
























































































































































































 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit B



PROWAG - AlterationsPROWAG Alterations
• Meet New Construction Guidelines to Maximum Extent 

Feasible
• Document

RESURFACING RECONSTRUCTION



PROWAG – Other References
Usable Information (from MUTCD)

PROWAG Other References



Ped Access Route - WidthPed Access Route Width

• 4 ft Min Continuous/Unobstructed Clear Width4 ft Min Continuous/Unobstructed Clear Width
• 5 ft Passing Space @ 200 ft



PAR - WidthPAR Width



PAR – Cross SlopePAR Cross Slope
• Limit PAR cross slope to a maximum of 2.0%, measured p ,

perpendicular to the PAR centerline.

NEW CONSTRUCTION ALTERATION



PAR – Cross SlopePAR Cross Slope



PAR – Running SlopePAR Running Slope
• The running slope of the PAR may match, BUT NOT g p y ,

EXCEED, that of the adjacent roadway.



PAR - IntersectionPAR Intersection
• Where two directions of travel intersect at corners (or (

where a turn must be made), the PAR must be ‘level’ 
(2.0% in both directions) or ‘tabled’.

THIS NOT THIS!THIS …                                              … NOT THIS!



PAR – SurfacePAR Surface
• Firm, Stable, and Slip Resistant, , p
• 0.25” – 0.50” Vertical Difference Requires Bevel
• > 0.50” Vertical Difference Requires Ramp



PAR – Horizontal OpeningsPAR Horizontal Openings
• 0.50” Openingsp g
• Elongated Openings Perpendicular to Direction of Travel



PAR - Protruding ObjectsPAR Protruding Objects

• 4” max across the4  max across the 
whole width of the 
PAR

• Elements above 27” 
and below 80” aren’t 
detectable.



Curb Ramp TypesCurb Ramp Types

• Perpendicular to the CurbPerpendicular to the Curb
• Parallel to the Curb

Bl d d T iti• Blended Transition



Perpendicular Curb RampPerpendicular Curb Ramp



Parallel Curb RampParallel Curb Ramp



Blended TransitionBlended Transition

Depressed Corner

Raised Crossing



Curb Ramp DesignCurb Ramp Design

• Select Best CurbSelect Best Curb 
Ramp or Combination

• 4’ Minimum Width
• Provide 4’ x 4’ 

Turning Spaceg p
• 5% Counter Slope
• Grade Breaks G ade ea s

Important



Anatomy of a Curb RampAnatomy of a Curb Ramp

• The ‘cookie cutter’ curb rampThe cookie cutter  curb ramp



Combination RampsCombination Ramps
• Combined Ramps Work p

Well
• Sloping the sidewalk 

d h t thdown shortens the 
perpendicular run to the 
street

• Turning space is at an 
intermediate level



Curb Ramps - Turning SpaceCurb Ramps Turning Space

48”



Curb Ramps - Turning SpaceCurb Ramps Turning Space
• Provide a level turning space at the top of a g p p

perpendicular ramp, at the bottom of a parallel ramp, and 
at corners.

TS
TS



Curb Ramps - Turning SpaceCurb Ramps Turning Space



Curb Ramps - Counter SlopeCurb Ramps Counter Slope



Curb Ramps - Grade BreakCurb Ramps Grade Break



Curb Ramps – IdealCurb Ramps Ideal



Curb Ramps – Design DetailCurb Ramps Design Detail



Detectable WarningsDetectable Warnings

• Due to their distinctive design truncatedDue to their distinctive design, truncated 
domes are detectable by cane and 
underfootunderfoot

• DW Cover Entire Flush Edge or Width of 
RampRamp

• DW must cover 2’ in Direction of Travel



Detectable Warningsg

24”6-8”



Detectable WarningsDetectable Warnings

50% to 65%

0.2”

50% to 65% 
of base 0.9” to 

1.4”
1.6” to 2.4”

0.9” to 
1 4”

0.2”
1.4”



Detectable WarningsDetectable Warnings



Detectable WarningsDetectable Warnings

• For Perpendicular Curb Ramps:For Perpendicular Curb Ramps:
• Place DW on curb ramp at grade break if level 

landing at bottom of ramp is less than 5’ deep
• Place DW on bottom landing if landing is more than 5’ 

deep at any point



Detectable WarningsDetectable Warnings

5’
< 

5



Detectable WarningsDetectable Warnings

• For Parallel Curb Ramps:For Parallel Curb Ramps:

Place at back of 

24”

curb on landing



Detectable WarningsDetectable Warnings
• Required at Medians.  q



Pedestrian CrossingsPedestrian Crossings

• Markings Required by MUTCDMarkings Required by MUTCD
• Shorten Crossings

R f I l d• Refuge Islands
• Median Cut

O• Bulb Outs
• APS Required for Signals
• Level (2.0% Cross Slope; 5.0% Crown)



 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit C



East Peoria Sidewalk Plan 
Final Survey Results  

Sidewalk Survey Results 
1. Knowing that everything costs money, and that there is a limited amount of money, priorities must be 

set. Please rank the value of sidewalks in East Peoria compared to police, fire, and roadway funding. 

(1 is highest, 4 is lowest) 

This question asked respondents to prioritize, from most important (1) to least important (4), funding 

for Police services, Fire services, Roadway maintenance/construction, and sidewalks. Below is a 

summary of the responses. 

