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Executive Summary  
The Big Plan is an integrated plan for the Tri-County region that bridges the gaps between transportation, land use, and environmental planning.  Quality planning for 

each of these areas occurs every year in the region, but very rarely do these planning efforts coordinate and address overlapping considerations.  This project brought 

communities and counties from the Tri-County region together to identify a vision of what this region is capable of being, and what it wants to be.  Part of the process 

was asking a number of questions; some were answered, some simply led to additional questions.   

× Will  we have a transportation system that safe and efficient not just for automobiles but for all modes including, rail, air, freight, mass transit, pedestrians and 

bicyclists?   

× Will our transportation system protect the environment by steering clear of our unique local ecosystems, recycling construction materials and helping to minimize 

energy use?   

× Will our development patterns be linked more adequately with the transportation network in order to reduce congestion and energy consumption?   

× Will our public infrastructure be used as an investment to implement community goals for where, how, and when grow occurs?   

× Will our agricultural resources be protected from encroaching development, and can they contribute in a positive fashion to reducing environmental pollution from 

erosion and greenhouse gas emissions? 

× Will we use environmental resources to mitigate pollution by scrubbing the air and filtering runoff from our communities?   

× Will our infrastructure systems support the types of business aÎÄ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÉÃ ÁÃÔÉÖÉÔÉÅÓ ×Å ÂÅÌÉÅÖÅ ×ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÕÎÄÁÔÉÏÎÓ ÏÆ ÔÏÍÏÒÒÏ×ȭÓ ÅÃÏÎÏÍÙȩ 

While asking and discussing these types of questions, the Regional Steering Committee for this project came to realize that our region has much in common.  Five 

Themes were identified as key mutual priorities  ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ ÆÕÔÕÒÅ: 

× Agriculture Preservation  

× Balanced Growth  

× Economic Development  

× Environmental Stewardship  

× Transportation Infrastructure  

In order to lay a strong foundation for future vitality, ÔÈÅ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ infrastructure must support these five Themes.  This plan sets forth a plan for transportation, land use, 

and the ecosystem that reflects these five Themes.  As public policy decisions are made over the coming decades, guidance from this plan will help the region bridge the 

gaps and preserve, revitalize, or construct infrastructure that supports these five key Themes.  Doing so will help to create the kind of region we all want: a place to live 

and work that is attractive, healthy, safe, vibrant, prosperous, and most importantly, sustainable.  
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Introduction  
Many communities, counties, and regions develop plans; land use plans, transportation plans, bicycle plans, economic development plans, watershed plans, stormwater 

management plans, corridor plans, and more.  The list of plans completed by the average community is long, and generally they are sound, quality plans.  Yet invariably 

they have a similarity: they are limited in scope to one functional area.  While this allows for great detail and specificity, the focus on a single topical area also limits their 

ÅÆÆÅÃÔÉÖÅÎÅÓÓ ÉÎ ÁÎÁÌÙÚÉÎÇ ÁÎÄ ÇÕÉÄÉÎÇ Á ÃÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙȭÓ ÆÕÔÕÒÅȢ 

The Big Plan has a single, but challenging, mission; to bridge the gaps between these topical plans and integrate them into a single coordinaÔÅÄ ÖÉÓÉÏÎ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÉÓ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ 

future.  This plan leans heavily upon the planning efforts of local communities and previous regional plans in developing specific components.  The Steering Committee 

then took the planning effort one step further: analyzing, discussing, and stitching individual plans together into a single document organized around condensed 

common Themes.  Five individual Themes were identified as common to planning efforts throughout the Tri-County region: Agricultural Preservation, Balanced Growth, 

Economic Development, Environmental Stewardship and Transportation Infrastructure . 

While this plan lays out five common Regional Themes, actual implementation will occur through dozens or hundreds of individual decisions by dozens of jurisdictions.  

