Fox River is not a Wild and Scenic River (Interagency Wild 
and Scenic Rivers Council, 2014) nor is it designated as an 
Outstanding Resource Waters by the Illinois Pollution Control 
Board. The Fox River from the Elgin Dam (located 
approximately 1.5 miles north of the bridge) northward to 
the West Dundee Dam is included on the Nationwide Rivers 
Inventory (NRI) due to its recreational opportunities. The 
bridge is not located within the NRI segment of the Fox River.  

State 

The Fox River is listed as a Public Body of Water under Title 17 Illinois Administrative Code, Part 3704. The 
Illinois Draft 2016 Integrated Water Quality Report/Section 303(d) List (IEPA, 2016) identifies the Fox River 
within the project area (IL_DT-18) as not supporting designated uses of Primary Contact Recreation, Aquatic 

16  USACE, Undated. Navigable Waters of The United States within the Chicago District regulated under Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act of 1899. http://www.lrc.usace.army.mil/Missions/Regulatory/Navigable-Waters/. Accessed 10/17/16. 
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Example Cofferdam Construction Detail 

Life, and Fish Consumption.  Causes for the non-support finding for the designated uses includes fecal 
coliform, hexachlorobenzene, mercury, dissolved oxygen, Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs), 
sedimentation/siltation, and Total Suspended Solids (TSS). The segment of the Fox River within the project 
area (IL_DT-18) does not have established TMDLs. According to the IDNR Biological Stream Characterization 
(BSC) the segment of the Fox River within the project area is rated as C for Integrity and Diversity. Stream 
segments with diversity and integrity ratings of A or B indicate stream segments of exceptional quality or 
uncommon resources. 

A consultation with the IDNR was conducted through EcoCAT on May 11, 2010 and on June 2, 2014. This 
process was conducted to obtain information on natural resources such as wetlands. The EcoCAT identified 
Bluff Spring Fen Illinois Natural Areas Inventory (INAI) Site and Bluff Spring Fen Nature Preserve in the instant 
May 11, 2010 review results. Figure 3-6 shows the locations of fens. 

3.4.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following sections summarize the impacts to water resources for the No Build Alternative and Preferred 
Build Alternative. 

No Build Alternative 

The existing masonry piers, structural steel, 
and three western spans would require 
rehabilitation or replacement for the No Build 
condition. There would be temporary impacts 
to water quality related to this work.  
Cofferdams (see Example Cofferdam 
Construction Detail) and causeways may be 
required to complete the necessary repairs to 
the bridge to maintain the structure.  
Sediment within the Fox River is expected to 
be disturbed temporarily due to maintenance 
of the piers or through the construction of a 
causeway, if required. As the Fox River is listed on the 303(d) list for causes of impairment including mercury 
and PCBs, the sediment would be tested prior to construction to assess whether mercury or PCBs are present. 
See Section 3.9 for a further discussion of possible hazardous materials. 

Federal  

A Section 404 and Section 10 permit from the USACE would be required for the work within the Fox River 
related to the rehabilitation of the bridge piers necessary to maintain the bridge under the No Build 
Alternative (33 U.S.C. §1344).  Early coordination meetings with the USACE occurred on August 29, 2014 and 
on June 29, 2016. Minutes of these meetings are included in Appendix C. Continued coordination with the 
USACE would occur as the project progresses and would also include coordination through the Section 404 
permitting process. It is anticipated this Project would meet the conditions of the USACE Chicago District’s 
Regional Permit Program (RPP) for transportation projects and temporary construction activities. The 
Regional Permit Program allows for reviews of projects with lesser impacts to occur at the regional level as 
opposed to the national level.  This somewhat streamlined process can allow for a review to be completed 
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more quickly.  The Section 404 permit request would be submitted once design plans are advanced to 60 
percent or 90 percent completion, which would occur after completion of the NEPA review process. 

State 

IDNR reviewed the Project information and concluded that adverse effects are unlikely, and consultation via 
the EcoCAT was terminated May 12, 2010. Additional consultation with the IDNR on August 12, 2011 and on 
June 2, 2014 did not result in a change in the identification or impact determination of wetlands (See 
Appendix C).  No further consultations with the IDNR related to wetlands are anticipated. A general NPDES 
Permit for Storm Water Discharges from Construction Site Activities will be required as the construction area 
is expected to exceed one acre in size. 
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Figure 3-6:  Fen Map   

50 

 



MILWAUKEE WEST LINE/BRIDGE Z-100 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

 
Construction Impacts 

The disturbance of sediment within the Fox River due to the rehabilitation of the bridge piers may contribute 
to the causes of impairment on the 303(d) list. Causes of impairment, including mercury and PCBs, may be 
present in sediment within the footprint of a proposed cofferdam and temporary causeway. A cofferdam 
would likely be implemented to improve and maintain the concrete encasements of the piers below the river 
water level. In addition, disturbance of the sediment may release sedimentation downstream resulting in an 
increase in suspended solids. Best Management Practices outlined in Section 3.4.4, including dewatering, silt 
curtain, and working in dry, low flow, or no flow conditions, would limit the potential for sediment to be 
disturbed and released downstream. After construction activities have been completed, these temporary 
water quality impacts would be expected to cease as no human activities would be disturbing the sediment. 
In addition, construction would not result in the disposal of hazardous, polluting, or toxic substances within 
the Fox River. 

Permanent Impacts 

Permanent impacts to water resources are not anticipated as stormwater runoff and the quality of 
stormwater runoff would not change. 

Preferred Build Alternative 

The Preferred Build Alternative would not greatly increase the amount of impervious land coverage or the 
amount of stormwater runoff entering the Fox River relative to the upstream drainage area. Even with the 
second track on the new bridge, additional stormwater runoff would be incrementally more than the existing 
condition. For comparison, the drainage area into the Fox River upstream of  the project limits is 
approximately 1,508 square miles. The quality of the stormwater runoff would be typical of that from 
railways in urban areas (Tram Vo, et al. 2015) and would not have an impact on water quality to the Fox River 
as the relative quantity of stormwater runoff from the project is small compared to the total 1,508 square 
mile drainage area for the Fox River. The total area of the bridge, piers, and abutments is approximately 
0.0008 square miles, which is insignificant compared to the total area of the Fox River upstream drainage 
area of 1,508 square miles. Environmental impacts for the Preferred Build Alternative are anticipated to be 
similar to the No Build Alternative as neither would have an impact on water quality from stormwater runoff 
and both involve in-stream work. The Preferred Build Alternative would also reduce the total number of 
bridge piers by two, lessening the bridge’s footprint in the Fox River. The existing bridge has five piers and six 
spans, while the new bridge would have three piers and four spans. 

Federal  

A Section 404 and Section 10 permit from the USACE would be required for work within the Fox River related 
to the new bridge piers. Continued coordination with the USACE would occur as the Project progresses and 
would also include coordination through the Section 404 permitting process. Metra would be required to 
obtain a Section 404 permit from the USACE for temporary impacts to the Fox River. It is anticipated this 
Project would meet the conditions of the USACE Chicago District’s Regional Permit Program (RPP) for 
transportation projects and temporary construction activities. The Section 404 permit request would be 
submitted once the design of construction documents are advanced to 60 percent or 90 percent completion, 
which would occur after completion of the NEPA process. 
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State 

IDNR reviewed the Project information and concluded adverse effects are unlikely, and consultation via the 
EcoCAT was terminated May 12, 2010. Additional consultation with the IDNR on August 12, 2011 and on June 
2, 2014 did not result in a change in the identification or impact determination of wetlands (See Appendix C).  
No additional consultation with the IDNR related to water resources is anticipated. A general NPDES Permit 
for Storm Water Discharges from Construction Site Activities would be required. 

Construction Impacts 

Construction impacts from the Preferred Build Alternative are anticipated to be similar to the No Build 
Alternative presented above as both would involve in stream work. The Preferred Build Alternative would 
involve placing three new piers and removing the five old piers from the Fox River, while the No Build 
Alternative would involve rehabilitating the five existing piers in place. 

Permanent Impacts 

Permanent impacts to water quality are not anticipated as the volume of stormwater runoff would not 
increase substantially compared to the volume of the Fox River, which has an upstream drainage area of 
approximately 1,508 square miles at the project limits, and the quality of stormwater runoff would not 
change. In addition, the Preferred Build Alternative would reduce the number of piers in the river by two. The 
total area of the bridge, piers, and abutments is approximately 0.53 acres, which is very small in comparison 
with the total area of the Fox River upstream drainage area.  

3.4.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

To minimize potential impacts to water resources, Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be 
implemented during removal and construction of the piers. BMPs would include the use of a causeway and 
cofferdam during construction of the Preferred Build Alternative. The causeway and cofferdam would isolate 
construction equipment from the Fox River. During construction, Metra would adhere to all requirements of 
the USACE Section 404 permit. The cofferdam would allow for work to occur in the dry. Sediment Erosion and 
Sediment Control (SESC) measures would be implemented during construction/maintenance and may include 
filter bags to filter sediment during dewatering of the cofferdam as well as silt fences and rock check dams. 
Sediment in the project area would be tested for mercury and PCBs prior to the start of construction. Section 
3.9 has further details about the handling of potential hazardous materials that may be encountered during 
construction.  

3.5 Flooding 

This section discusses the analysis of how the No Build Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative may impact 
flooding within the project area. Please see the Water Resources (Section 3.4) for information related 
specifically to water quality, including wetlands. 
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3.5.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Federal Regulations 

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) delineates and publishes the boundaries of the 
floodplain and floodway, under Section 1360 of the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. §4101). 
The boundaries are published on the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM). The FEMA FIRMs are used for 
floodplain management and insurance purposes to describe the land area in terms of its risk of flooding 
(FEMA, 2016).  

State Regulations 

Fill within the floodway and floodplain within Kane County is regulated by the IDNR-Office of Water 
Resources (OWR) under 17 IL Administrative Code, Title 17, Chapter I, Subchapter h, part 3708, Floodway 
construction in Northeastern Illinois. The purpose of Part 3708 is to provide rules governing construction and 
filling in the regulatory floodway of rivers, lakes and streams of Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Will 
Counties. (17 IL, Chapter I, Subchapter h, Section 3708.10).  

County Regulations 

Fill within the floodway and floodplain within Kane County is regulated by the Kane County Water Resources 
Department under the Kane County Stormwater Management Ordinance.  

Methodology 

Floodplain data was reviewed (FEMA FIRM) and compared to the proposed project plans to determine 
potential impacts to floodplains and flooding.  

3.5.2 Existing Conditions 

The FEMA FIRM shows that the entire project limits approach on the west side of the Fox River, the Fox River 
Bridge crossing, and a portion of the project limits approach on the east side of the Fox River are in either the 
Zone AE floodway or Zone AE floodplain of the Fox River (FEMA, 2009). Zone AE floodway is defined as the 
floodway of the channel of a stream plus any adjacent floodplain areas that must be kept free of 
encroachment so that the one percent annual chance flood can be carried without substantial increases in 
flood heights. Zone AE floodplain is defined as the Special Flood Hazard Areas (SFHAs) subject to inundation 
by the one percent annual chance flood, base flood elevations determined. Figure 3-7 shows the portion of 
the floodway/floodplain boundary map for the project area. 
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Figure 3-7:  Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Map  
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3.5.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following sections summarize the flooding impacts for the No Build Alternative and Preferred Build 
Alternative. 

No Build Alternative 

Construction Impacts 

The rehabilitation of the existing bridge piers would require temporary placement of fill within the floodway 
for the temporary causeway. Metra would be required to obtain a permit from the Kane County Water 
Resources Department and the IDNR-Office of Water Resources (OWR) for fill within the floodway and 
floodplain of the Fox River. A Kane County Stormwater Management permit request and an IDNR-OWR 
permit request would be submitted after the completion of the NEPA process. 

Permanent Impacts 

The No Build Alternative would not require permanent fill within the floodway or floodplain.  

Preferred Build Alternative 

The Preferred Build Alternative would require placement of fill within the floodway and floodplain for 
construction of three new piers and abutments. A set of floodplain compensation calculations has been 
generated by the Project team (See Appendix E). These calculations take into account the difference between 
current floodway volume effects of the existing bridge compared to potential floodway volume effects of the 
proposed new bridge. Based on these calculations, compensatory storage will be provided to offset fill within 
the floodway, which will result in no increase in flooding after completion of the project.  

Metra would be required to obtain a permit from the Kane County Water Resources Department and the 
IDNR-Office of Water Resources (OWR) for fill within the floodway and floodplain of the Fox River. A Kane 
County Stormwater Management permit request and an IDNR-OWR permit request would be submitted after 
the completion of the NEPA process. 

Construction Impacts 

The construction of the Preferred Build Alternative would require temporary placement of fill within the 
floodway for the temporary causeway. 

Permanent Impacts 

Approximately 4,392 cubic feet of fill would be placed in the floodway below the 10-year floodway 
elevation for construction of piers and abutments. Approximately 3,096 cubic feet of fill is proposed to be 
added between the 10-year and 100-year floodway for construction of piers and abutments. 

3.5.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

The use of compensatory storage, areas that offset any fill in the designated floodway as a result of the 
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Project, would ensure no changes to the overall floodplain or floodway, which means no changes would be 
required for the FIRM. 

Compensatory storage for fill within the floodplain is required by the IDNR and Kane County Stormwater 
Management Ordinance.  

Compensatory storage for floodway fill from the Preferred Build Alternative would be located on the west 
bank of the Fox River, adjacent to the existing Metra and Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) bridges and at the 
east abutment of the bridge. A gravel access road utilized by both Metra and the UPRR currently terminates 
near the west bank of the river. This roadway may be shortened to provide the required storage capacity. 
Appendix E includes the compensatory storage plan and calculations. A total of 4,999 cubic feet of 
compensatory storage would be created below the 10-year floodway elevation, creating an excess of 
approximately 608 cubic feet of compensatory storage. A total of 3,419 cubic feet of compensatory storage 
would be created between the 10-year and 100-year floodway, creating an excess of 323 cubic feet of 
compensatory storage. Removal of the existing piers is included in the calculations as a reduction of fill in the 
Fox River. 

3.6 Biological Resources 

This section discusses the analysis of how the No-Build Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative may 
impact biological resources within the project area. Please see the Water Resources (Section 3.4) for 
information related specifically to water, including wetlands.  

3.6.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Federal Regulations 

The primary regulation concerning biological resources at the federal level is the Endangered Species Act 
[(ESA);  16 U.S.C. §§1531-1544]. The lead federal agency for implementing the ESA for the listed species 
within the project area is the US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS). The ESA requires federal agencies, in 
consultation with the USFWS via the Section 7 consultation process, to ensure that actions they authorize, 
fund, or carry out are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any listed species or result in the 
destruction or adverse modification of designated critical habitat of such species. USFWS has instituted a 
coordination policy regarding review of federally threatened and endangered species relative to Section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act. The USFWS no longer conducts project by project reviews; rather, the applicant 
is required to conduct the assessment to determine if the project impacts federally-listed species17. To 
conduct the review, applicants use Section 7 Consultation guidance, provided on the USFWS website, to 
document all findings from investigations carried out in the area of the Project.  

State Species 

The Illinois Endangered Species Act (Illinois ESA; 520 ILCS 10) established the Illinois Endangered Species 
Protection Board to determine which plant and animal species are threatened or endangered in the state and 
to advise the Illinois Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) on means of conserving those species. 
Endangered species coordination is initiated through the IDNR with the submittal of the Project in the IDNRs 

17 USFWS, 2016. Section 7 Consultation. https://www.fws.gov/Midwest/Endangered/section7/section7.html. Accessed 10/18/2016. 
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Ecological Compliance Assessment Tool18 (EcoCAT). This online system provides a preliminary assessment of 
whether any biological resources identified by the State are within the project area. If any resources are 
identified and further confirmed by field visits to the project area, the applicant is required to assess impacts 
to those resources (520 ILCS 10). The process for assessing impacts to threatened and endangered species in 
Illinois is completed through the Incidental Take Authorization (ITA) process (520 ILCS 10/5.5).  

Methodology 

Review of available online data (USFWS Section 7 online consultation process) was conducted to identify 
biological resources and the potential presence of threatened and endangered species in the project area. 
Coordination was also conducted with the IDNR via the EcoCAT system. Field assessments and shoreline 
surveys for mussels were conducted after the initial field investigation discovered a state threatened mussel 
under the Metra bridge in the Fox River.  

3.6.2 Existing Conditions 

Federal Species 

The USFWS’s Chicago Illinois Field Office web site19 was used to identify federally listed threatened and 
endangered species known within Kane County, Illinois. On September 1, 2010, the website identified the 
sheepnose mussel (Endangered - Plethobasus cyphyus) and the eastern prairie fringed orchid (Threatened - 
Platanthaera leucophaea) as known within Kane County, Illinois. Upon a subsequent visits to the website the 
sheepnose mussel is no longer indicated as known within Kane County, Illinois (November 9, 2015 and March 
19, 2016).  On May 16, 2011 a NEPA project notification letter was sent to Louise Clemency of USFWS (see 
Appendix C) stating that the Project would not affect critical habitat or the eastern prairie fringed orchid as 
suitable habitat is not present.  

Since 2011, a website consultation was conducted on November 9, 2015 to identify whether additional 
threatened and endangered species or critical habitat were identified. The Northern long-eared bat 
(Threatened – Myotis septentrionalis) was identified as known within Kane County. Suitable roosting habitat 
for the Northern long-eared bat is present within the project limits.  

State Species 

A consultation with the IDNR was conducted through EcoCAT on May 11, 2010 to determine if any state-
listed species were present within the project area. The EcoCAT identified the Black-crowned night heron 
(Endangered - Nycticorax nycticorax), Elfin skimmer (Threatened - Nannothemis bella), and Osprey 
(Endangered - Pandion haliaetus) in the instant review results. IDNR reviewed this information and concluded 
adverse effects are unlikely due to the species’ range and the lack of existing habitat within the project limits. 
Consultation with IDNR was terminated May 12, 2010. An updated EcoCAT submittal was submitted on 
August 12, 2011. The instant review response from the EcoCAT from August 12, 2011 (See Appendix C) shows 
the black-crowned night heron, the Osprey, and the spike mussel as potentially occurring within the project 
limits. An updated EcoCAT from June 2, 2014 showed the same three species. 

A field visit was conducted August 25, 2010, and a spike mussel (State Threatened - Elliptio dilatata) was 

18 EcoCAT is available at the following web site: http://www.dnrecocat.state.il.us/ecopublic/. 
19 USFWS’s Chicago Illinois Field Office web site is available at: http://www.fws.gov/midwest/Chicago/. 
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located along the east bank of the Fox River under the existing Metra bridge. No other live mussels were 
noted during the site investigation. A secondary field visit was conducted on September 23, 2010 to assess 
the potential for the Project to impact the habitat of the spike mussel. The assessment and shoreline/partial 
mussel survey, completed by Huff & Huff, Inc., revealed no live spike mussels in the river, but fresh dead 
shells were gathered at the site. This information was forwarded to the IDNR for further consultation on 
August 5, 2011.  

 

Photographs of the Spike mussel found along the east bank of the Fox River under the existing Metra 
railroad bridge 

The IDNR responded on August 17, 2011 concerning the presence of the spike mussel and the August 12, 
2011 EcoCAT submittal (See Appendix C). The IDNR indicated that the consultation process would remain 
open as there may be potential adverse impacts to the spike mussel related to the proposed work within the 
Fox River.  

3.6.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following sections summarize the impacts to biological resources for the No Build Alternative and 
Preferred Build Alternative. 

No Build Alternative 

Federal Species 

The No Build Alternative is not likely to adversely affect the Eastern prairie fringed orchid or the Northern 
long-eared bat (NLEB). Suitable habitat for the Eastern prairie fringed orchid is not present within or adjacent 
to the project area as documented in the Section 7 Consultation letter (see Appendix C). The Northern long-
eared bat finding is based on a bridge inspection and commitment to remove trees, if needed, between 
August 1st and May 31st. The bridge inspection conducted on May 16, 2016, consistent with the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) Range-wide Programmatic Informal Consultation for Indiana Bat and Northern Long-eared Bat (USFWS, 
FTA, FRA, & FHWA 2016), found no evidence of bat activity (See Appendix C). The NLEB Project Submittal 
Form for FHWA, FRA, and FTA, was submitted to the USFWS on August 22, 2016. Additionally, on March 15, 
2016, the USFWS Chicago office indicated that there are no known NLEB maternity roost trees or hibernacula 
within the six county Chicago metropolitan area. Tree trimming/removal may be required as result of the 
required minor rehabilitation or replacement of existing masonry piers, structural steel, and the three  
western spans of the existing bridge. 
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State Species 

The No Build Alternative would result in temporary impacts from the required rehabilitation of existing 
masonry piers, structural steel, and three western spans of the existing bridge. These upgrades are required 
to modernize the existing bridge.  Impacts may result from causeways or cofferdams for rehabilitation of 
bridge piers and removing and replacing bridge spans.  

Construction Impacts 

Construction for the rehabilitation of existing masonry piers would require a temporary causeway and 
cofferdam. Construction would occur within the existing Metra right-of-way and within the Fox River. Based 
on coordination with the IDNR regarding potential adverse impacts to the spike mussel, Metra would be 
required to request an Incidental Take Authorization (ITA) from the IDNR prior to the commencement of 
construction activities. The IDNR would require that the threatened and endangered species consultation 
remain open pending the completion of the ITA (See Appendix B for the March 28, 2014 meeting minutes).  

The INDR indicated that the ITA does not have to be in place before the completion of the NEPA process, but 
has to be complete before construction commences. The ITA process would take approximately six months 
and would be required for the spike mussel. The IDNR suggested that the ITA cover all listed mussels in the 
Fox River in the event that other species are encountered before and during construction. Mitigation 
measures for the potential adverse impacts to the spike mussel would be detailed in the ITA and would most 
likely include the translocation of all live native mussels from the construction area. The survey and relocation 
of native mussels (including the spike mussel) within the project area prior to construction would result in no 
adverse impacts from construction activities on the spike mussel. 

The ITA process is initiated through the development of a Conservation Plan specific to the proposed project 
and its potential impacts on the spike mussel. As part of the ITA process, the Project would require a public 
comment period to solicit comments concerning the Project and its potential impacts to the spike mussel. 
This public comment period is initiated through a formal Public Notice request to be filed in a regional 
newspaper such as the Chicago Sun Times and in local newspapers near the Project. Metra must sufficiently 
address any comments received from this public notice period prior to obtaining the ITA from the IDNR. 

The proposed Conservation Plan would include mussel surveys prior to construction. The goal of the survey is 
to identify and capture all live native mussels and relocate them to suitable, similar habitat in the Fox River. 
The relocation area would be determined with assistance from the IDNR and would be located typically in 
areas upstream from the Project to protect them from potential impacts during construction. The survey and 
relocation of native mussels (including the spike mussel) within the project area prior to construction would 
result in no adverse impacts from construction activities on the spike mussel. 

Permanent Impacts 

Permanent impacts to threatened and endangered species are not anticipated. The survey for spike mussels 
prior to construction would relocate any spike mussels found within the construction area.  
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Preferred Build Alternative 

Federal Species 

Similar to the No Build Alternative, the Preferred Build Alternative is not likely to adversely affect the Eastern 
prairie fringed orchid or the Northern long-eared bat.  

State Species 

The Preferred Build Alternative would require in-stream work within the Fox River for removal of the existing 
bridge piers and construction of new bridge piers. As with the No Build Alternative, an ITA from the IDNR 
would be required for potential adverse impacts to the spike mussel from the removal and construction of 
the new bridge piers.  

Construction Impacts 

Construction of the Preferred Build Alternative would not result in adverse impacts to biological resources 
with the implementation of BMPs, the ITA, and development of a Conservation Plan for the spike mussel, as 
described in the Section 3.6.3, No Build section. Construction would primarily occur within the existing Metra 
right-of-way, on existing railroad property owned by the UPRR that would be acquired for the Project, or 
within the Fox River. The survey and relocation of native mussels (including the spike mussel) within the 
project area prior to construction would result in no adverse impacts from construction activities. 

Permanent Impacts 

Permanent impacts to threatened and endangered species are not anticipated. The survey for spike mussels 
prior to construction would relocate any spike mussels found within the construction area, as described in 
Section 3.6.3, No Build section.  

3.6.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

Federal Species 

No impacts are anticipated, and accordingly there is no mitigation associated with biological resources under 
federal regulations. 

State Species 

To mitigate the potential impacts to the spike mussel from the Project, Metra would be required to 
implement the Conservation Plan developed as part of the ITA for the spike mussel. The Conservation Plan 
would require Metra to conduct a mussel survey in the Fox River prior to construction. Any spike mussels or 
live native mussels would be collected from the proposed work areas (including causeways and piers). Once 
these mussels are collected, they would be immediately relocated to suitable habitat upstream of the work. 
The mussel relocation would occur far enough from the Project so as not to be affected by any activities 
related to the bridge work. If other state threatened or endangered mussels are collected during the survey, 
Metra contractors would notify the IDNR immediately and take necessary steps to relocate these species 
along with the other native mussels. It is unlikely that other state listed mussels would be found near the 
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bridge based on early coordination on the Project with the IDNR in which no listed mussels were identified in 
this area of the Fox River. 

Upon completion of the mitigation/relocation, a summary of the mitigation activities would be forwarded to 
the IDNR. Metra would also commit to conducting annual monitoring of the trans-located mussels for up to 
one year after completion of the bridge project. The results of the monitoring would be forwarded to the 
IDNR.  

3.7 Noise 

This section describes the predicted noise impacts of the Project. Noise is "unwanted sound," generally 
measured in terms of loudness. The loudness, or magnitude, of noise determines its intensity and is 
measured in decibels (dB). The overall noise level from transit sources is described in A-weighted decibels 
[dB(A)]. The A-weighted decibel scale was developed to better approximate the sensitivity of human hearing. 
Because the decibel is based on a logarithmic scale, a 10-dB increase in noise level is generally perceived as a 
doubling of loudness, while a 3-dB increase in noise is just barely perceptible to the human ear (FTA, Transit 
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, 2006).  

3.7.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Metra analyzed noise impacts from the Project in accordance with the FTA guidance manual, Transit Noise 
and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA, 2006). The FTA guidance manual sets forth the basic concepts, 
methods, and procedures for evaluating the extent and severity of the noise impacts resulting from transit 
projects. 

FTA thresholds for noise impacts depend on existing noise levels. Under the FTA guidance manual, as existing 
noise levels increase, the allowed increase in transit noise exposure decreases. The Project would upgrade an 
existing rail corridor where trains are currently generating noise. Because existing noise levels from Metra 
operations are relatively high, noise impacts may be caused by relatively small increases in noise or vibration 
exposure. 

For this assessment, Metra first identified noise-sensitive receivers in the project area. The FTA Transit Noise 
and Vibration Impact Assessment guidance manual recommends a screening distance of 750 feet to delineate 
the study area for a commuter rail project in an area without intervening buildings. Therefore, this noise-
sensitive receiver identification process used a distance of 750 feet. In addition, FTA defines three different 
land use categories for identifying noise-sensitive receivers:  

• Category 1 - Tracts of land set aside for serenity and quiet, such as outdoor amphitheaters, concert 
pavilions, and historic landmarks. 

• Category 2 - Buildings used for sleeping, including residences, hospitals, hotels, and other areas 
where nighttime sensitivity to noise is of utmost importance. 

• Category 3 - Institutional land uses with primarily daytime and evening uses including schools, 
libraries, churches, theaters, museums, cemeteries, historical sites and parks, and certain 
recreational facilities used for study or meditation. 
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The identified noise-sensitive receivers were then grouped into clusters when the receivers were determined 
to be similar distances from the existing and proposed future tracks and where the Metra operating 
conditions, such as train speed, were determined to be similar. 

The second step in the noise assessment was to determine existing noise conditions. Noise measurements 
were taken at each receptor site in the project area to establish the existing background noise conditions at 
the clusters of noise-sensitive receivers. The overall existing noise level was determined by adding the 
modeled train noise levels to the monitored background noise level. Metra then used these overall existing 
noise levels to determine the impact thresholds at each cluster of noise-sensitive receivers. 

The third step in the noise assessment was to predict future noise levels and identify predicted noise impacts. 
Noise modeling, consisting of a spreadsheet–based computer model, using FTA general assemessment 
procedures, was conducted  to predict future levels at each cluster of noise-sensitive receivers. Field noise 
monitoring levels were input along with anticipated future conditions to predict future noise levels. By 
comparing existing and predicted noise levels, Metra determined locations where predicted noise increases 
would constitute an impact. The FTA noise criteria identify two categories of impacts: moderate and severe. A 
moderate impact occurs where the change in noise would be noticeable, but might not be sufficient to cause 
a strong, adverse community reaction. A severe impact  would occur where noise levels occur above which a 
substantial percentage of the population would be highly annoyed by new noise. 

The final step in a noise assessment was to recommend mitigation measures. As noted in the FTA guidance 
manual, mitigation measures should be considered when moderate impacts are predicted and implemented 
when severe impacts are predicted unless there are compelling reasons why mitigation would not be feasible. 
Metra’s analysis did not identify any impacts, so the analysis of feasible noise mitigation measures was not 
required. 

3.7.2 Existing Conditions 

There are three clusters of noise-sensitive receivers within 750 feet of the alignment, including two 
residences and one park. All three individual noise-sensitive receivers are identified and displayed in Figure 3-
8. 

The dominant noise source in the project area is train noise from the existing rail line. Metra trains operate 
during daytime and early daytime/nighttime hours while freight trains can operate 24 hours a day.  

Metra conducted short-term (1-hour) noise measurements to document existing noise exposure at noise-
sensitive receivers within 750 feet of the alignment. Short-term measurements were conducted at all three 
receptor sites in the project area. The measurement sites were chosen to represent different noise 
environments throughout the project area. The short-term measurements were used to estimate the existing 
noise levels at representative noise-sensitive receivers. 

The estimated existing noise levels range from Ldn 58 dB(A) at the farthest noise-sensitive receivers to Ldn 70 
dB(A) at the closest noise-sensitive receivers.  Table 3-2 provides a summary of the noise levels. 
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Figure 3-8:  Noise Receptor Locations 
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3.7.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following sections summarize the potential noise impacts of the No Build Alternative and Preferred Build 
Alternative. 

No Build Alternative 

Construction Impacts 

Under the No Build Alternative, rehabilitation construction activities would still be required to maintain the 
existing structure. The No Build Alternative would result in minor temporary impacts on the surrounding 
neighborhoods due to construction activities. Temporary construction noise impacts would be due to 
demolition and construction, and construction vehicles. The construction activities would be limited to 
daytime hours where feasible, though night and/or weekend work may be needed during excavation, 
replacement of structural bridge spans, or other activities.  If any planned work conflicts with the City of 
Elgin’s noise ordinance, Metra would coordinate with the City to resolve the issue. Truck traffic would be 
primarily present along major roads near the project area and would use a defined access path to reach the 
project limits, likely along the existing right-of-way.  

Permanent Impacts 

There is no predicted change in noise levels for the No Build Alternative. The noise levels for the No Build 
Alternative would not change over existing conditions because there would be no projected change to traffic 
or track configuration, and therefore no noise impact would be predicted. No noise reduction would occur as 
a result of the No Build Alternative. 

Preferred Build Alternative 

Construction Impacts 

Temporary noise impacts are likely to occur due to construction activities.  Temporary construction noise 
impacts would be due to demolition and construction, and construction vehicles. The construction activities 
would be limited to daytime hours where feasible, though night and/or weekend work may be needed during 
track cutover, piling, excavation, deep foundation work, or other activities.  If any planned work conflicts with 
the City of Elgin’s noise ordinance, Metra would coordinate with the City to resolve the issue. Truck traffic 
would be primarily present along major roads near the project area and would use a defined access path to 
reach the project limits, likely along the existing right-of-way.  

Permanent Impacts 

Under the Preferred Build Alternative, no expansion of train services would occur. There were three noise-
sensitive receiver clusters identified within 750 feet of the alignment. Table 3-2 summarizes the findings of 
the general noise assessment completed for the Project. The Preferred Build Alternative noise impacts were 
evaluated for the receptor locations. The background noise level is based on monitoring at each location. The 
noise level from trains when the Project is built would be 70 dB(A) at R1, 62 dB(A) at R2, and 58 dB(A) at R3. 
These noise levels result in a projected overall build noise level (which includes noise from passenger and 
freight trains and other background noise) of 70 dB(A), 65 dB(A), and 61 dB(A), respectively. The projected 
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overall build noise levels do not change from the existing overall noise levels at any of the receptor locations. 
Consequently, there are no noise impacts associated with the proposed improvement.  

Table 3-2:  Existing and Predicted Noise Levels and Moderate and Severe Impacts at Noise-
Sensitive Receiver Clusters 

Receptor 
Location 

Receptor 
Type 

Noise 
Metric 

Adjusted 
Background 
Noise, dB(A) 

Existing 
Train 
Noise 

Level 1, 
dB(A) 

Build 
Train 
Noise 
Level,1 

dB(A) 

Overall 
Existing 
Noise 
Level,2 

dB(A) 

Overall 
Build 
Noise 
Level,2 

dB(A) 

Overall Build 
Noise 

Increase over 
Existing 

Noise Level,2 

dB(A) 

Allowable 
Noise Level 

Increase 
(Mod./Sev.) 

Impact 
Assessed 

R1 Single-
Family 

Residence 

Ldn 50 70 70 70 70 0 1/3 No Impact 

R2 Park Leq 62 62 62 65 65 0 3/7 No Impact 

R3 Single-
Family 

Residence 

Ldn 58 58 58 61 61 0 2/5 No Impact 

1 Includes both freight train and passenger train noise. 
2 Includes background noise, freight train noise, and passenger train noise. 

3.7.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

Mitigation measures for permanent increases in noise are considered when moderate impacts are predicted; 
noise mitigation must be implemented where severe impacts are predicted unless there are compelling 
reasons why mitigation measures are not feasible. As there are no impacts resulting from the Project, no 
mitigation is required. 

For both the No Build and Preferred Build Alternatives, construction BMPs would be implemented to 
minimize the temporary construction noise impacts.  These BMPs include conducting construction activities 
during daytime hours, where and when possible, coordinating with the City of Elgin on construction activities 
as they relate to local ordinances, and providing advance notification to the public of upcoming construction 
operations and schedules. 

3.8 Vibration 

This section describes the predicted vibration impacts of the Project. Ground-borne vibration can be caused 
by the vibration of a railroad structure, creating vibration waves that propagate through the soil and rock to 
the foundations of nearby buildings. The vibration of floors and walls may cause perceptible vibration, rattling 
of items such as windows or dishes on shelves, a rumble noise, or damage to buildings in extreme cases. 
Vibration is described in terms of velocity (Lv) and is measured in decibels (VdB), which is the root mean 
square vibration velocity relative to 1 microinch per second (FTA, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment, 2006).  
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3.8.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Metra analyzed vibration impacts from the Project in accordance with the Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment guidance manual (FTA, 2006). The FTA guidance manual sets forth the basic concepts, methods, 
and procedures for evaluating the extent and severity of vibration impacts resulting from transit projects. The 
Project would upgrade an existing rail corridor that generates relatively high levels of existing vibration. 

In conducting the analysis, Metra first identified vibration-sensitive receivers in the project area. FTA defines 
three land use categories to identify vibration-sensitive receivers, and defines screening distances for 
commuter railroad projects for each category: 

• Category 1 - Buildings where vibration would interfere with operations (600 feet screening 
distance). 

• Category 2 - Buildings used for sleeping, including residences, hospitals, hotels, and other areas 
where nighttime sensitivity to vibration is of utmost importance (200 feet screening distance). 

• Category 3 - Institutional land uses with primarily daytime and evening uses including schools, 
libraries, churches, museums, cemeteries, historical sites, and certain recreational facilities used for 
study or meditation (200 feet screening distance). 

After completing the screening process, Metra identified one vibration-sensitive receiver (receptor R1). 
Receptor R1 is a Category 2 receiver, and was identified within the FTA vibration screening distance (200 
feet). The analysis process from this point forward is based on this Category 2 receiver (R1).  The location of 
the vibration-sensitive receiver cluster is noted as R1 in Figure 3-8. 

The FTA vibration criteria levels are defined in terms of human annoyance for the different vibration-sensitive 
receiver land use categories and unlike noise impacts, the criteria only contain one threshold for identifying 
impacts. In general, the vibration threshold of human perceptibility is approximately 65 VdB. The FTA 
vibration impact threshold for Category 2 land uses, including residences, is 72 VdB. Where existing vibration 
levels exceed the FTA impact threshold, guidance is to identify an impact only where there is more than a 
3 VdB increase in vibration level. 

The second step in the vibration assessment was to predict vibration levels and identify predicted vibration 
impacts at the vibration-sensitive receiver. By comparing existing and predicted vibration levels, Metra 
determined locations where predicted vibration levels would constitute an impact. The final step in a 
vibration assessment is to recommend mitigation measures. As provided in the FTA guidance manual for 
vibration impacts, mitigation measures would be developed in the following cases:  (1) where existing 
vibration levels are lower than FTA thresholds and the future vibration levels would be above those 
thresholds, and (2) when the existing vibration is already higher than the FTA threshold, and the future 
vibration would be more than 3 VdB greater than the existing vibration. For predicted vibration impacts, the 
goal is to reduce predicted vibration levels to below the applicable FTA vibration impact threshold. 

3.8.2 Existing Conditions 

Vibration levels were modeled at the representative receptor (R1) in the project area to determine existing 
vibration levels at the vibration-sensitive receiver. Existing vibration levels were determined based on existing 
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train traffic data. The modeled vibration levels indicated the existing vibration levels exceed the FTA impact 
threshold of 75 VdB for Category 2 land uses (residential and other similar nighttime vibration-sensitive 
locations) at the representative receptor. See Table 3-3. 

3.8.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following sections summarize the potential vibration impacts of the No Build Alternative and Preferred 
Build Alternative. 

No Build Alternative 

Construction Impacts 

Under the No Build Alternative, rehabilitation construction activities would still be required to maintain the 
existing structure. The No Build Alternative would result in minor temporary impacts on the surrounding 
neighborhoods due to construction activities. Temporary construction vibration impacts would be due to 
demolition and construction, and construction vehicles.  The construction activities would be limited to 
daytime hours, where and when feasible, though night and/or weekend work may be needed during 
excavation, replacement of structural bridge spans, or other activities. Truck traffic would be primarily 
present along major roads near the project area and would use a defined access path to reach the project 
limits, likely along the existing right-of-way.  

Permanent Impacts 

There is no predicted change in vibration levels for the No Build Alternative and no vibration impact is 
predicted as there would be no changes in train volumes or track configuration. 

Preferred Build Alternative 

Construction Impacts 

Temporary vibration impacts are likely to occur due to construction activities.  Temporary construction 
vibration impacts would be due to demolition and construction , and construction vehicles. The construction 
activities would be limited to daytime hours, where and when feasible, though night and/or weekend work 
may be needed during track cutover, piling, excavation, deep foundation work, or other activities.  If any 
planned work will conflict with the City of Elgin’s local ordinance, Metra would coordinate with the City to 
resolve the issue. Truck traffic would be primarily present along major roads near the project area and would 
use a defined access path to reach the project limits, likely along the existing right-of-way.  

Permanent Impacts 

Permanent impacts from vibration levels are not expected for the Preferred Build Alternative. The only 
sensitive receiver identified within 200 feet of the alignment is predicted to have vibration levels that already 
exceed the FTA impact threshold, as presented in Table 3-3. However, the Project would not increase 
vibration levels. Therefore, this sensitive receptor is not considered to be impacted by the Project.  
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Table 3-3:  Existing and Predicted Vibration Levels and Impacts at the Vibration-Sensitive 
Receiver Cluster 

Vibration-
Sensitive 
Receiver 

Cluster ID 

Vibration-
Sensitive 
Receiver 
Cluster 

Description 

Distance to 
Nearest 

Mainline Track 
Structure 

Column (feet) 

Existing Lv 
(VdB) 

Proposed 
Lv 

(VdB) 

FTA Impact 
Threshold1 

(VdB) 

Increase in 
Vibration 

Levels 
(VdB 

Impact 
Level 

R1 Residence 75 88 88 75 0 No 
Impact 

Lv = vibration velocity level; VdB = root mean square vibration velocity in decibels relative to 1 microinch per 
second  
1 Source:  FTA 2006 
 

3.8.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

As there are no vibration impacts resulting from the Project, no mitigation is required. 