Rank Service Avg Response 

1 Police 2.23 

2 Fire 2.30 

3 Roadways 2.47 

4 Sidewalks 3.00 

Unsurprisingly, Police and Fire funding were respondents’ greatest priorities, followed by Roadways and 

Sidewalks. More than half of respondents listed Sidewalks as their lowest priority compared to the other 

three. 

2. Would you like to see more funding put toward sidewalks? 

 

Despite their low priority compared to “essential services” and roadways, over 70% of respondents 

indicated that they would like to see more funding put toward sidewalks. 

Yes, 
70.6%

No, 
29.4%

Patrick Meyer
Rectangle

Patrick Meyer
Rectangle



3. Assuming grants were not available, where should funding for sidewalks come from? Please rank. (1 is 

highest, 4 is lowest) 

Money must come from somewhere, and this question asked respondents where sidewalk funding 

should come from, either from police funding, fire funding, roadway funding, or a tax increase. 

 Funding Source Avg Rank 

1 Roadway 2.13 

2 Police 2.41 

3 Fire 2.62 

4 Tax Increase 2.84 

Based on the provided options, Roadway funding was identified as the most acceptable option for 

improving/building sidewalks. Police and fire proved unpopular sources, the but the least acceptable 

option for most respondents was a tax increase. 

4. Whenever disturbance of an existing sidewalk occurs or when a roadway gets new blacktop, sidewalk 

ramps must be improved to meet current ADA standards. All existing sidewalks can remain as-is. 

Should money be spent to make all sidewalks ADA compatible, even if not required? 

 

Respondents were split almost perfectly by this question. 

Yes, 
50.20%

No, 
49.80%

Patrick Meyer
Rectangle

Patrick Meyer
Rectangle



 

5. Deteriorated sidewalks (see image above) may be a liability for the City and the taxpayers. For 

sidewalks that are deteriorated or not ADA compliant, would you like to see the City… 

 

In the case of deteriorated sidewalks, 6 out of 10 respondents support replacing them, either by utilizing 

existing revenue sources or creating a new one. The remaining 4 out of 10 respondents would see 

destroyed sidewalks simply returned to grass, indicating that they do not believe that sidewalks provide 

appropriate value compared to their cost. 

40%

25%

35%

Remove sidewalks and
return area to grass

Use money from other
sources (police, fire,
roads) to replace them

Create a new funding
source (tax or fee) to
replace them

Patrick Meyer
Rectangle



 

6. Would you be in favor if the City removed all deteriorated sidewalks and planned major sidewalk 

improvements, installing pedestrian facilities along Springfield Rd, Fondulac Dr, Rt 116, and Meadows 

Ave as well as improving the pedestrian routes along Rt 8?  Please see the map above. 

 

Nearly three-quarters of respondents were in favor of the “wheel and spokes” sidewalk vision shown in 

the map above. The proposed strategy could limit pedestrian accessibility within neighborhoods, but 

would increase mobility for those wishing to walk or bicycle toward the City’s core. 

Yes, 
71.60%

No, 
28.40%

Patrick Meyer
Rectangle



Demographic Question 
The survey requested only one demographic question, asking about the respondent’s relationship to 

East Peoria. 

7. Which of these below describe you? Select all that apply. 

 

Almost all of the 201 respondents to the survey were City residents, more than half shopped in the City, 

and approximately one quarter of them worked or went to school in East Peoria. Most of the “Other” 

respondents referred to friends or relatives that lived in the City. 

Open Ended Question 
The end of the survey invited respondents to write any additional comments or suggestions they had 

about East Peoria’s sidewalk system (or the survey itself) in the provided field. Many commenters spoke 

about specific streets, intersections, or locations that they believe would benefit from sidewalks or from 

better sidewalks. All 84 Additional Comments are listed on the following page(s) and have not been 

edited for relevance or content. 

8. Do you have any additional comments about the City of East Peoria's sidewalk network? 

Sidewalks are far more valuable to resident than the time and money put into development efforts or 

increased city staffing expenses.  (2) 

No (2) 

Our property taxes are already incredibly high. I highly oppose tax increase for sidewalks  

Sidewalks near schools should receive the highest priority.   

192

131

54

15 12 8

0

100

200

I live in East
Peoria

I shop in East
Peoria

I work in East
Peoria

Other I go to school in
East Peoria

I own a business
in East Peoria

Patrick Meyer
Rectangle



It's insane that students living 500yds from school are bussed because sidewalks aren't present.  (I know 

this crosses government bodies) 

I have noticed often in surrounding cities a portion of roadway being dedicated to bicycle use, this 

leaves sidewalks for pedestrian use only, I believe that helps with maintaining the sidewalk, slowing 

deterioration from heavy bicycle use.  

I think that Highview Road between Armstrong and Regal Lane need to have a sidewalk. With the 

amount of traffic/people speeding/narrow roads, there should be some safe pathways instead of using 

the yards of houses/the radio tower.  

Fix the roads first! 

Springfield Rd needs sidewalks down the entirety of the street all the way from Washington street to 

muller to help keep the terrible traffic away from our children and daily walkers  that occur related to 

the narrow roadway. The Springfield Rd community cannot walk safely as it is today. Please consider. 

Having sidewalks is great for those who choose not to drive or those who can't drive. People who walk 

deserve safe passages as well.  

