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The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
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Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
on October 27, 2009. ;
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Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project website with attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO. Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Email:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www.transitchicago.com/YellowEIS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA
(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTA TTY: 312-836-4949
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The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
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The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the

issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
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Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
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Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project website with attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO. Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Email:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www.transitchicago.com/YellowEIS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA
(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTATTY: 312-836-4949 '
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The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
preparation process. Please PRINT.
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Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
on October 27, 2009.
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YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www transitchicago.com/YellowElS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA
(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
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My name is Lisa Lipin. I reside at 4535 Davis St. Skokie IL 60076.
My contact number is 847-804-7000.

I am the parent of a Niles North student and also an Old Orchard Jr. High
student. I am also the PTA President at Old Orchard Jr. High.

Thank you for the opportunity to address the CTA this evening about my
concerns with the Locally Preferred Alternative for the yellow line extension
that was approved at the CTA’s meeting on August 12, 2009.

I believe that the LPA is a dangerous and unwise proposition for our
community. I would like to know who the Locals are that Prefer this plan? I,
like many others in the room tonight, didn't know that the CTA had approved
the LPA until after the fact. I would have liked to have been part of the
process but had no idea that meetings had been ongoing over the past couple
of years on the issue. I think that the CTA and Village of Skokie should have
sent letters home to all Skokie residents about the plan to extend the yellow
line and the process involved in determining the LPA. Many are here tonight
because of an extensive community outreach effort made by neighbors,
friends and through schools PTA’s. Most people that I approached to tell
them about the CTA's plan were completely unaware.

The "Locally Preferred Alternative” infringes upon Niles North High
School’s property by actually running on the property and terminating smack
in the middle of the Niles North High School parking lot that is used by
students where a bus depot and parking structure would be built to
accommodate transit users and students.

District 68 PTA's along with the Niles North PTA feel that it is dangerous
to have a parking lot that is to be shared by high school students and transit
users at large. It is not a matter of speculation that some of the CTA
patrons will be involved in the legal system; as part of the plan is to run
buses from this stop to the Cook County Court House on Old Orchard Rd. In
2008, 1,581 Felony cases and 8,647 Misdemeanor cases were heard at the
Cook County Court House in Skokie.



The Illinois Criminal Code prohibits Registered Sex Offenders from coming
within 500 feet of a school, as well as a park. (Lawler Park is directly across
the street from Niles North) The LPA will put a bus depot/parking lot on
Niles North property which will violate this 500 feet limit if any of the
transit users are registered sex offenders. If Illinois lawmakers felt the
need fo enact such a law, I want the CTA to abide by this law to ensure the
safety of our students from the potential threat of sexual predators.

The LPA also raises concern as to the environmental impact on the high
school. As proposed, the project is going to have a noise impact on the school
which will prove disruptive for students, it's going to have a property impact
by disrupting or making the school move some of it's facilities (including
electrical, sports and theatre facilities) and it's going to create added
pollution from buses and traffic brought to the school property.

The safety of our children is of the utmost importance!l If the CTA
continues to move forward with the proposed extension by using the "locally
preferred alternative" the health and welfare of our children will be put in
Jjeopardy.

Everyone that I have spoken with thinks the current LPA is a really bad
ideall My hope is that after listening to the public’'s opposition to the LPA
tonight that the CTA will go back to the drawing board and come up with an
alternative that meets the transportation needs for the 21st century yet
does not put the safety of our kids at risk,. We need an alternative that
would be in the best interest of all Skokie residents, especially our children
who represent the future of Skokie.

Thank you for allowing me time to voice my concerns.



1581 Cases

2008 Felony Cases Cook County Court
District Two - Old Orchard Road




Felonies include:
Murder

Arson
Battery

Sexual assault

Sexual abuse

Kidnapping

False imprisonment

Felony Drugs
Burglary

Child Pornography
Robbery



8647 Cases

2008 Misdemeanor Cases Cook County Court
District Two - Old Orchard Road




Misdemeanors include:

Domestic Violence
Gang Loitering
Battery

Sexual assault

Sexual abuse

Indecent Exposure
Misdemeanor Drugs
Thett

Vandalism

Alcohol possession
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around school property, other than the offender's

residence.

(6) "School official" means the principal, a
teacher, or any other certified employee of the school,
the superintendent of schools or a member of the school
board.

(c=5) For the purposes of this Section, the 500 feet
distance shall be measured from the edge of the property of
the school building or the real property comprising the school
that is closest to the edge of the property of the child sex
offender's residence or where he or she is loitering.

(d) Sentence. A person who violates this Section is guilty
of a Class 4 felony.

(Source: P.A. 94-158, eff. 7-11-05; 94-164, eff. 1-1-06;
94-170, eff. 7-11-05; 95-819, eff. 1-1-09.)

(Text of Section from P.A. 95-876)
<:§§?:) Sec. 11-9.3. [Presence within school zone by child sex
offénders prohibited.

(a) It is unlawful for a child sex offender to knowingly
be present in any school building, on real property comprising
any school, or in any conveyance owned, leased, or contracted
by a school to transport students to or from school or a
school related activity when persons under the age of 18 are
present in the building, on the grounds or in the conveyance,
unless the offender is a parent or guardian of a student
attending the school and the parent or guardian is: (i)
attending a conference at the school with school personnel to
discuss the progress of his or her child academically or
socially, (ii) participating in child review conferences in
which evaluation and placement decisions may be made with
respect to his or her child regarding special education
services, or (iii) attending conferences to discuss other
student issues concerning his or her child such as retention
and promotion and notifies the principal of the school of his
or her presence at the school or unless the offender has
permission to be present from the superintendent or the school
board or in the case of a private school from the principal.
In the case of a public school, if permission is granted, the
superintendent or school board president must inform the
principal of the school where the sex offender will be
present. Notification includes the nature of the sex
offender's visit and the hours in which the sex offender will
be present in the school. The sex offender is responsible for
notifying the principal's office when he or she arrives on
school property and when he or she departs from school
property. If the sex offender is to be present in the vicinity
of children, the sex offender has the duty to remain under the
direct supervision of a school official. A child sex offender
who violates this provision is guilty of a Class 4 felony.

(a=5) It is unlawful for a child sex offender to knowingly
be present within 100 feet of a site posted as a pick- up or
discharge stop for a conveyance owned, leased, or contracted
by a school to transport students to or from school or a
school related activity when one or more persons under the age
of 18 are present at the site.