Construction BMPs would be implemented to minimize the temporary construction vibration impacts.  These 
BMPs include conducting construction activities during daytime hours, where possible, coordinating with the 
City of Elgin on construction activities as they relate to local ordinance, and providing advance notification to 
the public of upcoming construction operations and schedules. 

3.9 Hazardous Materials 

This section discusses the potential for encountering hazardous materials during project construction and 
implementation. Hazardous materials may include petroleum products, pesticides, organic compounds, 
heavy metals, asbestos-containing materials, lead paint, or other compounds that could harm human health 
or the environment. The nature and extent of contamination can vary widely. Early detection, evaluation, and 
determination of appropriate remediation of hazardous materials is essential. 

3.9.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Federal and state laws regarding hazardous materials have been established for the protection of human 
health and the environment. At the federal level, the regulations include the Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) (42 U.S.C. §6901, et seq., 1976); the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) (42 U.S.C. §9601, et seq., 1980); the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act (SARA) (42 U.S.C §9601, et seq., 1985); the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. §7401, et seq., 1970); 
the Toxic Substances Control Act (15 U.S.C. §2601, et seq., 1976); and the Federal Occupational Safety and 
Health Act (29 U.S.C. §651, et seq., 1970).  

At the state level, regulations and programs include the Illinois Environmental Protection Act (415 ILCS 5, et 
seq.) and the Illinois Occupational Safety and Health Program (820 ILCS 219), with oversight by the Office of 
the State Fire Marshal.  

Locally, the City of Elgin Police Department, City of Elgin Fire Department, and the City of Elgin Department of 
Public Health regulate and oversee issues related to hazardous materials. 
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A review of federal, state, and local regulatory databases was conducted during the summer of 2010 and 
updated in May 201620 to identify sites that currently or have historically handled, stored, transported, 
released, or disposed of hazardous or regulated materials, as these types of sites are potential sources of 
hazardous material contamination.  

Specific sites within a quarter mile of the Project where hazardous materials are known or suspected to exist 
were evaluated for the potential for hazardous materials to be present. Each site was assigned a level of 
concern based on the following criteria: 

• High Concern - Sites with known/probable soil, groundwater, or soil gas contamination that have 
not been remediated, or where remediation was incomplete or undocumented. Other 
considerations include the type and mobility of any contamination, distance to the Project, and 
groundwater impacts. 

• Moderate Concern - Sites with known/potential soil, groundwater, or soil gas contamination and 
where remediation is in progress or was completed with restrictions in place, or contaminants do 
not appear to pose a concern for the Project. Sites may also be considered a Moderate Concern 
based on the type and intensity of former land use (e.g., chemical manufacturers, machine shops, 
gas stations), even if they did not otherwise have an environmental database listing. 

• Low Concern - Sites where hazardous materials or petroleum products may have been or are 
stored, but where there is no known contamination associated with the site based on all available 
information. They may include hazardous material generator sites, sites with permitted air toxic 
emissions or sites with spills or leaks that were subsequently remediated and are no longer a 
concern. 

Separation distance from the project limits is also considered when assessing sites. Separation distance is 
determined by measuring the distance from the project limits to the property boundary.  

Polychlorinated biphenyls, lead-based paint, and asbestos-containing material are likely to occur in 
transformers and buildings constructed before 1978–1979 as manufacturing of PCBs was stopped in 197721. 
The project area was evaluated for potential impacts associated with these hazardous materials by 
determining whether transformers and buildings potentially constructed before 1978–1979 were present. 

3.9.2 Existing Conditions 

The federal and state databases named above were searched in 2010 and again in May 2016 to identify 
potential sites of concern within a quarter mile of the project limits. Using the impact analysis criteria 
described above, sites were initially identified by FirstSearch Technology Corporation (2010) and were 
reviewed and classified as High, Moderate, or Low Concern based on their potential to act as a source of 
contamination to the Project. The sites near the project area were again reviewed in May 2016 to update 
potential database listings. The databases checked online included the RCRA, CERCLIS, SRP, LUST, and SPILLS 

20 A database search was conducted by FirstSearch Technology Corporation of 24 environmental databases in 2010 and the RCRA, 
CERCLIS, SRP, LUST, and SPILLS databases were searched in 2016. Detailed information on the results of the searches can be found in 
Appendix F.  
21 Toxic Substances Portal – PCBs. 2015. Agency for Toxic Substances & Disease Registry. 
https://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/phs/phs.asp?id=139&tid=26. Accessed 10/17/16. 
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databases and are included with the FirstSearch Technology Corporation database review in Appendix F.  

Nine sites were identified within a quarter mile of the project area and summarized in Table 3-4. The Metra 
railroad and Fox River are located within the project limits, with the next closest sites, Alphabet Shop Inc. and 
Elgin Corrugated Box, located adjacent to the project limits. Overall, the review identified six Moderate 
Concern sites, and three Low Concern. None of the sites was classified as High Concern.  

The sites identified within a quarter mile of the project limits are listed in Table 3-4, below: 

Table 3-4:  Potential Hazardous Material Sites 

Site Name Address Database Distance Status Reason 

Metra Railroad NA NA Within limits Moderate 
Concern 

Railroad and 
railroad signal 
boxes 

Fox River NA IEPA 303(d) 
list 

Within limits Moderate 
Concern 

Potential 
presence of 
PCBs and 
mercury 

Alphabet Shop Inc. 300 E. Elgin Ave, 
Elgin, Illinois 

RCRA CESQG Adjacent Moderate 
Concern 

RCRA CESQG 
of spent 
solvents and 
MEK 

Elgin Sanitary District Raymond St and 
Purify Dr., Elgin, 
Illinois 

RCRA Non 
Gen 

150 feet  Low 
Concern 

RCRA non-
generator of 
cadmium, 
downgradient 
location 

Elgin Corrugated Box 824 Raymond 
Street, Elgin, Illinois 

SRP Adjacent Moderate 
Concern 

SRP site, 
proximity to 
project area 

Fox Group II 363 Bluff City 
Boulevard, Elgin, 
Illinois 

LUST, RCRA 350 feet Moderate 
Concern 

LUST incident, 
proximity to 
project area 

Fox Group II 901 Raymond 
Street, Elgin, Illinois 

LUST 250 feet Moderate 
Concern 

LUST incident, 
proximity to 
project area 

IL Central Management 
Service Department of 
Vehicles 

595 S. State Street, 
Elgin, Illinois 

RCRA Non 
Gen 

0.16 miles Low 
Concern 

Separation 
distance/ 
RCRA non-
generator 

Illinois Department of 
Transportation 

595 S. State Street, 
Elgin, Illinois 

RCRA Non 
Gen 

0.16 miles Low 
Concern 

Separation 
distance/ 
RCRA non-
generator 
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The Metra railroad, and associated signal boxes, is considered a Moderate Concern site due to potential for 
past herbicide and pesticide usage, chemicals associated with railroad tie preservation, and potential metals 
associated with railroad boxes.  

The Fox River is listed as a Public Body of Water under Title 17 Illinois Administrative Code, Part 3704. Waters 
that do not, or are not anticipated to, meet applicable water quality standards are considered impaired and 
are cataloged in the 303(d) list, requiring state regulators to develop total maximum daily loads (TMDLs). 
TMDLs establish pollution reduction goals to improve the quality of impaired waters.  The Illinois 2016 
Integrated Water Quality Report/Section 303(d) List (IEPA, 2016) identifies the Fox River within the project 
area (IL_DT-18) as not supporting designated uses of Primary Contact Recreation, Aquatic Life, and Fish 
Consumption. Causes for the non-support finding for the designated uses includes fecal coliform, 
hexachlorobenzene, mercury, dissolved oxygen, Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs), sedimentation/siltation, 
and Total Suspended Solids (TSS). Based upon the proximity to the project area and potential presence of 
hexachlorobenzene, PCBs and mercury, this site is considered a Moderate Concern. 

The Alphabet Shop, Inc. was listed in the RCRA database as a conditionally exempt small quantity RCRA 
generator of spent solvents, methyl ethyl ketone, and ignitable waste. Due to chemical usage on site and 
close proximity to the project area, this site is considered a Moderate Concern.  

LUST incidents occurred at the Fox Group II facilities at 363 Bluff City Boulevard and 901 Raymond Street. 
Both of these incidents have received No Further Remediation (NFR) letters; however, due to the close 
proximity to the project area (under 500 feet), these sites are considered Moderate Concern.  

The Site Remediation Program (SRP) site at Elgin Corrugated Box has been closed and received an NFR letter. 
Due to the close proximity and presence of an NFR letter this site is considered Moderate Concern.  

The remaining three sites all appeared on the RCRA database as non-generators. No materials were listed for 
the IL Central Management Service Department of Vehicles and the Illinois Department of Transportation. For 
the Elgin Sanitary District Site, the waste listed was cadmium. Based upon the nature of these listings and 
separation distance, these sites are considered Low Concern.  

During the site visits on August 25, 2010 and May 16, 2016, the project limits were examined for evidence of 
any impact by hazardous materials. There was no evidence of dumping or ground staining except on the east 
side of the Fox River within the project limits. Discarded railroad ties were abandoned in the vegetated ditch 
between the Metra Milwaukee West Line tracks and the UPRR tracks. In addition, a small area (approximately 
25 square feet) adjacent to the discarded railroad ties contained an estimated 10-gallon rusted container and 
oily refuse. The Project improvements are not expected to disturb the soil in this particular area.  

3.9.3 Environmental Impacts 

The following summarizes the potential impacts from hazardous materials for the No Build Alternative and 
Preferred Build Alternative. Construction impacts refer to the potential to encounter hazardous waste during 
the construction phase of the Project and permanent impacts refer to potential to introduce new sources of 
hazardous waste and/or spread existing sources of hazardous waste to new areas that would remain after 
construction of the Project is completed.  
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No Build Alternative 

Six sites of Moderate Concern have been identified near the project area. As the No Build Alternative would 
still involve construction that may affect some of these sites, a potential for impacts related to hazardous 
materials is possible during construction. Soil sampling would need to be conducted prior to construction to 
determine if hazardous waste from these sites is present in the areas to be disturbed by construction. No 
permanent impacts related to hazardous materials would likely occur as part of the No Build Alternative. 

Construction Impacts 

Construction activities associated with the No Build Alternative include repair of spalled and damaged 
masonry stone on the existing piers, tuck pointing of masonry joints and pressure grouting the pier to assure 
internal masonry joints are solid. In addition, the existing structural steel would require rehabilitation to areas 
of the steel girder (or beam) where corrosion and holes in the steel are extensive and cross braced 
connections have failed or are near failure. In addition to maintenance activities, the three western spans 
located under US Route 20 would be replaced in the near future due to accelerated corrosion caused by salt 
spray from the highway traffic above.  

These construction activities could encounter and/or generate hazardous materials such as paints, solvents, 
fuels, and hydraulic fluids that may be accidentally released during construction related to sites identified as 
having a “moderate” concern in Table 3-4. A “moderate” rating indicates a potential to encounter hazardous 
waste; however, it does not mean that hazardous waste is present. Soil sampling would be conducted prior to 
the start of construction to further assess the presence of hazardous waste.  

Once soil sampling results have been received, safety precautions to avoid and minimize any construction-
related impacts associated with the No Build Alternative, in adherence with federal, state, and local 
regulations, would be determined. In addition, a Construction Stormwater Pollution Control Plan, which 
describes methods to prevent or minimize stormwater runoff if the Project encounters contaminated soil 
or other hazardous materials, would be developed to minimize potential impacts.  

Permanent Impacts 

No permanent impacts related to hazardous waste are expected to occur under the No Build Alternative, as 
the potential for encountering hazardous materials is greatest during the construction phase. Any hazardous 
material encountered during the construction phase would be managed appropriately so as to not create a 
permanent impact. 

Preferred Build Alternative 

Six sites of Moderate Concern have been identified within the proposed project limits. Therefore, a potential 
for impacts related to hazardous materials is possible during construction. Soil sampling would be conducted 
prior to construction to determine if hazardous waste from these sites is present in the areas to be disturbed 
by construction. No permanent impacts related to hazardous materials would likely occur as part of the 
Preferred Build Alternative. 
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Construction Impacts 

Prior to the beginning of construction, soil sampling would be conducted to further assess the presence of 
hazardous materials. The presence of contaminants of concern associated with the Moderate Concern sites, 
including petroleum products, solvents, methyl ethyl ketone, pesticides, herbicides, PCBs, metals, and 
chemicals associated with railroad tie preservation, would be determined by collecting soil samples in the 
nearest areas that would be disturbed by construction to the identified sites. In addition, sediment from the 
project area would be tested for PCBs and mercury prior to the start of construction. If sampling reveals the 
presence of hazardous materials, then appropriate measures would be taken to protect human health and 
the environment during construction activities. These measures could range from monitoring, to spoils 
management, to additional personal protective equipment for on-site personnel. 

Construction activities associated with the Preferred Build Alternative include trenching for signal cables, 
building a new bridge, removal of the existing bridge, and extension of the new bridge piers to accommodate 
a second track once the old bridge has been removed. These construction activities could encounter and/or 
generate hazardous materials such as paints, solvents, fuels, and hydraulic fluids that may be accidentally 
released during construction in areas near the sites identified as “moderate” concern in Table 3-4. A Phase II 
site investigation would be conducted prior to the start of construction to further assess the presence of 
hazardous waste.  

Once soil sampling results have been received, safety precautions to avoid and minimize any construction-
related impacts associated with the Preferred Build Alternative, in adherence with federal, state, and local 
regulations, would be determined. In addition, a Construction Stormwater Pollution Control Plan, which 
describes methods to prevent or minimize stormwater runoff if the Project encounters contaminated soil 
or other hazardous materials, would be developed to minimize potential impacts.  

Permanent Impacts 

No permanent hazardous waste impacts are anticipated under the Preferred Build Alternative. Hazardous 
materials associated with the identified sites are most likely to be encountered during the construction phase 
of the Project. Any hazardous material encountered during the construction phase would be managed 
appropriately so as to not create a permanent impact. 

3.9.4 Measures to Avoid or Minimize Harm 

Federal, state, and local laws and regulations regarding hazardous materials would be followed before and 
during construction. While hazardous materials are not expected to be encountered, the following practices 
and plans would be implemented: 

• Soil and sediment testing would be performed in the areas associated with the Metra railroad prior 
to the start of work to further investigate soil conditions and the potential presence of chemicals. If 
hazardous materials are identified within the project limits, then appropriate safety measures from 
ambient monitoring to spoils management and/or additional personal protective equipment for 
on-site personnel, would be taken to protect human health and the environment. The necessary 
safety measures would be determined once additional investigation of the area, including soils 
sampling, is completed.  
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• Metra contractors would follow all applicable laws and regulations concerning the proper 

certification and disposal of Clean Construction Demolition Debris (CCDD). 

• Lead-based paint and hazardous material surveys of structures would be required before 
reconstruction or demolition of any property, including Metra-owned properties or structures, to 
identify any asbestos, lead-based paint particles, and hazardous materials, such as polychlorinated 
biphenyl or mercury-containing equipment. Any hazardous materials identified would be abated 
and disposed of in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations. 

• As required by IEPA22 for sites exceeding 1 acre, Construction Stormwater Pollution Control Plans, 
which describe methods to prevent or minimize stormwater runoff if the Project encounters 
contaminated soil or other hazardous materials, would be developed. 

Finally, during operation, Metra would adhere to all applicable federal, state, and local regulations, as well as 
existing system-wide hazardous material usage, storage, and disposal plans and procedures, further 
minimizing the potential for hazardous material impacts. 

3.10 Environmental Justice 

The United States Department of Transportation, in accordance wtih Executive Order 12898, is required to 
the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law, “to achieve environmental justice as part of its mission 
by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or 
environmental effects, including interrelated social and economic effects, of its programs, policies, and 
activities on minority populations and low-income populations in the United States” (USDOT Order 5610.2(a), 
2012). This section provides information on environmetnal justice (EJ) analysis and outreach conducted for 
this Project.  

3.10.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Federal Regulatory Framework 

Federal agencies are required to consider the potential for disproportionately high and adverse impacts on 
low-income and minority populations that could result from all programs, policies, and activities (Executive 
Order 12898). A disproportionate impact is one that would negatively affect low-income and minority 
populations (EJ populations) to a greater extent than non-EJ populations (Executive Order 12898; FTA Circular 
4703.1). EJ populations were identified by comparing census block group data or census tract data to the 
demographic profile of the City of Elgin, unless there was a predetermined threshold set, such as with elderly 
populations.  

Metra performed the EJ analysis in accordance with related federal laws and guidance including Title VI of the 
1964 Civil Rights Act, Executive Order 12898, Executive Order 13166, and FTA Circulars 4703.1 and 4702.1B.  

State of Illinois Regulatory Framework 

22 Illinois Environmental Protection Agency. General NPDES Permit of Storm Water Discharges From Construction Activities. August 1, 
2013; modified April 30, 2014. 

74 

 

                                                           



MILWAUKEE WEST LINE/BRIDGE Z-100 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

 
The State of Illinois has its own laws governing EJ, specifically Law 097-0391 The Environmental Justice Act. 
This act states that “The principal of environmental justice requires that no segment of the population 
regardless of race, national origin, age, or income should disproportionately bear high or adverse effects of 
environmental pollution.” An additional analysis of elderly populations was conducted in compliance with this 
act.   

Methodology 

The EJ process and analysis for the Project was designed to accomplish the following: 

• Avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health and environmental 
impacts, including social and economic impacts, on low-income and minority populations. 

• Ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities in the transportation 
decision-making process. 

• Prevent the denial of, reduction in, or substantial delay in the receipt of benefits by low-income 
and minority populations. 

The terms “minority” and “low income” were defined in accordance with FTA Circular 4703.1. Minority 
populations include American Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian, Black or African American, Hispanic or Latino, 
and Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander. Low income was defined as a person whose median household 
income is at or below the Department of Health and Human Services poverty guidelines.  

Metra assessed the potential for direct and indirect or cumulative adverse impacts on EJ populations based 
on the following factors: 

• Direct impacts would be permanent, result from implementation of the proposed project, and 
occur at the same time and place (40 CFR §1508.8). A direct impact distance of 500 feet was 
applied in determining whether EJ or non-EJ populations would experience disproportionately high 
and adverse environmental or health impacts. This distance was applied based on expected direct 
impacts from construction and implementation of this Project. This is the direct area around which 
construction activities would occur and where impacts due to construction would be most visible 
and noticeable for EJ and non-EJ populations alike. 

• Indirect impacts are those caused by a project or plan, but which are separated from direct impacts 
by time and/or distance. Indirect impacts include induced growth and related environmental 
impacts, such as changes to land use patterns, population density or growth rates, and related 
impacts on air quality, water, and other natural systems. Cumulative impacts would be those that 
result from the incremental impact of the proposed project when added to other past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable future actions, regardless of what agency or person undertakes such 
other actions (40 CFR §1508.7). The area assessed for potential indirect or cumulative impacts on 
EJ populations affected by the Preferred Build Alternative was an area within a half mile of the 
Project. This distance was applied because the potential mobility impacts or benefits of the 
proposed project and other planned projects are likely to be experienced by people who live, work, 
and/or recreate within a half mile of the project area, which is generally considered to be a 
walkable distance. Section 3.11 of the EA provides additional information on indirect and 
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cumulative impacts. 

Metra analyzed the 2014 American Community Survey 5-Year data for all census blocks within a half mile of 
the proposed Preferred Build Alternative location. Low-income populations were identified by comparing 
income levels and Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS) poverty thresholds. Low-income 
populations were identified where the median income of households is below the DHHS poverty guidelines. 
The combination of non-white races and Hispanic/Latino populations was used to determine and describe the 
minority population in the project area. 

In addition to information about EJ populations, Metra collected information about elderly and disabled 
populations, which was available at the census tract level. These additional data layers were collected in 
accordance with the laws of the State of Illinois. No distinct elderly populations were identified. Disability 
statistics were compiled at the census tract level to include individuals with a sensory, physical, or mental 
disability or other condition that limits activities of daily living. Metra then compared these statistics to City of 
Elgin averages.  

3.10.2 Existing Conditions 

Federal Environmental Justice Populations 

Figures 3-9 and 3-10 show by census block group EJ populations within the project area. The maps show 
several census blocks within a half mile of the project area that include low-income or minority populations.  

Based on the DHHS poverty guidelines, 18.9 percent of the population within the analyzed block groups has 
an income below the poverty level. This amount is higher than the City of Elgin average of 14.3 percent (U.S. 
Census Bureau 2014)). 

There are 17,248 people living within the block groups within a half mile of the project limits. The most 
prevalent race is white (67.0 percent). Hispanic or Latino populations can be of any race including white and 
they make up 48.3 percent of the total population. Of the total population living near the project area, 
minority persons, who include all non-white races and white Hispanics/Latinos, make up 61.2 percent (U.S. 
Census Bureau 2014), which is slightly higher than the City of Elgin average of 58.7 percent minority. 

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act states that “No person in the United States is excluded from participation in, or 
denied the benefits of, or subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal 
financial assistance on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex, disability, or religion.” Data was 
collected regarding disabled populations near the project area from the U.S. Census Bureau American 
Community Survey.  People with disabilities near the project area constitute 8.2 percent of the project area 
population, which is lower than the citywide disabled population of 8.8 percent (U.S. Census Bureau 2014). 
However, two census tracts had higher percentages of disabled people than the City of Elgin average. 
Disabled people constitute 8.9 percent of census tract 8515 and 12.5 percent of census tract 8549.  

State Environmental Justice Populations  

The State of Illinois includes age as a consideration in EJ analysis. Age group data was available on a Census 
tract basis. Approximately 6.8 percent of those living within the vicinity of the project area are elderly, which 
is lower than the City of Elgin elderly population of 9.0 percent. Census tract 8518.01 had an elderly 
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population of 9.22 percent, which is slightly higher than the City of Elgin average. As the elderly population in 
Census tract 8518.01 is only slightly higher than the City of Elgin average (within one percent), this population 
is not considered to represent a distinct EJ population.  

 

77 

 



MILWAUKEE WEST LINE/BRIDGE Z-100 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

 

 

Figure 3-9:  Low-Income Populations 
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Figure 3-10:  Minority Populations 
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3.10.3 Environmental Impacts 

This section describes the potential for disproportionate impacts and unevenness of benefits in the project 
area’s EJ communities. No permanent impacts are expected to result from the Project, and only temporary 
impacts related to construction activities are expected.  

No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative would have similar impacts to the Preferred Build Alternative involving the same EJ 
populations identified in Section 3.10.2. The No Build Alternative would still require construction activities to 
rehabilitate the existing bridge.  

Construction Impacts 

Since the No Build Alternative would still require construction activities to rehabilitate the existing bridge, 
noise and aesthetic impacts associated with construction would still be present. In addition, the existing 
bridge would remain single-tracked, which would maintain the presence of trains idling while waiting to 
cross. These trains would continue to impact the air quality and would remain a source of noise to the 
residents.  

Construction would produce temporary noise and vibration impacts, but these would be mitigated. Some 
minor air quality impacts as a result of fugitive dust and/or construction vehicle emissions may also be 
experienced. Construction BMPs and careful construction scheduling would minimize these adverse impacts. 
Construction impacts would be similar throughout the project area and would not result in disproportionately 
high and adverse effects on minority or low-income populations. These impacts would be present under the 
No Build Alternative as construction activities are necessary to maintain the existing bridge. 

No disproportionately high and adverse impacts due to construction are anticipated because impacts would 
be minor and temporary and would be mitigated. Construction would primarily occur within existing Metra 
right-of-way, which would limit neighborhood and community impacts. 

Permanent Impacts 

No permanent impacts are expected to occur under the No Build Alternative in the project area. As a result, 
no disproportionately high and adverse impacts, based upon the definition in FTA Circular 4703.1, would 
occur under the No Build Alternative.  

Preferred Build Alternative 

The Preferred Build Alternative would have no permanent impacts. No displacements would occur as a result 
of the Preferred Build Alternative. Based upon the analysis presented in Sections 3.7, 3.8, and 3.12.2 there 
would be no permanent impacts associated with noise or vibration, and the Preferred Build Alternative would 
slightly improve air quality by reducing train idling times. Potential impacts were assessed by analyzing an 
area of direct impacts (within 500 feet) and an area of cumulative impacts (within a half mile).  

Within the area of indirect or cumulative impacts (within a half mile of the project limits and outside the area 
of direct impacts), there are nine block groups that had higher than City of Elgin average of minority groups 
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and one of these block groups also had a higher than City of Elgin average incidence of poverty. No 
disproportionately high or adverse impacts are expected to occur. 

Construction Impacts 

The Preferred Build Alternative would result in temporary adverse construction impacts described below on 
neighborhoods surrounding the Project. No disproportionately high and adverse impacts due to construction 
are anticipated, because impacts would be temporary and would be mitigated. Construction would primarily 
occur within existing Metra right-of-way, which would limit neighborhood and community impacts. 

Five block groups had areas of direct impacts (within 500 feet of the project limits). Of these five block 
groups, three had minority populations above the City of Elgin average and four block groups had higher 
percentage of people living in poverty than the City of Elgin average. Two of these block groups (Tract 8549 
Block Group 1 and Tract 8518.01 Block group 2) do not have residences within 500 feet of the project limits. 
As a result, direct impacts would only be considered for the three block groups that have residences within 
500 feet of the project limits. Direct impacts would primarily include construction noise. These impacts would 
be temporary as the Project would not lead to an overall increase in noise or vibration.  

Residences within 500 feet for Census Tract 8515 Block Group 1 and Census Tract 8514 Block Group 6 are 
located east of the Fox River. These residences would likely be screened from construction impacts by US 
Route 20 and tree d along the banks of the Fox River. As a result, no impacts are anticipated. 

Residences along Hendee Street, Riley Street, Lord Street, Souster Avenue, Willis Street, and Robey Street are 
close to the northern project limits and the most likely to be affected by construction activities. The 
residences along and south of Lord Street are five to ten feet lower than the grade of the railroad, while 
residences north of Lord Street are approximately at grade. These residences are part of Tract 8516 Block 
Group 3. The block group had a large population (41.2 percent) below the poverty level and a minority 
population above the City of Elgin average. Direct impacts would primarily include construction noise. These 
impacts would be temporary as the Project would not lead to an overall increase in noise or vibration.  

Construction would produce temporary noise and vibration impacts, but these would be mitigated. Some 
minor air quality impacts as a result of fugitive dust and/or construction vehicle emissions may also be 
experienced. Temporary noise impacts are likely to occur due to construction activities.  The construction 
activities would be limited to daytime hours, where feasible, though night and/or weekend work may be 
needed during track cutover, piling, excavation, deep foundation work, or other activities.  If any planned 
work conflicts with the City of Elgin’s noise ordinance, Metra will coordinate with the City to resolve the issue. 
Truck traffic would be primarily present along major roads near the project area and would use a defined 
access path to reach the project limits, likely along the existing right-of-way.  Construction impacts would be 
similar throughout the project area and would not result in disproportionately high and adverse effects on 
minority or low-income populations. These impacts would also be present under the No Build Alternative as 
construction activities are necessary to maintain the existing bridge structure.  

Permanent Impacts 

The Preferred Build Alternative would not create any permanent adverse impacts, as there would be no 
displacements, land use changes, or other impacts to the residential areas, such as an increase in noise. 
Therefore, the Preferred Build Alternative would not result in disproportionately high and adverse effects on 
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low-income or minority populations. The Project would actually benefit EJ populations and the regional 
population as a whole by reducing train idling and improving travel times along Metra’s Milwaukee West 
Line.  

3.10.4 Community Outreach 

Metra conducted community outreach by coordinating with local elected officials. City officials from Elgin 
were fully supportive of the Project.  In addition, the Project has received coverage in local area newspapers 
including the Chicago Tribune on October 26, 2015 and March 24, 2016 and in the Daily Herald on October 
27, 2015.  Metra issued a press release announcing the proposed improvements to the Milwaukee West Line 
Fox River Bridge (Metra Bridge Z-100) on March 23, 2016.  Further community outreach will occur when the 
EA is issued for public review and comment. 

3.11 Indirect and Cumulative 

While the other sections of this EA provide analysis and findings on direct impacts of the Project, NEPA also 
requires the consideration of the potential indirect and cumulative impacts of federally funded projects, as 
discussed in this section. 

3.11.1 Regulatory Framework/Methods 

Indirect impacts, also known as secondary impacts, are defined under 40 CFR §1508.8. The impacts are 
caused by the Project or plan, but are separated from direct impacts by time and/or distance (yet still in the 
foreseeable future). Indirect impacts include induced growth and related environmental impacts, such as 
changes to land use patterns, population density or growth rates, and related impacts on air quality, water 
and other natural systems. Cumulative impacts are defined under 40 CFR §1508.7 as the combined result of 
the incremental direct and indirect impacts of a Project or plan, the impacts of past and present actions, and 
impacts of reasonably foreseeable future actions by others on resources of concern. 

The boundary to determine the potential indirect impacts was based on all proposed elements of the Project, 
including construction limits and proposed property acquisitions (described in Section 3.1). For the analysis, 
findings from the environmental resource analyses were reviewed to properly evaluate the potential for 
indirect impacts on land use, transportation, and economic development plans and goals, as well as to 
identify notable or sensitive resources within the surrounding communities such as community facilities, 
historic resources, and other vulnerable or unique resources. A qualitative assessment of the potential for 
and impacts of induced growth that could result from this Project was then determined. The factors assessed 
relate to changes in growth and development expected as a result of the Project. Based on these factors, a 
determination was made on the potential and magnitude of impacts that could result from the Project and 
whether those impacts would be consistent with surrounding growth, trends, and goals within the project 
area. 

To identify the potential for cumulative impacts areas, an area within a half mile of the project limits was 
evaluated. To perform the evaluation, Metra reviewed applicable current and future regional and local plans 
to look for projects or recommendations from the plans within the half-mile footprint. 

The horizon year for assessing indirect and cumulative impacts is 2040, which represents the regional 
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transportation planning horizon. Construction of the Project is anticipated to begin in 2017 and the Project is 
currently anticipated to be operational in 2020. 

Reasonably foreseeable projects include projects identified in GO TO 2040, the Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP), and known private development and redevelopment projects in the project area. 

3.11.2 Environmental Impacts 

This section identifies and assesses the potential indirect and cumulative impacts of the Project.  

No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative would have similar impacts to the Preferred Build Alternative relative to indirect and 
cumulative impacts as discussed below. The No Build Alternative would still require construction activities to 
rehabilitate the existing bridge. In contrast to the Preferred Build Alternative, long term indirect impacts 
would include the continued expenditure of funds for future repairs to the existing bridge. In addition, trains 
would still continue to idle at the bridge waiting for clearance to cross. Noise and air quality would remain the 
same with no improvement due to the lack of a second track. The No Build alternative may slightly increase 
energy use over time through the need to idle trains at the single-track crossing.  

GO TO 2040 includes two Milwaukee West Line specific projects in the fiscally unconstrained list: 1) track, 
signal, and other improvements to upgrade the line’s core capacity and support ridership growth; and 2) an 
extension of the line from its current terminus in Elgin to Marengo in McHenry County23.  Implementation of 
the No Build Alternative, as opposed to the Preferred Build Alternative, could limit Metra’s ability to fully 
implement either of these projects.  Replacement and expansion of the existing bridge is one of the several 
pre-conditions needed for future core capacity improvements for the line extension outlined in the GO TO 
2040 plan.   

The Project is also consistent with proposed improvements to the Milwaukee West Line included in Metra’s 
Strategic Planning process24 25.   

Construction Impacts 

It is anticipated that no indirect impacts would occur for the construction activities necessary to rehabilitate 
the bridge in the No Build condition.  

Permanent Impacts 

The No Build Alternative would lack the benefits of the proposed project, including enhanced movement of 
passengers (mobility). Travel times would not improve, thereby limiting the mobility of passengers, especially 
those that rely upon public transportation.  

23 Descriptions of the Milwaukee West Line Specific projects included in the GO TO 2040 plan are available at the following web site: 
http://www.cmap.illinois.gov/documents/10180/332742/Update+Major+Capital+Projects+FINAL.pdf/51a1943f-0c2d-4243-8d94-
9232f4598566. 
24 Information on Metra’s Strategic Planning process is available at the following web site: metrarail.com/strategicplan. 
25 A map of the proposed Milwaukee West Line extension project is available on page 10 of the document available at the following 
web site: https://metrarail.com/sites/default/files/assets/about-metra/metra_open_house_1_boards_letter.pdf. 
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Preferred Build Alternative  

Indirect Impacts 

The area around the Project is urbanized and developed, with mature neighborhoods. The City of Elgin 
Comprehensive Plan shows no existing vacant/developable land in the project area. In addition, no new 
stations would be built as part of the Project. Due to these factors, no secondary development or induced 
growth is likely to be stimulated by the replacement of a single-track bridge with a double-track bridge.  

The proposed replacement of the existing bridge has the potential to  reduce delays, and decrease travel 
times. The decrease in travel times has the potential to draw more passengers and reduce roadway 
congestion. A reduction of vehicles would improve air quality with a decrease in vehicle emissions. 

Due to the factors listed above, the Preferred Build Alternative is expected to have no indirect impacts with 
the exception of incremental beneficial impacts on air quality. 

Cumulative Impacts 

Past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions within the project area were considered in this 
analysis. The land uses and development in the project area and surrounding neighborhood have remained 
unchanged over the last 20 years according to aerial photos of the area. No major changes to land use in the 
area is expected by other future projects. In addition to the City of Elgin Comprehensive Plan showing no 
existing vacant/developable land in the project area, the growth management part of the Plan also does not 
show the project area as part of the immediate growth area or the pressured growth area for Elgin. The 
existing land use map in the City’s plan shows the project area as a mix of railroad/utility, industrial, 
government buildings, parks and recreation, and residential. The future land use plan map also shows a mix 
of industrial, office/research, parks and open space, and residential.  

IDOT is planning improvements to US Route 20 near the project area. Bridge replacement is planned for FY 
2018 (TIP ID 09-11-0002) at the existing US Route 20 and IL Route 31 interchange to the west of the Project. 
Since this is an existing interchange in a developed area no changes to land use, no induced development, or 
cumulative impacts are expected from this Project. 

Due to the land use in the project area remaining the same over the last 20 years and the only foreseeable 
future action is an improvement at an existing interchange in an already developed area no other cumulative 
impacts are expected to land use, transportation, or other resources in the project area.  

3.12 Resources with Limited or No Impacts 

A number of other environmental resources typically examined under NEPA were determined to present 
limited or no impacts from the proposed project. These resources include transportation, air quality, land use 
and economic development, navigable waterways and coastal zones, geology and soils, energy, safety and 
security, and visual and aesthetic conditions. The following sections briefly summarize the findings of the 
analyses.  
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3.12.1 Transportation  

The No Build Alternative would improve the bridge, but would not alleviate the bottleneck that the single 
track bridge creates. Delays would continue permanently into the future. The grade crossing at the Alphabet 
Shop would also not be improved under the No Build Alternative. 

Limited or no transportation impacts are anticipated from the Preferred Build Alternative. Commuter railroad 
service would be able to operate on the existing bridge while the new bridge is under construction. There 
may be train service delays for two weekends during construction. The existing bridge is a single-track 
structure preventing trains from crossing it in opposite directions at the same time. The bridge is the only 
single-track section on the Milwaukee West Line. Once the Project is completed, the current bottleneck 
would be eliminated, meaning trains in the opposite direction would no longer have to wait for the other 
train to pass; this is the main transportation benefit of the Project. Currently, 54 Metra commuter trains and 
eight Canadian Pacific Railroad freight trains use the bridge each day and would no longer have delays while 
moving across the river on the single-track bridge.  

One existing at-grade crossing at Elgin Avenue would be replaced by the Project. This crossing provides access 
to a business called The Alphabet Shop. A temporary track crossing would be provided to ensure access 
would be maintained to The Alphabet Shop during construction. No station or parking lot modifications are 
proposed as part of the Project. There would be no impacts to pedestrians and bicyclists because no 
sidewalks or paths would be crossed by the Preferred Build Alternative.  

3.12.2 Air Quality 

The No Build Alternative would not provide the limited air quality benefits that are provided by implementing 
the Preferred Build Alternative as the single track condition would remain, causing train delays because of the 
bottleneck.  

The Preferred Build Alternative could result in some adverse impacts on air quality during construction from 
construction equipment exhaust. Impacts during construction would be primarily associated with fugitive 
dust and emissions from on-road and non-road vehicles. The Project would be required to follow air quality 
guidelines in accordance with state and federal law. The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) has 
strict guidelines for controlling fugitive dust and diesel particulate emissions (Title 35 Illinois Administrative 
Code Subtitle B). As a result, these impacts, which are not substantial, would be minimized through 
implementation of appropriate construction BMPs. The Preferred Build Alternative would result in an overall 
incremental beneficial impact on air quality by improving train speeds, reducing train idling, and improving 
reliability of the transit system, which could attract new passengers who currently make trips in automobiles. 

Coordination was initiated by Metra with the Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning (CMAP) in 2011 
regarding the Project’s inclusion the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and conformance to the 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) as part of the air quality analysis. States must develop a SIP if they have an 
area that is designated as “nonattainment” (designated areas) for air quality. The SIP is an air quality plan that 
explains how the nonattainment area(s) will meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act. CMAP reviews 
transportation projects to ensure they conform to the region’s air quality plan. In a letter dated March 28, 
2011 (see Appendix C), CMAP stated the Project is included in the TIP and the Project conforms to the SIP and 
the transportation-related elements of the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments. 
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3.12.3 Land Use and Economic Development  

The No Build Alternative is not expected to result in changes to land use or zoning in the project area. 
Construction related to the No Build Alternative would not displace any businesses, buildings, or residents. 
Construction for the No Build Alternative may require a temporary easement from the Union Pacific Railroad, 
which is adjacent to the project area. 

The Preferred Build Alternative is not expected to result in major permanent impacts on economic 
development in the project area. No adverse changes in taxation policy or levels would occur as a result of 
the Project. The Preferred Build Alternative would not result in a permanent disruption of business activities, 
nor would it permanently affect regional construction costs. The Preferred Build Alternative is consistent with 
local and regional plans by promoting the use of transit and enhancing the efficiency of existing transit 
facilities.  

The project area consists of a railroad corridor containing the existing Metra Milwaukee District Line and the 
adjacent Union Pacific Railroad. The project area, as well as immediately surrounding areas, are mostly Zoned 
CF – Community Facility. According to the City of Elgin Municipal Code Chapter 19.30, the Community Facility 
designation covers a wide range of uses, from railroad corridors to public utilities to churches and hospitals. 
Adjacent uses designated as Community Facilities include the water treatment plant to the south, Elgin 
Shores Forest Preserve to the southwest, government buildings to the west, and the Fox River Trail to the 
east. A small portion of southern end of the project area is Zoned CI – Commercial Industrial. The Commercial 
Industrial zoning designation covers a variety of municipal, retail and industrial uses, including railroad tracks. 

Other adjacent uses include residential areas to the northwest and northeast, both designated RC2 - 
Residence Conservation 2, and a commercial/industrial area to the southeast in a CI – Commercial Industrial 
district. Figure 3-11 shows the current zoning designations for parcels within a quarter mile of the project 
limits. 