There is no regional entity with authority to actually enforce better development or transportation practices; therefore, progress on these Themes will come by 

improv ing the region one road, one subdivision, and/or  one natural area at a time, by individual departments in individual communities.  Coordinated, lock-step action 

by all these individuals, departments, and communities is impossible.  This plan recognizes the drawbacks of a top-down, command-and-control regional approach to 

these issues and instead promotes flexibility , ingenuity, and creativity  by individual jurisdictions. 

The Big Plan focuses primarily on the regional scale, with more specific details and small area trends presented as necessary.  The document is organized into three main 

sections: 1) Regional Data & Trends  - Regional population & land use, transportation, and ecosystem data and trends; 2) Regional Themes - Discussion and detail 

related to each of five regional Themes, as well as recommended implementation strategies, and; 3) Regional Concept Plans ɀ County-wide and corridor-specific plans, 

and a Greener Highways model program, that serve as models of how transportation, land use, and environmental planning can be integrated and applied locally. 
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Chapter One: Regional Data & Trends  
The Tri-County region is growing and changing.  Population has increased, the area of developed land has steadily enlarged, the size and use of our transportation 

network has grown, and our natural environment has been modified.  The following sections of this chapter describe the most significant issues in our region, and 

present related data. 

Population  and Land Use 

Population and Land Use change in the Tri -County region is occurring, but at disparate rates.  In contrast, land use change in the region has occurred at a much more 

rapid pace, far outpacing population growth.  The sections following discuss population and land use trends 

Population   

Population growth in the region has been uneven.  The region as a whole has grown slowly .  However, some communities and areas within the region have seen 

significant growth over the past decades.  The graphs below show that in general, the west side of the region (Peoria County, including the ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ ÃÅÎÔÒÁÌ Ãity , Peoria), 

has grown relatively slowly, or even lost population during some decade spans.  On the east side of the Illinois River, growth has been far more significant in both 

absolute and relative terms. 
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Another way to view the trends in population growth is through analysis of percentages.  The table below provides U.S. Census populations since 1950.   

 1950  1960  1970  1980  1990  2000  1950 to 2000  

Peoria County  174,347 189,044 195,318 200,466 182,827 183,433 5.21% 

City of Peoria  111,856 103,162 126,963 124,160 113,504 112,936 0.97% 

Tazewell County  76,165 99,789 118,649 132,078 123,692 128,485 68.69% 

Woodford County  21,335 24,579 28,012 33,320 32,653 35,469 66.25% 
Total Region  271,847 313,412 341,979 365,864 339,172 347,387 27.79% 

This chart underscores the disparity in population growth between different parts of the region.  Clearly, communities on the East side of the Illinois River were more 

attractive to new residents or residents moving within the region.  Looking only at the 1980 through the 2000 Census, these population growth trends are even more 

exaggerated. 

At the time of this writing, data from the recently completed 2010 U.S. Census is not available to ascertain growth since 2000.  However, common perception is the 

region has continued growing since 2000.  Some data has been generated to support this belief, including several special Censuses taken by local units of government.  

Two of these were completed in the City of Peoria, the first in 2004 and another in 2007, to count new residential units and residents in the targeted growth areas to the 

North and Northwest of the City.  Combined, these special censuses showed an additional 8,455 people.  If all these residents are new to the City, the growth in this area 

represents an increase of 7.5% from the baseline 2000 U.S. Census population.  This seven-year increase would be a drastic change from the previous ten years, which 

ÁÃÔÕÁÌÌÙ ÓÁ× ÔÈÅ #ÉÔÙȭÓ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÄÅÃÒÅÁÓÅ ȢυϷ ÆÒÏÍ ρωωπ ÔÏ ςπππȢ  )Ô ÓÈÏÕÌÄ ÂÅ ÎÏÔÅÄ ÔÈÁÔ ÔÈÅ #ÉÔÙȭÓ ÓÐÅÃÉÁÌ ÃÅÎÓÕÓÅÓ ÄÉÄ ÎÏÔ ÔÁËÅ Á ÃÏÕÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÅÎÔÉÒÅ #ÉÔÙȠ ÁÎÙ 

potential loss of population in the older parts of the City are not reflected in the new data, and the 2010 Census population may show less overall growth than these 

special censuses appear to indicate.   