(b) It is unlawful for a child sex offender to know1nqu
loiter within 500 feet of a school building or real proug;;y
comprising any school while persons under the a age of 18 are
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present in the building or on the grounds, unless the offender
is a parent or guardian of a student attending the school and

the parent or guardian is: (i) attending a conference at the
school with school persconnel to discuss the progress of his or
her child academically or socially, (ii) participating in

child review conferences in which evaluation and placement
decisions may be made with respect to his or her child
regarding special education services, or (iii) attending
conferences to discuss other student issues concerning his or
her child such as retention and promotion and notifies the
principal of the school of his or her presence at the school
or has permission to be present from the superintendent or the
school board or in the case of a private school from the
principal. In the case of a public school, if permission is
granted, the superintendent or school board president must
inform the principal of the school where the sex offender will
be present. Notification includes the nature of the sex
offender's visit and the hours in which the sex offender will
be present in the school. The sex offender is responsible for
notifying the principal's office when he or she arrives on
school property and when he or she departs from school
property. If the sex offender is to be present in the vicinity
of children, the sex offender has the duty to remain under the
direct supervision of a school official. A child sex offender
who violates this provision is guilty of a Class 4 felony.
(b=5) It is unlawful for a child sex offender to knowingly
reside within 500 feet of a school building or the real
property comprising any school that persons under the age of
18 attend. Nothing in this subsection (b-5) prohibits a child
sex offender from residing within 500 feet of a school
building or the real property comprising any school that
persons under 18 attend if the property is owned by the child
sex offender and was purchased before the effective date of
this amendatory Act of the 91st General Assembly.
(c) Definitions. In this Section:
(1) "Child sex offender" means any person who:
(i) has been charged under Illinois law, or any
substantially similar federal law or law of another
state, with a sex offense set forth in paragraph (2)
of this subsection (c) or the attempt to commit an
included sex offense, and:
(A) is convicted of such offense or an
attempt to commit such offense; or
(B) is found not guilty by reason of
insanity of such offense or an attempt to commit
such offense; or
(C) is found not guilty by reason of
insanity pursuant to subsection (c) of Section
104-25 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 1963
of such offense or an attempt to commit such
offense; or
(D) is the subject of a finding not
resulting in an acquittal at a hearing conducted
pursuant to subsection (a) of Section 104-25 of
the Code of Criminal Procedure of 1963 for the
alleged commission or attempted commission of such
offense; or
(E) is found not guilty by reason of

insanity following a hearing conducted pursuant to

httn-//iloa.cov/lepislation/iles/iles4 . asn?DocName=072000050H Art%%2F+11 & ActTD=1R7A Q/21/7009Q
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a federal law or the law of another state

substantially similar to subsection (c) of Section

104-25 of the Code of Criminal Procedure of 1963

of such offense or of the attempted commission of

such offense; or
(F) is the subject of a finding not

resulting in an acquittal at a hearing conducted

pursuant to a federal law or the law of another

state substantially similar to subsection (a) of

Section 104-25 of the Code of Criminal Procedure

of 1963 for the alleged violation or attempted

commission of such offense; or

(ii) is certified as a sexually dangerous person
pursuant to the Illincis Sexually Dangerous Persons
Act, or any substantially similar federal law or the
law of another state, when any conduct giving rise to
such certification is committed or attempted against a
person less than 18 years of age; or

(iii) is subject to the provisions of Section 2
of the Interstate Agreements on Sexually Dangerous
Persons Act.

Convictions that result from or are connected with
the same act, or result from offenses committed at the
same time, shall be counted for the purpose of this
Section as one conviction. Any conviction set aside
pursuant to law is not a conviction for purposes of this
Section.

(2) Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (2.5),
"sex offense" means:

(i) A violation of any of the following Sections
of the Criminal Code of 1961: 10-7 (aiding and
abetting child abduction under Section 10-5(b) (10) ),
10-5(b) (10) {child luring), 11-6 (indecent
solicitation of a child), 11-6.5 (indecent
solicitation of an adult), 11-9 (public indecency when
committed in a school, on the real property comprising
a school, or on a conveyance, owned, leased, or
contracted by a school to transport students to or
from school or a school related activity), 11-9.1
(sexual exploitation of a child), 11-15.1 (soliciting
for a juvenile prostitute), 11-17.1 (keeping a place
of Jjuvenile prostitution), 11-18.1 (patronizing a
juvenile prostitute), 11-19.1 (juvenile pimping),
11-19.2 (exploitation of a <child), 11-20.1 (child
pornography), 11-20.3 (aggravated child pornography),
11-21 (harmful material), 12-14.1 (predatory criminal
sexual assault of a child), 12-33 (ritualized abuse of
a child), 11-20 (obscenity) (when that offense was
committed in any school, on real property comprising
any school, in any conveyance owned, leased, or
contracted by a school to transport students to or
from school or a school related activity). An attempt
to commit any of these offenses.

(ii) A violation of any of the following

Sections of the Criminal Code of 1961, when the wvictim
is a person under 18 years of age: 12-13 (criminal
sexual assault), 12-14 (aggravated criminal sexual
assault), 12-15 (criminal sexual abuse), 12-16
(aggravated criminal sexual abuse). An attempt to

http://ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs4.asn?DocName=072000050H A 04 F+118 A ~IN=1874
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720 ILCS 5/ Criminal Code of 1961. Page 13 of 61

commit any of these offenses.

(iii) A violation of any of the following
Sections of the Criminal Code of 1961, when the victim
is a person under 18 years of age and the defendant is
not a parent of the victim:

10-1 (kidnapping),

10-2 (aggravated kidnapping),

10-3 (unlawful restraint),

10-3.1 (aggravated unlawful restraint).

An attempt to commit any of these offenses.

(iv) A violation of any former law of this State
substantially equivalent to any offense listed in
clause (2) (i) of subsection (c) of this Section.

(2.5) For the purposes of subsection (b-5) only, a
sex offense means:

(1) A violation of any of the following Sections
of the Criminal Code of 1961:

10-5(b) (10) (child luring), 10-7 (aiding and

abetting child abduction under Section 10-5(b)

(10)), 11-6 (indecent solicitation of a child),
11-6.5 (indecent solicitation of an adult),
11-15.1 (soliciting for a Jjuvenile prostitute),
11-17.1 (keeping a place of juvenile

prostitution), 11-18.1 (patronizing a juvenile

prostitute), 11-19.1 (juvenile pimping), 11-19.2

(exploitation of a child), 11-20.1 (child

pornography) , 11-20.3 (aggravated child

pornography), 12-14.1 (predatory criminal sexual
assault of a child), or 12-33 (ritualized abuse of

a child). An attempt to commit any of these

offenses.

(ii) A violation of any of the following
Sections of the Criminal Code of 1961, when the victim
is a person under 18 years of age: 12-13 (criminal
sexual assault), 12-14 (aggravated criminal sexual
assault), 12-16 (aggravated criminal sexual abuse),
and subsection (a) of Section 12-15 (criminal sexual
abuse). An attempt to commit any of these offenses.

(iii) A violation of any of the following
Sections of the Criminal Code of 1961, when the victim
is a perscn under 18 years of age and the defendant is
not a parent of the victim:

10-1 (kidnapping),

10-2 (aggravated kidnapping),

10-3 (unlawful restraint),

10-3.1 (aggravated unlawful restraint).

An attempt to commit any of these offenses.