The Preferred Build Alternative is not expected to result in changes to land use or zoning in the project area. 
Construction of the Preferred Build Alternative would not displace any businesses, buildings, or residents. 
Construction would require a temporary easement of approximately 0.97 acres from the Union Pacific 
Railroad, which is adjacent to the project limits. Approximately 0.33 acres of land acquisition or a permanent 
easement would be acquired from the Union Pacific Railroad near the temporary easements. The easements 
would be limited to the unused land located between the Union Pacific Railroad and Metra Railroad tracks. 
The City of Elgin was consulted earlier in the Project and indicated that the Project does not require zoning 
changes, as the proposed Project alignment is consitent with the current railroad alignment and zoning 
regulations. 
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Figure 3-11:  Current Zoning Designations 
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3.12.4 Navigable Waterways and Coastal Zones  

The implementation of the No Build Alternative would not affect waterway navigation or a coastal zone 
management area from the existing condition. However, the five existing piers would remain in the river, 
compared to only three proposed piers proposed under the Preferred Build Alternative. Therefore, the No 
Build Alternative creates slightly more impacts than the Preferred Build Alternative. 

The Preferred Build Alternative would not affect waterway navigation and it is not located adjacent to, nor 
does it affect, a coastal zone. The USACE designates the Fox River as navigable throughout. Navigable 
waterways are regulated by the USACE under Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 
§403). Figure 3-12 shows navigable waters in the project area. The Preferred Build Alternative bridge over the 
Fox River would consist of three piers whereas the existing bridge consists of five piers. The reduction in piers 
would remove obstacles to navigation. Metra would request a Section 10 permit from the USACE as part of 
the Section 404 permit request (See Section 3.4). A Section 10 permit would be required due to temporary 
construction activities within a navigable waterway, though, as described above, there would be a permanent 
benefit due to the reduction in the number of piers. 

 
  

88 

 



MILWAUKEE WEST LINE/BRIDGE Z-100 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

 

 

Figure 3-12:  Navigable Waters 
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3.12.5 Geology and Soils 

The No Build Alternative would not result in adverse impacts on geologic and soil resources. Soils in the 
project area are primarily loams and silt loams. Local topography is generally flat, with downward slopes 
towards the Fox River. Disposal of any material removed from site would follow the appropriate state and 
federal regulations. Soils that would be potentially impacted have been previously impacted by urban 
development along the railroad corridor and are not suitable for farming or agricultural activities as a result. 
Post-construction, soils would be stabilized to limit erosion into the Fox River. 

The Preferred Build Alternative would not result in adverse impacts on geologic or soil resources. Soils in the 
project area are primarily loams and silt loams. Local topography is generally flat, with downward slopes 
towards the Fox River. Disposal of any material removed from site would follow the appropriate state and 
federal regulations. Soils that would be potentially impacted have been previously impacted by urban 
development along the railroad corridor and are not suitable for farming or agricultural activities as a result. 
Post-construction, soils would be stabilized to limit erosion into the Fox River. 

3.12.6 Energy 

The No Build Alternative would have more of an impact on energy use than the Preferred Build Alternative. 
The greater impact would be a result of the continuing need to idle trains waiting to cross the single track 
bridge. The energy consumption used during construction of the Preferred Build Alternative would eventually 
be offset by the improved efficiency of a double track bridge and the elimination of the existing bottleneck. 

The Preferred Build Alternative would not have an adverse impact on energy consumption in Kane County. By 
improving energy-efficient commuter rail service, Metra service helps reduce overall community energy use 
in transportation. Energy consumption during construction would be offset by the long-term savings realized 
by more efficient track infrastructure, as the new bridge structure would be built according to current railroad 
design standards and would help maintain commuter rail as a viable transportation option. The new bridge 
would eliminate the single-track bottleneck, which would reduce delays resulting in better on-time commuter 
rail service, and use of a more energy-efficient mode of transportation than single occupancy vehicles. Lastly, 
double tracking would also allow faster trains to pass slower trains, improving service times. 

3.12.7 Safety and Security 

The No Build Alternative’s required construction activity on the existing bridge would eventually improve 
safety and security from the existing condition. While the No Build Alternative would not replace all of the 
existing piers, abutments, and spans which were constructed in 1881, 1905, and 1926, respectively, 
continued future required improvements would maintain a safe and secure condition on the bridge and 
approaches.  

No construction-related safety and security impacts are anticipated under the Preferred Build Alternative. 
The Preferred Build Alternative would also not result in any permanent negative impacts on safety and 
security, and is anticipated to result in safety and security benefits. The Preferred Build Alternative would 
replace the existing piers and abutments, constructed in 1881, and the spans which were constructed in 1905 
and 1926, and which are in poor condition. The Preferred Build Alternative would modernize the system 
thereby reducing the already low risk of major incidents and providing safety benefits for Metra passengers 
and employees. The Project is being designed and would be operated consistent with federal, state, and local 
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safety and security policies and guidance. 

3.12.8 Visual and Aesthetic Conditions 

The visual character of the project area is a mix of land uses. The existing surrounding visual landscape is an 
urban area with the Fox River, three bridges over the Fox River, a park, a sewage treatment plant, utility lines, 
and light industrial uses. Within the project area, the existing Metra bridge generally extends north-south 
approximately 50 feet east and parallel to the UPRR railroad bridge. The US Route 20 bridge extends over the 
top of the Metra and UPRR railroad bridges. There are no historic districts or sites near the project area.  

Under the No Build Alternative, the visual character of the project area would be similar to the existing 
conditions. Temporary impacts would result from routine maintenance and rehabilitation that would be 
required. These temporary impacts would include visual impacts from construction fencing and equipment 
during repairs. The No Build Alternative would also require the three western spans located under US Route 
20 to be replaced in the near future due to accelerated corrosion caused by salt spray from the highway 
traffic above. Other work required under the No Build Alternative would include repair of spalled/damaged 
masonry stones, tuck pointing of masonry joints and pressure grouting the pier to assure internal masonry 
joints are solid, rehabilitation of sections of girder (or beams) where section loss is extensive and cross braced 
connections have failed or are near to failure, and installation of steel plates bolted to the top and bottom of 
the top flange where a crack has developed. 

Under the Preferred Build Alternative, the visual character of the project area would be similar to the existing 
conditions. The new bridge would be built parallel to the existing bridge on the downstream side. The bridge 
would be between the existing Metra bridge and the existing UPRR bridge. Once the new bridge was 
constructed, the existing bridge would be removed. The view in the future would be similar to today with two 
parallel railroad bridges under the US Route 20 bridge. There would be no property displacements with the 
Preferred Build Alternative. 

Construction of the Preferred Build Alternative and rehabilitation required by the No Build Alternative would 
result in impacts on the surrounding visual environment. Construction would primarily occur within the 
existing Metra right-of-way or on easements from the UPRR, which would minimize both visual impacts and 
neighborhood and community impacts during construction. 

3.13 Section 4(f) Resources  

Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 is a federal law that established requirements for USDOT (including 
FTA) consideration of publicly owned parks/recreational areas that are accessible to the general public, 
publicly owned wildlife/waterfowl refuges, and publicly or privately owned historic sites of federal, state, or 
local significance in developing transportation projects. Section 4(f) prohibits use of these resources for 
transportation projects unless (1) it is proven that there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use and 
the action includes all possible planning to minimize harm, or (2) the agency determines that the use of the 
property, including any measure(s) to minimize harm, will have a de minimis impact on the property. 

This law, commonly known as Section 4(f), is now codified in 23 U.S.C. §303 and 23 U.S.C. §138, and is 
implemented by FTA through regulations at 23 CFR §774. Additional guidance on the implementation of 
Section 4(f) may be found in FHWA’s Section 4(f) Policy Paper (USDOT, FHWA 2012). FTA has formally 
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adopted this guidance and this analysis was conducted consistent with the guidance. 

Based on the evaluation in this EA, no public parklands, recreational areas, historic sites, or wildlife and 
waterfowl refuges that are afforded protection by Section 4(f) are within the proposed project limits. The 
following discussion summarizes the closest recreational lands to the proposed project. Figure 3-13 shows 
the location of nearby parks and recreational facilities. 

Marie Grolich Park is located west of the UPRR tracks on the west side of the Fox River. Marie Grolich Park is 
owned and maintained by the City of Elgin, Parks and Recreation Department. There are limited recreational 
facilities at the park including a playground, practice fields, and a quarter-mile path. There is no work 
proposed west of the UPRR tracks and all work required for the new bridge would not affect the use of Marie 
Grolich Park. Indirect effects resulting from the Project would not affect the characteristics of this resource; 
consequently, there would be no Section 4(f) use of this resource.  

The Fox River Trail is to the east of the Metra tracks, outside the Metra right-of-way, on the east side of the 
Fox River and is owned and maintained in this area by the Kane County Forest Preserve District. The trail is 
over 40 miles long in Kane County and extends along the Fox River from the City of Aurora to the Village of 
Algonquin. In the Elgin area near the Preferred Build Alternative, the trail is on the east side of the Fox River. 
There is no work proposed that would cross the trail and all work required for the bridge would not affect the 
use of the Fox River Trail. Indirect effects resulting from the Project would not affect the characteristics of this 
resource; consequently, there would be no Section 4(f) use of this resource. 

Although these resources are near the project area, they are outside the permanent right-of-way and 
construction sites. The No Build Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative would not directly affect or 
incorporate land from these resources. The No Build Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative would not 
restrict access to these resources. The No Build Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative would not 
substantially impair or diminish the features or attributes of these resources. The No Build Alternative and 
Preferred Build Alternative would not result in a Section 4(f) use of these resources.  

There are no wildlife or waterfowl refuges located on or adjacent to the proposed project site. A Section 4(f) 
evaluation of avoidance alternatives, least overall harm analysis, and all possible planning to minimize harm 
was not conducted because FTA finds that the No Build Alternative and Preferred Build Alternative would 
have no use of Section 4(f) resources. 
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Figure 3-13:  Parks 
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Chapter 4 Public and Agency Coordination 
In 2010, Metra initiated planning for the replacement of the Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge (Metra 
Bridge Z-100) over the Fox River in the City of Elgin, Kane County, Illinois. Coordination was initiated with the 
Mayor’s office of Elgin to apprise Elgin of the potential Project and to seek support of the Project. In 
September 2010, the City of Elgin indicated their support of the Project. In 2011, with new elected officials in 
place at Elgin, Metra requested the support of the new administration with the City of Elgin. The City 
reiterated its support for the Project in August 2011.   

No special meetings were conducted between Metra, elected officials and community groups due to the 
relatively small nature of the Project and the fact that impacts to local residents and businesses are not 
anticipated to occur with the bridge improvement project.   

Metra issued a press release announcing the proposed improvements to the Milwaukee West Line Fox River 
Bridge (Metra Bridge Z-100) on March 23, 2016.  

Metra will hold a public hearing as part of the EA process. The hearing will be conducted in an open house 
format, and will provide attendees with an opportunity to review the proposed project and provide input on 
project designs, costs, and environmental considerations. Project team members will be on-hand to explain 
the information presented on exhibit boards and to answer project-related questions. Attendees will be able 
to comment in writing during the hearing or submit their comments after the hearing by e-mail or U.S. mail. 
In addition, a court reporter will be present at the hearing to document oral comments. 

FTA and Metra provided notice of the proposed bridge project to the federal, state, and local agencies 
involved in the project to date. FTA provided federal agencies and Native American tribes with project 
information letters in 2012. Metra provided state and local agencies with letters and informational materials 
at critical phases of the Project since its inception. Responses to the letters allowed FTA and Metra to confirm 
agency coordination and interest in the Project. Table 4-1 provides a list of agencies contacted. Appendix C 
contains copies of correspondence. 

To ensure proper development of required mitigation and commitments for this Project, Metra conducted 
agency coordination throughout the development of the EA. The correspondence provided an opportunity 
for early and ongoing agency coordination efforts. Correspondence relative to early coordination is located in 
Appendix C. 

Table 4-1:  Coordination with Agencies 

Federal Agencies State Agencies Local Agencies 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Illinois Department of  
Natural Resources 

City of Elgin 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Illinois Historic Preservation 
Agency  

Chicago Metropolitan Agency for 
Planning  
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4.1 Section 106 Coordination 

The Section 106 process to identify and assess potential impacts to cultural and historic resources was carried 
out in coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer of the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency, as 
detailed in Section 3.3.  This included coordination between Metra and SHPO in 2010 and 2011.  Additionally, 
the formal Section 106 process, including the formal consultation between FTA and SHPO, occurred in 
October 2015.  This was concluded on October 30, 2015 when SHPO concurred with FTA’s finding of no 
historic properties affected. 

The Section 106 Coordination documentation is provided in Appendix C.  

4.2 Tribal Coordination 

FTA invited the following tribal organizations to participate in the Section 106 consultation process through 
correspondence dated August 17, 2012. Correspondence with the Tribal Nations is provided in Appendix C. 

1. Correspondence, Mr. Harold Frank, Chairman, Forest County Potawatomi Community, August 17, 2012 

2. Correspondence, Ms. Kelli Mosteller, Citizen Potawatomi Nation, August 17, 2012 

3. Correspondence, Mr. Steve Ortiz, Chairperson, Prairie Band of Potawatomi Nation, August 17, 2012 

4. Correspondence, Mr. Kenneth Meshigaud, Chairman, Hannahville Indian Community, August 17, 2012 

5. Correspondence, from Ms. Melissa Cook, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, Forest County 
Potawatomi Community, September 27, 2012 

6. Correspondence from Metra to Forest County Potawatomi Community, November 9, 2012 

The Forest County Potawatomi Community responded on September 27, 2012 requesting additional 
information. Metra responded on November 9, 2012 with additional details about the Project. The Forest 
County Potawatomi have not requested any further information. The other tribes did not respond to the 
consultation invitation. 

4.3 Environmental Assessment Distribution and Public Comment 
Period 

FTA will issue a Notice of Availability for this EA to provide the public an opportunity to review and comment 
on the EA. All comments received during the 30-day public comment period, and responses to those 
comments, will be incorporated into the final NEPA decision document. The EA will be available for review at 
the Gail Borden Public Library, Information Desk, 2nd Floor, 270 N. Grove Avenue, Elgin, IL  60120. A copy of 
the EA will be available on Metra’s website at https://metrarail.com/about-metra/reports-
documents/project-studies/current-project-studies/z-100-ea in pdf format and at Metra headquarters, 547 
W. Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, IL 60661. 
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A public hearing will be scheduled to solicit comments from agencies and the public about findings presented 
in the EA. The hearing will be conducted in an open house format. The hearing will be advertised through 
display ads in regional and local newspapers, through Metra press releases, and flyers placed on Metra rail 
cars in the project area. Additional details concerning the hearing will also be posted on the Metra website. 
The hearing location will be near the project area, ADA-compliant, and accessible by public transit. Comments 
received during the hearing will be entered into the public record. A summary of the hearing and responses 
to subtantive comments received, will be included in the final NEPA decision document. Written comments 
will be accepted at any time during the public comment period via U.S. mail to Metra, Grant Management & 
Accounting, 11th Floor, Attn: Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (Metra Bridge Z-
100), 547 W. Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, IL 60661. Comments will also be accepted at any time during the 
public comment period via email to: ProjectZ100NEPA@metrarr.com. 

4.4 Next Steps 

After review of the public comments received during the 30-day comment period and at the public hearing, 
FTA will issue a finding on the proposed project based on the significance of impacts identified during the 
NEPA process. FTA’s finding will guide future planning and implementation of the Project. 

Metra will continue to update and maintain a dedicated webpage to provide passengers and interested 
parties with information regarding work planned, scheduling, progress of the overall program, and other 
pertinent construction details. Information about the Project can be found at the following web address:  

https://metrarail.com/about-metra/reports-documents/project-studies/current-project-studies/z-100-ea 

Efforts to minimize the impacts on riders and the surrounding community during construction, including 
temporary service delays to the Milwaukee West Line, would be scheduled to occur during wekends and off-
peak periods when possible. Bus shuttle service during limited weekends would be provided, as needed, to 
ensure continual service for passengers. 

Efforts would be undertaken through project development and construction to minimize disruption to 
communities and businesses during construction. 
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Appendix A  Detailed Alternative Design Drawings 
   



ALTERNATIVE 1A 

New Double-Track Bridge on New Upstream Alignment 
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ALTERNATIVE 1B 

New Double-Track Bridge on New Downstream Alignment 
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ALTERNATIVE 2 

New Single-Track Bridge on the Existing Alignment 
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ALTERNATIVE 3 

New Single-Track Bridge on an Upstream Alignment 
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ALTERNATIVE 4 

New Double-Track Bridge on Existing and Downstream Alignment 

(Preferred Build Alternative) 
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In order to use the programmatic informal consultation to fulfill Endangered Species Act consultation 
requirements, transportation agencies must use this submittal form to submit project-level information for 
all may affect, not likely to adversely affect (NLAA) determinations to the appropriate U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service) field office prior to project commencement. For more information, see the 
Standard Operating Procedure for Site Specific Project(s) Submission in the User’s Guide. 

In submitting this form, the transportation agency ensures that the proposed project(s) adhere to the 
criteria of the range-wide programmatic informal BA. Upon submittal of this form, the appropriate 
Service field office may review the site-specific information provided and request additional information. 
If the applying transportation agency is not notified within 14 calendar days of emailing the Project 
Submittal Form to the Service field office, it may proceed under the range-wide programmatic informal 
consultation. 

Further instructions on completing the submittal form can be found by hovering your cursor over each 
text box. 

1. Date:

2. Lead Agency:

3. Requesting Agency:

a. Name:

b. Title:

c. Phone:

d. Email:

4. Consultation Code1:

5. Project Name(s):

1 Available through IPaC System Official Species List: https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/ 

This refers to the Federal governmental lead action agency initiating consultation; select FHWA or FRA as 
appropriate  

Project Submittal Form for FHWA, FRA, FTA, and 
Transportation Agencies Updated February 2016 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA)

Range-wide Programmatic Informal Consultation for
Indiana Bat and Northern Long-eared Bat 

https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/
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6. Project Description:
Please attach additional documentation or explanatory text if necessary

7. Other species from Official Species List:

No effect – project(s) are inside the range, but no suitable habitat – see additional 
information attached  

May Affect – see additional information provided for those species (either 
attached or forthcoming 

8. For Ibat/NLEB, if Applicable, Explain Your No Effect Determination

No effect – project(s) are outside the species’ range (submittal form complete) 

No effect – project(s) are inside the range but no suitable summer habitat 
(submittal form complete)  

No effect – project(s) are completely within existing road/rail surface and do not 
involve percussive or other activities that increase noise above existing 
traffic/background levels (submittal form complete) 

No effect – project(s) includes maintenance, alteration, or demolition of 
bridge(s)/structure(s) and indicate(s) no signs of bats from results of a 
bridge/structure assessment (submittal form complete) 

No effect – project(s) do not involve construction activities (e.g., bridge 
assessments, property inspections, development of planning and technical studies, 
property sales, property easements, and equipment purchases) (submittal form 
complete) 

Otherwise, please continue below. 
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9. For Ibat/NLEB, if Applicable, Explain Your May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect
Determination (without implementation of AMMs)

NLAA – project(s) are inside the range but negative bat presence/absence (P/A) 
surveys (submittal form complete) 

NLAA – project(s) conducted completely within existing road/rail surface and 
involve percussive activities (submittal form complete) 

NLAA – project(s) are within areas that contain suitable forested habitat but do 
not remove or alter trees (e.g., landscaping rest areas, mowing, brush removal, 
sign or guiderail replacement, and stormwater management) (submittal form 
complete) 

NLAA – project(s) of slash pile burning (submittal form complete) 

NLAA –wetland or stream protection activities are associated with wetland 
mitigation and do not clear suitable habitat (submittal form complete) 

Otherwise, please continue below. 

For Ibat/NLEB, if applicable, continue to complete the submittal form to explain your may 
affect, not likely to adversely affect determination (with implementation of AMMs) 

10. Affected Resource/Habitat Type

Trees 

Bridge 

Other Non-Tree Roosting Structure (e.g., building) 

Other (please explain):  

11. For Tree Removal Projects:

a. Please verify that no documented roosts or foraging habitat will be impacted and
that project is within 100 feet of existing road surface:

b. Please verify that all tree removal will occur during the inactive season2:

c. Timing of clearing:

d. Amount of clearing:

2 Coordinate with local Service field office for appropriate dates. 
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12. For Bridge/Structure Work Projects:

a. Proposed work:

b. Timing of work:

c. Evidence of bat activity on bridge/structure:

d. If applicable, verify that superstructure work will not bother roosting bats in any
way:

e. If applicable, verify that bridge/structure work will occur only in the winter
months:

13. Please confirm the following:

Proposed project(s) adhere to the criteria of the range-wide programmatic informal BA (see 
Section 2.0).  

All applicable AMMs will be implemented, including3: 

Tree Removal AMM 1: 

Tree Removal AMM 2: 

Tree Removal AMM 3: 

Tree Removal AMM 4: 

Bridge AMM 1: 

Bridge AMM 2: 

Bridge AMM 3: 

Bridge AMM 4: 

Structure AMM 1: 

Structure AMM 2: 

Structure AMM 3: 

Structure AMM 4: 

Lighting AMM 1:  

Lighting AMM 2:  

3 See AMMs Fact Sheet (Appendix C) for more information on the following AMMs. 
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SCOPING WORKSHEET 

INDIANA BAT AND NORTHERN LONG‐EARED BAT  
RANGE‐WIDE PROGRAMMATIC INFORMAL CONSULTATION  

Complete  the  following  steps  to  determine  whether  a  project  is  within  the  scope  of  the  range‐wide  programmatic  informal 
consultation and to identify potential project effects on either the Indiana bat or Northern long‐eared bat. The following information 
is  needed  to  complete  this  form:  project  scope  (including  any  construction  methods  to  be  used),  project  location,  habitat 
characterization, completed survey results, and Avoidance and Minimization Measures (AMMs) to be included in the project. 

STEP 1:   PROGRAMMATIC SCOPE (Users Guide p. 3)  

If answers to any of these questions are “yes”, the project is NOT covered by the range‐wide programmatic informal consultation.  
Proceed no further in completing this worksheet. Separate consultation with the appropriate Service field office is necessary. If 
answers to all of the questions are “no”, proceed with Step 2 of this Worksheet. 

  Yes  No

1. Will the project construct a new road corridor (new alignment, not minor 
realignments)? 

  X 

2. Will project activities impact suitable forest habitat for bats > 100 feet from 
existing road/rail surfaces at any time of year (unless summer bat 
Presence/Probable Absence (P/A) surveys are negative)?  

  X 

3. Will the project raise the road profile above the tree canopy within 1,000 feet 
of known summer habitat (based on documented roosts and/or captures)? 

  X 

4. Is the project within 0.5 mile of hibernacula (including Indiana bat critical 
habitat) and 1) include construction activities extending outside the existing 
road/rail surface or 2) include construction activities wholly within the existing 
road/rail service but include percussive or other activities that increase noise 
above existing traffic/background levels? 

  X 

5. Will the project clear suitable forest habitat at any distance from a road 
during the active season1 for bats (unless summer bat P/A surveys are 
negative)?    

  X 

6. Will the project remove documented roosts or foraging areas/travel corridors 
(based on radio telemetry) at any time of year or remove trees within 0.25 
miles of documented roosts at any time of year?  

  X 

7. Bridge Projects at any time of year: 
(a) Will the project remove a bridge with bat colonies known to be roosting 
under the bridge?    
(b)  Will the project modify a bridge with bat colonies known to be roosting 

under the bridge so that it is no longer suitable for roosting?   

  X 

8. Will bridge or structure maintenance activities likely disturb bats while bats 
are documented to be present?   

  X 

 

STEP 2:  POTENTIAL PROJECT EFFECTS   

No Effect (NE) (User’s Guide p. 4)   

If answers to any of the criteria below are “yes” the project will have “No Effect” on the Indiana bat and/or NLEB. Stop here. 
Document “no effect” on the Project Submittal Form (Appendix B of the User Guide) and retain for your files.  No coordination 
with the Service is required.  If answers to any of the criteria below are “no”, proceed with this Worksheet.  
 

Check “NA” if the project will not involve the listed activity or condition.
 

Yes  No  N/A 

1. Is the project(s) outside the species range, based on USFWS IPaC database?   X   

                                                            
1 Coordinate with the local Service field office for active season dates. 
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2. Is the project inside the range and outside 0.5 mile of hibernacula, but no suitable 
summer habitat is present (e.g., high‐density urban area or non‐forested areas)?   

  X   

3. Are all project activities  (anywhere, including within 0.5 miles of hibernacula) 
conducted completely within the existing road/rail surface and do not involve 
percussive or other activities that increase noise above existing traffic/background 
levels, such as blasting, use of pile drivers, rock drills, or hoe rams?   

  X   

4. Does the project involve maintenance, alteration, or demolition of 
bridge/structures and the results of a bridge assessment indicate no signs of bats?  

X     

5. Does the project consist of non‐construction activities (e.g., bridge assessment, 
property inspections, property sales, property easements, and equipment 
purchases?  

  X   

 

May Affect (MA) (User’s Guide page 4) 

If the answer to each of the criteria below is “true”, assume the presence of Indiana bat and/or NLEB.  Proceed with this 
Worksheet.  

  True False 

1. Project is in range of species, and   

2. Suitable habitat is present (for foraging, roosting, traveling, hibernating, 
swarming, nursing or other bat activities), and 

   

3. No bat surveys have been conducted or surveys are positive for presence of 
Indiana bat or NLEB. 

   

 
If the answers to any of the criteria below are “yes” the project “May Affect” the Indiana bat and/or NLEB. Proceed with Step 3 of 
this Worksheet.  
 

Does the project action involve any of the following activities?   
 

Yes  No  Unknown 

1. Tree removal within suitable habitat   

2. Percussive activities that will increase noise above existing 
traffic/background levels (e.g., blasting, use of pile drivers, rock drills, 
or hoe rams) 

     

3. Increased lighting, either temporary or permanent (e.g., construction 
lighting or permanent lighting installation as part of project) 

     

4. Smoke/heat associated with burning brush piles    

5. Impacts to water bodies/wetlands where suitable bat habitat is present 
(e.g., piping a section of stream)  

     

6. Bridge or structure maintenance, repair or replacement at sites with 
bat activity 

     

 

STEP 3: AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION MEASURES (User’s Guide page 5‐6) 
 
The next sets of questions will step through the process for determining whether a project “May Affect, but is Not Likely to 
Adversely Affect” the Indiana bat and/or NLEB.  Avoidance and Minimization Measures (AMM’s) may be required.   

May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect (NLAA)  

If answers to any of the questions below are “Yes”, the project “May Affect, but is Not Likely to Adversely Affect” the Indiana bat 
and/or NLEB, and IS covered by the range‐wide programmatic informal consultation. AMM’s are not required for these activities. 
Document  on  the  Project  Submittal  Form  (Appendix  B  of  the User Guide).  If  answers  to  any  of  these  questions  are  “No”  or 
“Unknown”, proceed with this worksheet.  
 

Do any of the conditions below describe the project?  
 

Yes  No  Unknown 

1. Project is inside the range and in or near suitable habitat, but   
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with negative bat P/A surveys.  *If no bat surveys have been 
performed check “no” ‐ presence of bats is to be assumed and 
AMM’s will be required.  

2. Work activities will be conducted completely within the existing 
road/rail surface and involve percussive activities such as blasting 
and use of pile drivers, rock drills, or hoe rams.  

     

3. Work activities will take place in areas  that contain suitable 
forested habitat,  but no tree removal or habitat alteration will 
occur (e.g., landscaping rest areas, mowing, brush removal, sign 
or guardrail replacement, storm water management). 

     

4. No slash pile burning will occur.  

5. Wetland or stream protection activities associated with 
mitigation that do not clear suitable habitat. 

     

 

May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect ‐ AMMs Required  

For the actions below, site‐specific AMM(s) may be required to make the project NLAA for either bat species.  If there is an 
applicable AMM, it MUST be implemented for the project to be eligible for use within the range‐wide programmatic informal 
consultation.  If an AMM listed below is not applicable (based on the type of action/effect), document why it is not applicable.  For 
some projects, additional project‐specific AMM(s) not listed below may be needed.  If such additional AMM(s) are implemented, 
document them. 

 
 

Yes  No 

TREE REMOVAL 
 
Will  the project  remove  trees  that are  suitable maternity,  roosting,  foraging, or 
traveling habitat for Indiana Bat or NLEB?  If “No”, proceed to next activity.  

 

   

1. Will tree removal at any time of year occur entirely within 100 feet of existing 
road surface? (Note: If “no”, this action is not covered under the range‐wide 
programmatic  Informal  consultation.  Proceed  no  further  with  worksheet. 
Separate consultation with the appropriate Service field office is necessary.)   

   

2. Will documented roosts or foraging habitat (based on radio telemetry) be 
removed at any time of year?   (Note:  If “yes”, this action is not covered 
under the range‐wide programmatic informal consultation. Proceed no 
further with worksheet. Separate consultation with the appropriate Service 
field office is necessary.)  

   

3.    Will trees be removed within 0.25 miles of documented roosts at any time of 
year? (Note:  If “yes”, this action is not covered under the range‐wide 
programmatic informal consultation. Proceed no further with worksheet. 
Separate consultation with the appropriate Service field office is necessary.) 

   

Unless current surveys document that the species are not present, all of the 
AMMs listed below will be applied, unless not relevant (e.g., no bridge work will 
occur). Indicate on the project submittal form which of the following tree removal 
AMMs will be implemented.  

   

TREE REMOVAL AMM 1:  Modify all phases/aspects of project (e.g. temporary 
work areas, alignments) to avoid tree removal in excess of what is required to 
implement project safely.  (Note:  If this cannot be applied, project can still be 
MANLAA as long as removal is in winter and avoids known roosts.) 

   

TREE REMOVAL AMM 2: Apply time of year restrictions for tree removal when 
bats are not likely to be present.   

   

TREE REMOVAL AMM 3:  Ensure tree removal is limited to that specified in 
project plans.  Install bright orange flagging/fencing prior to any tree clearing 
to ensure contractors stay within clearing limits.  Ensure that contractors 
understand the clearing limits and how they are marked in the field.  
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TREE REMOVAL AMM 4: Avoid cutting down documented bat roosts that are still 
suitable for roosting or documented foraging habitat at any time of year. 
Avoid cutting down trees within 0.25 miles of documented roosts at any time 
of year. Ensure that suitable roosts remain on the landscape rather than 
focusing on general forest loss.  

   

*Note:  “Trees” refers to trees that are suitable habitat for each species.  

 

 

 

BRIDGE MAINTENANCE, ALTERATION OR REMOVAL  
 

Yes  No 

Does  the  project  involve  bridge maintenance,  removal  or  other  alteration?    If  “No”, 
proceed to next activity. 

   

Unless current surveys or inspections document that the species are not present, the 
AMMs listed below will be applied, as appropriate.  Indicate on the project submittal 
form which of the following AMMs will be implemented.  

   

BRIDGE AMM 1:  Perform any bridge repair, retrofit, maintenance, and/or 
rehabilitation work outside of the active season.2   

   

BRIDGE AMM 2:  Bridge repair, retrofit, maintenance, and/or rehabilitation work 
outside of pup season (June 1 – July 31) will occur in the evening while the bats are 
feeding, starting one hour after sunset, and ending one hour before daylight 
excluding the hours between 10 pm and midnight.  Lighting must be kept localized 
(See lighting AMM).  

   

BRIDGE AMM 3:  If bridge repair, retrofit, maintenance, and/or rehabilitation work 
alters the bridge during the inactive season, then ensure suitable roosting sites 
remain after any bridge work.  Suitable roosting sites may be incorporated into the 
design of a new bridge.   

   

 

STRUCTURE (ARTIFICIAL ROOSTS)  MAINTENANCE, ALTERATION OR REMOVAL  
 

Yes  No 

Does the project involving any artificial roost such as a building, barn, shed, mobile 
home, telephone poles or other structure? 

   

Unless current surveys or inspections document that the species are not present, the 
AMMs listed below will be applied, as appropriate.  Indicate on the project submittal 
form which of the following AMMs will be implemented. 

   

STRUCTURE AMM 1:   If the goal of the project is to exclude bats, coordinate with the 
local Service field office.   

   

STRUCTURE AMM 2:  Perform any maintenance and/or repair work outside of the 
active season.   

   

STRUCTURE AMM 3:  If maintenance and/or repair work will be performed during the     

                                                            
2 Coordinate with the local Service field office for active season dates. 

LIGHTING 
 

Yes  No 

1. Will the project involve the use of lighting during construction? If “No”, proceed to 
next activity.   

   

2. Will the project action install permanent lighting? If “No”, proceed to next activity.  

If the answer to either of above is “yes”, indicate on the project submittal form which 
lighting AMM’s will be implemented. 

   

LIGHTING AMM 1:  Direct temporary lighting away from suitable habitat during 
construction.   

   

LIGHTING AMM 2: Use downward‐facing, full cut‐off lens lights, and direct lighting away 
from suitable habitat when installing new or replacing existing permanent lights.  
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active season, determine if work will occur in an area with roosting bats.  If so, 
coordinate with the local Service field office. If bat activity or signs of frequent bat 
activity are observed, avoid work or install bat exclusions or similar structure 
alteration during the active season, unless there are concerns about human 
health/safety/property and coordinate with the local USFWS Field Office and a 
nuisance wildlife control officer. 

STRUCTURE AMM 4:  If bat activity or signs of frequent bat activity are observed, avoid 
structure removal unless there are concerns about human health/safety/property 
and coordinate with the local Service field office and a nuisance wildlife control 
officer. 

   

 
A project that involves these activities and implements all applicable AMMs “May Affect, but is not likely to Adversely Affect” the 
Indiana  bat  and/or  NLEB.    With  the  implementation  of  the  applicable  AMMs,  the  project  IS  covered  by  the  range‐wide 
programmatic informal consultation. Document on the Project Submittal Form (Appendix B of the User Guide). 
 

Worksheet Prepared By:    _Evan Markowitz___________  Huff & Huff, Inc._______________________  June 7, 2016__ 

      Name (Please print)      Firm/Organization        Date 

Worksheet Reviewed By:     _____________________________  ____________________________________ ____________ 

      Name (Please print)      Firm/Organization        Date 



APPENDIX D: Bridge/Structure Assessment Form 
 

Bridge Assessment Form 
This form will be completed and submitted to the District Environmental Manager by the Contractor prior to conducting any work below the deck surface 
either from the underside, from activities above that bore down to the underside, or that could impact expansion joints, from deck removal on bridges, or 
from structure demolish. Each bridge/structure to be worked on must have a current bridge inspection. Any bridge/structure suspected of providing habitat 
for any species of bat will be removed from work schedules until such time that the DOT has obtained clearance from the US Fish and Wildlife Service, if 
required. Additional studies may be undertaken by the DOT to determine what species may be utilizing structures prior to allowing any work to proceed. 

DOT Project # Water Body Date/Time of Inspection 

 

Route: County: Federal 
Structure ID: 

Bat Indicators 
Check all that apply. Presence of one or more indicators is sufficient evidence that bats may be using the structure. 

 

  Visual  Sound  Droppings  Staining  

Notes: (e.g., number & species of bats, if known. Include the 
results of thermal, emergent, or presence/absence summer 
survey) 

 
       

        

 

Areas Inspected (Check all that apply)  
 

Bridges Culverts/Other Structures Summary Info (circle all that apply) 

All vertical crevices sealed at the top 
and 0.5-1.25” wide & ≥4” deep 

 Crevices, rough surfaces or 
imperfections in concrete 

 
Human disturbance or traffic 
under bridge/in culvert or at 
the structure 

High Low None 

All crevices >12” deep & not sealed 
 Spaces between walls, ceiling joists   

Possible corridors for netting None/poor Marginal excellent 
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All guardrails    Evidence of bats using bird 
nests, if present? 

Yes No  

All expansion joints        

Spaces between concrete end walls 
and the bridge deck 

       

Vertical surfaces on concrete I-
beams 

       

 

Assessment Conducted By: ______________________________                          Signature(s): 
_________________________________________________ 

District Environmental Use Only:                                                                              Date Received by District Environmental Manager: ______________ 
 

DOT Bat Assessment Form Instructions 
 

1. Assessments must be completed a minimum of 1 year prior to conducting any work below the deck surface on all bridges that meet the physical 
characteristics described in the Programmatic Informal Consultation, regardless of whether assessments have been conducted in the past. Due to the 
transitory nature of bat use, a negative result in one year does not guarantee that bats will not use that structure in subsequent years. 

2. Legible copies of this document must be provided to the District Environmental Manager within two (2) business days of completing the assessment. 
Failure to submit this information will result in that structure being removed from the planned work schedule. 

3. Any bridge/structure suspected of providing habitat for any species of bat will be removed from work schedules until such time that the DOT has 
obtained clearance from the USFWS, if required. Additional studies may be undertaken by the DOT to determine what species may be utilizing each 
structure identified as supporting bats prior to allowing any work to proceed. 

4. Estimates of numbers of bats observed should be place in the Notes column. 
5. Any questions should be directed to the District Environmental Manager. 
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Photographic Log of the METRA Milwaukee District Westline Fox River Bridge (Z100)
City of Elgin, Kane County, Illinois

May 16, 2016

J:\81.0220359.06 TS Metra K52919 Bridge Z100 TO #1\Photos\051616\BatBridgeInspection\TS_MetraZ100_NLEBPhotolog.doc

Photo 1: Facing southeast towards the METRA Milwaukee District Westline
(MDW) Fox River Bridge.

Photo 3: Facing southeast towards the METRA MDW Fox River Bridge.

Photo 2: Facing northwest towards the METRA MDW Fox River Bridge.

Photo 4: Representative photograph from under the METRA MDW Fox River
Bridge.



Photographic Log of the METRA Milwaukee District Westline Fox River Bridge (Z100)
City of Elgin, Kane County, Illinois

May 16, 2016

J:\81.0220359.06 TS Metra K52919 Bridge Z100 TO #1\Photos\051616\BatBridgeInspection\TS_MetraZ100_NLEBPhotolog.doc

Photo 5: Representative photograph from under the METRA MDW Fox River
Bridge.

Photo 7: Representative photograph from under the U.S. Route 20 Bridge over
the Fox River.

Photo 6: Facing west towards the Metra UP West line, east of 25th Avenue.

Photo 8: Representative photograph from under the U.S. Route 20 Bridge over the
Fox River.



 
 

Meeting Minutes 

Project Name:  Milwaukee West Line Fox River Bridge Improvement Project (Metra Bridge Z-100) 
Project #:  GA4694 & GX4704 Contract #:  K52919 Task #:  1  
 

 
 
Date Start End Next Meeting Next Time Prepared By Company 
6/29/2016 2:30 pm 3:00 pm   Grace Dysico TranSystems 
 
Purpose Location Next Location 
Review and discuss Public Meeting strategy, tasks & schedule Metra, 5th Flr. East Engr. CR  
 
Attended By Non-Attendees 
Kate Sullivan, Metra  
Brian Stepp, Metra  
Andy Roth, Metra  
Kathy Chernich, USACE  
Melyssa Navis, USACE  
Grace Dysico, TranSystems  
Jim Novak, Huff & Huff  
  
  
 
Discussion Notes 
 
USACE Project Number:  LRC-2016-433 
 
The purpose of the conference call meeting was to review the project with the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
and provide an update. The last meeting with USACE was on August 29, 2014. 
 
A description of the existing bridge and adjacent area was provided. The project involves the Milwaukee District West 
Line Bridge Z-100 over the Fox River. The project is within the City of Elgin, Kane County. The existing bridge is a six-
span structure, with five masonry piers. It carries one mainline track, but has double tracks on the approaches to the 
bridge. Figures 1-1 thru 1-3, location maps from the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) were provided to USACE 
in advance of the meeting. The bridge is located east of the Elgin National Street station. It is also parallel to the 
Union Pacific (UP) Railroad bridge. The UP structure is approximately 50 feet downstream of the Z100 bridge. US 
Route 20 crosses overhead over both Metra and the UP bridges.  
 
