Circle Line Alternatives Analysis Study

Screen 2, Step 3 - Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives
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NOTE: This map and plan is conceptual and for discussion and analysis purposes only.
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Line Alternatives

Circle

Screen 2, Step 3 — Bus Rapid
Transit Evaluation

Analysis

Study

BRT Alternatives

Criteria

Ashland

Ashland -
Ogden

Western

Western -
35th

Route Miles of Proposed New Service

9.7

3.9

13.1

12.9

Route Miles of BRT Dedicated Lane

5.7

5.8

6.7

6.67

Number of Proposed New BRT/Circle Line Station/Stops

20

20

25

25

Number of Proposed New Metra Stations

Capital Cost - Percent Difference from Average - Without Right-of-Way

5

-2%

5

- %

4

2%

5

7%

Operating Cost - Percent Difference from Average

-12%

-17%

12%

17%

Ridership - Percent Difference from Average

-1%

1%

-2%

-8%

Cost/Boarding - Percent Difference from Average

-4%

-19%

5%

1%

Project Cost and FTA Criteria Summation

O

-4

RESULTS

Advance

Advance

Do Not
Advance

Do Not
Advance

Percentages based on deviation from average of BRT alternatives shown

Indicates a Notable Strength by Comparison
Indicates a Cause for Elimination by Comparison

NOTES:

1. Numbers may not add, due to rounding

2. Ratings are based on a comparison of other alternatives shown

3. Capital and operating cost comparison based on preliminary estimates

DMIM + Harris/CTE Engineers
a Joint Venture




Circle Line Alternatives Analysis Study

Screen 2, Step 3 - Heavy Rail Transit Alternatives

Ashland

oy 'Ashlah“:do
(Metra UP-V!/,_Min-W, Milw-N, NCS) .
L ake ojLakeIAsh!I?ar_\d e

I T W
1 | |1 |
"
|
|

Existing Proposed New

CTA Rail Track to be used by Circle Line
CTA Rail Station to be used by Circle Line
Metra Transfer Station

% ~ North
(Metra UP-N, UP-NW)

O

North/
SAshland-
“Elston

o bivision

G|
O
O
=1
0
Q
o

t

to North
Michigan

istine[s

OM’Edison-
United Ctr

an gress/
Paulina-IMD

O Roosevelt

Ashland

(Metra BNSF)~

Cermak-
‘Blue Island

Ashland
(Metra Heritage)

North/ .~
oclyb:o:_.u mi, .

Division/ = =
Orleans

=

Clinton

18th/Clark- | =
_C-hinatown o

Archer

(Metra RI;, SWS)

i

w2

to North
Michigan

Istine g

'Ashla:.ido
(Metra UI_-"-VI_/, Milw-W, Milw-N, NCS)
O

Oii;l'éidison-
United Ctr

C;ngressl
Paulina-IMD

o Roosevelt

Ashland -,
(Metra BNSF) -~

Cermak-
Blue Island

Ashland

(Metra Heritage)

-
O
=
O
Q
-
C
O
I
n
<

- North
%, (Metra.UP-N, UP-NW)
e : t gl

o O .

Damen/ ' _achjand. '

~Milwaukee

“Opivision

_-_;Elston |

O Chicago
to North

Michigan

Grand''"
Vesterny Q¢ s, O
Otakenesisn -

Oi\nadison i

Congress/
Western

~ O Roosevelt

»i'_:8th o

OCermak

4 Ashland
o Blue Island (Metra Heritage)

O Lake/ashiand=

Division/ -
Orleans

Clinton

18th/Clark-
Chinatown

O

Archer,
: (Metra RI, SWS)

“North/

oCbe.p_u rh:-_.-:;-,::

Division/ = =
Orleans |

-0

Clinton

400

18t/Clark- |
= Chinatown o

Archer
i (Metra RI, SWS)

DMIM + Harris/CTE Engineers
a Joint Venture




Circle Line Alternatives Analysis Study

Screen 2, Step 3 — Heavy Raill
Transit Evaluation

HRT Alternatives

Criteria Ashland | Ashland - Western
Ogden

Route Miles of Proposed New Service 13.3 12.1 14.9
Route Miles of New HRT Guideway 5.3 4.9 8.2
Number of Circle Line Stations/Stops 24 21 26
Number of Proposed New HRT Stations 12 10 16
Number of Proposed New Metra Stations 5 5 4

Capital Cost - Percent Difference from Average - Without Right-of-Way -4% -31% 35%
Operating Cost - Percent Difference from Average -2% -11% 13%

Ridership - Percent Difference from Average 6% -19% 12%

Cost/Boarding - Percent Difference from Average -8% -12% 21%

Do Not
Advance

RESULTS Advance Advance

Percentages based on deviation from average of HRT alternatives shown

Indicates a Notable Strength by Comparison
Indicates a Cause for Elimination by Comparison

NOTES:

1. Numbers may not add, due to rounding

2. Ratings are based on a comparison of other alternatives shown

3. Capital and operating cost comparison based on preliminary estimates

DMIM + Harris/CTE Engineers
a Joint Venture