(iv) A violation of any former law of this State
substantially equivalent to any offense listed in this
paragraph (2.5) of this subsection.

(3) A conviction for an offense of federal law or

the law of another state that is substantially equivalent
to any offense listed in paragraph (2) of subsection (c)
of this Section shall constitute a conviction for the
purpose of this Article. A finding or adjudication as a
sexually dangerous person under any federal law or law of
another state that is substantially egquivalent to the
Sexually Dangerous Persons Act shall constitute an
adjudication for the purposes of this Section.

httn://ilea.eov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs4.asn?DocName=072000050HArt%2E+11&ActID=1876... 9/21/2009
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(4) "School" means a public or private pre-school,
elementary, or secondary school.
(5) "Loiter" means:

(1) Standing, sitting idly, whether or not the
perscn is in a vehicle or remaining in or around
school property.

(ii) Standing, sitting idly, whether or not the
person 1is in a vehicle or remaining in or around
school property, for the purpose of committing or
attempting to commit a sex offense.

(iii) Entering or remaining in a building in or
around school property, other than the offender's
residence.

(6) "Schocl official”" means the principal, a

teacher, or any other certified employee of the school,

the superintendent of schools or a member of the school

board.

(d) Sentence. A person who violates this Section is guilty
of a Class 4 felony.
(Source: P.A. 94-158, eff. 7-11-05; 94-164, eff. 1-1-06;
94-170, eff. 7-11-05; 95-331, eff. 8-21-07; 95-440, eff.
8-27-07; 95-640, eff. 6-1-08; 95-876, eff. 8-21-08.)

(720 ILCS 5/11-9.4)

(Text of Section from P.A. 95-819)

Sec. 11-9.4. Approaching, contacting, residing, or
communicating with a child within certain places by child sex
offenders prohibited.

(a) It is unlawful for a child sex offender to knowingly
be present in any public park building or on real property
comprising any public park when persons under the age of 18
are present in the building or on the grounds and to approach,
contact, or communicate with a child under 18 years of age,
unless the offender is a parent or guardian of a person under
18 years of age present in the building or on the grounds.

(b) It is unlawful for a child sex offender to knowingly
loiter on a public way within 500 feet of a public park
building or real property comprising any public park while
persons under the age of 18 are present in the building or on
the grounds and to approach, contact, or communicate with a
child under 18 years of age, unless the offender is a parent
or guardian of a person under 18 years of age present in the
building or on the grounds.

(b-5) It is unlawful for a child sex offender to knowingly
reside within 500 feet of a playground, child care
institution, day care center, part day child care facility, or
a facility providing programs or services exclusively directed
toward persons under 18 vyears of age. Nothing in this
subsection (b-5) prohibits a child sex offender from residing
within 500 feet of a playground or a facility providing
programs or services exclusively directed toward persons under
18 years of age if the property is owned by the child sex
offender and was purchased before the effective date of this
amendatory Act of the 91st General Assembly. Nothing in this
subsection (b-5) prohibits a child sex offender from residing
within 500 feet of a child care institution, day care center,
or part day child care facility if the property is owned by
the child sex offender and was purchased before the effective
date of this amendatory Act of the 94th General Assembly.

http://ilga.gov/legislation/ilcs/ilcs4.asp?DocName=072000050HArt%2E+11&ActID=1876... 9/21/2009



Line Extension
Connecting Dempster Station to Old Orchard Road,

VS-59
The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the

issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
preparation process. Please PRINT.

Name: AV\C[\GE& Hochaom
Organization: _{l jue OWNER Title:
Address: S foster U

City: Q&MQA;Q State: 1 & Zip: ba’]\fv
Phone: gLW Bl "@“f@ E-mail:

Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
on October 27, 2009.
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Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project website with attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO. Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Email:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www.transitchicago.com/YellowElS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA
(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTATTY: 312-836-4949



YS-60

Niles Township Federation of Teachers

LOCAL 1274 - IFT, AFT, AFL-CIO

9933 LAWLER
SKOKIE, IL 80077

847/673-1274

NTFT Position on the Proposed Yellow-line Extension

While the Niles Township Federation of Teachers is generally in favor of improvements in
public transportation, particularly those that support our community, we strongly oppose any
public transportation plan that would threaten the safety and security of our students and staff, or
disrupt our learning environment. Though we do not pretend to be experts in public
transportation, there are aspects of the supposed “locally preferred alternative™ that are cause for
concern. We insist that the needs and concerns of School District 219, its teachers, parents,
students and staff, are taken into consideration as this process moves forward, and that District
219 officials have a seat at the table along with the other governing bodies as future decisions are

made.

Steve Grossman, President
Niles Township Federation of Teachers

DEMOCRACY in EDUCATION « EDUCATION for DEMOCRACY



Line Extension
Connecting Dempster Station to Old Orchard Road

VS

The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
preparation process. Please PRINT.

Name: SHoSara A Coo /f’ﬁ: !

Organization: Title:

Address: \OD (O LAVERGNE Ave

£

City: SROKE e State: . £ - Zip: ool
rﬁ/ - g{/f ? 7 435D : , ‘
Phone: (&7 5(,, 73 -263& E-mail: ina ue(@ ool Com

Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business

on October 27, 2009.
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Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project website with attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO. Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Email:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www.transitchicago.com/YellowEIS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA
(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTA TTY: 312-836-4949



o ®
Line Extension
Connecting Dempster Station to Old Orchard Road

YS-6A

The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
preparation process. Please PRINT.

Name: ©“. K Sgi

Organization: 5S¢ | f \ Title:
address:_b 214w Keating  Auc
City: _CHi/ NG State: T L Zio:_bp by b

Phone: 772->28>_- (%), E-mail:

Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business

on October 27, 2009.

E,ngb_ol;u—; H:.L l)'ke, * [) L (1 D”Y("_L*Gt——«&»l IM’/U \AJUCVCAL/P(_« LC\“—’/
lb«(qlz_u sﬁ»’ﬂc}q)t.e\,_,_( 9‘/" wﬂ \b—ﬁ.\.p fd Qr»uéti"" /fb"f (’VB"*—MIV‘-‘/% 100
Gb,c/‘* \,uxo e Skolio anen  Ound AN P* tm.o() crve\=

s Sn o ««X Q_U\,lt)\dc‘v\uue-a.p i

\/

Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project website with attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO. Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Email:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www.transitchicago.com/YellowEIS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA
(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTATTY: 312-836-4949




Line Extension

Connecting Dempster Station to Old Orchard Road

YS—3

The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS

preparation process. Please PRINT.
-1

Name: ’64’1 \/ AW ©/)

Organization: / 4 % = Title:

Address: 7020 /i Ly

City: _;glfw/’/fi’ State: /[ Zip: L0 /6

Phone: %7 - 733-9/5 ¢ E-mail:_ 20,750, /72 (#2712 ST-1ET-

Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business

on October 27, 2009.
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Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project website with attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO. Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Email:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www.transitchicago.com/YellowElS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA
(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTA TTY: 312-836-4949



From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:41 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Ce: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Yellow Line Extension Concerns

Attachments: cta.doc

From: FloriBoer@aol.com [FloriBoer@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, October 03, 2009 12:45 PM
To: Yellow Extension

Cc: michael.boersma@advocatehealth.com
Subject: Yellow Line Extension Concerns

Mr. Jeffrey Busby

General Manager, Strategic Planning
Chicago Transit Authority

P.O. Box 7602

Chicago, lllinois 60680-7602

Dear Mr. Busby:

Please consider my concerns, expressed in the attached letter, about the proposed extension of the CTA "Skokie Swift" Yellow
Line, particularly its envisioned termination in the Niles North High School parking lot.