The Village of Germantown Hills also completed a special Census in 2007 to count new residents.  This special census covered the entire Village, and showed that 

Germantown Hills has grown to be the second largest community in Woodford County, with a new population of 3,410 in 1165 housing units.  This compares to a 

population in 2000 of 2,111 and a 1990 population of 1,195.  Germantown Hills and the surrounding area of southwestern Woodford County have continued to be a 

strong growth area in the region since 2000.  While the actual numbers are relatively small, they are indicative of a trend towards suburban and exurban development. 

Looking forward, population growth projections in the region are cloudy; different agencies use different methods and give heavier weighting to certain outcomes and 

trends.  The table on the following page shows Illinois Department of Commerce and Economic Opportunity (DCEO) population growth projections from 2000 through 

2030. 
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These projections can be loosely supported by qualitative observations, including recent growth trends, observation of land use consumption in high-growth areas, and 

recent diversification of the local economy.  Still, $#%/ȭÓ projections for population growth should be considered relatively rapid by historical standards.  Therefore, this 

plan will utilize population growth projections generated for use ÂÙ ÔÈÅ 5ÎÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ÏÆ )ÌÌÉÎÏÉÓȭ ,ÁÎÄ 5ÓÅ %ÖÁÌÕÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ )ÍÐÁÃÔ !ÓÓÅÓÓÍÅÎÔ -ÏÄel (LEAM). 

,%!-ȭÓ population projections are rooted more in line with a cohort population analysis, which considers the ages of the existing population, birth and death rates, and 

in- and out-migration patterns.  This type of analysis often provides a sound projection of population growth, barring any radical shifts in birth or death rates, or in- and 

out-migration rates.  This analysis was done on a regional basis, and was not broken down into smaller units of government.  The population projections generated by 

this analysis are listed below. 

 2000  - 
Actual  

2010  2015  2020  2025  2030  2035  

Population  347,455 355,283 359,305 363,373 367,486 371,646 375,853 

Households  135,940 145,608 150,023 154,627 158,399 162,291 165,574 

Persons/Household  2.56 2.44 2.40 2.35 2.32 2.29 2.27 

Most notable about the LEAM ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔÉÏÎÓ ÉÓ ÔÈÁÔ ÁÌÔÈÏÕÇÈ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ ÔÏÔÁÌ ÐÏÐÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÉÓ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÉÎÃÒÅÁÓÅ by 8.2%, the total number of households in the 

region is projected to increase by 21.8%.  The reason is a reduction in average persons per household.  If this projection holds true, that factor holds significant planning 

implications, particularly with respect to land use and development patterns, and infrastructure needs.   

Land Use 

The LEAM projections in the table on the previous page hold significant meaning for land use in the region.  A lower person per household value means that it takes more 

residential buildings and infrastructure to support an equivalent number of people.  The implication is that more land will be developed, and more roads, water and 

sewer lines built, to support the same number of people.   This trend leads directly to increased land consumption for development, assuming the total population 

continues to grow (at any pace), as well as the development of environmental and agricultural land at a pace greater than in the past.  While LEAM projects this trend 

over the coming decades, it is also useful to look backwards at trends of the past few decades. 

County 2000  - 
Actual  

2010  2015  2020  2025  2030  

Peoria  183,433 187,876 190,903 194,083 195,266 193,314 

Tazewell  128,485 139,616 146,850 154,567 161,456 165,373 

Woodford  35,469 39,362 41,551 43,845 45,789 46,857 

Total Region  347,455 366,854 379,304 392,495 402,511 405,544 
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Analysis of historical land use patterns is difficult , but digitized aerial photography indicate that from 1969 to 1998 nearly 25,000 acres of forested land, agricultural 

land, and waterways were urbanized and developed1 in the region.  Using the same data to compare urban growth on the East and West sides of the Illinois River yields a 

stark difference.  On the east side of the River total urbanized land grew by 13,960 acres and accommodated population growth of 17,293 people countywide combined 

between Tazewell and Woodford Counties.  In contrast, the urbanized area on the west side of the River grew by 11,016 acres but actually witnessed a population decline 

of 11,885 residents during this period in Peoria County. 