Edgewood Subdivision needs sidewalks and Armstrong school needs the walking path repaired and 

would benefit from a sidewalk along Highview Rd/Illini on one side of the road for safe walking/biking to 

school for kids. 

Would love sidewalks on highview and illini drive for the walkers and runners  

Pekin Ave!! needs sidewalks too........ 

Fondulac Drive needs sidewalks. This is a popular walking area, but cars drive too fast and there isn’t 

much shoulder area for pedestrians. I think this would be a great asset to the community. 

they need improvement  

Add sidewalks to residential neighborhoods  

Contracted companies, ie itv3 needs to repair the curbs and sidewalks that they ruin while installing 

fiber.  

Love sidewalks, but we just can't afford them right now. Too much is spent on fire & police and too 

much DEBT! 

We need more sidewalks throughout the City. 

Need sidewalks on illini and highview. Lots of walkers who are at times hard to see in early morning.  

I think there are sidewalks that aren’t used that can be removed. Then there are sidewalks that are 

needed that are not on this map duh as residential areas and by elementary schools.   

We also have curbs that need repaired and kids playing in the streets because there are no side walks 



This survey is crap. There are other options besides the ones listed. Nobody in their eight minds are 

going to take away from police and fire and EP taxes are already high enough. Try again. This time with 

effort 

May I repair the medium break up of the ramp/sidewalk leading to my driveway?  

We have other priorities. The sidewalks that exist are in bad shape. We either need to tear out and 

replace in addition to new or just tear out.  

I have lived on fondulac dr for almost 10 years. My wife and I have discussed numerous times how 

unfortunate it is that one of the nicest areas in the city  has no safe travel path. I personally would be 

willing to pay a higher tax for a safe place for kids to ride their bikes. 

I walk often with my dog and haven't seen a major issue. I'd say keep up with the trail and it'll be fine. Or 

even paint bike paths on the roadways.  

Please fix the roads before anything.  They are bad. Springfield hill is terrible. 

Sidewalk needed on Highview  

I would love to see the city take pride in our town instead of it looking run down like Peoria. We’re 

better than this guys.  

We need sidewalks on Highview Road. This survey is an example of Firemen First. This means whenever 

a city is faced with a challenge, the threat of losing fire protection is implied. . 

These seemed like loaded questions. Is that really the only places in which to get money for sidewalks? 

Seems like you picked the most important items that needed funded and put them up against sidewalks 

with the only other option being a tax hike.  If these really are the only areas to get funding for some 

legal reason I wish that was explained. Otherwise this seems like you directed participants to a certain 

answer so later you can say "This is what the people want." 

It would be nice to get sidewalks on Pleasant hill of some sort.  lots of people bike and walk up the road 

to get to the bike trail and its not the safest road to be on.   

The main, high traffic and winding roads should have sidewalks.  I live on Juniper Lane and amna runner.  

It is neither easy nor safe to run on most of Highview and Oakwood.   It would be nice to have a path 

that stretches up Illini, Highview and Oakwood to ICC. 

Sidewalks would make our kids safer  

As a teacher in district 309, I would love to stay in the community. One of the biggest complaints to my 

husband is the lack of sidewalks. I also think highview/Illini is extremely busy and there are always 

joggers, walkers, and people like me with strollers. I’d love to see sidewalks here, too. 

Many areas don't even have sidewalks! 

I like the map and plan for sidewalks! 



Pensions are a thing of the past, but the city still offers them to the police and fire departments. No. I’m 

sick of my constant tax increases. Where is our money goain’t? Someone needs to take a cut and it’s not 

our roads.  

Highview Rd needs better pedestrian protection 

Highview Rd needs sidewalks 

I have always felt that East Peoria isn't incredibly "walker/runner" friendly in areas near ICC/Fondulac 

Dr/Meadows Ave where you typically see foot traffic using busy roadways or walking in ditches.  I 

understand that all improvements come at a cost, but I think this would be a nice addition to our great 

city. 

No need to add  sidewalk where there are none 

If you remove sidewalks, pedestrians must have a safe place to walk on the road. Foot and bike traffic is 

important and healthy. Plus we need to protect our children from vehicular traffic. I would support 

lowering speed limits on road with pedestrian/bicycle traffic and expect greater law enforcement on 

said roads. 

Arnold Road needs them. Any road with a school on it should have a sidewalk. 

I personally am more concerned about the lack of sidewalks in our neighborhood (Edgewood 

Subdivision), and would rather have sidewalks in the neighborhood than in commercial areas.   

Pekin Ave desperately needs sidewalks since the bus doesnt run through here anymore.  

The Highview RD Simon Dr neighborhood needs sidewalks badly.  People drive too fast along the windy 

roads within the neighborhood. People are uncomfortable letting their kids out in the neighborhood 

because of the traffic.  

There aren't enough sidewalks in the area around Lowe's and Walmart. There should be benches at bus 

stops in the Levy District. 

I would rather see our roads repaired first.  

Why not take the money from the city officials budget instead of comparing it to police and fire? The 

survey is biased and I would rather see police and fire have higher budgets than see then get funding 

taken away AGAIN to something that could come out somewhere else. Don’t make it seem like those 

are the only places money sits in this city.  