Thank you.
Michael Boersma
8513 Avers Avenue

Skokie, lllinois 60076
(847) 675-8340

10/8/2009



October 3, 2009

Mr. Jeffrey Busby

General Manager, Strategic Planning
Chicago Transit Authority

P.O. Box 7602

Chicago, Illinois 60680-7602

Dear Mr. Busby:

My wife and I are 15-year residents of Skokie. Our two sons have attended Niles North High School (one is still
attending). I am writing to express our strong opposition to the use of Niles North High School property as the

terminus for the extension of the CTA Yellow Line, and our preference for this terminus to be located WEST of the
Edens Expressway.

Our primary concerns are that (a) the East (Niles North) alternative is an inappropriate and impractical juxtaposition
of a train station and a high school, and that (b) a far more appropriate and practical alternative, namely one west of
the Edens Expressway, has been hastily and wrongly discounted.

» Perthe CTA’s Yellow Line Extension Alternatives Analysis, Locally Preferred Alternative Report, August
2009 (Page 75), the “Old Orchard Road terminal station is anticipated to require approximately 259,400 square
feet.” The existing Niles North parking lot is only about 178,000 square feet. This means the station would
occupy the whole lot, right up to the steps of Niles North High School. (Previous statements suggesting that the
station would only occupy a corner of the Niles North parking lot have been, to be charitable, disingenuous.)
Putting a station that close to a public school, with all the safety and security issues that entails, seems
unnecessarily reckless and foolhardy. (Safety and security concerns are heightened by that fact that the station
would serve many of the 675,000 visitors—some with criminal records—to the Cook County Court House on

Old Orchard Road—the unhappiness with that fact was clearly articulated at the September 23" public meeting
in Skokie.

*  Further, because another 80,000 square feet would still needed, the CTA anticipates making use of an office
park east of Lawler (specifically the Westmoreland Building, 9933 Lawler, currently assessed at about $3.8
million.) (Page 75). (This contradicts a statement on Page 54, which asserts that the East (Niles North) Option
“does not displace other properties or land owners.”) It is also not clear if the plan also envisions taking over
property now occupied by two gas stations on Old Orchard Road, between Lawler and Lavergne—if so, then
environmental remediation of those properties will have to be factored into the total cost. (Interestingly, the
Report only refers to one gas station.) If the proposed station is meant to straddle Lawler, will this mean the
closing off of the Lawler/Old Orchard intersection? If so, what would be the effect on the Lavergne/Old
Orchard intersection?

s Inshort, it seems to me that what is envisioned would be a horrific traffic nightmare, with shoppers, commuters,
shuttle buses, school buses, novice high-school drivers, pedestrians, parents of high-school children, and Lawler
residents all converging right next to a ill-designed interstate interchange with motorists coming on and off at
high speeds. This to me sounds like a recipe for chaos in normal times—and a recipe for disaster during the
Christmas holiday shopping season.

Further, in the midst of all this, somehow a parking garage is going to efficiently segregate 350 spaces of
commuter parking from 230 spaces of student/teacher parking. (I notice that nowhere in the plan is there
allowance for those parents, relatives and Skokie residents attending Niles North sports events, theater or fine
arts performances, or other community functions that regularly take place at the school.) I find it laughable that
a parking facility would be able to keep commuter traffic from overtlowing into spaces reserved for Niles North
students, teachers, administrators and other staff (especially if it costs less to park in those spaces). With the
aforementioned cacophony of traffic envisioned for this area, regulating the segregation of commuters and
students in real time in a parking facility promises to just add to the confusion.



®  The stated reasons in the Report for not preferring the HRT UPRR West Option Elevated Alternative over the
East (Niles North) Option are not persuasive.

o The Report refers to (unspecified and unverifiable) higher capital costs, due to ComEd utility
relocation (Page 57), but does not take into account the high capital costs (highway reconstruction and
reconfiguration, redevelopment of 9933 Lawler and gas stations, with ComEd and other utility
impacts).

o The Report says that a station west of the Edens makes pedestrian access to Old Orchard Mall “more
challenging” (Page 57). However, a station east of the Edens would not necessarily be that pedestrian
friendly either (as anyone who has tried to cross from Niles North to Old Orchard Mall, across Lawler
and Lavergne Avenues, especially in December, can testify). (The Report alludes to, but does not
detail, pedestrian improvements between the proposed station and the Mall.) Even with the East (Niles
North) Option, the main attractions at Old Orchard Mall (movie theaters and restaurants) would still be
at least a quarter-mile away, and Nordstrom’s, at the south end of the Mall, a half-mile away, so shuttle
buses will be required in either case (as the Report seems to acknowledge). Cramming a station into
the Niles North parking lot, with all the attendant complications described above, in order to save {per
the Report) only 3 minutes of shuttle-bus time, is pathetic. (On Page 53, the Report notes that the bus
connection from the West Option would be 9.5 minutes, while on Page 55, it notes that the bus
connection from the East (Niles North) Option would be 6.5 minutes.)

o The Report mentions that employment is significantly lower west of the Edens. But if the purpose of
the Yellow Line expansion is to boost economic development, wouldn’t that argue for putting the
station west of the Edens? (The Report leaves unspecified land use and development constraints west
of the Edens, and no evidence that such constraints cannot be overcome.) It also ignores the fact that
there are already several significant employers west of the Edens (including Northwestern Mutual,
National-Louis University, Peapod, Portland Cement Association, Life Time Fitness, Everest College,
as well as the courthouse), as well as the Optima Old Orchard residential complex and Hlinois
Holocaust Museum and Education Center, that would greatly benefit from having, within walking
distance, a station west of, instead of east of, the Edens. (Hampton Inn, also west of the Edens, may
appreciate having a train station located so conveniently nearby.)

o Even a cursory review of maps and aerial photography would reveal that there is plenty of space west
of the Edens for a CTA station, especially at the corner of Woods Drive and Old Orchard Road. The
partially-vacant Old Orchard Office Court property in this vicinity could be converted to this purpose
(with due compensation to the owners of these properties). (It should be noted that the Old Orchard
Office Court is currently assessed at about $1 million, or about a quarter of the assessment of 9933
Lawler.) The CTA could also use the strip of land along the UPRR right-of-way between Old Orchard
and the Edens for parking, much as is done now along the UPRR right-of-way between Dempster and
Gross Point Road north of the Dempster Street station. Since allowance for Niles North student
parking would not have to be made here, the footprint of the CTA station here could be smaller than
259,400 square feet. Moreover, locating the station there would still give the CTA the ability to extend
the line beyond Old Orchard Road in the future, as the demographic and economic trends (as spelled
out in the Report) seem to call for. (It is noted that, even if the terminus was west of the Edens, some
modification of the Niles North parking lot would have to be made to discourage commuters from
freely taking up parking spaces that belong to Niles North students and staff.)