Since 1998, this trend has likely continued, although perhaps not to the same extent.  The 2010 Census will provide more insight into whether the urban sprawl on the 

west side of the Illinois River has continued.  Still one thing is clear; the region has developed more and more land, built more and more infrastructure to serve the new 

development, while adding fewer and fewer residents. 

Without policy changes, future development looks to be bringing more of the same.  Using population growth forecasts and transportation system conditions (both 

existing and forecasted), LEAM also projects land use change for both residential and commercial development.  The LEAM projections model a continuation of current 

growth patterns resulting from current land use policies, and not surprisingly, show a continued loss of environmental and agricultural assets.  The map on the next page 

shows where LEAM projects new residential and commercial development pressure within the next 25 yearsȟ ÕÎÄÅÒ Á ȰÂÕÓÉÎÅÓÓ ÁÓ ÕÓÕÁÌȱ ÓÃÅÎÁÒÉÏ. 

                                                        

1 Peoria-Pekin Future Landscape Project, Tri-County Regional Planning Commission, 2002, p. 12. 
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The land use change model projects that in Peoria 

County nearly all of the new residential and 

commercial development will take place on the 

urban fringe.  On the East side of the Illinois River 

the model shows that most new commercial 

development and much residential development 

pressure exists closer to the urban core, with some 

significant levels of residential development further 

ÏÕÔ ÔÏ×ÁÒÄ ÔÈÅ ÕÒÂÁÎ ÁÒÅÁȭÓ ÆÒÉÎÇÅȢ  &ÕÒÔÈÅÒ ÁÎÁÌÙÓÉÓ 

of the impacts of this projected growth trend will be 

presented later in discussion under the Themes, but 

this map underscores the point that the 

combination of current development and 

transportation patterns and policies and projected 

population growth, will guide the vast majority of 

new development to the urban fringe. 

Key Land Use & Population Points  

× Regional population is increasing, but unevenly 

and only slightly as a whole. 

× Urban land consumption has been far more 

rapid than the pace of population growth. 

× Household density is projected to continue 

decreasing, meaning more infrastructure will be 

needed to serve an equivalent population.  

× Projections show that the vast majority of 

pressure for new development will occur on the 

urban fringe.  
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Transportation  
The transportation system in the Peoria region has grown over the past decades to support the growing developed area and population.  Like many other urban areas 

the size of Peoria, the system improvements have been focused primarily  on road projects targeted at automobiles and highway traffic, while investments in other 

modes of transportation, including bus, passenger train, and bicycling/walking infrastructure, has generally lagged behind.   

Part of the urbanized area is served by a public transportation bus system, although the transit system does not operate in much of the suburban area east of the Illinois 

River.  At least three bus lines provide connections from the Peoria area to other urban areas via bus or charter coach connections.  Non-motorized transportation is not 

readily available in most parts of the region; some trails exist but for the most part they are not connected to one another, making their use difficult for anything other 

than recreation.  There is no local rail transportation system, nor is there access to intercity rail transportation via Amtrak.  This remainder of this section will discuss 

characteristics of various modes of the regional transportation system. 

Highway  

While Peoria is similar to other urban areas on how it has invested and improved its transportation system, it is dissimilar in that the Peoria region has managed to 

maintain a transportation system that is largely unaffected by systemic congestion issues faced by many other metropolitan areas.  This is due to the negligible 

population growth over the past 50 years, and a history of investing in capacity-expanding road projects.   