I would like to see sidewalks where there currently aren’t any, e.g. Fondulac Dr 

This is an extremely biased survey. Police, fire and roads are not the only areas on which taxes are spent 

or where cuts could be made. And yet those three options are obviously the ones chosen to elicit the 

response you want that sidewalks in comparison aren't that important. In reality, governments could 

find money to eventually support all worthy projects if they focused on efficiency and cutting 

unnecessary administrative costs. Don't pretend that everything is an either/or. There is often more 

than one way up a mountain, and there is surely a compromise that can be reached to ensure adequate 

and safe sidewalks. Also, you cannot answer the question about the deterioted/non-ADA sidewalks as 

an all or none; it depends on the location, the amount of use, and obviously the personal opinions of the 



people most affected in each specific neighborhood. I might not care about the sidewalk in that picture, 

but a handicapped person living in that house surely would.  

The deterioration in the sidewalk above is not totally the citys fault.  Shouldnt ^he homeowner bear 

some responsibility for upkeep? Partner with the citizens. Require upkeep.  

Highview Rd and Illini need sidewalks. Tons of people walking on the dilapidated roads 

I know you want to work on sidewalks with the most traffic but there are a lot of sidewalks in 

neighborhoods that need repaired  

East peoria is not community friendly since families here do not have a safe place to walk in their own 

neighborhoods. 

Previous question is not a yes no question. Who writes these surveys? What network? New subdivisions 

should be required to install sidewalks. Homeowner responsibility for maintenance. What about 

Highview Road. So many walkers, runners, bikes on it. Sidewalks are very important. One reason people 

move to Washington and Morton. Quality of life 

It is crazy to me that there are not sidewalks along vast portions of the local bus routes. Even on hugely 

busy roads people have to walk on the road or on grass verges to get to bus stops, even on steep hills 

(i.e. near ICC). This is so dangerous for both pedestrians and drivers alike. I also think you are currently 

exaggerating in calling anything a "Sidewalk Network", the sidewalks in East Peoria are so few and far 

between, starting and stopping abruptly with what seems little to no thought or logic (I'm pretty sure 

"Networks" have to be connected). 

We dont need to waste money on sidewalks.  

Instead of concentrating on sidewalks where people can walk just fine, maybe concentrate on our 

horrible roads where cars are damaged from driving on them. 

Save the pool.  You are a disgrace!! 

Try to get creative with funding, don't just assume the city will bear another tax. Crowdsource, pull from 

existing budgets, etc. 

Pull funding from other budgets not listed here. Don't create another tax for the sake of taxes. 

Find funding from other sources or budgets; use what you already have. 

Springfield Rd could use sidewalks but only if funded by grant money and not increased taxes.  

I have lived-in EP for 50 years. I never had a side walk. Basic Road safety was and is still enough. 

Would love to see sidewalks on centennial towards washington.  

No tax increase.  Enough is enough. 

East Peoria needs road and street repair before spendig additional funds on sidewalks 

Network is an inappropriate word for how things currently are. There are almost next to nothing in 

terms with keeping people safe. I have seen many having to walk on the road, nearly getting hit on a 



daily basis. The bus stops are also in desperate need, especially by ICC. The term dangerous isn't strong 

enough to how inappropriate that stop is setup and would benefit greatly from a side walk, along with 

the rest of East Peoria.  

Sidewalks help to make America great again 

Major sidewalks along busy roads should be/NEED to be cleared of snow! 

I have felt unsafe several times walking down the road because there is a not a sidewalk in place to keep 

myself or my dogs safe when we are walking together. This takes places daily on Oakwood Road. Having 

a sidewalk would make getting around the area much safer. Thank you.  

I feel there should be sidewalks in the neighborhood by ICC & Armstrong elementary school. There are 

many children & students who walk to school and around the neighborhoods and it would be much 

safer for them if there were sidewalks 

I believe the city should initially install sidewalks in all business and high traffic areas, then make fronting 

property owners responsible for upkeep by fees or fines  

We don't have any in our subdivision and it's not save. It should be a requirement when there is a 

subdivision. 

The hill going up Centennial Road to ICC is extremely steep. (Not sure how this could meet ADA 

standards)  I would like to see a protected bike lane installed next to Route 24 from College Dr to the 

planned McClugage Bridge pedestrian/bicycle path. I would also like to see a sidewalk along Illini Dr 

from Washington Street to Highview Road. 

I am so scared someone is going to get hit by a car walking, riding bikes  on Springfield road or Fondulac 

Dr. There should be more enforcement of speed limits on both roads. Fondulac Dr. is park district, there 

should be more safety signage, speed limit signs or children at play signs on Fondulac. There are so 

many blind curves on Fondulac as well and tons of people walk with their dogs, and children in strollers. 

I hope the city seriously considers doing something before something tragic happens.   

East Peoria needs sidewalks for safety and community accessibility.  It is unfair to ask the residents of 

East Peoria to make a distinction between sidewalks and fire/police.  Both need funding and should be 

completely separate issues.  East Peoria has plenty of revenue options other than making it more 

expensive to live in town while granting exemptions for every business.  Fondulac Drive is a very busy 

road and a focal point of our city yet has literally nowhere for people to walk.  In order to foster a sense 

of community rather than a focus on businesses that do not contribute fairly to the city in which they 

exist,  we need to provide our citizens with safe access to throughout our community. 