Finally, T am concerned that the apparent impracticality of the East (Niles North) Option may contribute to the
suspicions that another agenda is at play—namely, the forcing of the Village of Skokie and District 219 to decide
between the school and the train station. It is no secret that Westfield would prefer that Niles North go away—to
them, the high school is little more than a nest of shoplifters and mall rats standing in the way of Mall expansion, It
could be suspected that Westfield (with the complicity of CTA) is hoping that proceeding with the East (Niles
North) Option will force District 219 to close the school, and either relocate it elsewhere in District 219 or dissolve
it altogether, distributing its students to Niles West or Evanston Township High School (District 65). Either result
would be at significant taxpayer expense. (Many Skokie residents still remember the trauma that accompanied the
closing of Niles East High School in the early 1980s.) If that is indeed the agenda, then all parties—Village of
Skokie, District 219, Westfield, CTA included—should be open and honest about it, so that Skokie taxpayers,
parents and children, who will be affected the most, can be fully informed and can fully engage in that debate. As



my aforementioned remarks indicate, however, T don’t believe such a debate is necessary, because viable and
practical options appear to exist west of the Edens.

[ want to be clear that I am not opposed to the Yellow Line Extension itself, in principle—I think there are good
reasons for it, and would be a net benefit to Skokie and surrounding communities. I am, however, strongly opposed
to the East (Niles North) Option, because of its inappropriateness and impracticality, and the availability of a far
more viable and practical alternative west of the Edens Expressway. It seems to me that the HRT UPRR West
Option Elevated Alternative would accomplish the vast majority of the objectives for the Yellow Line Extension
project with much less disruption to the area and to Skokie taxpayers. Iam confident that an honest appraisal of
matters by all interested parties would lead to the same conclusion, that the HRT UPRR East (Niles North) Option
Elevated Alternative should be discarded, and the HRT UPRR West Option Elevated Alternative should be
designated the Locally Preferred Alternative.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Michael J. Boersma
8513 Avers Avenue
Skokie, Illinois 60076



Cheever, Kim

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension@transitchicago.com]
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:41 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Yellow Line Extension

From: Chella Huss [Chella.Huss @skokie.org]
Sent: Friday, October 02, 2009 4:36 PM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Yellow Line Extension

I'believe the Yellow Line should be extended to Old Orchard even if the
stop is not at the Niles North H.S. Another logical stop can be
arranged and probably agreed upon by all concerned.

The reason I strongly believe the extension should occur is because
there is a lot of traffic congestion at the Westfield Mall. Parking is
almost non-existent on weekends and holidays and people fight for an
open space. The extension would eliminate a lot of this congestion
because less cars will come to the Mall and this in turn can help the
environment.

Keep looking for other alternatives - T will do the same.

Thank you,

Chela Huss
5101 Greenleaf
Skokie, IL 60077

10/8/2009
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Cheever, Kim >/ g “‘”(o[p

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 05, 2009 3:41 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Ce: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Yellow Line Extension Suggestions

From: May, David [dmay@walshgroup.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2009 11:30 PM
To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Yellow Line Extension Suggestions

Mr. Jeffrey Busby,

The plan to build an elevated guideway column and beam structure with the new station’s platforms elevated and the present
at-grade Dempster station replaced with an elevated station is a very expensive selection. Lower construction cost designs
should be priced:
> Consider building the Extension at grade to reduce guideway and station construction costs and avoid replacing the
existing Dempster station. The Extension will cross four streets. The existing Yellow Line already has seven at-grade
crossings. Local residents are accustomed to these. The low frequency of CTA train traffic and the very short duration
of the street closing will be minor irritants to drivers. Metra and freight train routes in the north suburbs also have
numerous at-grade crossings. The durations of traffic delays for trains at these crossing are often much longer than the

2-car CTA trains will cause, yet no-one is proposing spending hundreds of millions of limited transit dollars to build
grade separations at all of these.

> If grade separation is absolutely necessary at the four street crossings, rather than a column and beam structure,
consider an elevated structure on an embankment to reduce construction costs and extend facility life. Also, the cost

of lowering each of the four crossing streets by a few feet at the crossings might save much more in embankment
construction costs.

If the line is elevated at the north end, consider locating the station and parking structure to the parking lot east of Lawler

Avenue. That will limit conflicts with the high school campus, its students and parking lot. It will also eliminate a walk across
Lawler by riders going to the shopping center and will drop them closer to their destination.

Provide noise and vibration data on Yellow Line cars to the public. Consider design and operational measures to reduce noise
and vibration. If the Extension is built at grade, sound walls would diminish the noise perceived nearby.

David May

400's 8 Ave
La Grange

10/8/2009



Cheever, Kim \// (5 - (ﬁ: 7
From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension@transitchicago.com]

Sent:  Monday, October 05, 2009 3:41 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Ce: Kornblatt, Helene B.
Subject: FW: Yellow line OO terminal maps?

From: Secretary2001@aol.com [Secretary2001@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 01, 2009 3:06 PM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Yeilow line OO terminal maps?

Is there any more detailed map currently available showing the proposed new Old Orchard terminal and parking on the Nile
North High School property?

The maps that | am finding online are not detailed at all.

Gerald Meyers

9320 N Keeler Ave
Skokie IL 60076

10/8/2009
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did Veliow Line Extension ,
Connecting Dempster Station te Old Orchard Road

YS-6e

The burpose of the scoping process isto Identify public and agency concerns early In the environmental process, define the
Issues and aiternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facliitate an efficlent EIS
preparation process. Please PRINT.
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Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
on October 27, 2009,
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Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project webslteﬁth attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO, Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Emall:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: wwwi.transitchicago.com/YellowElS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA

(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTATTY: 312-836-4949
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Connecting Dempster Station to Old Orchard Road
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The purpose of the scoping process Is to identify publicand agency concerns early in the envlronmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facliitate an efficlent EIS
preparation process. Please PRlNT
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City: U olcie State: _\(_ Zip: CQOO:?;

Phone: __ e-mai: O FHIDE Nahean . CONy

Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and
the potential Impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
on October 27, 2009,
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Line Extension

Connecting Dempster Station to Old Orchard Road,
YS-70

The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the
issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
preparation process. Please PRINT.
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Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and

the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
on October 27, 2009.
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Scoping comments may be submitted via mail, e-mail, fax or the project website with attention to: Jeffrey Busby, General
Manager, Strategic Planning, Chicago Transit Authority, PO. Box 7602, Chicago, IL 60680-7602. Fax: (312)681-4297, Email:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com, Website: www.transitchicago.com/YellowElS, Customer Information: 1-888-YOUR-CTA

(1-888-968-7282), Hearing & Speech Impaired: 1-888-CTA-TTY1 (1-888-282-6891), Transit Information: 836-7000 from any
local area code RTA TTY: 217-R2A4.4040
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Cheever, Kim \\/ (3“’707\

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 4:38 PM

To: Peters, Melissa
Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.
Subject: FW:

From: adabada@comcast.net [adabada@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 10:41 AM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject:

| oppose the estension for the Skokie Swift being considered thru' the vicinity of Niles North High School.