The transportation system in the Peoria-Pekin urbanized area operates efficiently, generally without congestion.  Congestion can be described as the condition where 

the level of performance does not meet the demand of using the transportation system.  Where performance does meet demand, adequate capacity exists and the users 

move efficiently through the system. 
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The regional Travel Demand Model (TDM) allows analysis of the transportation system, 

including the volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio, a common tool used to evaluate road 

congestion.  A travel demand model developed for the Tri-County region provides some 

information about congested roadways in the region.  The model contains both the traffic 

volume on local roadways and the capacity of local roadways, and a volume-capacity ratio is 

available for different roadway segments.  For the purposes of this plan, roadway segments 

with a volume-capacity ratio greater than 1.0 are defined as congested roadway segments.   

The four maps on the following pages show the current V/C for the transportation system 

(for roads classified as collectors or higher).  As the maps show, there is little congestion 

within the urbanized area.  These segments ɀ portions of Farmington Road in Peoria County, 

University Street in Peoria, Washington and Camp Streets in East Peoria, Illinois Route 116 

near Woodford County, and Detroit Avenue in Morton ɀ are shown in red.  The congested 

roadway segments identified in the maps should be monitored in the future to identify and 

address congestion. 

Outside the urban area (shown in the map at right) there is no systemic road congestion, 

although occasional construction projects, traffic accidents, or slow-moving vehicles will 

cause brief delays.   
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A previous analysis of the volume and capacity of local highways was completed in December 

2005 as part of a freight transportation study completed for the Heart of Illinois Regional Port 

District by Tri -County Regional Planning Commission and Heartland Partnership.  The study 

compared the threshold level of service for average annual daily traffic (AADT) and percent 

truck traffic to the actual AADT and percent truck traffic for two lane highways, four lane 

highways, and four lane interstate highways in the region to identify local highways that 

operate at a subpar level of service. For example, the threshold level of service for AADT and 

percent truck traffic is 10,000 vehicles and 10 percent, respectively, for a two lane highway; any 

two lane highways that have an AADT of 10,000 and/or percent truck traffic of 10 percent or 

greater were identified as operating at a subpar level of service.   

Highways identified as having a subpar level of service by this study can be seen in the map to 

the right.  It should be noted that this study focused heavily on the impact of commercial truck 

ÔÒÁÆÆÉÃ ÏÎ ÌÅÖÅÌ ÏÆ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅȢ  4Ï ÔÈÅ ÁÖÅÒÁÇÅ ÄÒÉÖÅÒȟ ÔÈÅÓÅ ÈÉÇÈ×ÁÙÓ ×ÉÌÌ ÎÏÔ ȰÆÅÅÌȱ ÃÏÎÇÅÓÔÅÄȟ 

despite being identified as having a subpar level of service.  Still, high levels of truck traffic do 

have an impact on road conditions, maintenance, and safety. 

The potential for congestion is greatest during the particular portions of the morning and late 

afternoon when individuals are traveling to and returning from work and school.  Not 

surprisingly, the majority of workers leave home in the morning, with nearly one-third leaving 

between 7:00 a.m. and 7:59 a.m., nearly 45 percent leaving between 6:30 a.m. and 7:59 a.m., and 

nearly two thirds leaving between 6:00 a.m. and 8:29 a.m.   

Of all workers who do not work at home, more than 50 percent travel less than 20 minutes to 

work, and nearly 80 percent travel less than 30 minutes to reach their workplaces.  Although 

these figures suggest congestion is minimal in the region, this data should be continuously 

monitored for increases in travel time in order to address possible congestion.  

Sometimes, isolated events occur that reduce the efficiency of the transportation system. 

Construction projects, collisions, and emergency situations can lead to congestion and 



The Big Plan 2010 

 

16 | P a g e 
 

inefficient traffic flow. In these situations, the presence of intelligent transportation systems (ITS), can effectively manage the transportation system by preventing 

congestion and maintaining adequate traffic flow. 

ITS refers to the use of information and communications technology with the transportation infrastructure in order to manage the transportation system.  