Metra has received TIGER Program funds for construction and is preparing an Environmental Assessment to comply 
with the FTA and NEPA requirements. 
 
The Purpose and Need of the project is primarily to address the deteriorated condition of the bridge. Metra would like 
to bring the bridge condition to a state of good repair. The proposed improvements will eliminate a bottle neck at the 
river crossing. This will improve operational efficiencies and reduce delays and travel times along the Milwaukee 
District West Line. 
 
Four build alternatives have been developed and considered by Metra Engineering. These four build alternatives and 
the No Build alternative are described and discussed in the Draft EA. Schematics of the proposed build alternatives 
were provide to USACE in advance of the meeting. Figures 2-1 thru 2-4 were provided as well as Table 2-1, 
Alternatives Comparison Matrix. The preferred alternative is Alternative 4 and proposes to construct a new bridge 
downstream of the existing bridge after which the existing bridge will be removed and replaced, providing a new 
double track crossing of the Fox River. The new bridge will have four spans and three piers. To construct the bridge, it 
is anticipated that Metra will use a temporary causeway around the new pier construction and removal of the existing 
piers. 
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Meeting Minutes 

 
The draft EA was submitted to the FTA for review on 6/10/16. Their review comments are anticipated in mid-July. 
 
USACE asked when they anticipate submittal of the 404 permit. Metra indicated the permit could be submitted 
sometime in early spring. They are currently procuring design services and working towards getting the design 
engineering started. 
 
USACE asked that they be provided a link to upload the permit when it is ready for submittal. Also, the assigned 
project number should be included in all correspondence, submittals and inquiries. 
 
USACE would not provide any indication of the permitability of Alternative 4 as the preferred alternative, but they did 
comment that it appears that Metra is on track with project with submittal of the draft EA. They will review and 
comment on the permit and the project when the permit documents are submitted. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 3:00 pm. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Any comments, additions, or corrections shall be made, in writing, within five (5) business days of the issue date of these minutes.  
If no comments, additions, or corrections are received within the five (5) business days period, these minutes shall be deemed 
approved and shall be binding on all parties. 
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Project Name: Fox River Bridge
Project #: Contract #: Task #: Environmental

Assessment

Progress Meeting ##

Date Start End Next Meeting Next Time Prepared By Company

8/29/2014 3:00 pm 3:30 pm Rich Ray Huff & Huff
Purpose Location Next Location

IDNR Coordination Conference Call
Attended By Non-Attendees

Kate Sullivan, Metra
Andy Roth, Metra
Brian Stepp, Metra
Bill Wettstein, Metra
Kathy Chernich, USACE
Melyssa Navis, USACE
Jim Novak, Huff & Huff, Inc.
Rich Ray, Huff & Huff, Inc.

Discussion Notes

A conference call was held to coordinate water quality, wetlands, and flooding with the Corp of Engineers
related to the replacement of the existing Fox River Bridge for the Milwaukee District Westline, in Elgin,
Illinois.

A. Roth opened the discussion with a brief project description. The proposed bridge replacement is the
subject of an Environmental Assessment (EA) that is in progress. Metra has applied for a Tiger 6 grant for
the bridge. The existing bridge piers are 130 years old and are made of stone. The original wooden
structure on the bridge was replaced by steel in the early 1900s. The bridge was originally built as a single
track to save money by the Milwaukee Railroad. There are two tracks on land on either side of the bridge.
This causes a bottleneck every day.

In 2015 there will be new passenger service to Rockford that will use the bridge. There will be one round
trip per day in 2015 and two round trips per day in 2016. Other railroads use this track as a bypass when
there are problems or constructions elsewhere.

Metra wants to build a double track system. A new single track bridge would be built next to the existing
bridge. Then the existing bridge would be replaced. The current bridge has six spans. The replacement
bridge will have four spans.

To receive the Tiger grant the project must have or be close to having the EA approved. Metra has
conducted coordination with Elgin and IDNR. An EcoCAT was conducted in 2010 and IDNR found that
adverse effects were unlikely at that time. After the EcoCAT a state listed mussel (spike mussel) was
found during a site investigation. Coordination occurred with IDNR and it was determined an Incidental
Take Authorization (ITA) will be required prior to construction and that any mussels in the project area are
to be relocated.

In the project area the US 20 bridge goes over the railroad bridge. There is also a Union Pacific (UP)
bridge that is close to the existing bridge. It is part of a different railroad system. The Fox River does an S
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curve by the bridge. By placing the bridge right next to the existing bridge this will minimize the impact to
the river. The channel width at the Metra bridge is wider than the UP bridge.

The Corp of Engineers asked why state agencies had been coordinate with but not Federal agencies. A.
Roth stated that it was not known when funding would be available. This is the third time Metra has tried
for a Tiger grant. Canadian Pacific (CP), who also uses the tracks, has stated they would provide some
funds. Design had started at one time but ended at about 20 percent design due to the lack of funding.
The project sat on the shelf for about four years after this. If Metra gets the grant design would start up
again. If Metra does not get the grant Metra still wants to finish the EA. In comments on the draft EA, the
FTA has asked Metra to coordinate with the Corp of Engineers on issues such as water quality, wetlands,
and flooding.

No wetlands are expected to be impacted. There are pretty much no trees and no issues with the northern
long-eared bat or any other Federal T+E or candidate species are expected. Metra would like a letter from
the Corp of Engineers to use to document that coordination has occurred. The Corp of Engineers
mentioned that the letter would have to be a general letter at this time and that it is too early to comment on
some of the issues that FTA asked about at this point in the project.

Item Description Resp. Party Status
Entry Date
Due Date
Compl’d

01.000 Schedule

02.000 Budget & Scope

03.000 Submittals

04.000 Quality

05.000 Permits / Agreements

06.000 Environmental Huff & Huff In Prog 9/02/2014

07.000 Operations / Coordination

08.000 Safety

09.000 Other Issues & Concerns

10.000 Design Criteria

11.000 Data Collection

12.000 Land Acquisition

Any comments, additions, or corrections shall be made, in writing, within five (5) business days of the issue date of these minutes.
If no comments, additions, or corrections are received within the five (5) business days period, these minutes shall be deemed
approved and shall be binding on all parties.



Applicant: IDNR Project Number:

Address:
Contact: Evan Markowitz

915 Harger Rd Suite 330
Oak Brook, IL 60523

Alternate Number:
Date:

1201964

Project:
Address:

Metra Fox River Bridge 
Fox River at Metra Bridge, Elgin

Description:  The Fox River Bridge is a single-track structure which carries Metra’s Milwaukee District 
West Line over the Fox River in Elgin, Illinois.  The bridge was constructed in 1881, consisting of six 
steel spans resting on masonry abutments and piers.  A new bridge will be constructed adjacent to the 
existing bridge to provide a second mainline track over the Fox River.  Upon completion of the new 
bridge, the existing older structure will be removed with a new replacement bridge constructed in its 
place.  

06/02/2014
1411846Huff & Huff, Inc.

Natural Resource Review Results
This project was submitted for information only.  It is not a consultation under Part 1075.

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

Bluff Spring Fen INAI Site
Bluff Spring Fen Nature Preserve 
Black-Crowned Night Heron (Nycticorax nycticorax)
Osprey (Pandion haliaetus)
Spike (Elliptio dilatata)

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

County: Kane

Township, Range, Section:
41N, 8E, 24

Local or State Government Jurisdiction
Other

 

IL Department of Natural Resources 
Contact
Impact Assessment Section
217-785-5500
Division of Ecosystems & Environment

Disclaimer

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

Page 1 of 2



Terms of Use

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

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

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

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

Security

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

Unauthorized use, tampering with or modification of this system, including supporting hardware or software, may 
subject the violator to criminal and civil penalties. In the event of unauthorized intrusion, all relevant information 
regarding possible violation of law may be provided to law enforcement officials.

Privacy

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

Page 2 of 2
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Project Name: Milwaukee District Westline
Project #: Contract #: Task #: Environmental

Assessment

Progress Meeting ##

Date Start End Next Meeting Next Time Prepared By Company

3/28/2014 11:15am 11:45am Jim Novak Huff & Huff
Purpose Location Next Location

IDNR Coordination Conference Call
Attended By Non-Attendees

Kate Sullivan, Metra
Steve Hamer, IDNR
Jim Novak, Huff & Huff, Inc.

Discussion Notes

A conference call was held to coordinate threatened and endangered species reviews with the IDNR
related to the replacement of the existing Fox River Bridge for the Milwaukee District Westline, in Elgin,
Illinois.

J. Novak opened the discussion with a brief project description. The proposed bridge replacement is the
subject of an Environmental Assessment (EA) that is in progress. J. Novak reminded S. Hamer that this is
the project in which a spike mussel had been found next to the existing bridge during a field visit. Because
of that, Huff & Huff had conducted a cursory survey along the shorelines for additional mussels and the
spike mussel. Nothing more had been found and the spike was not observed again.

J. Novak mentioned that we had communicated with the IDNR on this after finding the spike and it was
decided that a Conservation Plan and Incidental Take Authorization (ITA) would be required before
construction. S. Hamer indicated that from their standpoint it did not have to be conducted prior to the
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). Since the spike had been found in 2010, very little activity has
occurred on the project. K. Sullivan mentioned that funding is not finalized but Metra may be applying for a
TIGER Grant and the EA needs to be completed now. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requested
an update of coordination with the resources agencies as part of the completion of the EA.

S. Hamer mentioned that although not really applicable to a Metra project, that reviews for State funded
projects are now being done at the District level, through their Central Office. A new Memorandum of
Understanding has been signed with IDOT to do those reviews at that level. Through this process, the
heritage biologists would have more involvement in their regions. K. Sullivan indicated that there would be
no state funding for this project.

J. Novak asked if the team should prepare the ITA to cover all potential mussel species that could be
encountered in the Fox River. S. Hamer indicated that this was a good idea, because if we encounter
another species while work is going on, that could hold the project up while another ITA is completed for
that species. Best to cover all bases. S. Hamer indicated that the ITA process is taking 6 months so we
need to plan accordingly. S. Hamer also indicated that we will need to update the EcoCAT since that has
since expired.
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Item Description Resp. Party Status
Entry Date
Due Date
Compl’d

01.000 Schedule

02.000 Budget & Scope

03.000 Submittals

04.000 Quality

05.000 Permits / Agreements

06.000 Environmental Huff & Huff
In

Prog
4/16/201

4

07.000 Operations / Coordination

08.000 Safety

09.000 Other Issues & Concerns

10.000 Design Criteria

11.000 Data Collection

12.000 Land Acquisition

Any comments, additions, or corrections shall be made, in writing, within five (5) business days of the issue date of these minutes.
If no comments, additions, or corrections are received within the five (5) business days period, these minutes shall be deemed
approved and shall be binding on all parties.



















































































 

 

 

 

 

Appendix D  Noise Analysis Memorandum 
   











Existing R1
Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case:
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

2

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 68 distance (ft) 68 distance (ft) 163 distance (ft) 163 distance (ft) 175 distance (ft) 175
Daytime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(7 AM - 10 PM) trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35

locos/train 1.7 length of cars (ft) / train 2438 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64
Nighttime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(10 PM - 7 AM) trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7

locos/train 2.5 length of cars (ft) / train 4875 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.226667 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.22667
Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R1.XLS]Existing R1

Existing - Receptor - R1

0

SOURCE REFERENCE LIST

Ldn (dB)

70
65
68
54
53
53
53 46

0

46

0

49
49
49

0

Source 5

0 0

Leq - daytime (dB)

60
55
56

47
4750

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3

62
59
64

Leq - nighttime (dB)

LAND USE CATEGORY

Noise receiver land use category (1, 2 or 3)

Source 8Source 7Source 6Source 4
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No-Build R1

Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case:
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

2

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 68 distance (ft) 68 distance (ft) 163 distance (ft) 163 distance (ft) 175 distance (ft) 175
Daytime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(7 AM - 10 PM) trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35

locos/train 1.7 length of cars (ft) / train 2438 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64
Nighttime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(10 PM - 7 AM) trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7

locos/train 2.5 length of cars (ft) / train 4875 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.226667 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.22667
Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R1.XLS]No-Build R1

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3

62

49
49

Source 8Source 7

46

Source 6

Noise receiver land use category (1, 2 or 3)

Source 4 Source 5

59
64

Leq - nighttime (dB)

LAND USE CATEGORY

47
47

0

50

0 0

46

0

No Build - Receptor - R1

0
49

Leq - daytime (dB)

60
55
56

53

SOURCE REFERENCE LIST

Ldn (dB)

70
65
68
54
53
53

0
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Build R1

Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case:
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

2

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 68 distance (ft) 68 distance (ft) 163 distance (ft) 163 distance (ft) 175 distance (ft) 175
Daytime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(7 AM - 10 PM) trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35

locos/train 1.7 length of cars (ft) / train 2438 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64
Nighttime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(10 PM - 7 AM) trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7

locos/train 2.5 length of cars (ft) / train 4875 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.226667 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.22667
Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R1.XLS]Build R1

Build - Receptor - R1

0

SOURCE REFERENCE LIST

Ldn (dB)

70
65
68
54
53
53
53 46

0

46

0

49
49
49

0

Source 5

0 0

Leq - daytime (dB)

60
55
56

47
4750

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3

62
59
64

Leq - nighttime (dB)

LAND USE CATEGORY

Noise receiver land use category (1, 2 or 3)

Source 8Source 7Source 6Source 4
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Existing R2
Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case: 1:00 PM
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

3

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 580 distance (ft) 580 distance (ft) 670 distance (ft) 670 distance (ft) 682 distance (ft) 682
Noisiest Hour of speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585
Activity During trains/hour 3 trains/hour 3 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1
Sensitive Hours locos/train 1.3 length of cars (ft) / train 2100 locos/train 1 cars/train 5 locos/train 1 cars/train 5

Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R2 Leq.XLS]Existing R2

Source 8Source 7Source 6Source 4

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3

LAND USE CATEGORY
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Source 5
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No-Build R2

Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case: 1:00 PM
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

3

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 580 distance (ft) 580 distance (ft) 670 distance (ft) 670 distance (ft) 682 distance (ft) 682
Noisiest Hour of speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585
Activity During trains/hour 3 trains/hour 3 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1
Sensitive Hours locos/train 1.3 length of cars (ft) / train 2100 locos/train 1 cars/train 5 locos/train 1 cars/train 5

0 0
0 0

Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R2 Leq.XLS]No-Build R2

SOURCE REFERENCE LIST

Leq - 1-hr (dB)

62
51
53
29
58
29

0
0

No Build - Receptor - R2

58

LAND USE CATEGORY

Source 8Source 7Source 6

Noise receiver land use category (1, 2 or 3)

Source 4 Source 5

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3
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Build R2

Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case: 1:00 PM
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

3

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 580 distance (ft) 580 distance (ft) 658 distance (ft) 658 distance (ft) 670 distance (ft) 670
Noisiest Hour of speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585 speed (mph) 585
Activity During trains/hour 3 trains/hour 3 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1 trains/hour 1
Sensitive Hours locos/train 1.3 length of cars (ft) / train 2100 locos/train 1 cars/train 5 locos/train 1 cars/train 5

Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R2 Leq.XLS]Build R2

Source 8Source 7Source 6Source 4

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3

LAND USE CATEGORY

Noise receiver land use category (1, 2 or 3)

Source 5

58

0
0
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Leq - 1-hr (dB)
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29
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Existing R3
Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case:
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

2

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 558 distance (ft) 558 distance (ft) 478 distance (ft) 478
Daytime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(7 AM - 10 PM) trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 2.7 trains/hour 2.7

locos/train 1.7 length of cars (ft) / train 2438 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64
Nighttime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(10 PM - 7 AM) trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 1.4 trains/hour 1.4

locos/train 2.5 length of cars (ft) / train 4875 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.226667
Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R3.XLS]Existing R3

Source 8Source 7Source 6Source 4

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3

49
46
52

Leq - nighttime (dB)

LAND USE CATEGORY

Noise receiver land use category (1, 2 or 3)

Source 5

0 0

Leq - daytime (dB)
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43
4346

0 0

0

0

0

45
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0

0
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0
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0
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No-Build R3

Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case:
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

2

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 558 distance (ft) 558 distance (ft) 478 distance (ft) 478
Daytime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(7 AM - 10 PM) trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 2.7 trains/hour 2.7

locos/train 1.7 length of cars (ft) / train 2438 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64
Nighttime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(10 PM - 7 AM) trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 1.4 trains/hour 1.4

locos/train 2.5 length of cars (ft) / train 4875 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.226667
Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R3.XLS]No-Build R3

SOURCE REFERENCE LIST

Ldn (dB)

58
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54
50
49
0

0

0

0
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Leq - daytime (dB)
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0
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LAND USE CATEGORY
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0 0

Source 8Source 7

0
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RESULTS
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Build R3

Noise Model Based on Federal Transit Adminstration General Transit Noise Assessment

Developed for Chicago Create Project

Copyright 2006, HMMH Inc.

Case:
Project: Fox River Bridge

Source 1/2 = Freight
Noise Source Source 3/4 = Metra
All Sources

Source 1
Source 2
Source 3
Source 4
Source 5
Source 6
Source 7
Source 8

Enter noise receiver land use category below.

2

Enter data for up to 8 noise sources below - see reference list for source numbers.

NOISE SOURCE PARAMETERS

Parameter

Source Num. Freight Locomotive 9 Freight Cars 10 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3 Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2 Commuter Rail Cars 3
Distance (source to receiver) distance (ft) 558 distance (ft) 558 distance (ft) 490 distance (ft) 490 distance (ft) 478 distance (ft) 478
Daytime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(7 AM - 10 PM) trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 0.2 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35 trains/hour 1.35

locos/train 1.7 length of cars (ft) / train 2438 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64 locos/train 1 cars/train 6.64
Nighttime Hours speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 40 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55 speed (mph) 55
(10 PM - 7 AM) trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.4 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7 trains/hour 0.7

locos/train 2.5 length of cars (ft) / train 4875 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.226667 locos/train 1 cars/train 7.22667
Wheel Flats? % of cars w/ wheel flats 1.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00% % of cars w/ wheel flats 0.00%
Jointed Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Embedded Track? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Aerial Structure? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Barrier Present? Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N Y/N
Intervening Rows of of Buildings number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0 number of rows 0

Source Number

Commuter Electric Locomotive 1
Commuter Diesel Locomotive 2
Commuter Rail Cars 3
RRT/LRT 4
AGT, Steel Wheel 5
AGT, Rubber Tire 6
Monorail 7
Maglev 8
Freight Locomotive 9
Freight Cars 10
Hopper Cars (empty) 11
Hopper Cars (full) 12
Crossover 13
Automobiles 14
City Buses 15
Commuter Buses 16
Rail Yard or Shop 17
Layover Tracks 18
Bus Storage Yard 19
Bus Op. Facility 20
Bus Transit Center 21
Parking Garage 22
Park & Ride Lot 23

H:\Client\Wight Co\Metra Fox River Bridge EA\Noise\General Assessment\[GA - R3.XLS]Build R3

Source 8Source 7Source 6Source 4

RESULTS

Source 1 Source 2 Source 3

49
46
52

Leq - nighttime (dB)

LAND USE CATEGORY

Noise receiver land use category (1, 2 or 3)

Source 5

0 0

Leq - daytime (dB)
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39
4042

46 40

0

40

0

42
43
42

0

Build - Receptor - R3

0

SOURCE REFERENCE LIST

Ldn (dB)

58
52
54
47
46
47

Page 3



 

 

 

 

 

Appendix E  Compensatory Storage Plan and Calculations 
   





































 

 

 

 

 

Appendix F  Environmental Database Search 
   











































































































































































































































































































































CERCLIS Search Results  Envirofacts  US EPA
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Incident

Number

Incident

Report Date Street Address of Incident Location

Incident

Location City

Date/Time

Occurred Name
H-2011-0958 09/06/2011 853 Dundee Ave Elgin Lubricating Oil
H-2011-0957 09/06/2011 853 Dundee Ave Elgin Heating Oil
H-2011-0731 07/07/2011 3883 Kings Mill Dr Elgin Hydraulic Fluid
H-2011-0690 06/28/2011 853 Dundee Ave Elgin Heating Oil
H-2011-0580 06/03/2011 1375 Spaulding Rd Elgin 2011-06-03 11:26 tires
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2011-0121 02/11/2011 St Charles Elgin 2011-02-11 14:45 Carbon Monoxide
H-2009-0763 07/16/2009 25 between the Canadian National RR and Gilbert St Elgin 2009-07-14 18:30:00 engine oil
H-2009-0763 07/16/2009 8 Elgin 2009-07-14 18:30:00 engine oil
H-2009-0763 07/16/2009 25 between the Canadian National RR and Gilbert St Elgin 2009-07-14 18:30:00 engine oil
H-2009-0763 07/16/2009 25 between the Canadian National RR and Gilbert St Elgin 2009-07-14 18:30:00 engine oil
H-2009-0685 06/24/2009 3N 8833 Walt Witman Lane Elgin mineral oil from transformer
H-2009-0685 06/24/2009 3N 8833 Walt Witman Lane Elgin mineral oil from transformer
H-2008-1741 12/10/2008 1337 1341 Duneee Ave Elgin unknown, possibly heating oil
H-2008-1535 10/15/2008 Intersection lake Elgin Diesel Fuel and Hydraulic Fluid
H-2008-1381 09/14/2008 Willard St between Chicago St Elgin Miscellaneous Petroleum Products
H-2008-1360 09/10/2008 24 Chicago Ave Elgin former heating oil
H-2008-1116 07/24/2008 2455 South Street Elgin Unleaded Gasoline
H-2008-0393 03/25/2008 Highland Ave Elgin Unknown Petroleum Product
H-2008-0247 02/22/2008 1001 Randell rd Elgin Diesel Fuel
H-2008-0094 01/21/2008 1925 Holmes Elgin multiple chemicals, mostly alcohol based
H-2007-1382 10/15/2007 Elgin Diesel fuel
H-2007-1156 08/21/2007 Elgin Unknown Substance (possibly petroleum based)
H-2007-1035 07/28/2007 Elgin Diesel Fuel



H-2007-0938 07/10/2007 350 2nd St Elgin Hydraulic Fluid
H-2007-0793 06/09/2007 1156 Dundee Elgin Diesel, Possible unleaded as well
H-2007-0781 06/06/2007 Elgin Joliet &amp; Eastern Railroad near New Elgin Unidentified Yellow Pellets (suspected Agricultural Product)
H-2007-0686 05/21/2007 Randall Rd Elgin Diesel Fuel
H-2007-0584 05/04/2007 1124 Bluff City Blvd Elgin Diesel
H-2007-0411 04/03/2007 1500 Holmes Rd Elgin Oil and Coolant
H-2007-0281 03/09/2007 8 635 Corrin Road Elgin Diesel Fuel
H-2007-0010 01/04/2007 162 Grove Ave Elgin Gasoline
H-2006-1613 12/22/2006 1156 Dundee Ave Elgin unleaded gasoline
H-2006-1403 11/07/2006 825 Tollgate Rd Elgin Rubbing Alcohol
H-2006-1370 11/03/2006 51 State St Elgin Fuel oil
H-2006-1292 10/18/2006 1005 Liberty St ELGIN Diesel fuel
H-2006-1269 10/13/2006 1389 Dundee Rd Elgin heating oil
H-2006-1256 10/09/2006 934 Center St Elgin Diesel Fuel
H-2006-1054 08/19/2006 90 EB ELGIN DIESEL
H-2006-0992 08/04/2006 162 Grove Ave Elgin Hydrolic Fluid
H-2006-0766 06/21/2006 ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
H-2006-0721 06/13/2006 72 AND RANDEL RD ELGIN FLOOR STAINER FOR HARDWOOD FLOORS
H-2006-0649 05/30/2006 CORNER OF SOUTH LIBERTY ELGIN HEATING OIL
H-2006-0541 05/06/2006 ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
H-2006-0515 05/01/2006 464 MCBRIDE ELGIN HEATING OIL
H 2005 1578 11/22/2005 816 ST ELGIN 11/22/2005 @ 14:00 HYDRAULIC OIL
H 2005 1430 10/14/2005 2583 TECHNOLOGY DR ELGIN 10/14/05 @ 1908 FORANE 507
H 2005 1390 10/04/2005 1616 BERKELEY ELGIN 10/04/2005 @ 07:15 TRICHLOROETHYLENE
H 2005 1287 09/13/2005 1032 LARKIN AVENUE ELGIN GASOLINE
H 2005 0933 07/07/2005 464 MCBRIDE ST ELGIN Unknown @ DIESEL, GASOLINE, HEATING OIL
H 2005 0701 05/20/2005 100 SYMPHONY WAY ELGIN 05/20/2005 @ 31% HYDROCHLORIC ACID
H 2005 0220 02/10/2005 1585 TODD FARM DR ELGIN 2/10/05 @ 0900 7 % IODINE, 88% ISOPROPYL ALCOHOL
H 2005 0251 02/10/2005 1585 TODD FARM DR ELGIN 2/10/2005 @ 0845 ISOPROPYL ALCOHOL AND IODINE MIXTURE
H 2005 0213 02/09/2005 1585 TODD FARM ROAD ELGIN Unknown @ ISPROPANOL/7% IODINE MIXTURE
H 2005 0031 01/09/2005 ELGIN PROPANE
H 2004 1381 10/04/2004 1570 BIG ELGIN GASOLINE AND DIESEL
H 2004 1331 09/23/2004 1165 JANSEN FARM COURT ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
H 2004 1312 09/17/2004 215 SPRING STREET ELGIN BENZOPYRENE
H 2004 1072 07/30/2004 965 MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN GASOLINE
H 2004 0937 07/04/2004 20 AT RANDAL RD ELGIN KEROSENE
H 2004 0317 03/09/2004 ELGIN 03/09/2004 @ Unknown HYDRAULIC OIL



H 2003 1881 12/29/2003 585 STATE ST ELGIN GASOLINE
H 2003 1763 12/01/2003 20 STATE ST ELGIN 12/01/03 @ 08:00 DIESEL FUEL
H 2003 1701 11/19/2003 206 OR 210 SOUTH GROVE STREET ELGIN GASOLINE
H 2003 1438 09/30/2003 960 MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN GASOLINE
H 2003 1359 09/14/2003 970 CHICAGO ST ELGIN 09/14/2003 @ 22:19 POTASSIUM GOLD CYANIDE, NICKEL SULFATE, LEAD
H 2003 1361 09/14/2003 970 CHICAGO ST ELGIN 09/14/03 @ 22:00 SOLDER MIXTURE OF TIN & LEAD & MOSTLY WATER
H 2002 1686 11/20/2002 304 GROVE AVENUE ELGIN GASOLINE
H 2002 1578 10/30/2002 231 DOUGLAS AVE ELGIN Unknown @ UNK POSSIBLE HEATING OIL
H 2002 1579 10/30/2002 304 GROVE AVE ELGIN USED OIL
H 2002 1191 08/21/2002 375 RIVER ROAD ELGIN 08/21/2002 @ 10:00 SERRIC SULFATE
H 2002 0905 06/24/2002 1441 TIMBER DR ELGIN 06/24/02 @ 18:30 TAMOL-SM AND GROMOPHTAL RED 38
H 2002 0644 05/09/2002 1040 CHICAGO ST ELGIN 05/09/2002 @ 10:30 DIESEL
H 2002 0626 05/07/2002 1171 JANSEN FARM COURT ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
H 2002 0242 02/20/2002 1347 GASKET DRIVE ELGIN 02/20/02 @ 23:30 ETHYL ACETATE
H 2002 0188 02/08/2002 ELGIN 02/08/2002 @ 10:45 SOME TYPE PETROLEUM PRODUCT
H 2002 0174 02/04/2002 840 CHURCH ROAD ELGIN 02/04/2002 @ 13:00 COPPER TETRAMINE DICHLORIDE
H 2002 0068 01/12/2002 ELGIN 01/12/2002 @ 13:30 HYDRAULIC OIL
H 2001 1520 09/11/2001 335 LOCUST ST ELGIN HEATING OIL
H 2001 1494 09/05/2001 344 ST CHARLES STREET ELGIN Unknown @ SUSPECTED WASTE OIL
H 2001 1323 08/03/2001 31 DANA STREETS ELGIN HEATING OIL
H 2001 1078 06/21/2001 255 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN 06/21/2001 @ 11:30 COOLANT
H 2001 0826 05/14/2001 150 DEXTER ELGIN 05/14/2001 @ 09:45 HEATING OIL
H 2001 0463 03/21/2001 8 OF NW PARKWAY ELGIN 03/21/2001 @ 06:30 DIESEL FUEL
H 2001 0401 03/09/2001 1156 dundee avenue ELGIN KEROSENE
H 2001 0227 03/06/2001 464 McBRIDE STREET ELGIN WASTE OIL
H 2001 0330 02/23/2001 573 CRYSTAL STREET ELGIN Unknown @ DIESEL FUEL
H 2001 0306 02/21/2001 35 ANN ST ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
H 2001 0272 02/16/2001 1156 DUNDEE AVE ELGIN KEROSENE
H 2001 0195 01/31/2001 1313 TIMBER DR ELGIN Unknown @ DIESEL FUEL
H 2000 2343 12/11/2000 740 TOLLGATE ROAD ELGIN 12/11/2000 @ 21:30 N-METHYL-2-PYRROLIDONE
H 2000 2061 10/27/2000 ELGIN 10/27/2000 @ 14:15 SOY BEAN OIL
H 2000 1990 10/17/2000 1219 LARKIN AVENUE ELGIN GASOLINE
H 2000 1817 09/24/2000 450 AIRPORT ROAD ELGIN 09/24/2000 @ 20:00 WINDSHIELD WASHER SOLVENT (CONTAINS METHANOL ALCOHOL)
H 2000 1767 09/16/2000 338 MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN 09/16/00 @ 06:00 GASOLINE
H 2000 1769 09/16/2000 20 MCLEAN ST ELGIN 09/16/2000 @ 06:00 GASOLINE
H 2000 1552 08/14/2000 1240 CHARLES ST ELGIN 08/14/2000 @ 2301 SUPER BECKAMINE
H 2000 1376 07/18/2000 72 KIMBALL STREET ELGIN PETROLEUM PRODUCT



H 2000 1389 07/11/2000 CORNER OF GALVIN DR ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
H 2000 0937 04/06/2000 620 WING ST ELGIN BENZENE (HEATING OIL ?)
20000605 04/05/2000 1001 DUNDEE ROAD ELGIN GASOLINE/HEATING OIL
20000361 03/03/2000 1156 DUNDEE ELGIN KEROSENE
20000360 03/03/2000 771 WALNUT ELGIN GASOLINE
20000174 01/31/2000 ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
20000162 01/28/2000 1001 SUMITT ST ELGIN HEATING OIL
992787 12/17/1999 1605 DUNDEE LANE ELGIN 12/17/99 1530 DIESEL FUEL
992694 12/07/1999 39 455 BOWES ROAD ELGIN GASOLINE
992565 11/16/1999 50 KIMBALL ST ELGIN GASOLINE
992177 09/20/1999 595 STATE STREET ELGIN GASOLINE & DIESEL FUEL
991931 08/17/1999 202 MOUNTIAN ST ELGIN GASOLINE
991639 07/08/1999 1151 STATE ST ELGIN UNK DIESEL FUEL
991536 06/24/1999 901 RAYMOND ST ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
991251 05/25/1999 710 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN GASOLINE, USED OIL
991256 05/25/1999 ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
991036 04/27/1999 1428 EAGLE ROAD ELGIN GASOLINE/DIESEL FUEL
991025 04/26/1999 363 BLUFF CITY BLVD ELGIN 36 HEATING OIL
990987 04/21/1999 450 2ND ST ELGIN DIESEL
990983 04/20/1999 1524 DAVIS ROAD ELGIN INK OIL
990788 04/01/1999 1 MI ELGIN 04/01/99 1000 ANHYDROUS AMMONIA
990625 03/16/1999 313 DUNDEE AVENUE ELGIN PETROLEUM
990528 03/05/1999 9175 FOX LANE ELGIN SOLVENT BLEND
990517 03/03/1999 31 BOUND ELGIN 03/03/99 1500 ALITHATIC AEROMATIC HYDRO CARBON (PAINT THINNER)
990491 03/02/1999 1441 TIMBER DR ELGIN 03/02/99 0815 DIESEL FUEL
990463 02/25/1999 345 WILLARD AVE ELGIN GASOLINE & FUEL OIL
990227 02/02/1999 1570 BIG ELGIN WASTE OIL
990187 01/28/1999 RAYMOND ST ELGIN DIESEL
990054 01/12/1999 371 WILLARD AVE ELGIN USED OIL
983019 12/09/1998 355 HENDEE ST ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
982890 11/21/1998 90 EB TOLL PLAZA ELGIN 11/21/98 0100 DIESEL FUEL
982856 11/18/1998 466 RENNER DRIVE ELGIN GASOLINE
982840 11/17/1998 945 BLUFF CITY BLVD ELGIN GASOLINE
982838 11/17/1998 1969 SPARTAN DRIVE ELGIN GASOLINE
982834 11/16/1998 1730 BERKEY ST ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
982831 11/16/1998 1010 WING ST ELGIN GASOLINE
982827 11/16/1998 573 CRYSTAL ELGIN GASOLISNE/DIESEL



982741 11/02/1998 1611 VILLA STREET ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
982406 09/28/1998 269 275 DUPAGE ST ELGIN HEATING OIL
982295 09/16/1998 1601 VILLA STREET ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
982142 08/27/1998 647 LAUREL ST ELGIN GASOLINE
982084 08/21/1998 280 PARK LANE ELGIN GASOLINE
982001 08/13/1998 740 POLLGATE ELGIN MOBILTHERM 603
981958 08/07/1998 1219 LARKIN AVE ELGIN GASOLINE
981699 07/13/1998 750 STATE STREET ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
981344 06/05/1998 750 STATE ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
981282 05/29/1998 1156 DUNDEE AVE ELGIN GASOLINE/DIESEL FUEL/WASTE OIL
981142 05/15/1998 60 ANN ST ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
981115 05/13/1998 440 AIRPORT RD FOX RIVER ELGIN POSSIBLE DIESEL
980964 04/28/1998 401 DAVIS ROAD ELGIN GASOLINE
980817 04/13/1998 180 KIMBALL ST ELGIN FUEL OIL & WASTE OIL
980763 04/07/1998 STATE ELGIN 04/07/98 1600 POTASSIUM HYDROXIDE, TRICHLOROISOCYANURIC ACID, DIESEL
980708 04/01/1998 975 STATE ELGIN ANTIFREEZE
980615 03/21/1998 90 PLAZA ELGIN 03/21/98 0901 XYLENE
980604 03/20/1998 419 ST CHARLES RD ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
980496 03/05/1998 1100 BRANDT DRIVE ELGIN WASTE OIL/DIESEL FUEL/GASOLINE
980459 03/03/1998 35 BROOKSIDE DRIVE ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
980238 02/03/1998 965 MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN GASOLINE
980195 01/28/1998 300 AIRPORT ROAD ELGIN HEATING OIL
980168 01/23/1998 740 TOLLGATE ROAD ELGIN TOULENE/HEPTANE/METHYL ETHYL KETONE/HEXANE
980025 01/05/1998 1395 TIMBER DRIVE ELGIN GASOLINE
972366 12/11/1997 3 MI ELGIN APPEARS TO BE WASTE OIL
972365 12/11/1997 77 RIVERSIDE DRIVE ELGIN APPEARS TO BE PAINT RESIDUE AND THINNERS
972319 12/04/1997 771 WALNUT AVENUE ELGIN HEATING OIL
972089 10/31/1997 850 DAVIS ROAD ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
971616 09/01/1997 HIGHLAND ELGIN UNKNOWN PETROLEUM PRODUCT
971372 07/29/1997 1470 ABBOTT STREET ELGIN GASOLINE, DIESEL FUEL
971290 07/18/1997 1450 BOWEN RD ELGIN UNKNOWN DIESEL
971286 07/17/1997 236 DUNDEE AVENUE ELGIN GASOLINE, HEATING OIL, WASTE OIL
971260 07/14/1997 1400 ABBOTT DR ELGIN HYDRAULIC FLUID
971197 07/03/1997 36 TYLER CREEK PLAZA ELGIN 07/03/97 1501 HYPO-CHLORITE SOLUTION
970831 05/12/1997 30 TWP 4 ELGIN CRUDE OIL
970828 05/12/1997 740 TOLLGATE ROAD ELGIN METHYLENE CHLORIDE
970638 04/15/1997 222 DOUGLAS AVE ELGIN HEATING OIL



970543 03/28/1997 816 CHARLES ROAD ELGIN BENZENE
970064 01/10/1997 845 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN GASOLINE
962386 12/27/1996 1050 ABBOTT DRIVE ELGIN UNKNOWN DIESEL
962383 12/27/1996 470 DUNDEE AVE ELGIN UNKNOWN GASOLINE
962338 12/19/1996 ELGIN GASOLINE
962165 11/20/1996 740 TOLLGATE RD ELGIN 11/20/96 UNK TOLUENE
962075 11/07/1996 425 AIRPORT ROAD ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
962044 11/01/1996 1156 DUNDEE ROAD ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
961958 10/22/1996 771 WALNUT AVE ELGIN UNK UNLEADED GAS
961875 10/10/1996 520 MCBRIDE ST ELGIN GASOLINE
961867 10/09/1996 502 GROVE AVE ELGIN UNKNOWN LEADED GASOLINE
961862 10/08/1996 222 DOUGLAS AVE ELGIN GASOLINE
961840 10/06/1996 435 AIRPORT ROAD ELGIN SUSPECT ACETONE
961746 09/20/1996 1450 MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN UNK DRUG ENEMA BAGS
961572 08/29/1996 3100 GOLF ROAD ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
961378 08/01/1996 120 STATE STREET ELGIN 07/02/96 1350 SULFURIC ACID GEL
961317 07/23/1996 1045 CHICAGO ST ELGIN 07/23/96 0945 MOTOR OIL -USED-
961280 07/17/1996 1200 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN USED MOTOR OIL
961242 07/12/1996 1435 HOLMES ROAD ELGIN NICKEL PLATING SOLUTION
961167 06/28/1996 775 LAUREL STREET ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
961082 06/17/1996 1156 DUNDEE RD ELGIN UNK UUNLEADED GASOLINE
960924 05/28/1996 816 ST CHARLES ST ELGIN GASOLINE
960739 05/03/1996 155 TIMBER DRV ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
960672 04/25/1996 470 DUNDE AVENUE ELGIN WASTE OIL
960506 03/29/1996 725 MCLEEN BLVD ELGIN UNK DIESELFUEL
960412 03/13/1996 366 WILLARD AVE ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
960311 02/23/1996 551 MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN UNK UNLEADED GASOLINE
960262 02/14/1996 571 COOPER AVENUE ELGIN GASOLINE
952462 12/06/1995 1500 VILLA ELGIN 150/PETROLEUM NAPTHA
952446 12/04/1995 1580 LARKIN AVENUE ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
952397 11/25/1995 990 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN 11/25/95 1000 NUMEROUS CHEMICALS
952341 11/15/1995 350 2ND STREET ELGIN GASOLINE AND DIESEL FUEL
952317 11/10/1995 1500 VILLA ELGIN PAINT WASTE
952082 10/06/1995 1919 BIG TIMBER ROAD ELGIN UNK DIESEL FUEL
951877 09/07/1995 934 CENTER STREET ELGIN 09/07/95 1500 WETSPO IN LIQUID FORM
951723 08/13/1995 1500 VILLA STREET ELGIN WATER/OIL MIXTURE
951446 07/06/1995 777 BIG TIMBER ROAD ELGIN R-22HCFC/FREON REFRIGERANT