Ada Barach

10/14/2009



Cheever, Kim

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension@transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 12, 2009 4:38 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: extension

Sent: Sunday, October 11, 2009 7:57 PM
To: Yellow Extension
Subject: extension

| am strongly against any form of elevated track going through residential neighborhood and especially terminating at Niles
North. | have a daughter there and can not possibly imagine a train terminal and a public parking structure on school property. |
am in favor of vastly expanding bus service.

Thank you.

10/14/2009



Cheever, Kim

VS-74

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @ transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 12, 2009 4:37 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cec: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Proposed Yellow Line Expansion

From: Norene M Scanlan [scannor@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Sunday, October 11, 2009 5:57 AM

To: Yellow Extension

Cc: 'Norene M Scanlan’

Subject: Proposed Yellow Line Expansion

Dear Sir or Madam ~

I have lived in Skokie my entire life ~ bringing the Skokie Swift into Skokie was good at the time that it was
done.

There is no justification for the amount of money that would be spent and/or whatever disruption would be
needed to complete this project.

It is my understanding that we would build an unsightly elevated line that would go less than 2 miles and T can
not see any way that homeowners would not have to be moved/relocated to complete this project. It is also
my understanding that another part of the proposal is that there would be a "station” at Oakton Street at
Skokie Boulevard. I have lived here long enough to remember when there was one and to add this would cause
minimal disruption . . . this would be acceptable.

As far as bringing additional shoppers to Old Orchard . .. Old Orchard is not a shopping area that would
typically attract shoppers who would be taking public transportation but the potential is there to bring out
people to “hang” in the shopping center and/or come to cause mischief.

There is bus transportation that would easily take anyone from the current end of the Swift line to Old
Orchard that is more than adequate.

I live close to where the proposed train would go and I am vehemently opposed due to:
1) waste of valuable tax dollars that could and should be spent in a more beneficial manner;
2) disruption that would be unnecessary;
3) noise/pollution that would also be brought to the area; and,

4) no reasonable need to the citizens of Skokie.

Please add my name and those of my household to the list of tax paying citizens who oppose any type of
expansion.

10/14/2009



Expansion for the sake of expansion is totally unacceptable.

Norene M Scanlan
8935 N Laramie Ave
Skokie, IL 60077

Jeanne L Scanlan
8935 N Laramie Avenue
Skokie, IL 60077

10/14/2009



Cheever, Kim

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]

Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 4:37 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Map of Alternate Yellow Line Extension

Attachments: Yellow Line Extension map.JPG

From: galeschool@gmail.com [galeschool@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Webmaster [Miles@Galeschool.com]
Sent: Friday, October 09, 2009 4:34 PM

To: Yellow Extension

Cc: Darud Akbar

Subject: Map of Alternate Yellow Line Extension

Greetings,
I am attaching an alternate proposal for the Yellow Line extension. SEE ATTACHED MAP

My proposal solves the problem of where to locate the end of the line. It avoids running trains over any part of the
Niles North High School campus and it would serve several locations in the area such as Golf Road, the Old Orchard
shopping center, and the Skokie courthouse.

The Yellow Line should extend north from its present terminal at Dempster Street as a double track line to Golf Road,
where it would become a large single-track loop. At Golf Road, northbound trains would turn east along Golf Road
(either on a single-track elevated structure over the middle of the street or at street level like light rail trains under
trolley wire) to the Old Orchard shopping center; then turn north and run through the shopping center's west parking
area to a station serving the shopping center; then continue to Old Orchard Road and turn west, to another station west
of the Edens Expressway serving the Skokie Courthouse; and finally turning back south and running along the
existing railroad right of way back to Golf Road. An optional station could be located at Golf Road.

Feel free to contact me with any questions.

Miles Beitler

10/14/2009



m....d.. ..._

Sifi

¥

5

A% Ty

i e BE
Laramie’ fye

T
s R _Lm.-?w_m_g
S0 (T 11 wert

NOILVLS

£ .
w. TLll_La

4

Ster St__ Ay

P
(o8

5 : i
r‘Dj!m



Cheever, Kim

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension@transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 12, 2009 4:36 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: lllinois State Police concerns

From: Anthony_Lupo@isp.state.il.us [Anthony_Lupo@isp.state.il.us]
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2009 11:14 AM

To: Red Extension; Yellow Extension; Orange Extension

Cec: mark.harmon@chicagopolice.org

Subject: Illinois State Police concerns

As we discussed in the Scoping meeting on September 23, 2009. Below
is details a few concerns we had and would like them looked at during the
preliminary phase:

FIRST RESPONDERS

Will the construction area be easily accessible for First Responders
to respond to any type of emergency? With the tracks being elevated, will
there be an easy on/off for personnel?

SECURITY

If the Contractor desires additional police officer services of
Illinois State Police (ISP), District Chicago, for enforcement, traffic
control, and/or security, ISP personnel will, as available, provide police
services on a hireback basis. During this time, ISP officers will provide
a visible State Police presence, provide general police services and take
enforcement action as appropriate in and around the site of the program.
We will govern all areas on the expressways or on state owned property. To
secure the above, the Contractor would have to sign a binding contract
detailing all the specifics with the State of Illinois.

If you should have any questions or need additional information,
please do not hesitate to contact me.

Respectfully,

Lieutenant Tony Lupo
District Chicago
Administrative Command
Office 847 294 4655

Fax 847 294 4440

Cell 708 932 9347

10/14/2009
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Cheever, Kim Ybi] 7
From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]

Sent:  Monday, October 12, 2009 4:36 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Comment

From: William Moy [bozsasha@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2009 2:06 PM
To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Comment

After attending the meeting regarding the extension of yellow line. I prefer the first the No Build Alternative. If the
CTA still insisting building the line to the Westfield Old Orchard Mall, I prefer you use the old existing rail line and
put the CTA station stop at the County Court House and run the bus line to the Mall. This will free the problem up at
the Niles North High School.