In 2006, a Regional ITS Architecture was developed for ÔÈÅ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ 

Metropolitan Planning Organization (the Peoria Pekin Urbanized Area 

Transportation Study, or PPUATS) to allow for the development of 

regional ITS. The document that presented the Architecture included an 

inventory of ITS systems, a concept for operating ITS, and a list of specific 

regional ITS activities to be implemented. ITS is beneficial for enabling 

the transportation system to operate efficiently when unforeseen events 

occur, and ITS activities should be implemented in the region to 

effectively manage the regional transportation system. 

Safety 

One way to measure the safety of the public infrastructure is to evaluate 

the condition of the pavement.  Pavement Conditions in the Tri County 

Region are rated on scale from 1 to 9, as reported by the Illinois 

Department of Transportation (IDOT) District 4 IRIS Marked Route 

System.  The map to the right displays the major state owned and 

maintained roads and the pavement condition as of November of 2008; 1 

to 4.5 = Poor (Red), 4.6 to 6 = Fair (Yellow), 6.1 to 7.5 = Good (Green), 

and 7.6 to 9.0 = Excellent (Blue).  The majority of the roads in the 

urbanized area are in fair condition or better. 

Another important indicator of road system safety is the condition of the 

ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ ÂÒÉÄÇÅÓȢ  )$/4 has established a Structure Information 

Management System to maintain the data collected from the annual 

bridge inspections.  The inspection process evaluates many factors of the 
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ÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅȭÓ ÃÏÎÄÉÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÕÌÔÉÍÁÔÅÌÙ ÔÈÅ ÉÎÓÐÅÃÔÏÒ ÇÉÖÅÓ ÉÔ Á ÓÕÆÆÉÃÉÅÎÃÙ ÒÁÔÉÎÇ ÆÒÏÍ ρ-100; 100 being the best possible score.  Typically, if a structure has a rating of 50 or 

below it is eligible for federal funds for reconstruction or repairs.  The average rating of all of these bridges in the Tri County region is an 84; with approximately 1,320 

bridge structures. 

There are 436 bridges in Peoria County; these structures have a total Average Daily Trips (ADT) of approximately, 2,055,000 and an average ADT of 4,713 per structure.  

The average rating is 77.  Tazewell County has 438 bridges; these structures have a total ADT of approximately, 2,045,000 and an average ADT of 4,670 per structure.  

The average rating is 80.  There are 446 bridges in Woodford County; these structures have a total ADT of approximately, 2,433,500 and an average ADT of 5,482 per 

structure.  The average rating is 94.  The charts on the following page show the sufficiency ratings for bridges in each of the three Counties, as compared to the year they 

were constructed.  In sum, many of the bridges and structures in the region are old, and in need of maintenance.  Funding the repair or replacement of these structures is 

a challenge, but must be considered a priority in order to ensure public safety, and preserve the efficiency of the system. 

The majority of all trips made in the urbanized area are done by private vehicles; these trips include traveling to and from work, shopping, doctor visits, social activities, 

health and fitness activities, and many other types of trips.  According to the 2000 Census, the 242,951 residents in the urbanized area had 113,562 vehicles available for 

use, or one vehicle per 2.14 persons.  At the time of the Census, about 93% of working residents aged 16 or older in the Peoria-Pekin urbanized area traveled by car; 

about 89% of those residents traveled alone.  This data clearly indicates the dependency of the private automobile in this region. 
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Crashes between cars, pedestrians, bicycles, and fixed objects occur 

everywhere.  IDOT monitors traffic crashes throughout the state via local law 

enforcement agencies.  The chart at right displays total crashes in 2007; of the 

10,203 total crashes in the Tri -County Region 20.1% resulted in injuries and 

3.5% in fatalities.  In Peoria County approximately 28% of the accidents were 

rear end crashes.  In Tazewell County approximately 22% of the accidents were 

rear end crashes.  In Woodford County approximately 24% of the accidents were crashes with animals. 

The graph below left shows the number of crashes that occurred in each county from 2001-2008.  Each county shows a similar trend throughout the years.  The graph 

below right shows fatalities due to vehicular accidents from 2001 through 2008.  There are significantly more fatalities in Peoria County than there are in Tazewell and 

Woodford Counties, and many more fatalities in 2004 in Peoria County.  Tazewell County had no major fluctuations, ranging from 9 ɀ 15 throughout the years.  