I live on 802 Fondulac Dr. the neighborhood is getting more and more younger with children, having 

sidewalks is crucial up their so these kids can ride their bike or even for the older people that like to 

walk. It’s dangerous not to have them because the cars up their drive ridiculous! We need children at 

play signs, sidewalks and maybe even a couple speed bumps! My family has even reconsidered moving 

to another location that has sidewalks! Sidewalks would be very beneficial to the neighborhood all along 

Fondulac dr. 

I would love to see sidewalks in the Highview Road/Illini Drive area also.  



We live on Fondulac Drive, on which several people walk or ride bikes.  I fear for everyone’s safety, 

specifically walking, due to the curves and speed at which some cars drive on our road.  Sidewalks would 

be such a welcome and necessary improvement to keep our citizens safe, not to mention the children 

living on this road. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit D



IL Route 8 - W
ashington St

US Rt 150 - Meadow Ave

IL 
Rt

 11
6 - U

S R
t 1

50

Centennial Drive

Springfield
Roa

d

Fo
nd

ul
a

c
D

riv
e

Fo
nd

ul
a

c
R

iv
er

Tr
a

il

Bike Trail

^
Proposed Pedestrian Conceptual Plan

City of East Peoria, Illinois

Downtown AreaDowntown Area

Levee DistrictLevee District

Proposed Routes - 103,839.54' / 19.67 Miles

Established Routes - 72,877.52' / 13.8 Miles

Segment Route Totals

Veterans Drive
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Miles

Spoke Segment Lengths
* Current Established Routes

Legend

Existing Bike Trail

Existing River Trail

Existing Sidewalk (IDOT)

Proposed Sidewalk (IDOT)

Street Centerline

Municipal Limits

Proposed Sidewalk (City)

Existing Sidewalk (City)

Centennial Drive - 16,555.37' / 3.14 Miles

*  IL Rt 8 - Washington St - 28,593.16' - 5.42 Miles

US Rt 150 - Meadow Ave - 22,009.47' / 4.17 Miles

IL Rt 116 - US Rt 150 - 21,585.67' / 5.42 Miles

Fondulac Drive - 23,444.14' / 4.44 Miles

Veterans Drive - 1,926.2' / 0.36 Miles

* Bike Trail - 39,219.78' / 7.43 Miles

* Fondulac River Trail - 5,064.58' / .96 Miles

Springfield Road - 18,440.29' / 3.49 Miles
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Map of School Walking Areas



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Map of School Bus Stops for Elementary Schools



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Map of School Bus Stops for High School
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Website page for Link to Review this Report 
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Report an Issue with a Sidewalk
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BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS MANUAL 

SECTION 41-6 



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS
Oct 2013 SPECIAL DESIGN ELEMENTS 41-6(1)

41-6 REQUIREMENTS FOR ACCESSIBLE PUBLIC RIGHTS-OF-WAY

41-6.01 General

Many highway elements can affect the accessibility and mobility of individuals with disabilities.
These include sidewalks, curb ramps, parking spaces, buildings at transportation facilities, 
overpasses or underpasses, temporary traffic control, and landscaping or streetscaping.
According to the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), 42 U.S.C. §12181 - 12189 and the
Illinois Environmental Barriers Act, 410 ILCS 25/1 et seq, public highway right-of-way shall be 
made accessible to all users. Local Public Agencies (LPAs) are required to perform a self-
assessment to determine barriers to accessibility within the public highway right-of-way.

Currently, a national uniform design guideline for public highway right-of-way has not been 
adopted by the United States Department of Justice and Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA). However, the Proposed Accessibility Guidelines for Pedestrian Facilities in the Public 
Right-of-Way (PROWAG) has been introduced by the United States Access Board through the 
federal rule-making process. Furthermore, FHWA has issued guidance that PROWAG may be 
used in order to comply with accessibility requirements. Therefore, the Department 
recommends that LPAs use the latest revision of PROWAG available at www.access-board.gov,
when constructing or altering facilities within the highway public right-of-way.

Figure 41-6A provides a reference to criteria contained in PROWAG unless otherwise noted.
The ADA Standards for Accessible Designs (ADAAG), the Illinois Accessibility Code (IAC), the 
Uniform Federal Accessibility Standards (UFAS), the ILMUTCD, and the American National 
Standards Institute (ANSI) should also be consulted as needed. Where LPA policies or local 
codes require criteria that exceed PROWAG, then the local criteria should be used.

41-6.02 Equivalent Facilitation

The use of alternative designs, products, or technologies, that result in substantially equivalent 
or greater accessibility and usability than the requirements in PROWAG, is permitted. However, 
the LPA should document how the equivalent facilitation was determined.

41-6.03 Application

All newly constructed facilities, altered portions of existing facilities, and elements added to 
existing facilities for pedestrian circulation and use located in the public right-of-way shall 
comply with the requirements in this Section.



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS
41-6(2) SPECIAL DESIGN ELEMENTS Oct 2013

Accessible Component
Scoping 

Requirements
Technical 

Requirements

Pedestrian Access Route (PAR) R204 R302

Alternate PAR R205

Pedestrian Street Crossing R206 R306

Curb Ramps and Blended Transitions R207 R304

Detectable Warnings R208 R305

Accessible Pedestrian Signals and Pedestrian Pushbuttons R209

Protruding Objects R210 R402

Signs R211 R410

Transit Stops and Transit Shelters R213 R308

On-Street Parking R214 R309

Off-Street Parking ADAAG R208
ADAAG R502;
IAC 400.310(c)

Passenger Loading Zones R215 R310

Stairways and Escalators R216 R408

Handrails R217 R409

Doors, Doorways, and Gates R218

Ramps R407

SCOPING AND TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS 
Figure 41-6A

41-6.04 Alterations

41-6.04(a) General

Where existing elements, spaces, or facilities are altered, each altered element, space, or 
facility within the scope of the project shall comply with the applicable requirements for new 
construction unless existing physical constraints exist. The alteration of multiple elements or 
spaces within a facility may provide a cost-effective opportunity to make the entire facility or a 
significant portion of the facility accessible.