Sincerely,

William Moy

10/14/2009
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Cheever, Kim

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Monday, October 12, 2009 4:38 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Yellow Line Extension

From: Herb Erlbach [niuherb@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 9:09 AM
To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Yellow Line Extension

To whom it may concern:

Having been brought up on the south side of Chicago and seeing a lot of “unwanted” activity at the train stations, such as people “hanging
around”, etc. and having been the past president of Niles West Theater Parents where | had an intimate look at how easily high school kids
can get misdirected/misled, | firmly believe that having the extension end near or at the foot steps of Niles North is NOT the way to
proceed. Choose an alternative method that will keep our kids safe, please.

http://www.linkedin.com/in/herberterlbach
http://www.site.herberterlbach.com
Business: herberterlbach @ comcast.net

Current Status:

As of 8/4/09 my contract with NIU has been completed. I am currently looking for work, if there is anyone I
can pass my resume and letters of reference to please let me know.

Effactive Communicetor able to explain complex
coaoepts B doas tomontochnlcal individuals.

Herbert Evlbach
Compater Consultant

dp
5920 Capuling A'venun
Morton Growe, Jllionis 60053
Phons: (847) 470-8727
Cell: (2470 312-1750
E-rnail: herbarterfbach@oumcast et
hittpe/ v Dinkedincom/ing berber terlbach

10/14/2009



Cheever, Kim

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent: Monday, October 12, 2009 4:38 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Skokie Reasonable Transit

From: Cammy Tremont [cammytremont@yahoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, October 11, 2009 2:50 PM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Skokie Reasonable Transit

Cameron Denny

8501 Harding Ave. Skokie, IL 60076
Please add my name to the statement opposing the Yellow Line extension.

10/14/2009



Line Extension

Connecting Dempster Station to Old Orchard Road,

YS-80

The purpose of the scoping process is to identify public and agency concerns early in the environmental process, define the

issues and alternatives that will be examined in the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and facilitate an efficient EIS
preparation process. Please PRINT.

Organization; N/ A Tite: KoKz Res) pen T
Address: 5919 LARAmi& HAve

City: __\OKok /e | | State: LL Zip: G609 77

Phone: §47- 9466-"154 ¢ E-mail:  NVoNeE

Please comment on the proposed alternatives, the purpose and need for the project, the proposed topics of evaluation and

the potential impacts and mitigation measures to be considered. Comments must be submitted by the close of business
on October 27, 2009.
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Cheever, Kim Y8~ 82_.

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, October 21, 2009 1:40 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cec: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: YELLOW LINE EXTENSION FOLLY

From: Benita Byers [benitabyers@yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 7:14 PM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: YELLOW LINE EXTENSION FOLLY

[ am the parent of a future (next school year 2010-11) Niles North 9th grader & past Niles North graduate, as well as
being a past graduate myself. I cannot imagine that anyone with any common sense would approve of a train station

on any school campus, let alone a high school campus.

The noise would disrupt any effort at concentration. Student safety, school security, traffic congestion, and parking
issues would be deplorable. These issues are paramount to providing a safe education to our students.

I implore you to reconsider this extension and find another alternative.
Sincerely,

Benita B. Byers
Skokie, IL 60077

10/26/2009



Cheever, Kim \/ S‘ g?)

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, October 21, 2009 1:40 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: CTA Yellow Line station behind Niles North HS

From: Andrew Eisenberg [eisenberg.andrew@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2009 12:29 AM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Re: CTA Yellow Line station behind Niles North HS

Dear Sir,

We oppose the construction of a CTA Yellow Line station and bus stop complex behind Niles North H.S. It is an unnecessary,
heedless disruption to the students and shows a lack of respect for the vicinity of an educational institution. The CTA station
and bus stop should be placed west of the expressway directly adjacent to a grouping of office complexes.

Andrew & Ronnie Eisenberg
9452 LeClaire Ave.
Skokie, IL 60077

10/26/2009
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From: fritzmc9425@aol.com [fritzmc9425@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, October 21, 2009 7:30 AM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Fwd: Yellow Line CTA extension

Hello,
I'm forwarding this to voice my disapproval of the proposed CTA Yellow line extension project. Please see email to
SkokieReasonableTransit below.

Thank you,
Fredrik Thomas

----- Original Message-----

From: SkokieReasonableTransit <skokiereasonabletransit@yahoo.com>
To: fritzmc9425 @ aol.com

Sent: Tue, Oct 20, 2009 2:57 pm

Subject: Re: Yellow Line CTA extension

Please also forward your comments to the CTA at:
YellowExtension@transitchicago.com

From: "fritzmc9425@aol.com" <fritzmc9425@aol.com>
To: SkokieReasonableTransit@yahoo.com

Sent: Mon, October 19, 2009 9:56:11 PM

Subject: Yellow Line CTA extension

Hello,
My name is Fredrik Thomas
My address is 5231 Church Street, Skokie, IL 60077

I am opposed to the Yellow line extension for multiple reasons.
1. A train station does NOT belong in a school parking lot.
2. Elevated trains do NOT belong along a school corridor.

3. My property is a fair enough of a distance to not be too affected by train noise, but in fairness to
my neighbors that live along that corridor, that is an intrusion on quality of life that is not acceptable.

4. A train passage being reintroduced creates another site for cars to have to stop and back up waiting
for a train signal near a school ( lots of small children ) and another stoplight intersection ( Lockwood Street)would
cause unnecessary congestion.

5. Dempster street has an established bus station and heavy traffic area designed for handling transportation. Routing a separate bus
shuttle system from Skokie Swift to the Old Orchard Couthouse and mall would be the only realistic
solution to avoid such an invasive move. The expressway has a direct Dempster street entrance and a direct Old Orchard street exit.

6.. | wouldn't want to spend an ounce of my tax dollars towards this project. If something has more negatives than positives after looking at
it objectively, then it is not worthwhile. | see too many negatives, especially when there is the bus alternative.

10/26/2009



Cheever, Kim YS ”‘%6

From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, October 21, 2009 1:40 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Yelllow Line Extension

From: fajs327@comcast.net [fajs327@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 12:55 PM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Yelllow Line Extension

Dear Mr. Busby,

| am writing to you to express my concern and opposition regarding the yellow line extension. | believe,
along with many other concerned residents, that placing a transit station at or near the high school poses a
direct threat to the safety of our children. This extension will invite any person to have access to the school
and our children. The use and cost of shuttle buses from the Dempster Street station is a much more
economical and safer option for our community. Please know that there is strong opposition from the
community regarding this extension.

Thank you for your consideration,

Amy Manata

10/26/2009
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From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, October 21, 2009 1:39 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Yellow Line Extension

From: Pjeb@comcast.net [Pjeb@comcast.net]
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2009 8:25 AM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: Yellow Line Extension

Hello Mr Busby:

We have attended three public forums hosted by the CTA, and routinely checked the CTA website relative to the Yellow Line
Extension over the last approximately 18 months.

