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Citizens predicted
traffic problems

We recently read about the major
increase of accidents at Summit at
Touhy. Our first reaction was one of
sadness, but as we thought of it,
anger set in. Here we go again! An-
other {raffic consultant, this one at
the taxpayer’s expense, hired to try
and solve the problems a develop-
er’s {raffic consultant said wouldn’t
OCCUL

Yes, that is what they said, put-
iing a light at Summit would correct
a lot of Uptown’s traffic problems
and there would be no impact at the
intersection of Prospect and Sum-
mil, The developers’ consultants
stated that Uptown could handle the
new fraffic flow, traffic wouldn’t be
any worse, any increased traffic
would be diminimus (insignificant)
because the residents of the devel-
opment wouldn'’t have any cars, and

traffic would go elsewhere in the
system to avoid the six-corner inter-
section. One consultant didn’t even
know there is a bus stop at North-
west Highway and Prospect as he
proposed removing all parking on
Northwest Highway.

Where was the planning to en-
sure the safety of drivers and pedes-
irians using Uptown Park Ridge?
Did any of them even sit at the six
corners intersection (Prospect,
Touhy and Northwest Highway),
Prospect and Summit, or Summit
and Touhy, and envision the grid-
lock that could occur and how driv-
ers would safely negotiate these in-
tersections? With only a small por-
{ion of this project complele the ac-
cidents at Summit and Touhy have
increased three-fold and at times
ihe gridlock at Prospect and Sum-
mit at the railroad tracks is a major
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accident waiting to happen. Mr. Derifield knows
it, as his parting recommendation indicates. We
would have preferred he do something in the
planning stages when the consulants said there
would be no impact. He just sat there and said
nothing,

Another guestion is what will these intersec-
tions be hike when the development is fully occu-
pied (at substantially more density than should
have been allowed) and the retail opens? In addi-
tion, another large development, also approved
with more density than ailowed, will be going in
Just two blocks away. The same traffic consuli-
ants that worked on the Uptown project stated
there would be no impact from the increased
density, (that) as a matler of fact there would be
less traffic, Huh?

Residents protesied the density of both these
projects and expressed their concern for the traf-
fic ffow through town. They realized the polential
problems because they use these streets daily.
Some even mentioned the problems that might
oceur at Summitl and Prospect if move drivers
look advantage of the light at Summit and Touhy
1o avoid the six corners. They didn'i need a de-
gree in traffic engineering to know their quality
of life would change and not for the better. They
understood the potential for cars, northhound on
Prospect, being stuck on the fracks while wailing
for cars to turn left onr Sumimit and other cars go-
ing south on Summit blocking the northbound
lanes. Not one consultant addressed or planned
for the increased use of Summit and the safetly
hazards people turning left would create at
Prospect and at Touhy.

It is very encouraging that there is support,
three votes on City Council and two voles on
Planming and Zoning, against increased density
but there are some, both elected and appointed
officials, with the dubious distinction of having
voled for all the exceptions on all the develop-
ments and (they) didn't see the problems. We
must be ever vigilant, more is on the way.

There is an action now that would allow for
the highest and most dense use to creep into the
residential neighborhoods adjacent to Uptown.
Will the current traffic problems also move into
the neighborhoods surrounding Uptown?

The residents have been speaking out and as
always, we encourage them to continue to do so.
Perhaps more of our officials will finally get the
message and start looking out for the residents.
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