Figure 41-6B provides a summary of some common alterations.



BUREAU OF LOCAL ROADS & STREETS
Oct 2013 SPECIAL DESIGN ELEMENTS 41-6(3)

Type of Work Alteration Required

Resurfacing (includes, but not limited to, addition of a new 
layer of asphalt, reconstruction, concrete pavement 
rehabilitation and  reconstruction, open-graded surface course, 
microsurfacing and thin lift overlays, cape seals, and in-place 
asphalt recycling)

Correct non-compliant curb 
ramps and crosswalks

Remove and Replace Sidewalk (sidewalk patch, relocate 
poles or posts, etc.) 

Replace with compliant 
(includes transition to 
non-compliant)

Curb & Gutter Replacement

Install curb ramps if replaced 
curb and gutter is at a 
pedestrian crossing with 
adjacent sidewalk

Pedestrian Signal (signal controller and software altered, or 
signal head replaced)

Installed Accessible 
Pedestrian Signals and
accessible pushbutton

Restriping Parking Markings Provide accessible spaces

ALTERATION REQUIRED BY TYPE OF WORK
Figure 41-6B

41-6.04(b) Existing Physical Constraints.

Where existing physical constraints make it impracticable for altered elements, spaces, or 
facilities to fully comply with the requirements for new construction, compliance is required to 
the extent practicable within the scope of the project. Existing physical constraints include, but 
are not limited to, underlying terrain, right-of-way availability, underground structures, adjacent 
developed facilities, drainage, or the presence of a notable natural or historic feature.

The LPA should document the various options considered, reasons for selecting, and any public 
comments received concerning an alteration to the extent practicable. Furthermore, the facility 
shall continue to be listed as a barrier in the LPA’s self-evaluation.

41-6.04(c) Transitional Segments.

Transitional segments of an altered PARs shall connect to existing unaltered segments of 
pedestrian circulation paths. The transitional segment shall be removed when the existing 
unaltered section is altered in the future.

41-6.04(d) Reduction in Access Prohibited.

An alteration shall not decrease or have the effect of decreasing the accessibility of a facility or 
an accessible connection to an adjacent building or site below the requirements for new 
construction in effect at the time of the alteration. Sidewalk improvements that correct existing 
excessive cross slope should be carefully planned to avoid creating excessive slope in curb 
ramps or adding a step at existing building entrances. Solutions may include:

1. Split sidewalks that serve building entrances and street or highway at separate levels; 
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2. Sidewalks with greater cross slope along the curb and PARs with lesser cross slope 
along building fronts; 

3. PARs along the curb and ramped entrances to buildings.

41-6.04(e) Alterations to Qualified Historic Facilities.

Where the State Historic Preservation Officer or Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
determines that compliance with a requirement would threaten or destroy historically significant 
features of a qualified historic facility, compliance shall be required to the extent that it does not 
threaten or destroy historically significant features of the facility.

Where there is a federal agency “undertaking”, as defined in 36 CFR 800.16 (y), the 
requirements in section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470f) and 36 
CFR part 800 apply. Location of a facility within an historic district by itself does not excuse 
compliance with the requirements in this document. The State Historic Preservation Officer or 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation must determine that compliance would threaten or 
destroy historically significant features of the facility. Reproductions or replications of historic 
facilities are not qualified historic facilities.

41-6.05 Pedestrian Access Route

A PAR shall be provided within sidewalks and other pedestrian circulation paths located in the 
public right-of-way. The pedestrian access route shall connect to accessible elements, spaces,
facilities, and to other accessible routes not within the public right-of-way.

PARs shall consist of one or more of the following: sidewalks and other pedestrian circulation 
paths, or a portion of sidewalks and other pedestrian circulation paths; pedestrian street 
crossings and at-grade rail crossings; pedestrian overpasses and underpasses and similar 
structures; curb ramps and blended transitions; ramps; elevators and limited use/limited 
application elevators; platform lifts; and doors, doorways, and gates.

41-6.06 Alternate Pedestrian Access Route

When a pedestrian circulation path is temporarily closed by construction, alterations, 
maintenance operations, or other conditions, an alternate PAR shall be marked and/or provided.
Any pedestrian barricades and channelizing devices shall comply with the ILMUTCD.

The ILMUTCD recommends that whenever possible, work should be done in a manner that 
does not create a need to detour pedestrians from existing pedestrian routes. Extra distance 
and additional pedestrian street crossings add complexity to a trip and increase exposure of risk 
to accidents. 
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41-6.07 Curb Ramps and Blended Transitions

A curb ramp, blended transition, or a combination of curb ramps and blended transitions shall
be installed to allow pedestrians to continue through pedestrian street crossings, alleys, or 
driveways. The curb ramp (excluding any flared sides) or blended transition shall be contained 
wholly within the width of the crossing served.  In alterations where existing physical constraints 
prevent a curb ramp at each crossing, a single diagonal curb ramp shall be permitted to serve 
both pedestrian street crossings.