951400 06/28/1995 1500 VILLA ELGIN CLEAN MINERAL SPIRIT SOLVENT
951250 06/12/1995 1500 VILLA ELGIN 06/12/95 1620 WASTE ETHANOL
950479 03/09/1995 1333 TIMBER DR ELGIN GASOLINE
950409 02/25/1995 210 GROVE AVE ELGIN UNK UNK TYPE PETROLEIUM PRODUCT.
950319 02/15/1995 25 NEAR ELGIN 02/14/95 AM DIESEL FUEL
942794 12/13/1994 630 CONGDON ELGIN HEATING OIL
942793 12/13/1994 1103 DUNDEE AVENUE ELGIN HEATING OIL
942767 12/08/1994 1124 BLUFF CITY BLVD ELGIN 12/08/94 1610 KEROSENE
942766 12/08/1994 268 STATE STREET ELGIN GASOLINE & #2 HEATING OIL
942623 11/18/1994 1385 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
942343 10/18/1994 3100 GOLF RD ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
942139 09/20/1994 50 KIMBAL ELGIN DIESEL
942043 09/08/1994 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN WASTE OIL
941983 08/31/1994 601 VILLA ELGIN FUEL OIL
941963 08/29/1994 1005 LIBERTY ELGIN GASOLINE
941917 08/24/1994 1122 ST CHARLES STREET ELGIN 08/23/94 2200 TOLUENE DIISOCYANATE
941884 08/19/1994 450 AIRPORT ROAD ELGIN UNKNOWN
941864 08/17/1994 300 STATE STREET ELGIN FUEL OIL
941066 05/12/1994 380 BELMONT ELGIN SUSP. GEAR LUBE
941019 05/05/1994 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN R.Q. WASTE, FLAMMIBLE LIQUIDS, NOS. OIL#3, P.G.#3 EPA
940865 04/20/1994 2075 LARKIN AVE ELGIN DIESEL
940763 04/12/1994 ELGIN UNKNOWN OIL PRODUCT
940720 04/06/1994 1500 VILLA STREET ELGIN SAFETY KLEEN IMMERSION CLEANER (DIRTY PRODUCT)
940678 03/30/1994 20 WB ELGIN 03/30/94 0915 HYDRAULIC FLUID
940634 03/25/1994 235 GROVE AVENUE ELGIN 03/25/94 0900 WASTE OIL
940491 03/08/1994 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN 03/08/94 1500 MINERAL SPIRITS
940443 03/02/1994 922 DUNDEE AVE ELGIN GASOLINE
940421 02/25/1994 ELGIN DIESEL FUEL & UNLEADED GASOLINE
940326 02/15/1994 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN CLEAN 105 MINERAL SPIRITS
940281 02/08/1994 1500 VILLA RD ELGIN PETROLEUM NAPTHA PRODUCT
940182 01/25/1994 1400 TOASTMASTER DRIVE ELGIN 01/25/94 1300 MINERAL OIL
940168 01/24/1994 1500 VILLA ROAD ELGIN HAZARDOUS WASTE LIQUID
940032 01/05/1994 152 SOUTH GROVE ELGIN 01/04/94 1500 SUSPECT WASTE OIL
940022 01/04/1994 750 STATE ELGIN SUSPECT PETROLEUM PRODUCT
933256 12/21/1993 1500 VILLA ELGIN 12/20/93 1900 MINERAL SPIRITS
933235 12/17/1993 1500 VILLA ELGIN 12/17/93 1615 MINERAL SPIRITS
933234 12/17/1993 1500 VILLA ELGIN 12/17/93 1530 MINERAL SPIRITS



933185 12/13/1993 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN LIQUID PETROLEUM NAPTHA
933183 12/13/1993 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN IMMERSION CLEANER
932883 11/03/1993 31 RIVER RD ELGIN PETROLEUM PRODUCT
932834 10/27/1993 955 TOLLGATE ROAD ELGIN 10/27/93 0200 DIESEL FUEL
932714 10/13/1993 900 STATE STREET ELGIN #6 FUEL OIL
932704 10/12/1993 1500 VILLA STREET ELGIN 10/12/93 1045 DIRTY MINERAL SPIRITS
932610 09/30/1993 1500 VILLA ELGIN SPENT MINERAL SPIRITS
932598 09/28/1993 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN DIRTY IMMERSON CLEANER
932566 09/24/1993 280 GROVE AVENUE ELGIN PETROLEUM PRODUCT
932529 09/21/1993 CLIFFORD ELGIN GASOLINE
932527 09/21/1993 5 WALNUT AVE ELGIN #2 FUEL OIL
932386 09/04/1993 1500 VILLA ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
932343 08/31/1993 31 I ELGIN GASOLINE
932187 08/16/1993 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN IMMERSION CLEANER
932134 08/10/1993 901 DUNDEE AVENUE ELGIN GASOLINE
931949 07/21/1993 1313 TIMBER DRIVE ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
931885 07/15/1993 15N 482 N RTE ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
931867 07/13/1993 1025 MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN GASOLINE
931698 06/24/1993 250 PARK LANE ELGIN GASOLINE
931526 06/08/1993 1020 BLUFF CITY BLVD ELGIN GASOLINE
931349 05/21/1993 220 N SPRING ELGIN GASOLINE
931155 05/05/1993 1601 VILLA ST ELGIN 05/05/93 2210 CHLOROFORM
931105 05/01/1993 1640 MAPLE ELGIN DIESEL
931075 04/29/1993 515 N GROVE ELGIN UNK TYPE OF CORROSIVE MATERIAL
931019 04/23/1993 210 SOUTH GROVE ELGIN PETROLEUM PRODUCT
930813 04/02/1993 1580 LARKEN AVENUE ELGIN WASTE OIL/FUEL OIL
930703 03/24/1993 640 VILLA STREET ELGIN GASOLINE
923563 12/15/1992 1500 VILLA ELGIN MINERAL SPIRITS
923542 12/14/1992 600 VARSITY DRIVE ELGIN MOTOR OIL SUSPECTED
923521 12/11/1992 1601 VILLA STREET ELGIN SICO ORANGE NB D 2855 (ORANGE PIGMENT)
923431 12/02/1992 1400 ABBOTT DRIVE ELGIN ETHANOL & ISOPROPYL ALCOHOL
923309 11/20/1992 1480 ILLINOIS PARKWAY ELGIN GASOLINE/DIESEL
923199 11/12/1992 805 STATE ST ELGIN HYDRAULIC OIL
922846 10/09/1992 1725 LARKIN AVENUE ELGIN SUSPECT HEATING OIL
922689 09/24/1992 305 RAMONA ELGIN POSS. GASOLINE
922518 09/09/1992 223 DUNDEE AVE ELGIN GASOLINE, HEATING OIL, WASTE OIL
922444 09/02/1992 945 CHICAGO ST ELGIN GASOLINE



922375 08/27/1992 1500 VILLA STREET ELGIN WASTE PERCHLOROETHYLENE
922319 08/24/1992 90 TOLL PLAZA ELGIN HYDROCHLORIC ACID
922209 08/12/1992 1400 ABBOTT DRIVE ELGIN 08/12/92 1030 NORMAL PROPYL ALCOHOL20% NORMALPROPYL ACETATE 20% ALCOH
922011 07/24/1992 2 SLADE AVE ELGIN GASOLINE/DIESEL
921966 07/21/1992 783 HIGHLAND AVE ELGIN FUEL OIL
921897 07/15/1992 229 N GROVE ELGIN SUSPECTED TAR OR THICK OIL
921885 07/14/1992 150 DEXTER COURT ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
921604 06/12/1992 573 CRYSTAL ELGIN DIESEL
921480 06/02/1992 INTS OF MCLEAN BLVD ELGIN GASOLINE
921414 05/27/1992 1200 ST CHARLES RD ELGIN HEATING OIL
920880 04/06/1992 152 SPRING ST ELGIN PETROLEUM
920660 03/12/1992 ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
920455 02/19/1992 100 OAKWOOD BLVD ELGIN FUEL OIL
920294 01/31/1992 LAKE ST ELGIN 01/31/92 1230 DIESEL FUEL
920205 01/23/1992 90 TOLLWAY ELGIN GASOLINE
920207 01/23/1992 90 TOLLWAY ELGIN GASOLINE
920155 01/17/1992 1580 LARKIN AVENUE ELGIN GASOLINE
920030 01/06/1992 2ND ELGIN FLAMMABLE LIQUID
913774 12/31/1991 710 CHICAGO ELGIN UNK LEADED & UNLEAD GASOLINE AND WASTE OIL
913687 12/20/1991 206 S GROVE ELGIN GASOLINE
913512 12/05/1991 1 BOX ELGIN DIESEL
913496 12/04/1991 350 2ND ELGIN DIESEL
913447 11/26/1991 470 DUNDEE ELGIN GASOLINE
913084 10/29/1991 939 MCLEAN ELGIN UNK.
912807 10/02/1991 1560 ILLINOIS PARKWAY ELGIN 10/02/91 1200 ASPHALT AND DIESEL FUEL
912689 09/21/1991 425 AIRPORT ROAD ELGIN SUSPECTED PETROLEUM
912590 09/12/1991 710 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN GASOLINE
912575 09/11/1991 1500 HOLMES ROAD ELGIN RATAK MSN-15 (LIGHT MINERAL OIL)
912336 08/20/1991 23 NEAR ELGIN ETHANOL
912206 08/08/1991 ELGIN 08/08/91 0715 DIESEL
912200 08/07/1991 305 MCLEAN ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
912120 08/01/1991 ELGIN PCB OIL
912058 07/26/1991 909 CHICAGO STREET ELGIN GASOLINE
911817 07/03/1991 RANDALL RD ELGIN 07/03/91 0711 4 DIFFERENT CHEMICALS-UNK
911791 06/28/1991 750 STATE ST ELGIN SULFURIC ACID
911573 06/11/1991 1137 GUNDY RD ELGIN GASOLINE
911455 05/30/1991 740 POLLGATE RD ELGIN ETHYL ACETATE and TOLUENE



911444 05/30/1991 25 OF ELGIN GASOLINE
911044 04/18/1991 RIVER RD ELGIN UNK.
911011 04/15/1991 1570 LARKIN ELGIN WASTE OIL & MOTOR OIL
910703 03/19/1991 1171 JANSEN FARM COURT ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
910495 02/26/1991 1570 BIG TIMBER RD ELGIN NO LEAD GASOLINE
910004 01/02/1991 1570 BIG ELGIN GASOLINE
903763 12/20/1990 255 CHICAGO ST ELGIN DIESEL FUEL
903209 10/31/1990 1520 BIG ELGIN GASOLINE
903181 10/29/1990 SPAULDING RD ELGIN 2-4D, (HERBICIDE IN WATER)
903018 10/13/1990 POPLAR CREEK ELGIN UNKNOWN HYDROCARBONS
902801 09/26/1990 49 AIRPORT ROAD ELGIN PRIOR TO12/88 PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
902759 09/24/1990 1140 CHICAGO ELGIN WASTE OIL
902665 09/17/1990 771 WALNUT AVE ELGIN 09/13/90 1030 PREMIUM NO LEAD GASOLINE
902607 09/11/1990 896 BLUFF CITY BLVD ELGIN PAINT REMOVER
902534 09/03/1990 1500 VILLA ELGIN 09/02/90 2330 WASTE OIL
902525 08/31/1990 174 S GROVE ELGIN FUEL OIL
902433 08/23/1990 464 MCBRIDE ELGIN PROPANE
902338 08/15/1990 STATE ELGIN 08/15/90 0820 GASOLINE
902251 08/08/1990 SPEULDING ELGIN 08/08/90 0834 PCB
902051 07/23/1990 425 RENNER DR ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
902027 07/20/1990 1640 LAFOX ST ELGIN 07/18/90 1000 SODIUM HYDROCHLORIDE
901934 07/12/1990 1455 MAIN LANE ELGIN GASOLINE
901695 06/22/1990 1570 BIG TIMBER AVE ELGIN 06/21/90 2000 UNLEADED GASOLINE
901440 05/30/1990 ELGIN PCB OIL
901412 05/25/1990 836 WALNUT AVE ELGIN GASOLINE
901374 05/22/1990 390 SADLER RD ELGIN GASOLINE
901137 04/27/1990 GOLF RD ELGIN GASOLINE
901087 04/24/1990 ELGIN 04/24/90 1330 POSSIBLY GASOLINE OR PAINT THINNER
901028 04/18/1990 450 2ND ST ELGIN 04/18/90 0800 OCTYLAMINE
900871 04/04/1990 725 CHICAGO ST ELGIN GASOLINE
900724 03/19/1990 1500 HOLMES RD ELGIN FUEL OIL
900535 02/26/1990 771 WALNUT ST ELGIN GASOLINE
900437 02/16/1990 1156 DUNDEE AVE ELGIN SUSPECT GASOLINE
900193 01/20/1990 507 STATE ST ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
900127 01/15/1990 1500 VILLA ST ELGIN 01/15/90 0300 WASTE WATER WITH CHLORATED SOLVENTS
900071 01/09/1990 1601 VILLA ELGIN 01/09/90 0800 DIRTY MINERAL SPIRITS
900013 01/03/1990 450 2ND ST ELGIN 12/30/89 1500 #2 DIESEL FUEL



892532 12/06/1989 1500 Villa ELGIN CHLORINATED SOLVENT & MINERAL SPIRITS
892002 10/11/1989 1325 South Street ELGIN GASOLINE AND DIESEL FUEL
891755 09/12/1989 771 Walnut Avenue ELGIN 09/11/89 P.M. GASOLINE
891451 08/05/1989 36 Tyler Creek Plaza ELGIN SODIUM HYPOCHLRITE
891438 08/04/1989 1091 Davis Road ELGIN 7/21/1989 PCB
891435 08/04/1989 970 Villa ELGIN WASTE OIL
891371 07/28/1989 1500 Villa Street ELGIN 07/28/89 1030 WASTE MINERAL SPIRITS
891277 07/18/1989 240 Clifton Avenue ELGIN #5 HEATING OIL
891217 07/12/1989 750 State Street ELGIN GASOLINE
891165 07/07/1989 Willard ELGIN 07/07/89 0745 CLEAN MINERAL SPIRITS
891078 06/22/1989 31 Davis Road ELGIN 06/22/89 1030 SOME KIND OF OIL
891002 06/14/1989 1600 Dundee Avenue ELGIN UNLEADED GASOLINE
890825 05/22/1989 1010 Chicago Street ELGIN GASOLINE
890647 04/24/1989 1156 Dundee ELGIN GASOLINE
890646 04/24/1989 1570 Big Timber Lane ELGIN GASOLINE
890325 03/03/1989 1171 Jansen Farm Court ELGIN 03/03/89 0820 #2 DIESEL FUEL
890026 01/05/1989 1500 Villa Street ELGIN IMMERSION CLEANER
881677 12/17/1988 888 Villa Street ELGIN 12/17/88 1445 GAS & WATER MIXTURE. % UNKNOWN,MOSTLY WATER
880474 04/20/1988 Jefferson ELGIN 04/20/88 0900 UNKNOWN
880245 03/04/1988 1463 Eagle Road ELGIN ELEMENTEL MERCURY
880227 02/29/1988 ELGIN SUSPECT:NAPTHA,BENZENE AND/OR ALCOHOL
880174 02/16/1988 ELGIN MISC. CHEMICALS
880170 02/16/1988 1500 Villa Street ELGIN 02/16/88 1215 MINERAL SPIRITS
871462 09/01/1987 Big Timber Road ELGIN HYDROXY METHOL, 95% PROPANOL 5% ANERT
870552 04/15/1987 ELGIN 04/14/87 1831 PCB
870197 02/09/1987 1500 Villa ELGIN 1600 TRI-CHLORO ETHANE LIQUID
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0894385074 S choolDistrictU -46 647 L aurelS treet Elgin IL 60120 5/28/2014

0894385795 M cDonald'sCorporation 401 S um m itS treet Elgin 60120 9/12/2012

0894385017 L akeS uperiorBandofChippew aI853 DundeeAvenue Elgin IL 60120 12/1/2011

0894385017 L akeS uperiorBandofChippew aI853 DundeeAvenue Elgin IL 60120 12/1/2011

0894383013 GriffithEnterprises 220 N orthS pring Elgin IL 60120 6/15/2011

0894385188 ClarkO il& R efining 901 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 2/24/2010

0894385166 ChicagoJr.S chool 1600 Dundee Elgin IL 60120 12/27/2007

0894385213 M arvi,Kaizar 1005 N orthL iberty Elgin IL 60120 7/5/2007

0894385724 Elgin,City of 162 S outhGroveAvenue Elgin 60120 6/25/2007

0894385466 S hellO ilP roductsU S 1389 DundeeR oad Elgin IL 60120 1/22/2007

0894385599 Zagone,GeorgeEstateof 72 Kim ballS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/12/2006

0894385710 Brow nstoneDevelopm entL L C N ECornerofS outhL iberty & VillaS tree Elgin 60120 8/1/2006

0894385131 S hellO ilP roductsU S 1032 L arkinAvenue Elgin IL 60120 4/21/2006

0894385587 ArcDisposal 7 N orth540 R t.25 Elgin IL 60120 3/23/2006

0894385070 CheckerGasS tation 851 S t.CharlesS t. Elgin IL 60120 3/9/2006

0894385178 Am ocoO ilCo.#19564 470 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385173 Bertrand& Cochran 710 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385020 CurrieM otors 909 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380056 Am ocoO ilCo.#15095 1137 Gundy R d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385147 IllinoisBellT elephone 255 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380048 VentureS tores 49 AirportR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385084 Fox Valley N issan 1040 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380046 Elgin,City of 174 S outhGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380044 Vencosky O ilCo. 1455 Effingham L n. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385163 Brady R eady M ix R t.25 S outhof Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380039 Jeff'sM obil 836 W alnutAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385039 N orw oodT ransportationInc. R t.1,Box 96 Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380046 Elgin,City of 206 S outhGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380046 Elgin,City of 240 S outhGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385173 John'sAm oco 710 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005
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0894385182 U no-ven 1580 L arkinAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314380005 Elgin,City of 1100 O akW oodBlvd.,L ordsP arkP avilliElgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385201 Eby-Brow nCo. 152 N orthS pringS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385125 L eeW ardsCreativeCrafts 1200 S t.CharlesR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385067 ElginDept.ofT ransportation 573 N orthCrystal Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385185 Elgin,City of 150 DexterCt. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385039 Com m onw ealthEdisonElginDist.350 East2ndS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385805 AceCoffeeBar 30 W est626 R oute20 (20 L akeS treet) Elgin 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 S peedw ay S uperAm erica 1156 Dundee Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385594 W endy'sInt'l,Inc. 1001 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894383007 ElginS alvage 464 M cBrideS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 S peedw ay S uperAm erica 1156 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385190 Elgin,City of 35 AnnS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 S peedw ay S uperAm erica 1156 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385633 GailBordenP ublicL ibrary 304 N orthGroveAvenue Elgin 60120 12/29/2005

0894385633 Elgin,City of 304 N orthGroveAvenue Elgin 60120 12/29/2005

0894385655 CVS P harm acy 500 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385667 Elgin,City of 206-210 S outhGroveS treet Elgin 60120 12/29/2005

0314385475 EastAutom otiveS ervice 640 Varsity S treet Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894383007 ElginS alvage 464 M cBrideS treet Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385008 S afety Kleen 390 S adlerR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385055 P riceR iteL iquors 180 Kim ballS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385182 U no-ven 1580 L arkinAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385170 ActiveAutoS ales 881 VillaS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 Em roM arketing 1156 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380019 L arry FaulChryslerP lym outh 1010 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385182 U no-ven 1580 L arkinAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385153 S choolDist.#6-46 240 S outhCliftonAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385212 Elgin,City of 229 N orthGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385133 IllinoisBellT elephone 1325 S outhS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005
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0894385154 Am ocoO ilCo.#18869 507 N orthS tateS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 Em roU nit#7756 1156 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385458 Z Investm entsL L C 215 N orthS pringS treet Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385024 ConsolidatedFreightw ays 1601 VillaS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 Em roM arketingCo. 1156 DundeeR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314380001 S afety Kleen 1500 EastVilla Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385178 Am ocoO ilCo. 470 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385018 N orthw estValley Dodge 845 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385179 Am ocoO ilCo. 816 S outhCharlesR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385513 Elgin,City of 222 DouglasAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385532 Elgin,City of 236 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385551 L & JR iem er 35 BrooksideDr. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380032 P lote,Inc. 1100 BrandtDr. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385055 M ow inski,Jerom e 180 Kim ballS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385003 M cGrathBuick 945 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 S peedw ay S uperAm erica 1156 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385514 S eiglesHom eBuilders 520 M cBrideS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385565 Hill,Bonnie 269-275 DuP ageS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385079 ElginW arehouse 1611 VillaS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385067 Elgin,City of 573 N orthCrystal Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385574 Elgin,City of 1010 W ingS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385078 Elgin,City of 945 BluffCity Blvd. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385579 Graf& S ons,Inc. 371 W illardAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385582 ElginCarW ash 313 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380006 Fox GroupII 363 BluffCity Blvd. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385586 ChicagoGravelCo. R t.25 --Facility #2-002874 Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385173 O rtkem p,Harry 710 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385589 Fox GroupII 901 R aym ondS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385553 Colum biaP ipe& S upply Co. 60 AnnS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380046 Elgin,City of 235 S outhGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005
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0314385040 R asm ussenS teel 305 R am ona Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385085 CornerS toneChurch 1001 S um ittS treet Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380063 R adzinski,Bill 640 VillaS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380046 Elgin,City of 210 S outhGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385445 Am ocoO ilCo.#15607 R t.31 & I-90 Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314380001 S afety Kleen 1500 EastVilla Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380046 Elgin,City of 280 S outhGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894380046 Elgin,City of 152 S outhGrove Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385451 W asteM anagem entW est 7 N orth904 R t.25 Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894383008 ContinentalBakingCo. 425 AirportR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385452 922 DundeeBldg.Corp. 922 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385515 S eiglesHom eBuilders 502 GroveAve.. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385095 Em roM arketing 1156 DundeeR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385513 S eiglesHom eBuilders 222 DouglasAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314384055 CookCounty ForestP reserve 3100 W estGolfR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385016 R onHopkinsFord 1045 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385011 R yanEnterprisesCorp. 1200 EastChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314384055 CookCounty ForestP reserve 3100 W estGolfR d. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385178 Am ocoO ilCo.#19564 470 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0314385062 S kully,Jack 366 W illardAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385182 U no-ven 1580 L arkinAve. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385039 Com m onw ealthEdisonElginDist.350 East2ndS t. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385487 M artin,DH 1333 T im berDr. Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385480 Ginsberg,M arian 630 Congdon Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894385071 Bigger'sChevy,Inc. 1385 EastChicagoS treet Elgin IL 60120 12/29/2005

0894383007 Elgin,City of 464 M cBrideS treet Elgin IL 60120

0894385698 Elgin,City of 1337-1341 DundeeAvenue Elgin IL 60120

0894385017 L akeS uperiorBandofChippew aI853 DundeeAvenue Elgin IL 60120

0894385745 Elgin,City of 24 EastChicagoAvenue Elgin 60120

0894385131 T rueN orthEnergy #2065 1032 L arkinAvenue Elgin IL 60120
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0894385108 JudsonCollege 1151 N orthS tateS treet Elgin IL 60123 3/8/2016

0894385669 Go-T aneS erviceS tations,Inc. 585 N orthS tateS treet Elgin 60123 7/21/2015

0894385669 Go-T aneS erviceS tations,Inc. 585 N orthS tateS treet Elgin 60123 7/21/2015

0894385137 S peedw ay L L C #7617 771 W alnutAve. Elgin IL 60123 11/18/2014

0894385171 L arkinM obil 1725 W estL arkinAvenue Elgin IL 60123 4/11/2014

0894385171 L arkinM obil 1725 W estL arkinAvenue Elgin IL 60123 4/11/2014

0894385472 W .D.O ilCom pany 50 Kim ballS t. Elgin IL 60123 4/8/2014

0894385567 L arkinAm oco 1219 L arkinAve. Elgin IL 60123 7/19/2013

0894385137 S peedw ay L L C #7617 771 W alnutAve. Elgin IL 60123 3/27/2013

0894385137 S peedw ay L L C #7617 771 W alnutAvenue Elgin IL 60123 3/27/2013

0894385232 ElginP aperCo. 1025 N orthM cL eanBlvd. Elgin IL 60123 6/20/2011

0894385660 Form erS unO ilCo.S erviceS tatio 960 M cL eanBoulevard Elgin 60123 11/23/2010

0894385140 S peedw ay S uperAm erica 1570 Big T im ber Elgin IL 60123 10/1/2010

0894385140 Em roM arketing 1570 Big T im berL n. Elgin IL 60123 10/1/2010

0894385140 Em roM arketing 1570 Big T im berL n. Elgin IL 60123 10/1/2010

0894385140 Em roM arketing 1570 Big T im berL n. Elgin IL 60123 10/1/2010

0894385140 S peedw ay S uperAm ericaL L C 1570 BigT im berL ane Elgin IL 60123 9/28/2010

0894385214 T &L P roperty 1480 IllinoisP kw y. Elgin IL 60123 7/17/2008

0894385669 Go-T aneGo-M artConvenienceS t 585 N orthS tateS treet Elgin 60123 4/2/2008

0894385578 Boncosky O ilCo. 355 HendeeS t. Elgin IL 60123 3/7/2008

0894385550 AutonationU S A 300 AirportR d. Elgin IL 60123 7/17/2007

0894385549 M cL ean76 S ervice 965 N orthM cL eanBlvd Elgin IL 60123 5/18/2007

0894385139 Elgin,City of-BuildingM aintenan 51 N orthS tateS treet Elgin IL 60123 3/21/2007

0894385455 T ed& Ed'sR ental 2075 L arkinAve. Elgin IL 60123 7/28/2006

0894385167 S untory W aterGroup 1171 JansenFarm Court Elgin IL 60123 6/23/2006

0894385167 Henkley & S chm idt 1171 JansenFarm Ct. Elgin IL 60123 6/23/2006

0314385464 S tate& W alnutQ uikM art 300 S outhS tateS t. Elgin IL 60123 3/9/2006

0894385159 BrittainExpressO il 1570 L arkin Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385099 ElginIndustries,Inc. 620 W ingS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385442 Eby-Brow n,Inc. 1313 T im berDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005
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0894385067 Elgin,City of 573 N orthCrystalS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385211 O llm an,R alph& S ue 223 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894380009 P rintpackInc. 1400 AbbottDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385202 Elgin,City of 2 S ladeAve. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385204 HighlandAve.ChurchofBrethern 783 W estHighlandAve. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385200 T horntonS odN ursery 37 W est711 M cDonaldR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385172 Bradley M obil 725 W estChicagoS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385043 AdhesivesConsultants 740 T ollgateR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385115 ElginM entalHealthCtr. 750 S outhS tate Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385185 Elgin,City of 150 Dexter Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385616 S t.Edw ardsHighS chool 335 L ocustS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385142 Am ocoO ilCo.#15966 1520 Big T im ber Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385148 P arrElectric 425 R ennerDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894380038 IllinoisS tateT ollHw y.Authority I-90 Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894380009 P rintpackInc. 1400 AbbottDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385115 ElginM entalHealthCenter 750 S outhS tate Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385177 HansenS hell 305 S outhM cL ean Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385560 L akeview S crew M achineP roduct 466 R ennerDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385446 L ew aCo. 5 W estW alnutAve. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385145 P aceS uburbanBus 975 S outhS tate Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385557 KaneCounty ForestP reserve 401 DavisR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385115 ElginM entalHealthDept.Hum an 750 S outhS tate Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385115 DHS ElginM entalHealthCtr. 750 S outhS tateS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385554 W illow L akeEstates 280 P arkL n. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385543 Fox Valley Bldg.M aterials 1395 T im berDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385575 Elgin,City of 1969 S partanDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385535 JustusL im itedP artnership 850 DavisR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385068 U niversalChem icals& Coatings 1975 Fox L n. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385584 FlintInkCorp. 1524 DavisR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894380022 P restonT ruckingCo. 450 S outh2nd S t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005
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0894385585 BurnidgeP ropertiesL td. 1428 EagleR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385079 CM S 595 S outhS tateS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385591 N BC Developm entCorp. 39 W est455 Bow esR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385144 Fox Valley Fire& S afety,Inc. 1730 Berkey S t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385496 R ead ExcavatingCo. 1919 BigT im berR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0314385238 W illow L akeEstates 250 P arkL n. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385442 Eby-Brow n 1313 T im berDr. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894380005 CR Ind. 900 N orthS tateS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385043 HenkelAdhesives 740 T ollgateR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385479 Ginsberg,M arian 1103 DundeeAve. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0314384048 BluffCity Investm ents 1020 BluffCity Blvd. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385509 M obilO ilCorp. 551 N orthM cL eanBlvd. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385510 GeorgiaP acificCorp. 115 T im berR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894380052 VanDenBerghFoodsCo. 775 L aurelS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385043 AdhesiveConsultants 740 T ollgateR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385521 S chneiderExcavatingInc. 38W 645 Highland Ave. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385533 Elgin,City of 1450 Bow esR d. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385534 S churingM aritalT rust 1470 AbbottS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385475 P itS top 268 S outhS tateS t. Elgin IL 60123 12/29/2005

0894385176 ElginM cL eanR ealEstate,L L C 338 S outhM cL eanBlvd. Elgin IL 60123

0894385137 S peedw ay S uperAm erica 771 W alnut Elgin IL 60123

0894385778 Elgin,City of 313 W estHighlandAvenue Elgin 60123
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ILR000
053736

7 ELEVEN # 32236 811 E CHICAGO
AVE

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.03514/-88
.25983

ILR000
033365

777 CLEANERS 825 SUMMIT ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.046238/-8
8.259974

ILD005
453832

ABRASIVE TECHNOLOGY 1280 BLUFF
CITY BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01897/-88
.24138

ILD982
611758

AIRTRONICS 516 SLADE AVE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0535/-88.
26913

ILD984
785642

ALL AMERICAN AUTO 953 VILLA ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0246/-88.
25408

ILD106
920903

ALL TRUCK INC 1601 VILLA ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.016/-88.2
3252

ILR000
026864

ALLENTON LUMBER/ROTH
JEROME

222 DOUGLAS
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.040987/-8
8.28397

ILR000
055335

ALLIED WASTE SERVICES 1330 GASKET
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 41.997398/-8
8.241487

ILD984
922203

ALPHABET SHOP INC 300 E ELGIN
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01663/-88
.27438

ILD059
484196

AMAX PLATING INC 667 N STATE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04998/-88
.2949

ILD980
990881

AMAX PLATING INC 990 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03442/-88
.25363

ILR000
108977

AMERENENERGY MEDINA
VALLEY COGEN LLC-ELGIN
ENERGY CENTER

1559 GIFFORD
RD

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 41.99965/-88
.24493

ILD984
846246

AMERICAN DEMOLITION CORP 305 N RAMONA
A

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02965/-88
.25392

ILD067
997288

AMERICHEM INC 1441 TIMBER
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.057652/-8
8.31276

ILD984
811315

AMOCO 18869 507 N STATE
AND WING

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04507/-88
.29338

IL0000
014712

AMOCO 19564 470 DUNDEE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04612/-88
.27665

ILD984
813642

AMOCO OIL CO 15095 1137 DUNDEE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05802/-88
.26657

ILD984
818088

AMOCO STA 15966 1520 BIG
TIMBER AND
MCLEAN

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05839/-88
.3154

ILR000
167486

ARTSPACE 51 S SPRING ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120
6449

/

ILD025
443573

B AND B CLEANERS 835 WALNUT
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02825/-88
.29935

ILD980
904601

BALL AEROSOL & SPECIALTY
CONTAINERS INC

1717 GIFFORD
RD

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 41.99588/-88
.24625

IL0000
561340

BAZOS CLEANERS 805 SUMMIT ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.046418/-8
8.260269
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ILR000
145144

BE PRODUCTS INC 227 DUPAGE ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03604/-88
.28133

ILD984
810044

BELL LAND IMPROVEMENT INC 1350 GASKET
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 41.99804/-88
.23894

ILD025
443664

BIGGERS CHEVROLET INC 1385 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.029386/-8
8.237941

ILD984
921437

BIGGERS MITSUBISHI 1325 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.0294/-88.
23974

ILR000
016501

BISON ELECTRIC 667 N STATE ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04998/-88
.2949

ILR000
053678

BLUFF CITY CEMETARY 945 BLUFF CITY
BLVD

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.0194/-88.
25397

ILD984
816330

BRADY READY MIX CO INC 9 N 419 ST
CHARLES RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.007527/-8
8.268168

ILD982
620346

BRIANS AUTO BODY 848A VILLA ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.026905/-8
8.258195

ILD984
887901

BRIANS AUTO BODY 353 WILLARD
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0294/-88.
25993

ILD025
443896

BROADWAY TIRE & SERVICE 368 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04491/-88
.27815

ILD150
053270

BUILDERS SQUARE NO 1433 400 AIRPORT
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.06946/-88
.28706

ILD008
871782

BURREN TRANSFER CO 2ND AND
BERKLEY STS

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02263/-88
.3217

ILD005
145024

BUTLER PHARMPAC 1300 ABBOTT
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05488/-88
.31005

ILD097
271290

BWIP INTL PUMP 695 CHURCH
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.073379/-8
8.295316

ILD984
818377

CHAMPION FRAME ALIGNMENT 864 BLUFF CITY
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01967/-88
.25723

ILD984
817866

CHICAGO JR SCHOOL 1600 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.065977/-8
8.263688

ILD984
906743

CHUCKS TRUCK AND TRAILER
PAINTING

7 N 980 RT 25 ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.040316/-8
8.28678

IL0000
999268

CITGO GAS STATION 640 VILLA ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03038/-88
.26594

ILR000
040022

CITY OF ELGIN 236 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.041301/-8
8.279823

ILR000
048637

CITY OF ELGIN 150 DEXTER CT ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04001/-88
.28474

ILR000
049957

COLUMBIA PIPE & SUPPLY CO 60 ANN ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04392/-88
.28608

ILD984
827337

COM ED ELGIN REPORTING CTR 350 SECOND ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.024507/-8
8.321879

ILR000
161596

COMED IRVING &
KILPATRICK

CHICA
GO

CO
OK

IL 60120 /

ILR000
160747

COMED MANHOLE DUNDEE RD &
RTE 25

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 /
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ILR000
160853

COMED MANHOLE DES PLAINES &
HARRISON

FORE
ST
PARK

CO
OK

IL 60120 /

ILD048
310924

COMPONENT PLASTICS 700 TOLLGATE
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0715/-88.
29654

ILR000
126052

CONCRETE SPECIALTY CO 1375 GIFFORD
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.00526/-88
.24568

ILD980
896658

CONNECTOR SERV CORP 970 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03442/-88
.25363

ILD025
089087

CONTINENTAL DATAFORMS INC 1555 TIMBER CT ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.057982/-8
8.314554

ILR000
133132

COOK COMMUNICATIONS 850 N GROVE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0524/-88.
28782

ILD005
216239

CORONA CORP FOX VALLEY
MANUFACTURING DIV

1600
FLEETWOOD
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02173/-88
.31867

ILD984
908418

CRAWFORDS AUTOMOTIVE INC 151 N SPRING
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03976/-88
.28223

ILR000
172924

CVS PHARMACY 5829 500 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04666/-88
.27622

ILD005
082599

DAILY COURIER-NEWS 300 LAKE ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03355/-88
.27893

ILD005
176375

DANA CORP ELGIN PLANT SOUTH STATE
ST PO BOX 727

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD058
587759

DSM DESOTECH INC 1122 ST
CHARLES ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01228/-88
.27097

ILD984
784140

DUNDEE AVE AUTO BODY
REBUILDERS

432 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.045207/-8
8.277072

ILR000
014068

EASTVIEW MANUFACTURING 970 ELIZABETH
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01588/-88
.27038

ILD984
838904

EBY BROWN 177 DOUGLAS ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.04002/-88
.283979

ILR000
056895

EDS ATOZ RENTAL 720 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.0363/-88.
26165

ILD062
409073

ELGIN CHRYSLER PLYMOUTH 1010 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03381/-88
.25138

ILD982
425803

ELGIN CITY GARAGE 37 ANN ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.043753/-8
8.287233

IL0000
302786

ELGIN CITY OF 240 S GROVE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.032495/-8
8.280013

ILR000
066415

ELGIN CITY OF 150 DEXTER
COURT

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04001/-88
.28474

ILD089
826531

ELGIN CLEANERS 475 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.046/-88.2
7606

ILD984
792077

ELGIN CORRUGATED BOX INC 824 RAYMOND ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.018671/-8
8.273483

ILR000
189209

ELGIN FIRE DEPT STATION ONE 550 SUMMIT ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04663/-88
.2695



 
HANDL
ER ID

 

 
NAME

 

 
STREET

 

 
CITY

 

 
CO
UNT

Y
 

 
ST
AT
E
 

 
ZIP

COD
E
 

 
LATITUDE/L
ONGITUDE

 

ILR000
106971

ELGIN LANDFILL 7N802 RTE 25 ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03706/-88
.267749

IL0000
366880

ELGIN PLAZA INC 999 THRU 1019
E CHICAGO ST

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.032868/-8
8.251047

ILD041
049867

ELGIN PRECISION GLASS CO INC 1200 ABBOTT
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05549/-88
.30717

ILR000
110155

ELGIN PUBLIC MUSEUM 225 GRAND
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.041356/-8
8.263915

ILR000
183707

ELGIN RECYCLING
ELECTRONICS WHSE

1615 DUNDEE
AVE STE A

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.067833/-8
8.262299

ILR000
158592

ELGIN RIFLE CLUB 405 RAMONA
AVE

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.026604/-8
8.255499

ILD000
672311

ELGIN SANITARY DISTRICT CITY
OF

RAYMOND ST &
PURIFY DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01511/-88
.27357

ILR000
166330

ELGIN SCHOOL DIST UNIT 46 1200 MAROON
DR

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.02525/-88
.24413

ILD984
818229

ELGIN SIGN SHOP 40 ANN ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.043752/-8
8.287113

ILD054
326418

ELGIN SUPER AUTO PARTS 250 WILLARD ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03228/-88
.26106

ILD005
212303

ELGIN SWEEPER CO 1300 W
BARTLETT RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120
7529

41.99512/-88
.24038

ILR000
046003

ELGIN TECH CENTER RT 31 AND
JERUSHA RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD139
588974

ELGIN TOYOTA 1200 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03163/-88
.24401

ILR000
054601

ELGIN WAREHOUSE &
EQUIPMENT INC

1611 VILLA ST ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.01468/-88
.2305

ILD070
166772

ELGIN WAYNE DISPOSAL
CONTRACTORS

RTE 25 ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD025
444837

ELGIN, CITY OF 464 MCBRIDE
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04644/-88
.28896

ILD984
781674

EMRO MARKETING NO 7095 ST CHARLES ST
AND BLUFF
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.030987/-8
8.272486

ILD984
827048

FAITH UNITED METHODIST
CHURCH

19 CENTER ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03785/-88
.28061

IL0000
274811

FINCH & BARRY PROP LLC 1200 ST
CHARLES ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01048/-88
.27085

ILR000
188110

FINISHMASTER INC 020 1050 BLUFF
CITY BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0198/-88.
25023

ILD005
110804

FJW INDUSTRIES 667 N STATE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04998/-88
.2949

IL0000
952242

FORREST AUTO BODY 950 VILLA ST ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.02535/-88
.25323

ILD982
626020

FORTIS MACHINERY CORP 1464 SHELDON
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.023815/-8
8.236441
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ILR000
065532

FOX GROUP I 999 RAYMOND
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.016509/-8
8.27283

ILD005
070529

FOX GROUP II 363 BLUFF CITY
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01797/-88
.27152

ILD082
049008

FOX VALLEY NISSAN 1040 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03353/-88
.25027

ILD058
590167

FREUNDORFER 1551
COMMERCE DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.07229/-88
.29488