Woodford County had even fewer, ranging from 1-6 throughout the years.  In large part the discrepancy between Counties can be attributed to population differences. 

 

 

 

  

 TOTAL Fatal Injury  

Peoria County  6,088 18 1,208 

Tazewell County  3,405 13 678 

Woodford County  710 5 163 

TRI-COUNTY REGION 10,203 36 2,049 
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Major Road Projects  

In addition to improvements and capacity expansion projects to existing roadways, 

several new roadways in the urban fringe and rural areas are in various stages of the 

planning process.  These roadways are intended to serve multiple purposes: economic 

development, residential, commercial and industrial development, and congestion 

management.  These projects include the Eastern Bypass with an Illinois River 

crossingȟ )ÌÌÉÎÏÉÓ 2ÏÕÔÅ σσφȟ )ÌÌÉÎÏÉÓ 2ÏÕÔÅ ςωȟ ÁÎÄ 6ÅÔÅÒÁÎȭÓ $ÒÉÖÅȠ ÔÈÅÙ ÃÁÎ ÂÅ ÓÅÅÎ ÉÎ 

the map on the right.  More information and detailed planning for each of these 

corridors is included later in the Corridor Plans section of this plan.  

Transit  

4ÈÅ ÒÅÇÉÏÎȭÓ ÐÕÂÌÉÃ ÔÒÁÎÓÐÏÒÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÐÔÉÏÎ ÉÓ ÐÒÏÖÉÄÅÄ ÂÙ ÔÈÅ 'ÒÅÁÔÅÒ 0ÅÏÒÉÁ -ÁÓÓ 

Transit District  (GPMTD).  GPMTD operates fixed route general public transportation 

within the Peoria/Pekin urbanized area under the name of CityLink; the service area 

includes Peoria, West Peoria Township, and Peoria Heights and also provides service 

under contract to the City of Pekin and the East Peoria Mass Transit District.   

CityLink is focused on its mission of providing economic, social and environmental 

benefits to the community through progressive, customer-focused transportation.  

This mission includes service for the elderly, area youth and the transportation 

ÄÉÓÁÄÖÁÎÔÁÇÅÄȢ  4ÈÅÓÅ ÇÒÏÕÐÓ ÁÒÅ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÉÍÁÒÙ ÆÏÃÕÓ ÏÆ #ÉÔÙ,ÉÎËȭÓ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅÓȟ ÂÕÔ Á 

ÃÏÎÃÅÎÔÒÁÔÅÄ ÅÆÆÏÒÔ ÉÓ ÔÁÒÇÅÔÅÄ ÁÔ ÐÏÔÅÎÔÉÁÌ ȰÃÈÏÉÃÅȱ ÒÉÄÅÒÓȢ  4ÈÅÓÅ ÒÉÄÅÒÓ ÈÁÖÅ ÏÔÈÅÒ 

transportation options, but by offering enhanced schedules, routing, and access to 

service information through the use of passenger information displays placed at 

strategic locations, CityLink is attracting members of this group.  

$ÕÅ ÉÎ ÐÁÒÔ ÔÏ #ÉÔÙ,ÉÎËȭÓ ÅÆÆÏÒÔÓ ÔÏ ÉÍÐÒÏÖÅ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅ ÁÎÄ ÁÔÔÒÁÃÔ ȰÃÈÏÉÃÅȱ riders, and in 

part to larger trends in the rising costs of personal transportation and growing 

Á×ÁÒÅÎÅÓÓ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÎÅÅÄ ÔÏ ÒÅÄÕÃÅ ÉÎÄÉÖÉÄÕÁÌ ÆÕÅÌ ÃÏÎÓÕÍÐÔÉÏÎȟ #ÉÔÙ,ÉÎËȭÓ ÒÉÄÅÒÓÈÉÐ 

levels are on a long-term increase.  In 2009, CityLink posted its largest annual 




































































































































































