There are two types of curb ramps: 

Perpendicular curb ramps have a running slope that cuts through or is built up to the 
curb at right angles, or meets the gutter break at right angles where the curb is curved. 
On large corner radiuses, it will be necessary to indent the gutter break on one side of 
the curb ramp in order for the curb ramp to meet the gutter break at right angles.

Parallel curb ramps have a running slope that is in-line with the direction of sidewalk 
travel and lower the sidewalk to a level turning space where a turn is made to enter the 
pedestrian street crossing.

Parallel and perpendicular curb ramps may be combined. A parallel curb ramp is used to 
lower the sidewalk to a mid-landing and a short perpendicular curb ramp connects the 
landing to the street. 

Blended transitions are similar to curb ramps. However, blended transitions have a less severe 
running slope and some other differences from curb ramp design. Raised pedestrian street 
crossings are considered blended transitions. Blended transitions are suitable for a range of 
sidewalk conditions and should be considered at level intersections. 

The Department has developed a series of highway standards that provide the requirements for 
curb ramp and/or blended transition construction. However, these standards may not provide 
the contractor and LPA construction supervisor with enough information to ensure accessibility 
compliance at locations with severe slopes, existing site constraints, or other unique situations. 
Therefore, the LPA should consider providing plan details for each corner where curb ramps or 
blended transitions are being constructed. 

41-6.08 Detectable Warning Surfaces

41-6.08(a) General

Detectable warning surfaces indicate the boundary between pedestrian and vehicular routes 
where there is a flush rather than a curbed connection and shall be provided at the following 
locations on the PAR and at transit stops: 

Curb ramps and blended transitions at pedestrian street crossings; 

Pedestrian refuge islands (minimum width 6 ft);

Pedestrian at-grade rail crossings not located within a street or highway; 

Boarding platforms at transit stops for buses and rail vehicles where the edges of the 
boarding platform are not protected by screens or guards; and
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Boarding and alighting areas at sidewalk or street level transit stops for rail vehicles 
where the side of the boarding and alighting areas facing the rail vehicles is not 
protected by screens or guards.

Detectable warning surfaces should not be provided at crossings of residential driveways, since 
the pedestrian right-of-way continues across residential driveway aprons. However, where 
commercial driveways are provided with yield or stop control, detectable warning surfaces 
should be provided at the junction between the pedestrian route and the vehicular route.

41-6.09 Pedestrian Street Crossing

All pedestrian street crossings shall be accessible to pedestrians with disabilities. Where 
pedestrian signals are provided at pedestrian street crossings, they should consider accessible 
pedestrian signals

41-6.10 Protruding Objects

Objects along or overhanging any portion of a pedestrian circulation path shall not reduce the 
clear width required for the PAR.

41-6.11 Signs

Where audible sign systems and other technologies are used to provide information equivalent 
to the information contained on pedestrian signs and transit signs, the signs are not required to 
comply with accessibility requirements. 

Audible sign systems and other technologies that provide information equivalent to the 
information contained on signs are more usable by pedestrians who are blind or have low 
vision.  Remote infrared audible signs that transmit information to portable devices that are 
carried by and audible only to the user are an example of audible sign systems and other 
technologies.

41-6.12 Transit Stops and Transit Shelters

Where provided (regardless of who provides), transit stops and transit shelters shall comply with 
accessibility requirements.

Transit stops in the public right-of-way typically serve fixed route bus systems, including bus 
rapid transit systems, and light rail transit systems. Signs that identify the routes served by the 
transit stop shall comply with the technical requirements for visual characters on signs unless 
audible sign systems or other technologies are used to provide the information. The FHWA has 
issued guidance on the obligations of state transportation departments, metropolitan planning 
organizations, and transit agencies to coordinate the planning and funding of accessibility 
improvements to transit systems and facilities.
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41-6.13 On-Street Parking

41-6.13(a) General

Where on-street parking is provided on the block perimeter and the parking is marked or 
metered (including pay stations), accessible parking spaces shall be provided. Where parking 
pay stations are provided and the parking is not marked, each 20.0 ft (6.1 m) of block perimeter 
where parking is permitted shall be counted as one parking space. Figure 41-6C specifies how 
many accessible parking spaces shall be provided on the block perimeter where on-street
parking is marked or metered.

Accessible parking spaces shall be identified by signs complying with the ILMUTCD. Accessible 
parking spaces should be located where the street has the least crown and grade and close to 
key destinations.

Total Number of Marked or Metered Parking 
Spaces on the Block Perimeter

Minimum Required Number of
Accessible Parking Spaces

1 to 25 1

26 to 50 2

51 to 75 3

76 to 100 4

101 to 150 5

151 to 200 6

201 and over 4 percent of total

ON-STREET PARKING SPACES
Figure 41-6C

41-6.13(b) Signage

Accessible parking spaces shall be designated with a ground-mounted RESERVED PARKING 
for persons with disabilities (R7-8) sign with the $____ FINE (R7-I101) supplemental plaque. 
The amount of the fine shall be as established by 625 ILCS 5/11-1301.3(c). Signs shall be 
7 ft (2.0 m) minimum above the finish floor or ground surface measured to the bottom of the 
sign, and no more than 2 ft (0.6 m) horizontally from the face of curb. Signs shall be located at 
the head or foot of the parking space so as not to interfere with the operation of a side lift or a 
passenger side transfer.