ILR000
114447

GARFIELD ELEM SCHOOL 420 S MAY ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0248/-88.
27002

IL0000
875559

GASTVIEW MFG INC 1107 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.057029/-8
8.267466

ILR000
181032

GIFFORD STREET HIGH SCHOOL 46 S GIFFORD
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.036349/-8
8.275849

ILD984
906891

GOODYEAR AUTO TRAINING CTR 211 DOUGLAS ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04089/-88
.28363

ILR000
039917

GRAND VICTORIA CASINO 250 S GROVE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03144/-88
.27965

ILR000
037895

H & H USED AUTO & TRUCK 1175 BLUFF
CITY BLVD

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.019525/-8
8.245455

ILD005
214796

HAUMILLER ENGINEERING CO 445 RENNER DR ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0218/-88.
32375

ILD064
395577

HENKEL ADHESIVES CORP 740 TOLLGATE
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.07154/-88
.29739

ILD984
886747

HENKEL ADHESIVES
TECHNOLOGIES

1347 GASKET
DR

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 41.9965/-88.
23927

ILR000
052308

HERTZ EQUIPMENT RENTAL 1040 E
CHICAGO/SITE
B

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 /

ILR000
154666

HIWYN CORP 1400 MADELINE
LN

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.06894/-88
.34927

ILD982
211617

HOPKINS RON FORD 1045 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03195/-88
.25066

ILD982
620460

HUSSMANN FOODSERVICE
TOASTMASTER

1050 CONGDON
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05981/-88
.2463

ILD984
781997

HY TECH AUTO FRAME AND
ALIGNMENT INC

910 E CHICAGO ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03529/-88
.25632

ILD981
955271

IL CENTRAL MGMNT SERV DEPT
OF VEHICLES

595 S STATE ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02025/-88
.28367

ILR000
051730

IL STATE TOLL HWY PLAZA 13 I90 NW
TOLLWAY @ MP
22.5

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILR000
051748

IL STATE TOLLWAY PLAZA 11 I90 NW
TOLLWAY @ MP
24.1

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD984
775502

ILDOT 109 CENTER ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.038827/-8
8.281024
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ILD982
062549

ILLINOIS CLEANERS 674 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04972/-88
.27359

ILD012
123139

ILLINOIS RACING BOARD
LABORATORY

750 S STATE
MENDEL BLDG
EMHC

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILR000
167106

ILLINOIS WHOLESALE CASH
REGISTER

2790 PINNACLE
DR

ELGIN WIL
L

IL 60120 42.095172/-8
8.345028

ILD984
921874

INDUSTRIAL METALS
RECYCLING CTR

955 BRANDT DR ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.06801/-88
.25561

ILD990
817249

ITW SHAKEPROOF AUTO 1209 ST
CHARLES RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.00998/-88
.26917

IL0000
122093

JAD DETAILING 1468 SLELDON
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.023566/-8
8.236297

ILR000
174326

JEWEL OSCO 3291 1040 SUMMIT
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.046474/-8
8.252559

ILD984
847459

JONES LES AUTOMOTIVE 147 S LIBERTY
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03437/-88
.2676

ILR000
080432

K & R CHRISTOPHER INC. 216 PRAIRIE ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03473/-88
.28106

ILD062
413570

KATY IND BLUFF CITY 366 BLUFF CITY
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01942/-88
.2716

ILD984
901942

KCK GRAPHICS INC 1000 N
PRESTON

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05502/-88
.26549

ILR000
041293

KELLENBERGER AUTO 217 SYMPHONY
WAY

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04019/-88
.28196

ILD984
816892

KIMBALL HILL INC BRAY FARM SHOE FACTORY
RD

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 /

ILD005
142492

KINNEY ELECTRICAL MFG CO 678 BUCKEYE
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04865/-88
.2956

ILR000
180638

KLOCKNER DESMA
SCHUHMASCHINEN GMBH

1605 DUNDEE
AVE UNIT C

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.06835/-88
.26004

ILD055
409536

KNOWLES ELECTRONICS INC
ELGIN DIV

440 S MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02163/-88
.31273

ILR000
051813

L A AUTO CLINIC 212 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04059/-88
.28071

ILR000
186767

LAKESIDE BANK 1501 W
BARTLETT RD

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 41.99444/-88
.21809

ILR000
191825

LARSON MIDDLE SCHOOL 665 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD982
623019

LEMON GROVE MOTORS 350 WILLARD
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02981/-88
.26079

ILD982
065237

LORDS ONE HOUR MARTINIZING 830 SUMMIT ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.046427/-8
8.259282

ILR000
053686

LORDS PARK MAINT BLDG GRAND BLVD ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.03804/-88
.26319

ILD984
916072

LOSE DICK MARATHON 789 SUMMIT ST ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.04607/-88
.26079
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ILD981
097843

MAACO AUTO PAINTING AND
BODYWORKS

235 S GROVE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.032499/-8
8.280017

ILR000
050898

MCGRATH HONDA 955 E CHICAGO ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.033763/-8
8.25409

ILR000
175224

MCKINLEY SCHOOL 258 LOVELL ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05028/-88
.2802

ILR000
053199

MEMORIAL FIELD 1199 EAST
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03167/-88
.2465

ILD025
447053

METRO PAINT SUPPLIES INC 1048 BLUFF
CITY BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0198/-88.
25053

ILD981
798416

MEYER MATERIAL CO YARD 14 RTE 25 AND
JEWEL RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD005
532866

MIDLAND STANDARD INC 603 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03689/-88
.26765

ILR000
045542

MIDWEST SOIL REMEDIATION
INC

1480 SHELDON
DR

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.023785/-8
8.236112

ILR000
138115

MIDWESTERN AUTO 1201 BLUFF
CITY

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01873/-88
.24391

ILD000
682047

MOGUL CORP MIDWEST DIV SECOND AND
BURKLEY

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02239/-88
.32151

ILD982
425878

MOTRA TRANSMISSION 575 PAGE AVE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05387/-88
.26869

ILD106
928500

NATIONAL ELECTRO PLATING
LTD

951 RAYMOND
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.017113/-8
8.272739

ILD982
219156

NAVARRETE PONTIAC GMC 909 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.034518/-8
8.256621

ILR000
110163

NEIGHBORHOOD HOUSING
SERVICES

300 DOUGLAS
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04301/-88
.28439

ILD113
775795

NORTHWEST VALLEY DODGE 845 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03451/-88
.25881

ILD982
219149

NORTHWEST VALLEY DODGE
HYUNDAI

881 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0338/-88.
25691

ILD984
849216

NORWOOD TRANSPORT INC RT 1 BOX 96 ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD005
480678

NOVENCO FANS INC 1400
SHELDONS DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02492/-88
.23602

ILD984
907170

OLLMAN RALPH AND SUE 223 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04095/-88
.27971

ILD044
232304

OLYMPIC CONTROLS CORP 161 S GROVE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03349/-88
.28081

ILR000
155283

PADRON, TERESA 315 CONGDON
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05662/-88
.2788

ILR000
184473

PELUSO, PATSY 426 BOWEN CT ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02824/-88
.27037

ILD984
919100

PEP BOYS 1407 1020-1050
SUMMIT ST

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.04766/-88
.2534

ILD980
701270

PICCS 415 N GROVE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04486/-88
.286825



 
HANDL
ER ID

 

 
NAME

 

 
STREET

 

 
CITY

 

 
CO
UNT

Y
 

 
ST
AT
E
 

 
ZIP

COD
E
 

 
LATITUDE/L
ONGITUDE

 

ILD981
000631

PICCS INC 20 S STATE ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03601/-88
.28732

ILD025
719063

PLOTE CONSTRUCTION INC 1100 BRANDT
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD151
788551

POPLAR CREEK AUTO BODY 600 VARSITY DR ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02565/-88
.25116

ILD984
920033

POPLAR CREEK AUTO BODY INC 360 WILLARD
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02928/-88
.26101

ILD984
924613

PRICE RIGHT AMOCO 816 ST
CHARLES

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01935/-88
.26905

ILD984
925891

PROGRESSIVE PLASTICS INC 303 N RAMONA
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.029803/-8
8.253614

ILR000
049114

PROMAC INC 38 S GROVE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILR000
151704

R3 ENVIRONMENTAL MGT INC 1050 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.03338/-88
.24968

ILD984
846253

RASMUSSEN STEEL 305 RAMONA B ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02965/-88
.25392

ILD982
211401

REGENT AUTO BODY 956 VILLA ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02517/-88
.25309

ILR000
016956

RIVER PLACE 52 S GROVE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03626/-88
.28379

ILR000
122614

ROADSTER SHOP 55 FRANKLIN
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04267/-88
.28647

ILR000
119164

ROUTE 19 AUTOBODY 1050 E
CHICAGO ST
REAR

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.03338/-88
.24968

ILD984
766980

RR DONELLEY AND SONS CO 168 E
HIGHLAND AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03846/-88
.28303

ILD000
805911

SAFETY-KLEEN SYSTEMS INC 1500 E VILLA ST ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.019029/-8
8.234981

ILR000
158212

SCHOOL DIST U46 355 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03702/-88
.27609

ILD984
903989

SCHOOL DIST U46 TRANS FAC 500 SHALES
PKWY

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.03045/-88
.23679

ILR000
149906

SCHOOL DISTRICT U-46 1460 SHELDON
DR

ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.02476/-88
.23457

ILD981
789860

SCHOOL DISTRICT U46 647 LAUREL ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.033789/-8
8.265699

ILR000
026757

SEIGLES HOME & BLDG 502 N GROVE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.04693/-88
.28777

ILR000
026765

SEIGLES HOME & BLDG 520 MC BRIDE
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.046532/-8
8.288263

ILD984
917773

SERVICEMASTER OF ELGIN
SCHAUMBURG

692 MAGNOLIA
CT

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05032/-88
.19247

ILR000
133033

SET PIECE PRODUCTIONS LTD 853 DUNDEE
AVE-B

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0527/-88.
2693
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ILD982
606683

SHELL OIL PRODUCTS 1032 LARKIN
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03682/-88
.30406

ILR000
036434

SHELL OIL PRODUCTS US 1389 DUNDEE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.06256/-88
.26482

ILD025
448366

SHERMAN HOSPITAL 934 CENTER ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05416/-88
.28138

ILR000
180265

SHERWIN WILLIAMS 3061 1310 DUNDEE
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.06182/-88
.26593

ILD051
081545

SIMPSON ELECTRIC CO 853 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.0527/-88.
2693

ILR000
160275

SITEX REALTY GROUP 1700 BIG
TIMBER RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05894/-88
.31861

ILR000
029652

SMG CORP 1150 ST
CHARLES ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.011461/-8
8.269258

ILD116
048570

SMITHS OIL WELL 826 E CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03542/-88
.2586

ILD021
435961

SPEEDWAY 7756 1156 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120
2263

42.05866/-88
.26716

ILD000
674036

SUNOCO SERVICE STATION 1414 DUNDEE
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.06313/-88
.26547

ILD984
802371

SVENDSEN BROS 964 ELIZABETH
ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.01606/-88
.27035

ILD981
949134

TEMP HEAT RUPP INDUSTRIES
INC

39 W 207 W
HIGHLAND RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 /

ILD984
887687

TG AUTO BODY 339 SADLER ELGIN CO
OK

IL 60120 42.02987/-88
.25765

ILD984
775684

TOASTMASTER A MIDDLEBY CO 1400
TOASTMASTER
DR

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05981/-88
.2463

ILD059
481515

TOMS AUTO CLINIC AND BODY
SHOP

264 PRAIRIE ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03472/-88
.28021

ILD981
802291

TORRES AUTO REPAIR 966 VILLA AVE ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02496/-88
.25293

ILD146
868443

TYLER CREEK CLEANERS 12 TYLER
CREEK PLAZA

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.058446/-8
8.314331

ILD984
822767

UNO VEN 76 THE 1580 LARKIN
AVE

ELGIN LAK
E

IL 60120 42.03453/-88
.31718

ILD984
767079

VALLEY BUSINESS CENTER 1020 N MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.05765/-88
.31659

ILD984
848960

VAN DEN BERGH FOODS 775 LAUREL ST ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.033851/-8
8.26109

ILD981
797822

VAN ECK COLLISION 1045 E
CHICAGO ST

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.03195/-88
.25066

ILD981
098981

VERIKLEEN 390 SADLER
AVE

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02941/-88
.25866

ILR000
113324

VULCAN CONSTRUCTION
MATERIALS

9N419W RTE 25 ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.038016/-8
8.285078
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ILR000
000737

WASTE MGMT WEST 7 N 904 RT 25 ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 41.984272/-8
8.268924

ILR000
010199

WAUCONDA TOOL & ENG CO 690 CHURCH
RD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.07387/-88
.295722

ILD122
318207

WEST SIDE ONE HOUR
CLEANERS

315 S MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KAN
E

IL 60120 42.02512/-88
.31158
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ILR0001
15469

7-ELEVEN 33135 1570 N RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07339/-88.
33636

ILR0000
14639

875 TOLLGATE 875 TOLLGATE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07091/-88.
3008

ILR0001
36986

ABRADING METHODS 1011 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.068099/-88
.304597

ILR0000
67371

ABRASIVE
TECHNOLOGIES

1175 BOWES RD SOUTH
ELGIN

KANE IL 60123 42.00703/-88.
30594

ILR0000
35766

AJ FUNK & CO 1471 TIMBER DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.058006/-88
.312995

ILD9822
06716

ALCHEMITRON INC 1435-1437
HOLMES RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.069655/-88
.312534

ILR0000
65342

ALPHA METALS 580 A TOLLGATE
RD  B

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILR0001
60721

AMANO ENZYMES USA
CO LTD

2150 POINT BLVD
STE 100

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.08069/-88.
32813

ILD9849
12212

AMERICAN INK AND
SUPPLY

809 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.053343/-88
.295582

ILD0852
17966

AMERICAN NTN
BEARING MFG CORP

1500 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07108/-88.
31488

ILD9849
24522

AMOCO 15477 338 S MCLEAN
BLVD B

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02434/-88.
31256

ILD9849
01074

AMSTAR 800 N STATE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05276/-88.
29583

ILD9847
82631

AMTEC PRECISION
PRODUCTS INC

1875 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07025/-88.
32314

ILD9849
05984

APEX CLEANERS 120 TYLER
CREEK PLAZA

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.058833/-88
.314342

ILD9847
93117

APPLIED PROCESS 700 CHURCH RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07378/-88.
29625

ILD9849
20645

APPLIED WEB SYSTEMS 1875 FOX LN ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07339/-88.
32177

ILD9848
49737

ARIANS AUTO BODY 38 W 604 RTE 20 ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILD9848
48200

ARTISTIC CARTON CO 1975 BIG TIMBER
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05952/-88.
32623

ILD9848
29549

ASSOC FOR INDIVIDUAL
DEV

1485 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06768/-88.
31424

IL00003
51684

ASSOCIATED MACHINE
REBUILDING

1150 DAVIS UNIT
N

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.067382/-88
.311788

ILD9847
74554

ASTRO OPTICS CORP 1200 ABBOTT DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05549/-88.
30717

ILD9848
33517

BAKER RD FURNITURE
CORP

730 SCHNEIDER
DR

SOUTH
ELGIN

KANE IL 60123 42.006/-88.30
19

ILD1447
87553

BALZERS TOOL
COATING INC

1181 JANSEN
FARM

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06083/-88.
32938
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ILR0001
48924

BFI INNOVATIONS INC 1925 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07056/-88.
32498

ILR0001
33389

BP AMOCO 86944 1700 N STATE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07399/-88.
2902

ILD0127
77041

BRIDGEPORT HARIG
PRODUCTS

1875 BIG TIMBER
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05835/-88.
32154

ILR0000
51649

BRIGITFLEX INC 1725
FLEETWOOD DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02033/-88.
31947

ILD9848
41338

BRITTHINS EXPRESS OIL
AND LUBE

1570 LARKIN AVE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03473/-88.
31627

ILR0001
11898

CAGAN MGT GROUP 1433 DAVIS ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.068259/-88
.312623

ILD9826
32218

CAP AND SEAL CO 1625
FLEETWOOD DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.020497/-88
.316479

ILD0433
55460

CAPSONIC GROUP INC 460 S 2ND ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.093971/-88
.278564

ILD9847
84934

CAR MON PRODUCTS 1225 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06763/-88.
30839

ILR0001
91254

CARLSON TOOL &
MACHINE CO

1875 BIG TIMBER
RD STE A

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05835/-88.
32154

ILD9848
87919

CENTRICO INC 725 TOLLGATE
RD STE B

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06933/-88.
29707

ILD9848
30976

CHICAGO ST AUTOBODY 314 W CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03587/-88.
28928

ILR0000
40014

CITY OF ELGIN SITE 43 1450 BOWES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.006957/-88
.314149

ILR0001
65035

CLEANERS MART 2375 BOWES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.007155/-88
.325977

ILR0001
43719

CLIFTON ST MERCURY
SPILL

61 S CLIFTON ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03278/-88.
30898

ILR0001
00248

COBRA METAL WORKS 1130 JANSEN
FARM DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06116/-88.
33205

IL00010
02997

COLONY INC 350 RIVER RIDGE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07416/-88.
28488

ILR0001
46233

COLONY INC 2500 GALVIN DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.09703/-88.
34597

ILR0001
08332

COMMUNICATIONS TEST
DESIGN INC

2200 CALVIN DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILD9848
11497

COMPLETE AUTO BODY 1730 BERKLEY
ST

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02312/-88.
31869

ILD9826
36649

CONTAINER PRINT OF
ILL INC

1725 WELD RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02438/-88.
31927

ILR0001
17119

CORPORATE PLAZA OF
ELMHURST

501 W LAKE ST 
STE 206

ELMHU
RST

DU
PAGE

IL 60123 41.91968/-87.
955

ILD0685
06286

CREEKSIDE PRTG 1175 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06763/-88.
30756

ILR0000
14027

D & S COMMUNICATION 1355 N MCCLEAN ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.06726/-88.
31593
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ILR0000
07427

DAILY HERALD 440 H AIRPORT
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILR0000
50385

DEANZA WILLOW LAKE
ESTATES

280 PARK LANE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06341/-88.
28296

ILR0001
18265

DIGITAL APPLIANCE
CONTROLS

1901 SOUTH ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02506/-88.
32407

ILD1614
13406

DIGITAL APPLIANCE
CONTROLS INC

620 WING ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04581/-88.
29458

ILR0001
74508

DNR CONSULTING INC 1150 DAVIS RD
UNIT B

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06896/-88.
30714

IL00002
42404

DONNELLEY R R AND
SONS CO

1275 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06763/-88.
30922

ILD0391
29622

DONNELLEY R R AND
SONS ELGIN SERVICE
CTR

655 BIG TIMBER
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05777/-88.
29587

ILD9849
19480

DONNELLEY RR AND
SONS CO ELGIN SVC
CTR

645 TOLLGATE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07029/-88.
29447

ILD0519
43355

DORLE REALTY 1100 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06859/-88.
30537

ILR0001
03341

DUO FAST CORP 2400 GALVIN DR ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.09342/-88.
34748

IL00010
21393

DYNACAST INC 195 CORPORATE
DR

ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.07208/-88.
27981

ILR0000
36889

E-Z GO 107 1841 WAUKEGAN
RD  B

GLENV
IEW

COOK IL 60123 42.0886/-87.7
9763

ILD1160
46467

ELGILOY SPECIALTY
METALS

1616 BERKLEY ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02317/-88.
31734

ILD9810
91622

ELGILOY SPECIALTY
METALS

1565
FLEETWOOD DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02043/-88.
31536

ILD9820
61665

ELGIN CITY OF DEPT OF
TRANSPORTATION

573 N CRYSTAL
ST

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.047774/-88
.296537

ILD9849
07980

ELGIN CITY OF WATER
DEPT

375 W RIVER RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.063056/-88
.285833

ILD9849
07998

ELGIN CITY OF WATER
DEPT

74 N AIRLITE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.034213/-88
.328911

ILD0680
07491

ELGIN COMMUNITY
COLLEGE

1700 SPARTAN
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.01789/-88.
32253

IL00001
22101

ELGIN EBY BROWN CO 1313 TIMBER DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05805/-88.
310064

ILD0442
26751

ELGIN EQUIPMENT CO 2ND AND
BERKLEY

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02263/-88.
3217

ILD0052
13038

ELGIN INDUSTRIES INC 1100 JANSEN
FARM DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06125/-88.
33275

ILD0820
50543

ELGIN MENTAL HEALTH
CENTER

750 S STATE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.01443/-88.
28978

ILR0000
63602

ELGIN MOLDED
PLASTICS

909 GRACE ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.01732/-88.
27059
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ILD0254
46956

ELGIN ORIVELINE 226 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04036/-88.
29063

ILD9848
49521

ELGIN PRINTING 1436 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.068259/-88
.312707

ILR0001
45367

ELGIN TOWNSHIP ROAD
DISTRICT

725 S MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.016596/-88
.314279

ILR0001
07367

FABRIC IMAGES INC 300 CORPORATE
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07389/-88.
28262

ILR0000
36061

FEDERAL AVIATION ADM 1100 BOWES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.01034/-88.
3044

ILR0001
55333

FIRST AYD 1325 GATEWAY
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06501/-88.
34328

ILR0001
24222

FIRST PRIORITY 1585 TODD FARM
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 601231
146

42.06215/-88.
31728

ILR0001
48452

FIRST PRIORITY INC 1590 TODD FARM
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06318/-88.
31785

ILD9847
93364

FLINT INK CORP 1524 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06827/-88.
31463

ILR0001
07813

FLINT INK NORTH
AMERICA CORP

1524 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06827/-88.
31463

ILD9847
87168

FORMER SPEEDWAY
7617

771 WALNUT AVE ELGIN KANE IL 601237
466

42.02841/-88.
29752

ILR0001
65514

GIBBON PRINTING INKS 801 N STATE ST
STE A

ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.05317/-88.
2948

ILR0000
44156

GIVAUDAN FLAVORS
CORP

580 TOLLGATE
RD STE A

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07183/-88.
29302

ILR0000
05553

GMT INC 180 S MELROSE ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.02968/-88.
3085

ILR0000
80689

GRAND EAGLE
SERVICES

1215 BOWES
ROAD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.00665/-88.
30699

ILR0001
87872

GREENWOOD
MOTORLINES DBA R&L
CARRIERS

375 S 2ND ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.095348/-88
.27857

ILD0450
48584

HAGG PRESS INC 1165 JANSEN
FARM CT

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05971/-88.
33022

ILD9848
33806

HANSEN SHELL 305 S MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02556/-88.
31174

ILD0102
32965

HAWKS AUTO PARTS INC 1480 ABBOTT DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05559/-88.
3144

ILR0001
30062

HERITAGE CRYSTAL
CLEAN LLC

2175 POINT BLVD
STE 375

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.08249/-88.
33186

ILR0001
25591

HOME DEPOT 1934 955 N RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05137/-88.
33906

ILR0001
62644

HYDRAULIC
ENGINEERING

11N068
RIPPBURGER RD
UNIT C

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02788/-88.
430241

ILR0001
05106

HYDROX 825B TOLLGATE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.0709/-88.2
994
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ILR0001
12060

IHC CONSTRUCTION CO
INC

1500 EXECUTIVE
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07156/-88.
30002

ILD9826
05990

ILL DEPT OF TRANS 595 S STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02025/-88.
28367

ILR0000
16550

ILLINOIS TOLLWAY
AUTHORITY

TOLL PLAZA 9 I
90 MP25

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILR0001
08837

IMAGE CIRCUITS INC 937 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.067984/-88
.303251

ILR0000
17871

IMAGING OFFICE
SYSTEMS OF IL

585 TOLLGATE
RD STE A E

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06986/-88.
29345

ILD9849
05513

ISP DIST 2 ELGIN HQ 777 S STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.01466/-88.
28595

IL00008
75526

ITW CCNA 1765 HOLMES
AVE

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06991/-88.
32089

ILD0680
07384

JUDSON COLLEGE 1151 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06106/-88.
29257

ILR0001
82691

KIMBALL MIDDLE
SCHOOL

451 N MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.021816/-88
.312647

ILR0000
79947

KREIS TOOL & MFG 1615
CAMBRIDGE

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06246/-88.
31945

ILR0000
53165

LAKEVIEW SCREW
MACHINE PRODUCTS
INC

466 RENNER DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02135/-88.
3252

ILR0001
01808

LARKIN AMOCO 1219 LARKIN AVE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03557/-88.
30855

ILR0000
06874

LARKIN CENTER 1212 LARKIN ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.03659/-88.
30887

ILR0001
16921

LARKIN CENTER 59 PARK ROW ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03582/-88.
27683

ILR0001
13787

LARKIN HIGH SCHOOL 1475 LARKIN AVE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03202/-88.
31372

ILD1447
79410

LINATEX CORP OF
AMERICA

1150 A DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILR0001
45003

LOWES 2316 629 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.018424/-88
.337149

ILR0001
23281

M TEK 1175 JANSEN
FARM CT

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06057/-88.
32887

ILR0000
33068

M&B ENTERPRISE CORP 11N263
BROOKSIDE DR
UNIT B

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03297/-88.
3356

ILR0001
22515

MARATHON OIL 500 S MCLEAN ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02047/-88.
31371

ILD0051
98510

MASTER MOLDED
PRODUCTS CORP

1000 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06879/-88.
30398

ILD9849
21296

MATSUSHITA ELECTRIC
CORP OF AM

1703 N RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.075/-88.33
352

ILD9848
31388

MC LEAN AMOCO 338 S MC LEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02434/-88.
31256
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ILD9847
81179

MC LEAN SVCS 348 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04242/-88.
29236

ILD9848
12560

MCGRATH BUICK 945 E CHICAGO
AVE

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03336/-88.
25573

ILR0001
06872

MEIJER 183 801 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.0148/-88.3
3637

ILR0001
40756

MEIJER STORE/GAS 183 815 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.01223/-88.
33452

ILR0000
34785

MERLINS MUFFLER &
BRAKE

2465 SOUTH ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.024543/-88
.34068

ILR0001
39303

METRA ELGIN
MAINTENANCE FACILITY

75 S STATE ST ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.034768/-88
.286184

ILR0000
10421

MODERN TRACK
MACHINERY

1415 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06764/-88.
31254

IL00000
55939

MULTIFILM PACKAGING
CORP

1040 N MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05762/-88.
31718

ILR0001
86866

MULTIFOIL 1700 BIG TIMBER
RD-B

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05894/-88.
31861

ILR0000
44255

MULTITEK
CIRCUITRONICS INC

1250 CRISPIN DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.00959/-88.
3082

ILR0000
57141

NEW RANDALL
CLEANERS

265 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.026155/-88
.338793

ILD9817
88110

NICOR GAS 1800 BIG TIMBER
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05894/-88.
31988

ILD9849
01421

NICOR GAS SHOE FACTORY
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILR0000
06973

NORITSU AMERICA
CORP

755 TOLLGATE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07075/-88.
2976

ILD0745
59972

NORTHWESTERN TOOL
AND DIE MFG

375 RENNER DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02341/-88.
32405

ILD9847
88562

OAK VIEW OFFICE
PROPERTIES

505 DAVIS RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.0666/-88.2
9556

ILD0640
01340

P AND K PRODUCTS CO 1575 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06972/-88.
31569

ILD9847
87762

PACE RIVER DIV 975 S STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.01127/-88.
28735

ILR0001
45359

PALAPA COATINGS 330 CORPORATE
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07389/-88.
2823

ILR0001
65571

PANASONIC 410 AIRPORT RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.068284/-88
.287441

ILR0001
19735

PARKER SEALS 2565
NORTHWEST
PKWY

ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.041026/-88
.371081

ILR0000
41228

PHYSICIAN SALES &
SERVICE

1450 N MCLEAN
BLVD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07013/-88.
31742

IL00009
17187

PIT SHOP THE 268 S STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02924/-88.
28313
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ILD9809
94586

PLASTIC DECORATORS
INC

1330 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.070056/-88
.31098

ILD9849
22260

PLATO AUTO BODY 11 N 435
MUIRHEAD RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02932/-88.
420495

ILR0001
09488

POLY COMPOUNDING
LLC

1390 GATEWAY
SUITE 6

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06833/-88.
34422

ILD9822
19594

PRECISION BODY
WORKS

65 NATIONAL ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02815/-88.
2805

ILD9822
19727

PRECISION DIAMOND
TOOL CO

1741
FLEETWOOD DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02033/-88.
31999

ILD9848
34127

PRICE CIRCUITS LLC 1300 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06894/-88.
30998

ILD0898
25780

PRINTPACK INC 1400 ABBOTT DR ELGIN KANE IL 601231
882

42.055856/-88
.31148

ILR0000
56598

PRO TECH GRAPHICS
INC

1700 TODD FARM
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06104/-88.
32281

ILD9849
15686

PROMAC INC 805 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.0532/-88.2
9564

ILD0953
05132

PROTOTYPE TOOLONG
AND PLASTIC

1439 HOLMES ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.069676/-88
.312634

ILR0001
02038

PROVENA SAINT
JOSEPH HOSPITAL

77 N AIRLITE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03572/-88.
32661

ILR0000
26369

QUALEX INC 370 RIVER RIDGE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.074/-88.28
49

ILR0000
07971

READ EXCAVATING CO 1919 BIG TIMBER
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05913/-88.
32498

IL00003
66450

REIS MACHINES INC 1320 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06974/-88.
30998

ILR0000
39842

REISHAUER CORP 1525 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06956/-88.
31457

ILR0001
28074

RELIANCE TOOL 900 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.054936/-88
.298569

ILD0052
17187

RELIANCE TOOL AND
MFG

617 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04834/-88.
29452

ILD9848
52590

RIEKE OFFICE
INTERIORS

2000 FOX LN ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07437/-88.
32227

ILR0000
20552

RIEKE OFFICE
INTERIORS

800 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05276/-88.
29583

ILD0050
86863

RINN CORP 1212 ABBOTT DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.05469/-88.
30819

ILD9849
08202

SAFETY KLEEN CORP ONE BRINKMAN
WAY

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.055521/-88
.341926

ILR0001
73294

SAMS CLUB 4942 1000 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.00017/-88.
33613

ILD9848
91697

SEB ENTERPRISES INC 1702 BERKLEY ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.022649/-88
.318786

IL00003
38061

SEEGOTT INC 1675 D HOLMES
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /
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ILR0001
74862

SHAW INDUSTRIES
GROUP LOC 33

2410 GALVIN DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.091183/-88
.344387

ILR0001
56901

SHERMAN HOSPITAL 1425 N RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07001/-88.
33067

ILD0051
05598

SKF USA INC 900 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.054936/-88
.298569

ILR0001
66595

SONDERHOFF USA
CORP

1895 BIG TIMBER
RD UNIT B

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.059019/-88
.322561

ILD9848
09905

SONIC PRINTED
CIRCUITS INC

840 CHURCH RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07382/-88.
29958

ILR0000
53694

SPARTAN MEADOWS
GOLF COURSE

SPARTAN DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILR0001
57602

SPEEDLINE
TECHNOLOGIES INC

2541
TECHNOLOGY
DR

ELGIN WILL IL 60123 42.090867/-88
.341139

ILD9847
82797

SPEEDWAY 7514 1570 BIG TIMBER ELGIN KANE IL 601231
702

42.0586/-88.3
159

ILD9848
48481

STAR DISPLAYS INC 38 W 636 RTE 20 ELGIN KANE IL 60123 /

ILD0051
71731

STARRO PRECISION
PRODUCTS INC

37 N UNION ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03569/-88.
29618

ILD0054
52958

SUBURBAN PLASTICS 340 RENNER DR ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.023/-88.32
532

ILD9824
28054

SUPREME COATING INC 925 TOLLGATE
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07025/-88.
30154

ILD9848
02322

SYNTHETIC FUEL 432 WING PARK
BLVD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04411/-88.
30503

ILD9849
05430

T AND L PROPERTIES 1480 ILLINOIS
PKWY

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.047348/-88
.314741

ILR0001
39824

TARGET STORE 0834 300 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02579/-88.
34167

IL00009
74345

TED AND EDS RENTAL 2075 LARKIN AVE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03183/-88.
32819

ILD0054
69382

THOMPSON D H INC 11 N UNION ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.034807/-88
.296418

ILD9848
10499

THOMSENS AUTO 823 WALNUT AVE ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.02827/-88.
29861

ILR0001
02525

TOP CLEANERS 851 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.012335/-88
.336197

ILR0000
36608

TOWNSHIP OF ELGIN 270 FULTON ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03559/-88.
27982

ILD9820
69585

TRICOR SYSTEMS INC 400 RIVER RIDGE
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.0739/-88.2
8697

ILR0000
54254

TRICOR SYSTEMS INC 1650 TODD FARM
DR

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.06161/-88.
31988

ILD9847
81344

UNILEVER BEST FOODS 51 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.0376/-88.2
8781
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ILD0972
82719

UNITED BODY WORKS 533 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04633/-88.
2938

ILD9811
89376

UNIVERSAL CHEMICALS
& COATINGS

1975 FOX LN ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.073436/-88
.323881

ILD9819
60339

UNIVERSAL SPC INC 412 N STATE ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04484/-88.
29346

IL00009
99169

US CAN CO 1111 BOWES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.00766/-88.
30498

ILD9824
24889

US PRECISION GLASS 1900 HOLMES RD ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07206/-88.
32328

ILR0001
21277

VICTORY LITHOGRAPH
INC

39 W 433
HIGHLAND

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.038061/-88
.285658

ILR0001
18539

VISION 2425 ALFT LN ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07477/-88.
33845

ILR0001
79580

WALGREENS 13591 1435 RANDALL
RD STE 101

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07077/-88.
33543

ILR0001
04174

WALMART 1814 1001 N RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.0529/-88.3
3736

ILR0001
67353

WALMART
SUPERCENTER 1814

1100 S RANDALL
RD

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.004274/-88
.33627

ILR0001
54591

WASHINGTON
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

819 W CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03399/-88.
2986

ILR0001
13498

WEILER ENGINEERING
INC

1395 GATEWAY
DR

ELGIN COOK IL 60123 42.06684/-88.
34212

ILD9848
81110

WESTSIDE AUTO BODY 215 W CHICAGO
ST

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03594/-88.
28768

ILD0925
45557

WILLIAMS HEALTHCARE
SYSTEMS LLC

158 N EDISON
AVE

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.03722/-88.
30492

ILR0000
53793

WING PARK MAINT BLDG WING ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.04743/-88.
30453

ILR0001
91023

WISDOM ADHESIVES 1500
SCOTTSDALE CT

ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.07223/-88.
30567

ILD1139
76856

XPO LOGISTICS
FREIGHT XEJ

4150 2ND ST ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.094161/-88
.278565

ILR0001
84689

XPO LOGISTICS
FREIGHT XJO

1950 TERMINAL
CT

JOLIET WILL IL 60123 /

IL00003
51700

YOUNGS CLEANERS &
TAILORS

744 W CHICAGO ELGIN KANE IL 60123 42.034676/-88
.296138

NJ00007
63623

SAFETY KLEEN CORP 777 BIG TIMBER
RD

ELGIN MIDD
LESE
X

NJ 60123 42.05804/-88.
29992
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S0103 POPULATION 65 YEARS AND OVER IN THE UNITED STATES

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total 65 years and over

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total population 110,906 +/-806 10,482 +/-627
SEX AND AGE

  Male 50.1% +/-0.7 41.6% +/-2.6
  Female 49.9% +/-0.7 58.4% +/-2.6

Median age (years) 32.9 +/-0.6 73.3 +/-1.0

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One race 97.6% +/-0.5 99.6% +/-0.3
    White 65.5% +/-2.0 88.9% +/-2.2
    Black or African American 6.9% +/-0.9 4.4% +/-1.3
    American Indian and Alaska Native 0.5% +/-0.3 0.3% +/-0.4
    Asian 6.2% +/-0.9 4.7% +/-1.6
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0.0% +/-0.1 0.0% +/-0.3
    Some other race 18.5% +/-1.7 1.4% +/-0.8
  Two or more races 2.4% +/-0.5 0.4% +/-0.3

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 44.4% +/-1.6 12.4% +/-2.8
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 41.3% +/-1.6 78.3% +/-2.8

RELATIONSHIP

  Population in households 109,024 +/-905 9,861 +/-614
    Householder or spouse 48.5% +/-0.8 82.5% +/-3.5
    Parent 1.9% +/-0.4 10.1% +/-2.8
    Other relatives 44.9% +/-1.0 5.0% +/-1.7
    Nonrelatives 4.7% +/-0.6 2.3% +/-1.1
      Unmarried partner 2.1% +/-0.3 1.0% +/-0.6

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

  Households 34,755 +/-608 6,089 +/-513
    Family households 71.7% +/-1.7 52.1% +/-4.2
      Married-couple family 52.7% +/-2.0 40.3% +/-4.6
      Female householder, no husband present, family 12.2% +/-1.3 6.7% +/-2.1

    Nonfamily households 28.3% +/-1.7 47.9% +/-4.2
      Householder living alone 23.4% +/-1.6 45.9% +/-4.1
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Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total 65 years and over

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error

MARITAL STATUS

  Population 15 years and over 84,152 +/-1,008 10,482 +/-627
    Now married, except separated 50.3% +/-1.7 49.0% +/-4.1
    Widowed 5.4% +/-0.5 31.9% +/-3.5
    Divorced 9.0% +/-0.8 13.4% +/-2.7
    Separated 1.8% +/-0.4 0.8% +/-0.6
    Never married 33.5% +/-1.4 4.8% +/-1.7

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

  Population 25 years and over 68,766 +/-991 10,482 +/-627
    Less than high school graduate 21.4% +/-1.5 21.1% +/-2.5
    High school graduate, GED, or alternative 26.5% +/-1.4 31.9% +/-3.2
    Some college or associate's degree 28.1% +/-1.2 23.8% +/-3.1
    Bachelor's degree or higher 24.0% +/-1.5 23.2% +/-3.3

RESPONSIBILITY FOR GRANDCHILDREN UNDER 18
YEARS
  Population 30 years and over 60,863 +/-1,061 10,482 +/-627
    Living with grandchild(ren) 6.4% +/-0.9 6.0% +/-2.0
      Responsible for grandchild(ren) 1.9% +/-0.5 0.4% +/-0.5

VETERAN STATUS

  Civilian population 18 years and over 79,095 +/-901 10,482 +/-627
    Civilian veteran 5.4% +/-0.6 16.7% +/-2.4

DISABILITY STATUS

  Civilian noninstitutionalized population 109,787 +/-874 9,878 +/-612
    With any disability 8.8% +/-0.8 34.2% +/-3.0
    No disability 91.2% +/-0.8 65.8% +/-3.0

RESIDENCE 1 YEAR AGO

  Population 1 year and over 109,371 +/-844 10,482 +/-627
    Same house 86.6% +/-1.4 93.3% +/-2.2
    Different house in the United States 13.1% +/-1.4 5.9% +/-2.0
      Same county 8.1% +/-1.1 3.0% +/-1.7
      Different county 5.0% +/-0.7 2.9% +/-1.2
        Same state 3.7% +/-0.7 1.8% +/-1.0
        Different state 1.3% +/-0.4 1.1% +/-0.8
    Abroad 0.2% +/-0.1 0.8% +/-0.9

PLACE OF BIRTH, NATIVITY AND CITIZENSHIP
STATUS, AND YEAR OF ENTRY
  Total population 110,906 +/-806 10,482 +/-627
    Native 82,036 +/-1,753 8,571 +/-562
    Foreign born 28,870 +/-1,533 1,911 +/-380
      Entered 2010 or later 3.4% +/-1.2 2.7% +/-2.8
      Entered 2000 to 2009 28.4% +/-3.5 9.7% +/-6.2
      Entered before 2000 68.2% +/-3.6 87.5% +/-6.4
      Naturalized U.S. citizen 34.8% +/-3.2 81.8% +/-7.5
      Not a U.S. citizen 65.2% +/-3.2 18.2% +/-7.5

LANGUAGE SPOKEN AT HOME AND ABILITY TO
SPEAK ENGLISH
  Population 5 years and over 100,363 +/-1,074 10,482 +/-627
    English only 53.3% +/-1.9 78.2% +/-2.9
    Language other than English 46.7% +/-1.9 21.8% +/-2.9
      Speak English less than "very well" 26.3% +/-1.6 13.5% +/-2.5

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

2  of 4 06/03/2016



Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total 65 years and over

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
  Civilian population 16 years and over 82,355 +/-985 10,482 +/-627
    In labor force 71.0% +/-1.1 20.8% +/-2.7
      Employed 64.2% +/-1.3 20.2% +/-2.7
      Unemployed 6.8% +/-0.8 0.6% +/-0.3
        Percent of civilian labor force 9.6% +/-1.1 2.9% +/-1.7
    Not in labor force 29.0% +/-1.1 79.2% +/-2.7

INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS (IN 2014
INFLATION-ADJUSTED DOLLARS)
  Households 34,755 +/-608 6,089 +/-513
    With earnings 85.3% +/-1.1 42.3% +/-4.1
      Mean earnings (dollars) 72,220 +/-2,629 46,008 +/-5,937
    With Social Security income 23.9% +/-1.4 89.6% +/-2.9
      Mean Social Security income (dollars) 17,608 +/-711 19,602 +/-1,055
    With Supplemental Security Income 4.0% +/-0.9 4.2% +/-1.7
      Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars) 10,689 +/-1,587 11,304 +/-2,736
    With cash public assistance income 2.4% +/-0.5 1.4% +/-1.2
      Mean cash public assistance income (dollars) 4,513 +/-1,136 2,208 +/-2,717
    With retirement income 12.7% +/-1.3 43.9% +/-4.7
      Mean retirement income (dollars) 23,920 +/-2,729 24,473 +/-3,535
    With Food Stamp/SNAP benefits 14.1% +/-1.4 8.1% +/-2.2

POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS

  Population for whom poverty status is determined 108,869 +/-905 9,878 +/-612
    Below 100 percent of the poverty level 14.4% +/-1.8 7.6% +/-2.1
    100 to 149 percent of the poverty level 11.3% +/-1.3 8.3% +/-2.1
    At or above 150 percent of the poverty level 74.3% +/-2.1 84.1% +/-2.6

Occupied housing units 34,755 +/-608 6,089 +/-513
  HOUSING TENURE

    Owner-occupied housing units 67.9% +/-1.6 83.6% +/-3.1
    Renter-occupied housing units 32.1% +/-1.6 16.4% +/-3.1

Average household size of owner-occupied unit 3.08 +/-0.07 1.88 +/-0.10
Average household size of renter-occupied unit 3.26 +/-0.14 1.47 +/-0.16

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS

  No telephone service available 1.9% +/-0.5 0.9% +/-0.7
  1.01 or more occupants per room 6.1% +/-0.9 0.6% +/-0.6

Owner-occupied housing units 23,610 +/-760 5,092 +/-475
  SELECTED MONTHLY OWNER COSTS AS A
PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN THE
PAST 12 MONTHS
    Less than 30 percent 63.9% +/-2.3 62.0% +/-5.1
    30 percent or more 36.1% +/-2.3 38.0% +/-5.1

OWNER CHARACTERISTICS

  Median value (dollars) 171,000 +/-3,777 179,900 +/-9,134
  Median selected monthly owner costs with a mortgage
(dollars)

1,745 +/-31 1,614 +/-118

  Median selected monthly owner costs without a
mortgage (dollars)

659 +/-21 629 +/-41

Renter-occupied housing units 11,145 +/-558 997 +/-207
  GROSS RENT AS A PERCENTAGE OF HOUSEHOLD
INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS
    Less than 30 percent 45.8% +/-3.2 33.8% +/-8.7
    30 percent or more 54.2% +/-3.2 66.2% +/-8.7

GROSS RENT
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Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total 65 years and over

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
  Median gross rent (dollars) 971 +/-26 708 +/-95

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

The 65 years and over column of data refers to the age of the householder for the estimates of households, occupied housing units, owner-occupied
housing units, and renter-occupied housing units lines.