We support the East Option Rapid Train Transit or a Skokie Boulevard Express Bus option.We have listened to and read
about the objections raised by a loose coalition of groups, including those focusing on the Niles North High School issue.
However, we believe the issues raised could be very adequately addressed and resolved, once planners get beyond the
emotional layers of the arguments and focus on the reality of each point raised and its practical solution, without abandoning this
preferred option.

If the primary reason for extending convenient transportation to Old Orchard Road is to benefit the commercial, retail and
population growth in this study area, plus to provide convenience for the customers traveling to these sites (Old Orchard Mall,
and the other significant malls and businesses surrounding it to the east and south, and the Hospital, Centre East, etc.), these
seem to be the only logical options. Other options do not adequately meet this objective and present other issues and
inconveniences for the targeted commercial/retail/entertainment sites and transit users, and would have a greater negative
environmental impact. Other options studied seemingly defeat the original objectives and we would therefore be better off doing
nothing more than improving the current bus routes. (And servicing the Court House should not be a primary objective. Modified
bus routes and/or shuttle buses could adequately serve the Court House and Museum, etc.)

Judy Ebenhoeh

9715 Woods Drive #1310
Skokie, IL 60077

pieb @ comcast.net

10/26/2009
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From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, October 21, 2009 1:39 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Possible Interview

From: Devin K [ntrainhome@gmail.com]

Sent: Sunday, October 18, 2009 7:03 PM

To: Yellow Extension; SkokieReasonableTransit@yahoo.com
Subject: Possible Interview

Good Morning,

My name is Devin Katayama and I'm a journalism graduate student at Columbia College. I'm doing a paper on the
Skokie government and I wanted to focus on the current CTA situation. I was hoping I could briefly talk to someone
from your organization about how the organization was formed and influence that organization such as yours has on
the govenrment of Skokie.

My article is to essentially discover who runs Skokie (politically speaking) and what influences those who run it.

Thanks,

Devin Katayama
917-678-8647

Also, I have a Tuesday deadline so if I could speak with anyone tomorrow (Monday) that would be great.

10/26/2009
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From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, October 21, 2009 1:39 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: OPPOSED TO YELLOW LINE EXTENSION

From: GUS A SERRANO [serred@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Saturday, October 17, 2009 8:16 PM

To: Yellow Extension

Subject: OPPOSED TO YELLOW LINE EXTENSION

federal government would spend money on a project like this when they are cutting other programs which are so much more important to the
health of the American people. This money should be going to programs designed for veterans, the elderly or others which are in a financial
bind during these difficult times, instead they want to spend money to get people to Westfield Shopping Center? Outrageous, is what [ call
this project at this time in history!

Gus Serrano

P.S. AND YOU WANT TO RAISE RATES ACROSS THE BOARD to ride the CTA? AMAZING!

10/26/2009
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From: Yellow Extension [YellowExtension @transitchicago.com]
Sent:  Wednesday, October 21, 2009 1:38 PM

To: Peters, Melissa

Cc: Kornblatt, Helene B.

Subject: FW: Commentary on Skokie Swift Extension

From: Diane Peterson [dianebpeterson@mac.com]
Sent: Friday, October 16, 2009 11:42 AM

To: Yellow Extension

Cc: SkokieReasonableTransit

Subject: Commentary on Skokie Swift Extension

I was at the meeting and would like to share my perspective.

First, | was amazed that the CTA did not present any explanation of why a 1.5 mile extension was a good idea much less share a cost/benefit analysis.
seems we have an expensive
plan without a strategy.

I would like to address four points:

Solving congestion:

Our mayor suggested that the line would reduce street congestion in the area. I would submit that putting in a CTA station in an already
very congested area would yield exactly the opposite. IF commuters chose to take the CTA extension, the Old Orchard entry/exit ramps
would be even more crowded, negatively impacting anyone wanting to use those ramps, including potential shoppers at the Old Orchard
mall as well as those wanting to go to the Center East Theater and other Skokie destinations - including their homes. That ramp is also the
exit ramp leading to our main hospital.

Employees and companies are already working on the commute issue with technology. 1 just read the following in Newsweek: "By 2015,
suggests demographer Wendall Cox, there will be more people working electronically at home full time than taking mass transit...."
Workers like the convenience and cost benefits of working from home. Companies like reducing their office expense and having a wider
talent pool to draw from. With minimal electronic equipment and connections workers can see each other, collaborate more effectively on
shared projects/documents and retain a collegial atmosphere across geographic boundaries.

Do we need an extension?

[ was at the Skokie Swift station at Dempster yesterday at 10:00 in the morning and only 60% of the lot was filled. There will soon be a
new station and parking facility at Oakton only a short distance south which will probably make the Dempster lot even more open. Why do
we need another 1.5 miles of track and a multi-story parking garage? Who do we think is going to use all this extra capacity?

The north-south commute pattern has also shifted. The commute is know heavy in the AM going north away from the city and heavy going
south in the PM. 1t is the reverse of the old commute. As business has moved out so have workers. The Skokie Swift extension does not
address the commute reality. 1.5 miles further north is not the answer. If the goal lis to reduce traffic on the Edens Expressway, perhaps
the study should focus on a rail line along the expressway much like the like that now connects downtown and O'Hare. That would be a big
and forward thinking plan.

Bringing business/revenue to Skokie

CTA stations are usually surrounded by decay. They are not a magnet for growth. Commuters do not stop to shop, have drinks or go to
dinner around a CTA station. They are going to work/school or going home. The most they might do is to buy coffee and a donut to eat on
the train. The area around a station tends to be noisy, congested, run-down and often unsafe. Watch traffic around any station and see how
quickly people try to leave. Just look at Dempster Street in Skokie. There has been a station there for years and the surrounding area is a
desolate eye-sore that gets worse every year. The new station on the existing tracks at Oakton will give us a real test of demand and how a
new station actually impacts the surrounding community. We hope it will spur downtown development but it might just accelerate the
decline and turn Oakton into another Dempster.
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The benefits of the bus option
I favor a robust bus option. It much more cost effective and flexible versus an expensive and static rail option. Buses are also more
accessible to those with disabilities and older people who want/need to minimize walking from the exit point to their final destination.

The shift from a car to public transportation will not be easy or welcome to most suburbanites used to driving everywhere and rarely walking
more than a few hundred feet from their car to their destination. If we want people to change their behavior, 1 believe we need to make the
transition as palatable as possible. A bus can deliver you close to your chosen destination. For example, the bus from Dempster to Old
Orchard pulls in at Macy's door. Even if the weather is bad, there is no unpleasant outdoor walk. As new destinations are built and traffic
patterns change, the bus schedule can easily be adjusted to fit customer needs. Yes, buses are essentially big cars but that is what makes
them so much easier to accept, they retain much of the flexibility of a car. They are capable of driving people directly to a set of destinations
- and changing the destination set as society and the community evolves. The only constant is change- let's plan for it.
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