41-6.13(c) Pavement Marking

1. Color. Accessible parking spaces and access aisles shall be designated with white 
pavement marking and may be supplemented with blue pavement markings.

2. Width. Pavement marking shall be 3 in (75 mm) to 6 in (150 mm) wide.
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3. Access Aisle. When required, the access aisle shall be marked with 45 degree diagonal 
lines. The diagonal lines should be 3 in (75 mm) to 6 in (150 mm) wide and separated by 
gaps of 12 in (300 mm) to 36 in (900 mm). The gap between the lines should not exceed 
6 times the width of the diagonal lines.

4. Symbol. The international symbol of accessibility should be used to provide additional 
emphasis. See Figure 41-6D.

INTERNATIONAL SYMBOL OF ACCESSIBILITY FOR PAVEMENT MARKING
Figure 41-6D

41-6.13(d) Dimensions

Where parking spaces are marked with lines, width measurements of parking spaces and 
access aisles shall be made from the centerline of the markings. The required size of parking 
spaces and access aisles shall be determine by the type of parking space.
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41-6.13(e) Curb Ramps or Blended Transitions

Curb ramps or blended transitions complying with Section 41-6.07 shall connect the access 
aisle to the PAR. Curb ramps shall not be located within the access aisle. At parallel parking 
spaces, curb ramps and blended transitions should be located so that a van side-lift or ramp can 
be deployed to the sidewalk and the vehicle occupant can transfer to a wheelchair or scooter. 
Parking spaces at the end of the block face may be served by curb ramps or blended transitions 
at the pedestrian street crossing, provided that the curb ramp is not accessed from a travel lane.

Detectable warning surfaces are not required on curb ramps and blended transitions that 
connect the access aisle to the sidewalk, including where the sidewalk is at the same level as 
the parking spaces, unless the curb ramps and blended transitions also serve pedestrian street 
crossings.

41-6.14 Off-Street Parking

41-6.14(a) General

Accessible parking spaces for individuals with disabilities and accessible passenger loading 
zones that serve a particular building shall be the spaces or zones closest to the nearest 
accessible entrance on a PAR.  In separate parking facilities that do not serve a particular 
building, locate parking spaces for individuals with disabilities on the shortest possible 
circulation route to an accessible pedestrian entrance of the parking facility.  In buildings with 
multiple access entrances with adjacent parking, accessible parking spaces may be dispersed 
and located closest to the accessible entrances. The total number of accessible parking spaces 
may be distributed among parking facilities, if greater accessibility is achieved in consideration 
of such factors as anticipated usage, number and location of entrances and level parking areas.
Figure 41-6E specifies how many accessible parking spaces shall be provided.

Each parking space shall have its own access aisle and all access aisles shall blend to a 
common level with an accessible route. Parking spaces and access aisles shall be level with 
surface slopes not exceeding 1:50 (2.0%) in all directions. Minimum vertical clearance of 
98 in (2490 mm) at the parking space and along at least one vehicle access route to such 
spaces from site entrance(s) and exit(s) shall be provided.
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Total Number of Marked or Metered Parking 
Spaces on the Block Perimeter

Minimum Required Number of
Accessible Parking Spaces

1 to 25 1

26 to 50 2

51 to 75 3

76 to 100 4

101 to 150 5

151 to 200 6

201 to 300 7

301 to 400 8

401 to 500 9

501 to 1000 2 percent of total

1001 and over 20, plus 1 for each 100, 

or fraction thereof, over 1000

OFF-STREET PARKING SPACES
Figure 41-6E

41-6.14(b) Signage

See Section 41-6.13(b).

41-6.14(c) Pavement Marking

1. Color.  Accessible parking spaces and access aisles shall be designated with yellow
pavement marking.

2. Width. See Section 41-6.13(c).

3. Access Aisle. See Section 41-6.13(c).

4. Symbol. See Section 41-6.13(c).
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41-6.14(d) Dimensions

An accessible parking space shall consist of a 16 ft (4.9 m) wide parking space, which includes 
an 8 ft (2.4 m) wide access aisle (See Figure 41-6F). In the alternative, an accessible space
may be 16 ft (4.9 m) wide, including a space 11 ft (3.4 m) wide with a 5 ft (1.5 m) access aisle 
(See Figure 41-6G).

A common access aisle shall not be shared between adjacent parking spaces. Access aisles 
shall be permitted to be placed on either side of the parking space except for angled parking 
spaces, which shall have access aisles located on the passenger side of the parking space.

STANDARD OFF-STREET ACCESSIBLE PARKING SPACES
Figure 41-6F
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UNIVERSAL PARKING DESIGN OFF-STREET ACCESSIBLE PARKING SPACES
Figure 41-6G

41-6.15 Passenger Loading Zones

Where passenger loading zones other than transit stops are provided, at least one accessible 
passenger loading zone shall be provided for each 100.0 ft (30 m) of continuous loading zone 
space or fraction thereof. Accessible passenger loading zones must be identified by signs 
displaying the International Symbol of Accessibility.

41-6.16 Other

Where provided on pedestrian circulation paths, Stairways and Escalators (shall not be part of a 
PAR), Handrails, Doors, Doorways, and Gates; and Ramps shall comply with accessibility 
requirements.