The age specified on the population 15 years and over, population 25 years and over, population 30 years and over, civilian population 18 years and
over, civilian population 5 years and over, population 1 years and over, population 5 years and over, and population 16 years and over lines refer to
the data shown in the "Total" column while the second column is limited to the population 65 years and over.

Methodological changes to data collection in 2013 may have affected language data for 2013. Users should be aware of these changes when using
multi-year data containing data from 2013.

The Census Bureau introduced a new set of disability questions in the 2008 ACS questionnaire. Accordingly, comparisons of disability data from 2008
or later with data from prior years are not recommended. For more information on these questions and their evaluation in the 2006 ACS Content Test,
see the Evaluation Report Covering Disability.

Telephone service data are not available for certain geographic areas due to problems with data collection. See Errata Note #93 for details.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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S1101 HOUSEHOLDS AND FAMILIES

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 34,755 +/-608 18,324 +/-658 2,353
Average household size 3.14 +/-0.05 3.92 +/-0.08 3.67

FAMILIES

  Total families 24,932 +/-552 18,324 +/-658 2,353
  Average family size 3.77 +/-0.06 3.89 +/-0.08 3.24

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 13,112 +/-561 9,615 +/-568 898
    Under 6 years only 25.3% +/-2.8 24.9% +/-3.4 32.2%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 25.3% +/-3.4 27.1% +/-4.1 16.4%
    6 to 17 years only 49.4% +/-3.5 48.0% +/-4.4 51.4%

Total households 34,755 +/-608 18,324 +/-658 2,353
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 41.6% +/-1.7 56.0% +/-2.1 50.8%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

31.1% +/-1.5 27.6% +/-2.2 29.7%

    Householder living alone 23.4% +/-1.6 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 8.0% +/-1.1 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 0.5% +/-0.3 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 6.0% +/-0.9 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 72.5% +/-1.4 83.2% +/-2.0 68.4%
  2-or-more-unit structures 25.6% +/-1.4 15.5% +/-2.0 31.6%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 2.0% +/-0.5 1.3% +/-0.6 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 67.9% +/-1.6 78.9% +/-2.2 45.6%
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Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
  Renter-occupied housing units 32.1% +/-1.6 21.1% +/-2.2 54.4%
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Subject Elgin city, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-440 4,255 +/-451 9,823 +/-681
Average household size +/-0.26 3.83 +/-0.17 1.25 +/-0.04

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-440 4,255 +/-451 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-0.24 3.57 +/-0.15 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-244 2,599 +/-378 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-13.3 24.4% +/-6.4 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-10.3 21.8% +/-6.0 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-13.5 53.8% +/-6.9 (X) (X)

Total households +/-440 4,255 +/-451 9,823 +/-681
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-9.3 67.7% +/-4.9 1.0% +/-0.6

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-8.2 20.8% +/-4.8 42.4% +/-3.2

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 82.7% +/-2.7
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 28.4% +/-3.0

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-7.4 62.0% +/-5.4 57.9% +/-3.0
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-7.4 37.2% +/-5.3 37.8% +/-2.8
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-1.2 0.8% +/-0.8 4.3% +/-1.1

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-8.8 45.6% +/-6.0 62.5% +/-3.5
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-8.8 54.4% +/-6.0 37.5% +/-3.5

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

Average family size is derived by dividing the number of related people in households by the number of family households.

Housing unit weight is used throughout this table (only exception is the average household and family size cells).

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
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Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



B25077 MEDIAN VALUE (DOLLARS)

Universe: Owner-occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Elgin city, Illinois

Estimate Margin of Error
Median value (dollars) 171,000 +/-3,777

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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B25062 AGGREGATE RENT ASKED (DOLLARS)

Universe: Vacant-for-rent and rented, not occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Elgin city, Illinois

Estimate Margin of Error
Aggregate rent asked 468,900 +/-145,009

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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B25061 RENT ASKED

Universe: Vacant-for-rent and rented, not occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Elgin city, Illinois

Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 513 +/-148
  Less than $100 0 +/-26
  $100 to $149 0 +/-26
  $150 to $199 0 +/-26
  $200 to $249 0 +/-26
  $250 to $299 0 +/-26
  $300 to $349 0 +/-26
  $350 to $399 0 +/-26
  $400 to $449 26 +/-39
  $450 to $499 0 +/-26
  $500 to $549 26 +/-32
  $550 to $599 11 +/-19
  $600 to $649 47 +/-55
  $650 to $699 12 +/-19
  $700 to $749 47 +/-47
  $750 to $799 27 +/-31
  $800 to $899 90 +/-83
  $900 to $999 77 +/-67
  $1,000 to $1,249 125 +/-88
  $1,250 to $1,499 8 +/-13
  $1,500 to $1,999 0 +/-26
  $2,000 or more 17 +/-29

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



S1810 DISABILITY CHARACTERISTICS

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total With a disability Percent with a
disability

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population 109,787 +/-874 9,629 +/-845 8.8%

Population under 5 years 10,543 +/-765 15 +/-23 0.1%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 9 +/-14 0.1%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 15 +/-23 0.1%

Population 5 to 17 years 21,247 +/-916 927 +/-240 4.4%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 120 +/-108 0.6%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 162 +/-120 0.8%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 719 +/-226 3.4%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 80 +/-103 0.4%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 236 +/-152 1.1%

Population 18 to 64 years 68,119 +/-994 5,307 +/-598 7.8%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 1,174 +/-279 1.7%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 735 +/-196 1.1%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 1,890 +/-321 2.8%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 2,708 +/-416 4.0%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 951 +/-246 1.4%
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 1,740 +/-339 2.6%

Population 65 years and over 9,878 +/-612 3,380 +/-374 34.2%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 1,116 +/-200 11.3%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 544 +/-175 5.5%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 852 +/-221 8.6%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 2,450 +/-376 24.8%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 801 +/-212 8.1%
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 1,649 +/-298 16.7%

SEX

  Male 55,049 +/-830 4,491 +/-587 8.2%
  Female 54,738 +/-874 5,138 +/-497 9.4%

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race 107,128 +/-969 9,405 +/-807 8.8%
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Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Total With a disability Percent with a
disability

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
    White alone 71,891 +/-2,308 7,243 +/-656 10.1%
    Black or African American alone 7,353 +/-965 1,006 +/-293 13.7%
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone 582 +/-321 38 +/-48 6.5%
    Asian alone 6,826 +/-991 356 +/-153 5.2%
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 0 +/-26 0 +/-26 -
    Some other race alone 20,476 +/-1,839 762 +/-298 3.7%
  Two or more races 2,659 +/-508 224 +/-141 8.4%

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 45,149 +/-1,867 5,822 +/-608 12.9%
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 49,192 +/-1,645 2,309 +/-444 4.7%

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status 6.5% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty 5.1% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty 5.3% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty 5.4% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty 5.6% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty 5.5% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty 5.1% (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Elgin city, Illinois

Percent with a
disability

Margin of Error
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population +/-0.8

Population under 5 years +/-0.2
  With a hearing difficulty +/-0.1
  With a vision difficulty +/-0.2

Population 5 to 17 years +/-1.1
  With a hearing difficulty +/-0.5
  With a vision difficulty +/-0.6
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-1.1
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-0.5
  With a self-care difficulty +/-0.7

Population 18 to 64 years +/-0.9
  With a hearing difficulty +/-0.4
  With a vision difficulty +/-0.3
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-0.5
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-0.6
  With a self-care difficulty +/-0.4
  With an independent living difficulty +/-0.5

Population 65 years and over +/-3.0
  With a hearing difficulty +/-1.9
  With a vision difficulty +/-1.8
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-2.2
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-3.2
  With a self-care difficulty +/-2.0
  With an independent living difficulty +/-2.7

SEX

  Male +/-1.0
  Female +/-0.9

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race +/-0.7
    White alone +/-0.8
    Black or African American alone +/-3.5
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone +/-6.8
    Asian alone +/-2.1
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone **
    Some other race alone +/-1.4
  Two or more races +/-4.9

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-1.2
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) +/-0.9

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X)
  Hearing difficulty (X)
  Vision difficulty (X)
  Cognitive difficulty (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty (X)
  Self-care difficulty (X)
  Independent living difficulty (X)

3  of 4 06/03/2016



Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

The Census Bureau introduced a new set of disability questions in the 2008 ACS questionnaire. Accordingly, comparisons of disability data from 2008
or later with data from prior years are not recommended. For more information on these questions and their evaluation in the 2006 ACS Content Test,
see the Evaluation Report Covering Disability.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



Race & Ethnicity

Census Tract Block Group

Total

Population Minority %

White

Alone

Black or

African

American

Alone

American

Indian or

Alsaka

Native

Alone Asian Alone

Native

Hawaiian or

Pacific

Islander

Alone

Some other

race alone

Two or

more

races

Hispanic

or Latino

Not

Hispanic

or Latino

8513.01 Block Group 2 2528 79.7% 514 31 12 67 0 85 17 1802 726

8514 Block Group 1 1256 87.1% 162 110 0 24 0 0 11 949 307

8514 Block Group 4 707 72.0% 198 30 0 0 0 0 53 426 281

8514 Block Group 5 771 80.4% 151 107 0 0 0 0 0 513 258

8514 Block Group 6 1339 68.4% 423 65 0 0 0 0 10 841 498

8515 Block Group 1 1085 53.7% 502 38 0 38 0 0 11 496 589

8516 Block Group 1 2066 64.6% 731 303 8 16 0 0 90 918 1148

8516 Block Group 2 859 35.7% 552 0 0 10 0 0 0 297 562

8516 Block Group 3 1392 65.4% 481 95 0 0 0 0 79 737 655

8516 Block Group 4 987 29.0% 701 0 0 79 0 0 16 191 796

8518.01 Block Group 2 1334 19.2% 1078 18 0 0 0 0 0 238 1096

8546 Block Group 2 1381 77.7% 308 206 0 67 0 0 83 717 664

8549 Block Group 1 371 73.3% 99 202 0 0 0 0 8 62 309

8549 Block Group 2 1172 32.5% 791 91 0 144 0 0 0 146 1026

17248 61.2%

Source: 2014 5-Year ACS Survey Data, retrieved from Topologically Integrated Geographic Encoding and Referencing electronic database

Total



POVERTY

Census Tract Block Group

Percent

Below

Poverty

Level

Pop for whom

Poverty Status

is determined under .5 .5 to .99 1.0 to 1.24 1.25 to 1.49 1.5 to 1.84 1.84 to 1.99 Over 2.0

8513.01 Block Group 2 15.1% 2528 208 173 49 627 14 63 1394

8514 Block Group 1 5.4% 1166 26 37 86 379 115 84 439

8514 Block Group 4 22.8% 623 72 70 7 36 272 0 166

8514 Block Group 5 7.4% 771 36 21 118 193 18 0 385

8514 Block Group 6 24.2% 1321 172 148 153 18 59 71 700

8515 Block Group 1 29.8% 1047 144 168 25 60 268 40 342

8516 Block Group 1 30.7% 1980 309 298 392 78 256 0 647

8516 Block Group 2 3.4% 859 21 8 135 105 10 0 580

8516 Block Group 3 41.2% 1392 403 170 96 0 149 0 574

8516 Block Group 4 10.5% 987 104 0 0 0 74 0 809

8518.01 Block Group 2 2.2% 1334 19 11 68 0 31 11 1194

8546 Block Group 2 30.2% 1373 94 320 121 15 104 0 719

8549 Block Group 1 100.0% 8 0 8 0 0 0 0 0

8549 Block Group 2 7.0% 1172 29 53 0 52 115 17 906

18.9% 16561

Source: 2014 5-Year ACS Survey Data, retrieved from Topologically Integrated Geographic Encoding and Referencing electronic database



B25077 MEDIAN VALUE (DOLLARS)

Universe: Owner-occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8514, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract 8515, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate

Median value (dollars) 124,000 +/-12,711 115,000 +/-32,270 134,200
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Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois

Census Tract 8518.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8549, Kane County,
Illinois

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Median value (dollars) +/-15,491 186,100 +/-8,510 164,100 +/-8,176

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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B25077 MEDIAN VALUE (DOLLARS)

Universe: Owner-occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8513.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8546, Kane County,
Illinois

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Median value (dollars) 153,000 +/-16,282 182,800 +/-14,911

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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B25075 VALUE

Universe: Owner-occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8514, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract 8515, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate

Total: 1,155 +/-128 124 +/-37 1,080
  Less than $10,000 6 +/-9 0 +/-11 0
  $10,000 to $14,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 9
  $15,000 to $19,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
  $20,000 to $24,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
  $25,000 to $29,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 16
  $30,000 to $34,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
  $35,000 to $39,999 6 +/-10 0 +/-11 0
  $40,000 to $49,999 42 +/-48 0 +/-11 0
  $50,000 to $59,999 56 +/-49 0 +/-11 0
  $60,000 to $69,999 98 +/-63 0 +/-11 33
  $70,000 to $79,999 56 +/-40 0 +/-11 0
  $80,000 to $89,999 40 +/-35 0 +/-11 53
  $90,000 to $99,999 47 +/-37 47 +/-41 43
  $100,000 to $124,999 236 +/-91 25 +/-28 315
  $125,000 to $149,999 153 +/-62 13 +/-9 193
  $150,000 to $174,999 165 +/-72 21 +/-20 228
  $175,000 to $199,999 146 +/-81 0 +/-11 114
  $200,000 to $249,999 72 +/-45 10 +/-14 65
  $250,000 to $299,999 32 +/-29 8 +/-12 11
  $300,000 to $399,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
  $400,000 to $499,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
  $500,000 to $749,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
  $750,000 to $999,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
  $1,000,000 or more 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0

1  of 2 05/12/2016



Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois

Census Tract 8518.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8549, Kane County,
Illinois

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: +/-162 2,283 +/-167 1,140 +/-141
  Less than $10,000 +/-15 80 +/-61 8 +/-13
  $10,000 to $14,999 +/-15 9 +/-16 0 +/-15
  $15,000 to $19,999 +/-15 10 +/-18 10 +/-15
  $20,000 to $24,999 +/-15 26 +/-32 0 +/-15
  $25,000 to $29,999 +/-26 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  $30,000 to $34,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  $35,000 to $39,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  $40,000 to $49,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  $50,000 to $59,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  $60,000 to $69,999 +/-39 23 +/-32 0 +/-15
  $70,000 to $79,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 15 +/-17
  $80,000 to $89,999 +/-66 0 +/-15 5 +/-9
  $90,000 to $99,999 +/-33 62 +/-75 58 +/-68
  $100,000 to $124,999 +/-119 103 +/-56 243 +/-106
  $125,000 to $149,999 +/-144 284 +/-139 71 +/-54
  $150,000 to $174,999 +/-111 332 +/-117 283 +/-87
  $175,000 to $199,999 +/-65 478 +/-156 159 +/-77
  $200,000 to $249,999 +/-40 515 +/-139 220 +/-90
  $250,000 to $299,999 +/-18 222 +/-108 48 +/-41
  $300,000 to $399,999 +/-15 139 +/-57 7 +/-11
  $400,000 to $499,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  $500,000 to $749,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  $750,000 to $999,999 +/-15 0 +/-15 13 +/-20
  $1,000,000 or more +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.

2  of 2 05/12/2016



B25075 VALUE

Universe: Owner-occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8513.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8546, Kane County,
Illinois

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 532 +/-96 474 +/-102
  Less than $10,000 9 +/-16 6 +/-11
  $10,000 to $14,999 0 +/-11 10 +/-16
  $15,000 to $19,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $20,000 to $24,999 0 +/-11 7 +/-12
  $25,000 to $29,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $30,000 to $34,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $35,000 to $39,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $40,000 to $49,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $50,000 to $59,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $60,000 to $69,999 3 +/-8 0 +/-11
  $70,000 to $79,999 31 +/-29 0 +/-11
  $80,000 to $89,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $90,000 to $99,999 18 +/-21 0 +/-11
  $100,000 to $124,999 127 +/-64 50 +/-44
  $125,000 to $149,999 65 +/-45 46 +/-47
  $150,000 to $174,999 107 +/-51 82 +/-47
  $175,000 to $199,999 31 +/-37 116 +/-74
  $200,000 to $249,999 102 +/-47 107 +/-70
  $250,000 to $299,999 39 +/-32 20 +/-22
  $300,000 to $399,999 0 +/-11 10 +/-14
  $400,000 to $499,999 0 +/-11 20 +/-25
  $500,000 to $749,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $750,000 to $999,999 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
  $1,000,000 or more 0 +/-11 0 +/-11

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.
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Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



B25065 AGGREGATE GROSS RENT (DOLLARS)

Universe: Renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8514, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract 8515, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate

Aggregate gross rent 571,600 +/-133,244 194,000 +/-40,452 761,700
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Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois

Census Tract 8518.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8549, Kane County,
Illinois

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Aggregate gross rent +/-174,774 301,300 +/-127,007 595,100 +/-138,840

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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B25060 AGGREGATE CONTRACT RENT (DOLLARS)

Universe: Renter-occupied housing units paying cash rent
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8513.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8546, Kane County,
Illinois

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Aggregate contract rent 496,800 +/-108,954 612,900 +/-119,945

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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B25063 GROSS RENT

Universe: Renter-occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8514, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract 8515, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois
Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate

Total: 586 +/-118 254 +/-45 1,120
  With cash rent: 566 +/-121 250 +/-44 1,038
    Less than $100 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
    $100 to $149 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
    $150 to $199 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 16
    $200 to $249 19 +/-29 0 +/-11 68
    $250 to $299 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 86
    $300 to $349 0 +/-15 21 +/-31 76
    $350 to $399 21 +/-32 0 +/-11 0
    $400 to $449 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 45
    $450 to $499 7 +/-12 0 +/-11 17
    $500 to $549 7 +/-17 0 +/-11 0
    $550 to $599 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 0
    $600 to $649 7 +/-12 16 +/-19 75
    $650 to $699 13 +/-14 51 +/-37 101
    $700 to $749 51 +/-42 34 +/-33 74
    $750 to $799 28 +/-25 32 +/-23 82
    $800 to $899 24 +/-21 46 +/-50 44
    $900 to $999 68 +/-51 33 +/-28 26
    $1,000 to $1,249 151 +/-91 6 +/-9 278
    $1,250 to $1,499 170 +/-80 11 +/-13 14
    $1,500 to $1,999 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 18
    $2,000 or more 0 +/-15 0 +/-11 18
  No cash rent 20 +/-23 4 +/-5 82
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Census Tract
8516, Kane

County, Illinois

Census Tract 8518.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8549, Kane County,
Illinois

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: +/-167 310 +/-127 796 +/-135
  With cash rent: +/-173 290 +/-123 771 +/-138
    Less than $100 +/-15 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
    $100 to $149 +/-15 0 +/-15 10 +/-15
    $150 to $199 +/-26 0 +/-15 29 +/-21
    $200 to $249 +/-56 0 +/-15 13 +/-21
    $250 to $299 +/-85 0 +/-15 89 +/-82
    $300 to $349 +/-76 0 +/-15 39 +/-49
    $350 to $399 +/-15 0 +/-15 34 +/-39
    $400 to $449 +/-72 0 +/-15 31 +/-29
    $450 to $499 +/-30 0 +/-15 55 +/-53
    $500 to $549 +/-15 0 +/-15 8 +/-13
    $550 to $599 +/-15 30 +/-49 0 +/-15
    $600 to $649 +/-68 33 +/-51 0 +/-15
    $650 to $699 +/-79 30 +/-35 56 +/-54
    $700 to $749 +/-80 10 +/-16 21 +/-32
    $750 to $799 +/-70 11 +/-19 30 +/-49
    $800 to $899 +/-48 20 +/-30 32 +/-40
    $900 to $999 +/-32 34 +/-42 22 +/-20
    $1,000 to $1,249 +/-157 13 +/-21 232 +/-100
    $1,250 to $1,499 +/-23 80 +/-63 57 +/-56
    $1,500 to $1,999 +/-29 29 +/-33 13 +/-20
    $2,000 or more +/-29 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
  No cash rent +/-76 20 +/-24 25 +/-24

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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B25056 CONTRACT RENT

Universe: Renter-occupied housing units
2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Census Tract 8513.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8546, Kane County,
Illinois

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total: 618 +/-111 819 +/-124
  With cash rent: 603 +/-116 804 +/-125
    Less than $100 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
    $100 to $149 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
    $150 to $199 0 +/-11 33 +/-38
    $200 to $249 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
    $250 to $299 0 +/-11 11 +/-19
    $300 to $349 0 +/-11 13 +/-20
    $350 to $399 0 +/-11 0 +/-11
    $400 to $449 11 +/-18 20 +/-33
    $450 to $499 20 +/-22 46 +/-56
    $500 to $549 32 +/-35 80 +/-49
    $550 to $599 36 +/-41 60 +/-46
    $600 to $649 83 +/-50 56 +/-42
    $650 to $699 65 +/-45 72 +/-46
    $700 to $749 41 +/-34 84 +/-58
    $750 to $799 70 +/-48 56 +/-47
    $800 to $899 73 +/-49 79 +/-55
    $900 to $999 83 +/-61 17 +/-26
    $1,000 to $1,249 35 +/-30 91 +/-55
    $1,250 to $1,499 32 +/-31 38 +/-35
    $1,500 to $1,999 7 +/-12 38 +/-39
    $2,000 or more 15 +/-25 10 +/-16
  No cash rent 15 +/-16 15 +/-24

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.
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Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



S1810 DISABILITY CHARACTERISTICS

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total With a disability Percent with a
disability

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population 4,252 +/-475 348 +/-138 8.2%

Population under 5 years 404 +/-125 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%

Population 5 to 17 years 935 +/-219 35 +/-38 3.7%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 35 +/-38 3.7%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%

Population 18 to 64 years 2,719 +/-304 222 +/-123 8.2%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 82 +/-54 3.0%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 29 +/-36 1.1%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 57 +/-43 2.1%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 119 +/-86 4.4%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 10 +/-15 0.4%
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 31 +/-32 1.1%

Population 65 years and over 194 +/-73 91 +/-48 46.9%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 19 +/-23 9.8%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 9 +/-13 4.6%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 19 +/-19 9.8%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 53 +/-38 27.3%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 10 +/-16 5.2%
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 39 +/-26 20.1%

SEX

  Male 2,021 +/-323 195 +/-107 9.6%
  Female 2,231 +/-246 153 +/-76 6.9%

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race 4,147 +/-491 325 +/-136 7.8%
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Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total With a disability Percent with a
disability

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
    White alone 2,705 +/-527 246 +/-127 9.1%
    Black or African American alone 205 +/-139 35 +/-38 17.1%
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone 35 +/-39 0 +/-11 0.0%
    Asian alone 96 +/-69 11 +/-18 11.5%
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 0 +/-11 0 +/-11 -
    Some other race alone 1,106 +/-518 33 +/-35 3.0%
  Two or more races 105 +/-77 23 +/-31 21.9%

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 825 +/-218 125 +/-85 15.2%
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 3,003 +/-483 160 +/-105 5.3%

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status 5.8% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty 4.2% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty 4.7% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty 4.3% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty 4.3% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty 4.4% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty 5.6% (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract
8513.01, Kane
County, Illinois

Census Tract 8514, Kane County, Illinois

Percent with a
disability

Total With a disability

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population +/-3.4 6,742 +/-491 302 +/-99

Population under 5 years +/-6.6 645 +/-143 6 +/-17
  With a hearing difficulty +/-6.6 (X) (X) 0 +/-15
  With a vision difficulty +/-6.6 (X) (X) 6 +/-17

Population 5 to 17 years +/-4.1 1,433 +/-250 28 +/-31
  With a hearing difficulty +/-2.9 (X) (X) 5 +/-10
  With a vision difficulty +/-2.9 (X) (X) 0 +/-15
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-4.1 (X) (X) 23 +/-29
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-2.9 (X) (X) 0 +/-15
  With a self-care difficulty +/-2.9 (X) (X) 0 +/-15

Population 18 to 64 years +/-4.4 4,312 +/-350 165 +/-66
  With a hearing difficulty +/-2.1 (X) (X) 28 +/-23
  With a vision difficulty +/-1.3 (X) (X) 35 +/-47
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-1.6 (X) (X) 86 +/-54
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-3.0 (X) (X) 110 +/-61
  With a self-care difficulty +/-0.6 (X) (X) 35 +/-28
  With an independent living difficulty +/-1.2 (X) (X) 87 +/-56

Population 65 years and over +/-19.8 352 +/-67 103 +/-55
  With a hearing difficulty +/-10.3 (X) (X) 36 +/-28
  With a vision difficulty +/-6.9 (X) (X) 25 +/-23
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-9.7 (X) (X) 54 +/-44
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-17.8 (X) (X) 68 +/-44
  With a self-care difficulty +/-8.1 (X) (X) 28 +/-30
  With an independent living difficulty +/-11.1 (X) (X) 83 +/-53

SEX

  Male +/-5.4 3,161 +/-307 165 +/-82
  Female +/-3.3 3,581 +/-308 137 +/-58

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race +/-3.4 6,539 +/-501 296 +/-99
    White alone +/-4.7 3,546 +/-582 242 +/-99
    Black or African American alone +/-12.4 390 +/-176 34 +/-31
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone +/-46.1 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
    Asian alone +/-17.5 87 +/-83 9 +/-14
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone ** 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
    Some other race alone +/-3.3 2,516 +/-645 11 +/-17
  Two or more races +/-25.6 203 +/-136 6 +/-10

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-9.6 1,365 +/-281 190 +/-92
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) +/-3.5 4,750 +/-466 63 +/-57

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X) 3.8% (X) (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty (X) 3.0% (X) (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty (X) 3.1% (X) (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty (X) 3.1% (X) (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty (X) 3.2% (X) (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty (X) 3.1% (X) (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty (X) 3.7% (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 8514, Kane County,
Illinois

Census Tract 8515, Kane County, Illinois

Percent with a disability Total With a disability

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population 4.5% +/-1.5 1,085 +/-129 97

Population under 5 years 0.9% +/-2.6 180 +/-68 0
  With a hearing difficulty 0.0% +/-4.2 (X) (X) 0
  With a vision difficulty 0.9% +/-2.6 (X) (X) 0

Population 5 to 17 years 2.0% +/-2.1 207 +/-96 34
  With a hearing difficulty 0.3% +/-0.7 (X) (X) 0
  With a vision difficulty 0.0% +/-1.9 (X) (X) 0
  With a cognitive difficulty 1.6% +/-2.0 (X) (X) 29
  With an ambulatory difficulty 0.0% +/-1.9 (X) (X) 0
  With a self-care difficulty 0.0% +/-1.9 (X) (X) 0

Population 18 to 64 years 3.8% +/-1.5 614 +/-104 36
  With a hearing difficulty 0.6% +/-0.6 (X) (X) 5
  With a vision difficulty 0.8% +/-1.1 (X) (X) 0
  With a cognitive difficulty 2.0% +/-1.2 (X) (X) 10
  With an ambulatory difficulty 2.6% +/-1.4 (X) (X) 21
  With a self-care difficulty 0.8% +/-0.7 (X) (X) 0
  With an independent living difficulty 2.0% +/-1.3 (X) (X) 0

Population 65 years and over 29.3% +/-14.9 84 +/-43 27
  With a hearing difficulty 10.2% +/-8.1 (X) (X) 9
  With a vision difficulty 7.1% +/-6.6 (X) (X) 0
  With a cognitive difficulty 15.3% +/-11.7 (X) (X) 0
  With an ambulatory difficulty 19.3% +/-12.2 (X) (X) 27
  With a self-care difficulty 8.0% +/-8.2 (X) (X) 0
  With an independent living difficulty 23.6% +/-14.2 (X) (X) 9

SEX

  Male 5.2% +/-2.5 578 +/-94 77
  Female 3.8% +/-1.7 507 +/-110 20

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race 4.5% +/-1.5 1,074 +/-131 93
    White alone 6.8% +/-2.6 840 +/-175 93
    Black or African American alone 8.7% +/-7.8 38 +/-36 0
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone - ** 6 +/-9 0
    Asian alone 10.3% +/-14.2 38 +/-63 0
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone - ** 0 +/-11 0
    Some other race alone 0.4% +/-0.7 152 +/-112 0
  Two or more races 3.0% +/-6.0 11 +/-14 4

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 13.9% +/-6.2 502 +/-138 54
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 1.3% +/-1.2 496 +/-156 39

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X) (X) 1.3% (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty (X) (X) 0.4% (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty (X) (X) 0.5% (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 0.0% (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 0.6% (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty (X) (X) 0.6% (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty (X) (X) 0.0% (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 8515, Kane County, Illinois Census Tract 8516, Kane County,
Illinois

With a disability Percent with a disability Total

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population +/-57 8.9% +/-5.0 6,353 +/-636

Population under 5 years +/-11 0.0% +/-14.1 514 +/-206
  With a hearing difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-14.1 (X) (X)
  With a vision difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-14.1 (X) (X)

Population 5 to 17 years +/-37 16.4% +/-13.6 1,648 +/-337
  With a hearing difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-12.4 (X) (X)
  With a vision difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-12.4 (X) (X)
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-35 14.0% +/-13.0 (X) (X)
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-12.4 (X) (X)
  With a self-care difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-12.4 (X) (X)

Population 18 to 64 years +/-27 5.9% +/-4.5 3,787 +/-406
  With a hearing difficulty +/-8 0.8% +/-1.3 (X) (X)
  With a vision difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-4.4 (X) (X)
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-13 1.6% +/-2.0 (X) (X)
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-22 3.4% +/-3.6 (X) (X)
  With a self-care difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-4.4 (X) (X)
  With an independent living difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-4.4 (X) (X)

Population 65 years and over +/-21 32.1% +/-16.0 404 +/-141
  With a hearing difficulty +/-13 10.7% +/-15.1 (X) (X)
  With a vision difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-27.3 (X) (X)
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-27.3 (X) (X)
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-21 32.1% +/-16.0 (X) (X)
  With a self-care difficulty +/-11 0.0% +/-27.3 (X) (X)
  With an independent living difficulty +/-13 10.7% +/-15.1 (X) (X)

SEX

  Male +/-48 13.3% +/-8.8 3,465 +/-527
  Female +/-20 3.9% +/-3.9 2,888 +/-322

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race +/-56 8.7% +/-5.0 6,099 +/-654
    White alone +/-56 11.1% +/-6.4 4,766 +/-636
    Black or African American alone +/-11 0.0% +/-44.3 529 +/-230
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone +/-11 0.0% +/-100.0 8 +/-14
    Asian alone +/-11 0.0% +/-44.3 105 +/-109
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone +/-11 - ** 0 +/-15
    Some other race alone +/-11 0.0% +/-16.5 691 +/-477
  Two or more races +/-8 36.4% +/-57.1 254 +/-126

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-36 10.8% +/-8.4 2,619 +/-419
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) +/-41 7.9% +/-7.3 2,894 +/-760

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X) (X) (X) 8.6% (X)
  Hearing difficulty (X) (X) (X) 6.8% (X)
  Vision difficulty (X) (X) (X) 7.1% (X)
  Cognitive difficulty (X) (X) (X) 7.2% (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) (X) 7.4% (X)
  Self-care difficulty (X) (X) (X) 7.2% (X)
  Independent living difficulty (X) (X) (X) 7.6% (X)
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Subject Census Tract 8516, Kane County, Illinois Census Tract
8518.01, Kane
County, Illinois

With a disability Percent with a disability Total

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population 521 +/-219 8.2% +/-3.5 7,700

Population under 5 years 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-5.2 518
  With a hearing difficulty 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-5.2 (X)
  With a vision difficulty 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-5.2 (X)

Population 5 to 17 years 119 +/-102 7.2% +/-6.2 1,396
  With a hearing difficulty 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-1.7 (X)
  With a vision difficulty 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-1.7 (X)
  With a cognitive difficulty 119 +/-102 7.2% +/-6.2 (X)
  With an ambulatory difficulty 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-1.7 (X)
  With a self-care difficulty 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-1.7 (X)

Population 18 to 64 years 314 +/-137 8.3% +/-3.7 5,076
  With a hearing difficulty 51 +/-43 1.3% +/-1.1 (X)
  With a vision difficulty 54 +/-69 1.4% +/-1.9 (X)
  With a cognitive difficulty 99 +/-79 2.6% +/-2.1 (X)
  With an ambulatory difficulty 76 +/-54 2.0% +/-1.4 (X)
  With a self-care difficulty 31 +/-35 0.8% +/-0.9 (X)
  With an independent living difficulty 112 +/-89 3.0% +/-2.4 (X)

Population 65 years and over 88 +/-60 21.8% +/-14.7 710
  With a hearing difficulty 17 +/-27 4.2% +/-7.0 (X)
  With a vision difficulty 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-6.6 (X)
  With a cognitive difficulty 17 +/-27 4.2% +/-7.0 (X)
  With an ambulatory difficulty 88 +/-60 21.8% +/-14.7 (X)
  With a self-care difficulty 35 +/-39 8.7% +/-9.8 (X)
  With an independent living difficulty 35 +/-39 8.7% +/-9.8 (X)

SEX

  Male 256 +/-142 7.4% +/-4.0 3,832
  Female 265 +/-128 9.2% +/-4.5 3,868

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race 507 +/-216 8.3% +/-3.6 7,664
    White alone 356 +/-159 7.5% +/-3.5 7,047
    Black or African American alone 18 +/-30 3.4% +/-5.9 144
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-96.4 0
    Asian alone 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-22.8 406
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 0 +/-15 - ** 0
    Some other race alone 133 +/-163 19.2% +/-20.8 67
  Two or more races 14 +/-24 5.5% +/-8.9 36

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 338 +/-155 12.9% +/-5.5 5,813
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 165 +/-166 5.7% +/-5.6 1,337

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X) (X) (X) (X) 4.4%
  Hearing difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) 2.0%
  Vision difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) 2.2%
  Cognitive difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) 3.3%
  Ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) 3.2%
  Self-care difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) 3.3%
  Independent living difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) 3.2%
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Subject Census Tract 8518.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total With a disability Percent with a disability

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population +/-421 650 +/-165 8.4% +/-2.1

Population under 5 years +/-151 34 +/-53 6.6% +/-9.6
  With a hearing difficulty (X) 34 +/-53 6.6% +/-9.6
  With a vision difficulty (X) 34 +/-53 6.6% +/-9.6

Population 5 to 17 years +/-229 79 +/-67 5.7% +/-4.7
  With a hearing difficulty (X) 54 +/-59 3.9% +/-4.4
  With a vision difficulty (X) 35 +/-53 2.5% +/-3.8
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) 60 +/-61 4.3% +/-4.3
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) 35 +/-53 2.5% +/-3.8
  With a self-care difficulty (X) 35 +/-53 2.5% +/-3.8

Population 18 to 64 years +/-350 283 +/-101 5.6% +/-2.0
  With a hearing difficulty (X) 99 +/-54 2.0% +/-1.1
  With a vision difficulty (X) 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-0.5
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) 103 +/-78 2.0% +/-1.5
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) 118 +/-65 2.3% +/-1.3
  With a self-care difficulty (X) 72 +/-55 1.4% +/-1.1
  With an independent living difficulty (X) 71 +/-54 1.4% +/-1.1

Population 65 years and over +/-86 254 +/-85 35.8% +/-11.5
  With a hearing difficulty (X) 60 +/-39 8.5% +/-5.6
  With a vision difficulty (X) 22 +/-28 3.1% +/-3.8
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) 75 +/-41 10.6% +/-5.5
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) 178 +/-76 25.1% +/-10.5
  With a self-care difficulty (X) 51 +/-32 7.2% +/-4.4
  With an independent living difficulty (X) 146 +/-66 20.6% +/-9.4

SEX

  Male +/-303 295 +/-104 7.7% +/-2.7
  Female +/-342 355 +/-98 9.2% +/-2.6

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race +/-421 643 +/-167 8.4% +/-2.1
    White alone +/-431 575 +/-164 8.2% +/-2.2
    Black or African American alone +/-159 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-17.3
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone +/-15 0 +/-15 - **
    Asian alone +/-92 68 +/-54 16.7% +/-10.8
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone +/-15 0 +/-15 - **
    Some other race alone +/-66 0 +/-15 0.0% +/-32.3
  Two or more races +/-38 7 +/-13 19.4% +/-35.6

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-373 454 +/-131 7.8% +/-2.3
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) +/-266 121 +/-102 9.1% +/-6.7

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 8546, Kane County, Illinois

Total With a disability Percent with a
disability

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population 3,690 +/-411 320 +/-85 8.7%

Population under 5 years 329 +/-144 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%

Population 5 to 17 years 822 +/-238 9 +/-14 1.1%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 9 +/-14 1.1%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%

Population 18 to 64 years 2,354 +/-253 274 +/-85 11.6%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 47 +/-35 2.0%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 46 +/-35 2.0%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 116 +/-59 4.9%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 164 +/-69 7.0%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 85 +/-49 3.6%
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 108 +/-66 4.6%

Population 65 years and over 185 +/-37 37 +/-36 20.0%
  With a hearing difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With a vision difficulty (X) (X) 17 +/-27 9.2%
  With a cognitive difficulty (X) (X) 17 +/-27 9.2%
  With an ambulatory difficulty (X) (X) 20 +/-23 10.8%
  With a self-care difficulty (X) (X) 0 +/-11 0.0%
  With an independent living difficulty (X) (X) 13 +/-17 7.0%

SEX

  Male 1,998 +/-346 139 +/-52 7.0%
  Female 1,692 +/-249 181 +/-69 10.7%

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race 3,496 +/-439 311 +/-85 8.9%
    White alone 2,186 +/-547 163 +/-62 7.5%
    Black or African American alone 544 +/-276 98 +/-55 18.0%
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone 0 +/-11 0 +/-11 -
    Asian alone 140 +/-82 22 +/-23 15.7%
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone 0 +/-11 0 +/-11 -
    Some other race alone 626 +/-336 28 +/-31 4.5%
  Two or more races 194 +/-147 9 +/-15 4.6%

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 791 +/-201 100 +/-52 12.6%
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 2,095 +/-490 91 +/-57 4.3%

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status 4.6% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty 3.0% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty 3.3% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty 4.2% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty 4.4% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty 4.2% (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty 5.0% (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract
8546, Kane

County, Illinois

Census Tract 8549, Kane County, Illinois

Percent with a
disability

Total With a disability

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population +/-2.6 5,104 +/-419 640 +/-225

Population under 5 years +/-8.0 472 +/-166 0 +/-15
  With a hearing difficulty +/-8.0 (X) (X) 0 +/-15
  With a vision difficulty +/-8.0 (X) (X) 0 +/-15

Population 5 to 17 years +/-1.8 868 +/-201 75 +/-62
  With a hearing difficulty +/-1.8 (X) (X) 11 +/-24
  With a vision difficulty +/-3.3 (X) (X) 0 +/-15
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-3.3 (X) (X) 51 +/-70
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-3.3 (X) (X) 0 +/-15
  With a self-care difficulty +/-3.3 (X) (X) 0 +/-15

Population 18 to 64 years +/-3.9 3,326 +/-291 414 +/-172
  With a hearing difficulty +/-1.5 (X) (X) 113 +/-104
  With a vision difficulty +/-1.5 (X) (X) 48 +/-56
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-2.5 (X) (X) 210 +/-108
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-3.0 (X) (X) 260 +/-129
  With a self-care difficulty +/-2.1 (X) (X) 76 +/-68
  With an independent living difficulty +/-2.9 (X) (X) 79 +/-69

Population 65 years and over +/-18.0 438 +/-95 151 +/-57
  With a hearing difficulty +/-13.8 (X) (X) 48 +/-34
  With a vision difficulty +/-13.8 (X) (X) 25 +/-18
  With a cognitive difficulty +/-13.8 (X) (X) 17 +/-21
  With an ambulatory difficulty +/-13.8 (X) (X) 104 +/-50
  With a self-care difficulty +/-13.8 (X) (X) 22 +/-23
  With an independent living difficulty +/-9.9 (X) (X) 44 +/-41

SEX

  Male +/-2.9 2,616 +/-269 231 +/-118
  Female +/-4.2 2,488 +/-279 409 +/-148

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race +/-2.7 5,004 +/-434 640 +/-225
    White alone +/-3.2 3,688 +/-489 386 +/-135
    Black or African American alone +/-13.2 748 +/-343 187 +/-163
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone ** 137 +/-114 0 +/-15
    Asian alone +/-12.8 207 +/-209 41 +/-43
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone ** 0 +/-15 0 +/-15
    Some other race alone +/-5.3 224 +/-248 26 +/-57
  Two or more races +/-7.6 100 +/-130 0 +/-15

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-6.5 3,160 +/-383 386 +/-135
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) +/-2.9 958 +/-417 26 +/-57

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X) 7.9% (X) (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty (X) 5.5% (X) (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty (X) 5.9% (X) (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty (X) 7.0% (X) (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty (X) 7.1% (X) (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty (X) 7.2% (X) (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty (X) 7.3% (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 8549, Kane County,
Illinois

Percent with a disability

Estimate Margin of Error
Total civilian noninstitutionalized population 12.5% +/-4.3

Population under 5 years 0.0% +/-5.7
  With a hearing difficulty 0.0% +/-5.7
  With a vision difficulty 0.0% +/-5.7

Population 5 to 17 years 8.6% +/-6.9
  With a hearing difficulty 1.3% +/-2.6
  With a vision difficulty 0.0% +/-3.1
  With a cognitive difficulty 5.9% +/-8.0
  With an ambulatory difficulty 0.0% +/-3.1
  With a self-care difficulty 0.0% +/-3.1

Population 18 to 64 years 12.4% +/-5.0
  With a hearing difficulty 3.4% +/-3.1
  With a vision difficulty 1.4% +/-1.7
  With a cognitive difficulty 6.3% +/-3.1
  With an ambulatory difficulty 7.8% +/-3.8
  With a self-care difficulty 2.3% +/-2.0
  With an independent living difficulty 2.4% +/-2.0

Population 65 years and over 34.5% +/-14.0
  With a hearing difficulty 11.0% +/-7.2
  With a vision difficulty 5.7% +/-4.1
  With a cognitive difficulty 3.9% +/-4.7
  With an ambulatory difficulty 23.7% +/-12.4
  With a self-care difficulty 5.0% +/-4.9
  With an independent living difficulty 10.0% +/-10.3

SEX

  Male 8.8% +/-4.6
  Female 16.4% +/-5.7

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One Race 12.8% +/-4.4
    White alone 10.5% +/-3.9
    Black or African American alone 25.0% +/-18.0
    American Indian and Alaska Native alone 0.0% +/-18.1
    Asian alone 19.8% +/-5.4
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone - **
    Some other race alone 11.6% +/-17.9
  Two or more races 0.0% +/-23.7

White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 12.2% +/-4.4
Hispanic or Latino (of any race) 2.7% +/-5.6

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Disability status (X) (X)
  Hearing difficulty (X) (X)
  Vision difficulty (X) (X)
  Cognitive difficulty (X) (X)
  Ambulatory difficulty (X) (X)
  Self-care difficulty (X) (X)
  Independent living difficulty (X) (X)

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of
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error and the estimate plus the margin of error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the
ACS estimates are subject to nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling
error is not represented in these tables.

The Census Bureau introduced a new set of disability questions in the 2008 ACS questionnaire. Accordingly, comparisons of disability data from 2008
or later with data from prior years are not recommended. For more information on these questions and their evaluation in the 2006 ACS Content Test,
see the Evaluation Report Covering Disability.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



S1101 HOUSEHOLDS AND FAMILIES

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 1,150 +/-77 519 +/-92 107
Average household size 3.70 +/-0.35 4.79 +/-0.70 4.15

FAMILIES

  Total families 826 +/-92 519 +/-92 107
  Average family size 4.54 +/-0.46 4.69 +/-0.68 3.92

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 476 +/-93 302 +/-89 43
    Under 6 years only 11.3% +/-11.6 17.9% +/-17.2 0.0%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 26.3% +/-12.4 24.2% +/-15.8 60.5%
    6 to 17 years only 62.4% +/-12.7 57.9% +/-19.4 39.5%

Total households 1,150 +/-77 519 +/-92 107
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 47.0% +/-7.0 63.6% +/-9.3 56.1%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

22.8% +/-7.0 23.7% +/-10.5 15.9%

    Householder living alone 21.7% +/-7.1 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 4.5% +/-3.7 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 1.0% +/-1.5 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 7.0% +/-4.1 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 53.0% +/-7.4 69.4% +/-11.8 65.4%
  2-or-more-unit structures 45.9% +/-7.5 30.6% +/-11.8 34.6%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 1.0% +/-1.5 0.0% +/-5.2 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 46.3% +/-8.3 70.1% +/-12.4 31.8%
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Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
  Renter-occupied housing units 53.7% +/-8.3 29.9% +/-12.4 68.2%
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Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-71 200 +/-76 324 +/-87
Average household size +/-1.12 4.54 +/-0.56 1.28 +/-0.17

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-71 200 +/-76 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-1.21 4.46 +/-0.54 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-46 131 +/-66 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-41.6 0.0% +/-18.8 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-57.1 19.8% +/-22.0 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-57.1 80.2% +/-22.0 (X) (X)

Total households +/-71 200 +/-76 324 +/-87
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-33.8 75.0% +/-14.5 0.0% +/-8.1

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-26.3 20.0% +/-13.9 25.3% +/-13.2

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 76.9% +/-13.8
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 16.0% +/-11.9

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-34.1 28.0% +/-16.5 38.3% +/-17.2
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-34.1 72.0% +/-16.5 58.0% +/-18.2
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-22.4 0.0% +/-12.8 3.7% +/-5.2

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-35.8 19.0% +/-15.7 29.6% +/-17.0
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-35.8 81.0% +/-15.7 70.4% +/-17.0
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Subject Census Tract 8514, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 1,741 +/-86 821 +/-120 171
Average household size 3.87 +/-0.25 4.54 +/-0.43 4.37

FAMILIES

  Total families 1,365 +/-108 821 +/-120 171
  Average family size 4.24 +/-0.24 4.46 +/-0.39 3.54

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 746 +/-94 441 +/-93 109
    Under 6 years only 23.7% +/-9.3 17.9% +/-11.5 51.4%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 23.2% +/-10.6 22.2% +/-13.4 16.5%
    6 to 17 years only 53.1% +/-11.3 59.9% +/-15.0 32.1%

Total households 1,741 +/-86 821 +/-120 171
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 50.6% +/-5.9 59.4% +/-8.5 76.6%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

18.3% +/-3.5 17.2% +/-5.6 12.3%

    Householder living alone 16.4% +/-4.2 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 5.5% +/-2.2 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 1.4% +/-1.6 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 10.3% +/-5.0 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 71.0% +/-5.4 72.0% +/-8.2 52.6%
  2-or-more-unit structures 29.0% +/-5.4 28.0% +/-8.2 47.4%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 0.0% +/-1.6 0.0% +/-3.3 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 66.3% +/-6.5 75.8% +/-8.7 34.5%
  Renter-occupied housing units 33.7% +/-6.5 24.2% +/-8.7 65.5%
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Subject Census Tract 8514, Kane County, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-73 373 +/-92 376 +/-93
Average household size +/-0.51 4.32 +/-0.55 1.76 +/-0.62

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-73 373 +/-92 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-0.44 4.07 +/-0.51 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-61 196 +/-79 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-33.3 21.4% +/-14.5 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-24.1 29.1% +/-20.5 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-27.6 49.5% +/-20.6 (X) (X)

Total households +/-73 373 +/-92 376 +/-93
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-17.2 59.0% +/-16.4 11.2% +/-10.3

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-12.5 7.5% +/-6.8 34.0% +/-13.2

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 76.1% +/-15.0
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 25.3% +/-10.7

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-18.3 65.4% +/-14.0 82.7% +/-13.2
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-18.3 34.6% +/-14.0 17.3% +/-13.2
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-14.8 0.0% +/-7.1 0.0% +/-7.0

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-19.9 41.0% +/-16.2 85.4% +/-10.4
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-19.9 59.0% +/-16.2 14.6% +/-10.4
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Subject Census Tract 8515, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 378 +/-34 141 +/-44 20
Average household size 2.87 +/-0.28 3.41 +/-0.42 3.95

FAMILIES

  Total families 219 +/-40 141 +/-44 20
  Average family size 3.55 +/-0.33 3.41 +/-0.42 2.95

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 141 +/-38 85 +/-42 20
    Under 6 years only 47.5% +/-24.9 55.3% +/-32.7 100.0%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 29.8% +/-24.1 24.7% +/-26.3 0.0%
    6 to 17 years only 22.7% +/-14.4 20.0% +/-17.8 0.0%

Total households 378 +/-34 141 +/-44 20
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 43.7% +/-10.9 60.3% +/-21.1 100.0%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

30.2% +/-11.9 22.7% +/-14.1 0.0%

    Householder living alone 29.1% +/-10.0 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 8.7% +/-6.9 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 0.0% +/-7.0 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 9.0% +/-7.7 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 32.8% +/-9.0 53.9% +/-21.4 0.0%
  2-or-more-unit structures 67.2% +/-9.0 46.1% +/-21.4 100.0%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 0.0% +/-7.0 0.0% +/-17.6 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 32.8% +/-9.7 53.9% +/-21.4 0.0%
  Renter-occupied housing units 67.2% +/-9.7 46.1% +/-21.4 100.0%

6  of 16 06/03/2016



Subject Census Tract 8515, Kane County, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-22 58 +/-44 159 +/-38
Average household size +/-0.74 4.59 +/-0.98 1.63 +/-0.49

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-22 58 +/-44 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-0.63 4.10 +/-1.29 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-22 36 +/-34 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-61.0 0.0% +/-45.5 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-61.0 58.3% +/-52.0 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-61.0 41.7% +/-52.0 (X) (X)

Total households +/-22 58 +/-44 159 +/-38
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-61.0 72.4% +/-38.7 11.3% +/-13.2

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-61.0 10.3% +/-17.0 47.8% +/-24.5

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 69.2% +/-24.4
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 20.8% +/-17.0

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-61.0 36.2% +/-39.1 17.0% +/-12.9
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-61.0 63.8% +/-39.1 83.0% +/-12.9
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-61.0 0.0% +/-35.5 0.0% +/-15.8

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-61.0 27.6% +/-38.7 20.1% +/-14.5
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-61.0 72.4% +/-38.7 79.9% +/-14.5

7  of 16 06/03/2016



Subject Census Tract 8516, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 2,200 +/-141 954 +/-168 175
Average household size 2.89 +/-0.26 3.96 +/-0.31 3.59

FAMILIES

  Total families 1,429 +/-209 954 +/-168 175
  Average family size 3.70 +/-0.30 3.93 +/-0.30 3.38

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 930 +/-182 687 +/-156 52
    Under 6 years only 14.0% +/-7.8 18.9% +/-10.2 0.0%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 23.3% +/-12.4 24.6% +/-14.4 34.6%
    6 to 17 years only 62.7% +/-13.5 56.5% +/-15.6 65.4%

Total households 2,200 +/-141 954 +/-168 175
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 46.1% +/-7.5 77.6% +/-8.6 29.7%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

32.1% +/-7.2 17.3% +/-9.5 41.1%

    Householder living alone 31.1% +/-7.8 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 11.9% +/-4.8 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 0.0% +/-1.2 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 7.7% +/-5.0 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 54.4% +/-7.8 74.6% +/-11.3 89.1%
  2-or-more-unit structures 45.6% +/-7.8 25.4% +/-11.3 10.9%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 0.0% +/-1.2 0.0% +/-2.8 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 49.1% +/-6.7 73.5% +/-11.8 50.3%
  Renter-occupied housing units 50.9% +/-6.7 26.5% +/-11.8 49.7%
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Subject Census Tract 8516, Kane County, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-104 300 +/-136 771 +/-189
Average household size +/-1.19 3.54 +/-0.99 1.15 +/-0.13

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-104 300 +/-136 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-1.08 3.19 +/-0.93 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-48 191 +/-126 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-37.8 0.0% +/-13.4 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-46.6 15.7% +/-23.9 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-46.6 84.3% +/-23.9 (X) (X)

Total households +/-104 300 +/-136 771 +/-189
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-25.2 74.0% +/-26.0 0.0% +/-3.5

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-31.3 15.3% +/-19.0 55.0% +/-12.1

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 88.7% +/-9.0
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 33.9% +/-12.2

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-17.3 52.7% +/-27.1 22.2% +/-9.7
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-17.3 47.3% +/-27.1 77.8% +/-9.7
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-14.5 0.0% +/-8.8 0.0% +/-3.5

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-31.0 39.7% +/-26.9 22.3% +/-9.7
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-31.0 60.3% +/-26.9 77.7% +/-9.7
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Subject Census Tract 8518.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 2,593 +/-142 1,583 +/-187 90
Average household size 2.97 +/-0.16 3.48 +/-0.17 3.52

FAMILIES

  Total families 1,934 +/-143 1,583 +/-187 90
  Average family size 3.38 +/-0.17 3.47 +/-0.17 2.84

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 892 +/-137 767 +/-141 50
    Under 6 years only 22.8% +/-9.2 21.9% +/-9.1 0.0%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 19.7% +/-10.7 22.9% +/-12.0 0.0%
    6 to 17 years only 57.5% +/-10.3 55.1% +/-11.9 100.0%

Total households 2,593 +/-142 1,583 +/-187 90
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 36.2% +/-4.7 49.7% +/-6.6 55.6%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

31.2% +/-4.4 26.5% +/-5.9 44.4%

    Householder living alone 20.4% +/-5.3 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 6.4% +/-2.8 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 0.0% +/-1.1 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 4.9% +/-3.2 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 90.5% +/-4.0 97.0% +/-3.3 27.8%
  2-or-more-unit structures 8.9% +/-3.8 3.0% +/-3.3 72.2%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 0.6% +/-1.0 0.0% +/-1.7 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 88.0% +/-4.8 93.6% +/-4.2 33.3%
  Renter-occupied housing units 12.0% +/-4.8 6.4% +/-4.2 66.7%
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Subject Census Tract 8518.01, Kane County, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-71 261 +/-115 659 +/-148
Average household size +/-0.97 3.82 +/-0.86 1.32 +/-0.26

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-71 261 +/-115 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-0.35 2.99 +/-0.84 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-58 75 +/-67 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-38.6 46.7% +/-52.1 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-38.6 0.0% +/-29.8 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-38.6 53.3% +/-52.1 (X) (X)

Total households +/-71 261 +/-115 659 +/-148
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-38.3 38.7% +/-22.1 0.0% +/-4.1

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-38.3 52.1% +/-19.3 32.2% +/-11.5

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 80.4% +/-14.1
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 25.3% +/-10.9

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-32.1 100.0% +/-10.0 79.7% +/-10.2
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-32.1 0.0% +/-10.0 18.1% +/-9.7
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-25.9 0.0% +/-10.0 2.3% +/-3.6

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-35.5 95.8% +/-8.0 79.1% +/-12.4
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-35.5 4.2% +/-8.0 20.9% +/-12.4
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Subject Census Tract 8546, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 1,293 +/-92 463 +/-108 69
Average household size 2.84 +/-0.32 3.82 +/-0.63 4.67

FAMILIES

  Total families 775 +/-94 463 +/-108 69
  Average family size 3.64 +/-0.40 3.77 +/-0.62 3.17

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 529 +/-91 320 +/-96 49
    Under 6 years only 23.4% +/-14.5 12.8% +/-14.9 85.7%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 13.6% +/-9.6 13.1% +/-13.5 0.0%
    6 to 17 years only 62.9% +/-15.8 74.1% +/-18.8 14.3%

Total households 1,293 +/-92 463 +/-108 69
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 45.0% +/-6.3 72.4% +/-9.8 85.5%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

23.1% +/-5.4 16.0% +/-7.5 13.0%

    Householder living alone 35.2% +/-6.8 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 7.3% +/-4.2 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 0.0% +/-2.1 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 9.9% +/-5.4 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 44.5% +/-7.6 74.9% +/-12.3 58.0%
  2-or-more-unit structures 55.5% +/-7.6 25.1% +/-12.3 42.0%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 0.0% +/-2.1 0.0% +/-5.8 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 36.7% +/-7.8 59.2% +/-13.5 27.5%
  Renter-occupied housing units 63.3% +/-7.8 40.8% +/-13.5 72.5%
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Subject Census Tract 8546, Kane County, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-42 243 +/-94 518 +/-112
Average household size +/-1.44 4.09 +/-0.42 1.14 +/-0.09

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-42 243 +/-94 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-0.52 3.54 +/-0.45 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-43 160 +/-80 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-27.4 25.6% +/-28.5 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-39.0 18.8% +/-18.2 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-27.4 55.6% +/-28.0 (X) (X)

Total households +/-42 243 +/-94 518 +/-112
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-27.3 77.4% +/-16.3 0.0% +/-5.2

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-19.5 18.1% +/-12.5 33.2% +/-11.6

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 87.8% +/-7.6
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 18.1% +/-10.0

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-32.5 30.5% +/-16.9 22.2% +/-9.4
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-32.5 69.5% +/-16.9 77.8% +/-9.4
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-31.7 0.0% +/-10.7 0.0% +/-5.2

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-33.5 29.6% +/-22.6 21.0% +/-9.2
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-33.5 70.4% +/-22.6 79.0% +/-9.2
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Subject Census Tract 8549, Kane County, Illinois

Total Married-couple family household Male
householder, no

wife present,
family household

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Total households 1,936 +/-96 860 +/-132 72
Average household size 2.63 +/-0.17 3.40 +/-0.31 3.58

FAMILIES

  Total families 1,245 +/-139 860 +/-132 72
  Average family size 3.23 +/-0.24 3.40 +/-0.31 2.17

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years 678 +/-122 356 +/-95 57
    Under 6 years only 26.8% +/-12.1 13.8% +/-11.8 50.9%
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years 15.8% +/-8.7 27.2% +/-14.9 0.0%
    6 to 17 years only 57.4% +/-11.9 59.0% +/-12.5 49.1%

Total households 1,936 +/-96 860 +/-132 72
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years 37.9% +/-6.1 44.1% +/-8.7 86.1%

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

25.6% +/-4.8 34.8% +/-9.0 0.0%

    Householder living alone 28.0% +/-5.7 (X) (X) (X)
      65 years and over 5.1% +/-2.3 (X) (X) (X)

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex 0.0% +/-1.4 (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex 8.0% +/-3.3 (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures 66.2% +/-6.0 83.7% +/-10.0 90.3%
  2-or-more-unit structures 31.1% +/-5.9 15.3% +/-9.9 9.7%
  Mobile homes and all other types of units 2.7% +/-2.4 0.9% +/-1.6 0.0%

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units 58.9% +/-6.7 81.2% +/-10.7 51.4%
  Renter-occupied housing units 41.1% +/-6.7 18.8% +/-10.7 48.6%
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Subject Census Tract 8549, Kane County, Illinois
Male

householder, no
wife present,

family household

Female householder, no husband
present, family household

Nonfamily household

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Total households +/-53 313 +/-112 691 +/-114
Average household size +/-0.65 3.23 +/-0.44 1.31 +/-0.16

FAMILIES

  Total families +/-53 313 +/-112 (X) (X)
  Average family size +/-0.25 3.02 +/-0.43 (X) (X)

AGE OF OWN CHILDREN

  Households with own children under 18 years +/-55 265 +/-108 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years only +/-50.9 39.2% +/-22.3 (X) (X)
    Under 6 years and 6 to 17 years +/-35.9 3.8% +/-6.0 (X) (X)
    6 to 17 years only +/-50.9 57.0% +/-22.2 (X) (X)

Total households +/-53 313 +/-112 691 +/-114
  SELECTED HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE

    Households with one or more people under 18 years +/-25.9 93.6% +/-7.0 0.0% +/-3.9

    Households with one or more people 60 years and
over

+/-30.7 15.3% +/-10.6 21.6% +/-8.6

    Householder living alone (X) (X) (X) 78.4% +/-9.7
      65 years and over (X) (X) (X) 14.2% +/-6.8

UNMARRIED-PARTNER HOUSEHOLDS

  Same sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
  Opposite sex (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)

UNITS IN STRUCTURE

  1-unit structures +/-19.1 42.2% +/-19.7 52.7% +/-12.1
  2-or-more-unit structures +/-19.1 57.8% +/-19.7 41.0% +/-11.7
  Mobile homes and all other types of units +/-30.7 0.0% +/-8.4 6.4% +/-6.6

HOUSING TENURE

  Owner-occupied housing units +/-37.7 29.4% +/-16.8 45.3% +/-12.5
  Renter-occupied housing units +/-37.7 70.6% +/-16.8 54.7% +/-12.5

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

Average family size is derived by dividing the number of related people in households by the number of family households.

Housing unit weight is used throughout this table (only exception is the average household and family size cells).

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
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Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



S2301 EMPLOYMENT STATUS

2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.

Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total In labor force Employed

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Population 16 years and over 3,057 +/-305 77.3% +/-4.8 65.9%
AGE

  16 to 19 years 198 +/-99 29.8% +/-24.6 15.2%
  20 to 24 years 486 +/-132 86.8% +/-11.1 62.1%
  25 to 44 years 1,245 +/-256 92.7% +/-5.0 84.2%
  45 to 54 years 564 +/-145 85.3% +/-10.1 75.2%
  55 to 64 years 370 +/-137 66.8% +/-14.2 57.0%
  65 to 74 years 138 +/-69 0.0% +/-18.0 0.0%
  75 years and over 56 +/-43 0.0% +/-36.3 0.0%

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One race 3,012 +/-313 77.3% +/-4.8 66.3%
    White 1,996 +/-382 75.4% +/-5.6 67.7%
    Black or African American 158 +/-104 89.2% +/-13.4 64.6%
    American Indian and Alaska Native 35 +/-39 100.0% +/-46.1 34.3%
    Asian 96 +/-69 77.1% +/-35.1 77.1%
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander 0 +/-11 - ** -
    Some other race 727 +/-321 79.1% +/-10.5 63.0%
  Two or more races 45 +/-40 75.6% +/-32.4 37.8%

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 2,091 +/-316 77.5% +/-5.6 65.8%
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 625 +/-162 70.6% +/-10.8 62.9%

Population 20 to 64 years 2,665 +/-296 86.5% +/-3.9 74.5%
  SEX

    Male 1,340 +/-201 96.0% +/-3.2 86.3%
    Female 1,325 +/-139 76.8% +/-6.9 62.5%
      With own children under 6 years 324 +/-108 76.2% +/-18.2 51.2%

POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS

  Below poverty level 328 +/-110 87.2% +/-11.0 56.4%

DISABILITY STATUS

  With any disability 208 +/-122 75.5% +/-15.5 58.2%
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Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois

Total In labor force Employed

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

  Population 25 to 64 years 2,179 +/-261 86.4% +/-4.5 77.2%
    Less than high school graduate 678 +/-238 85.1% +/-6.3 74.5%
    High school graduate (includes equivalency) 619 +/-220 88.0% +/-9.1 82.1%
    Some college or associate's degree 523 +/-154 76.7% +/-11.8 66.3%
    Bachelor's degree or higher 359 +/-114 100.0% +/-7.4 90.0%

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Employment status for population 16 years and over 6.1% (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract 8513.01, Kane County, Illinois Census Tract 8546, Kane County,
Illinois

Employed Unemployment rate Total

Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error
Population 16 years and over +/-5.4 14.7% +/-4.8 2,604 +/-249
AGE

  16 to 19 years +/-13.4 49.2% +/-26.7 252 +/-97
  20 to 24 years +/-12.5 28.4% +/-10.0 336 +/-135
  25 to 44 years +/-5.8 9.2% +/-5.9 1,063 +/-164
  45 to 54 years +/-12.7 11.9% +/-11.2 493 +/-143
  55 to 64 years +/-13.2 14.6% +/-14.0 275 +/-84
  65 to 74 years +/-18.0 - ** 110 +/-48
  75 years and over +/-36.3 - ** 75 +/-50

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One race +/-5.5 14.2% +/-5.0 2,509 +/-262
    White +/-6.8 10.1% +/-5.9 1,577 +/-335
    Black or African American +/-21.8 27.7% +/-18.2 381 +/-165
    American Indian and Alaska Native +/-56.9 65.7% +/-56.9 1 +/-2
    Asian +/-35.1 0.0% +/-30.1 99 +/-51
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander ** - ** 0 +/-11
    Some other race +/-14.1 20.3% +/-13.3 451 +/-225
  Two or more races +/-40.4 50.0% +/-50.0 95 +/-67

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) +/-6.9 15.1% +/-6.2 1,362 +/-298
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-11.6 10.9% +/-8.7 707 +/-155

Population 20 to 64 years +/-4.7 13.8% +/-4.5 2,167 +/-233
  SEX

    Male +/-6.2 10.1% +/-5.2 1,196 +/-172
    Female +/-8.7 18.6% +/-9.1 971 +/-131
      With own children under 6 years +/-15.3 32.8% +/-20.6 187 +/-97

POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS

  Below poverty level +/-20.7 35.3% +/-20.8 576 +/-259

DISABILITY STATUS

  With any disability +/-25.9 22.9% +/-25.1 274 +/-85

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

  Population 25 to 64 years +/-4.9 10.6% +/-4.9 1,831 +/-193
    Less than high school graduate +/-9.9 12.5% +/-9.4 578 +/-181
    High school graduate (includes equivalency) +/-11.7 6.8% +/-8.0 430 +/-133
    Some college or associate's degree +/-12.4 13.5% +/-13.0 436 +/-141
    Bachelor's degree or higher +/-10.2 10.0% +/-10.2 387 +/-154

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Employment status for population 16 years and over (X) (X) (X) 4.8% (X)
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Subject Census Tract 8546, Kane County, Illinois

In labor force Employed Unemployment
rate

Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error Estimate
Population 16 years and over 70.5% +/-6.7 62.5% +/-8.9 11.4%
AGE

  16 to 19 years 15.5% +/-18.9 15.1% +/-19.4 2.6%
  20 to 24 years 69.9% +/-15.7 69.9% +/-15.7 0.0%
  25 to 44 years 90.2% +/-7.3 77.9% +/-12.4 13.7%
  45 to 54 years 75.7% +/-12.7 64.3% +/-14.7 15.0%
  55 to 64 years 57.8% +/-16.8 55.6% +/-17.0 3.8%
  65 to 74 years 33.6% +/-27.5 20.0% +/-19.6 40.5%
  75 years and over 45.3% +/-41.3 45.3% +/-41.3 0.0%

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One race 71.0% +/-7.0 62.9% +/-9.4 11.5%
    White 68.4% +/-9.6 59.9% +/-12.9 12.4%
    Black or African American 73.2% +/-15.1 65.4% +/-19.0 10.8%
    American Indian and Alaska Native 0.0% +/-100.0 0.0% +/-100.0 -
    Asian 64.6% +/-25.8 47.5% +/-23.7 26.6%
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander - ** - ** -
    Some other race 79.8% +/-11.7 74.5% +/-13.9 6.7%
  Two or more races 56.8% +/-25.1 52.6% +/-25.1 7.4%

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) 69.8% +/-9.7 63.9% +/-13.8 8.5%
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino 73.4% +/-7.9 62.5% +/-11.4 14.8%

Population 20 to 64 years 79.6% +/-6.9 70.7% +/-9.7 11.2%
  SEX

    Male 86.3% +/-8.4 71.7% +/-12.9 17.0%
    Female 71.5% +/-10.0 69.6% +/-9.7 2.6%
      With own children under 6 years 63.6% +/-26.6 63.6% +/-26.6 0.0%

POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS

  Below poverty level 59.2% +/-14.4 42.9% +/-18.5 27.6%

DISABILITY STATUS

  With any disability 58.0% +/-17.8 44.9% +/-17.1 22.6%

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

  Population 25 to 64 years 81.4% +/-7.2 70.9% +/-10.4 12.9%
    Less than high school graduate 60.2% +/-18.6 55.9% +/-19.0 7.2%
    High school graduate (includes equivalency) 91.4% +/-7.4 72.1% +/-16.3 21.1%
    Some college or associate's degree 86.5% +/-10.9 68.8% +/-16.3 20.4%
    Bachelor's degree or higher 96.4% +/-4.3 94.3% +/-5.4 2.1%

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Employment status for population 16 years and over (X) (X) (X) (X) (X)
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Subject Census Tract
8546, Kane

County, Illinois
Unemployment

rate
Margin of Error

Population 16 years and over +/-6.0
AGE

  16 to 19 years +/-12.8
  20 to 24 years +/-11.0
  25 to 44 years +/-8.5
  45 to 54 years +/-11.0
  55 to 64 years +/-6.0
  65 to 74 years +/-42.5
  75 years and over +/-46.8

RACE AND HISPANIC OR LATINO ORIGIN

  One race +/-6.2
    White +/-8.1
    Black or African American +/-15.1
    American Indian and Alaska Native **
    Asian +/-34.0
    Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander **
    Some other race +/-8.1
  Two or more races +/-15.6

Hispanic or Latino origin (of any race) +/-7.9
White alone, not Hispanic or Latino +/-10.8

Population 20 to 64 years +/-5.9
  SEX

    Male +/-9.4
    Female +/-2.7
      With own children under 6 years +/-20.5

POVERTY STATUS IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS

  Below poverty level +/-17.0

DISABILITY STATUS

  With any disability +/-21.4

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

  Population 25 to 64 years +/-6.8
    Less than high school graduate +/-7.9
    High school graduate (includes equivalency) +/-14.8
    Some college or associate's degree +/-14.8
    Bachelor's degree or higher +/-3.7

PERCENT IMPUTED

  Employment status for population 16 years and over (X)

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.
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Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.



error and the estimate plus the margin of error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the
ACS estimates are subject to nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling
error is not represented in these tables.

The Census Bureau introduced a new set of disability questions in the 2008 ACS questionnaire. Accordingly, comparisons of disability data from 2008
or later with data from prior years are not recommended. For more information on these questions and their evaluation in the 2006 ACS Content Test,
see the Evaluation Report Covering Disability.

While the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) data generally reflect the February 2013 Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
definitions of metropolitan and micropolitan statistical areas; in certain instances the names, codes, and boundaries of the principal cities shown in
ACS tables may differ from the OMB definitions due to differences in the effective dates of the geographic entities.

Estimates of urban and rural population, housing units, and characteristics reflect boundaries of urban areas defined based on Census 2010 data. As
a result, data for urban and rural areas from the ACS do not necessarily reflect the results of ongoing urbanization.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2010-2014 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Explanation of Symbols:

    1.  An '**' entry in the margin of error column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to
compute a standard error and thus the margin of error. A statistical test is not appropriate.
    2.  An '-' entry in the estimate column indicates that either no sample observations or too few sample observations were available to compute an
estimate, or a ratio of medians cannot be calculated because one or both of the median estimates falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an
open-ended distribution.
    3.  An '-' following a median estimate means the median falls in the lowest interval of an open-ended distribution.
    4.  An '+' following a median estimate means the median falls in the upper interval of an open-ended distribution.
    5.  An '***' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the median falls in the lowest interval or upper interval of an open-ended distribution. A
statistical test is not appropriate.
    6.  An '*****' entry in the margin of error column indicates that the estimate is controlled. A statistical test for sampling variability is not appropriate.
    7.  An 'N' entry in the estimate and margin of error columns indicates that data for this geographic area cannot be displayed because the number of
sample cases is too small.
    8.  An '(X)' means that the estimate is not applicable or not available.
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Metra
Fox River Bridge Replacement and Track Addition Project

Cultural Resources Inadvertent Discovery Plan

Inadvertent Discoveries: Archaeological Deposits

During construction of the Fox River Bridge Replacement and Track Addition Project (Project), if
unanticipated archaeological artifacts, structural remains or other features are encountered, the
Metra construction supervisor will stop ground-disturbing work in the area of the find, will
temporarily fence the area for protection, and will notify the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
and the Illinois Historic Preservation Agency (IHPA) of the discovery. Upon consultation with the
FTA and the IHPA, Metra will retain a professional archaeologist who meets federal qualifications
(36 CFR Part 61; 48 Fed. Reg. 44716 (1983)) to examine the discovery. The archaeological
consultant will make recommendations to the FTA and the IHPA regarding further action.

If the consulting archaeologist recommends resuming project construction work and the FTA and
the IHPA agree, then construction may proceed immediately. If the archaeological consultant
recommends that further investigation is necessary, then the FTA and the IHPA will collaborate
with the archaeological consultant to determine steps to be taken to evaluate the discovery and
determine whether the archaeological deposits encountered are eligible for the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP). If the archaeological consultant recommends that the archaeological
remains are not eligible for the NRHP, and the FTA and the IHPA agree, construction work for the
project may proceed immediately. If the archaeological consultant recommends that the
archaeological remains are eligible for the NRHP, and the FTA and the IHPA agree, the FTA and
the archaeological consultant, in consultation with the IHPA, will promptly develop a data
recovery plan to mitigate the effect of the project on the archaeological deposits.

The FTA will ensure that the data recovery plan is executed. When the archaeological consultant
believes that the fieldwork effort has successfully carried out the mitigation plan, they will consult
with the FTA and the IHPA. If the FTA and the IHPA agree that the mitigation plan has been
successfully completed, construction will be allowed to resume immediately.

Once archaeological fieldwork is complete, the archaeological consultant will prepare a report that
describes the data recovery methodology, the results of the fieldwork, and the analysis of the data
recovered. A draft report will be prepared on a schedule agreed upon by the FTA and the IHPA.
The FTA and the IHPA will review the draft and provide comments. Once the archaeological
consultant has received and addressed the comments, a final report will be completed on a
schedule agreed upon by the FTA, the IHPA and the archaeological consultant. At a minimum, the
archaeological consultant will provide a copy of the final report to the FTA and to the IHPA.

In consultation with the IHPA, the FTA will arrange for curation of all archaeological materials
recovered, and all records created during the fieldwork.
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Inadvertent Discoveries: Human Remains

In the State of Illinois, the treatment of inadvertent discoveries of human remains is guided by the
Human Skeletal Remains Act (20 ILCS 3440).

During Project construction activities, if human remains are encountered, the Metra construction
supervisor shall immediately stop work, cordon off, and protect the area. Metra shall then
immediately notify the Kane County coroner, the FTA, and the IHPA. The coroner will determine
whether the remains are a crime scene. If so, the coroner will maintain jurisdiction and determine
the appropriate steps. If not, jurisdiction will be transferred to the IHPA and the IHPA will, in
consultation with the FTA, determine the appropriate steps to be taken.

If it is determined that human remains are to be disinterred, disinterment will occur either under
the authority of the coroner, or through consultation with the IHPA. Any disinterment will be
conducted by an archaeologist experienced in disinterring human remains. Disinterred human
remains will also be examined by a physical anthropologist. The physical anthropologist will
create an inventory of the skeletal elements, and to the extent possible, determine the number of
individuals represented, the age, sex and ethnicity of the individuals, as well as estimate the stature
of individuals, record pathologies and any other pertinent information. No invasive or destructive
analysis will be undertaken.

If the physical anthropologist, in consultation with the IHPA, can reasonably determine that it is
likely that the remains are Native American, the FTA shall, in consultation with the IHPA, notify
the appropriate tribal groups. Disposition of disinterred human remains determined to be Native
American, and any associated funerary objects, shall be determined pursuant to applicable state
and federal law through consultation among the tribes, the FTA, and the IHPA. Disposition of
human remains that are determined to not be Native American shall be determined by the FTA in
consultation with the IHPA.

###
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