
Minutes of Meeting 
SATS SPECIAL MEETING 

June 2, 2011 
 

ATTENDANCE 
Technical Committee Voting Members 

 Chairman Mike Williamsen Village of Chatham 
 Vice-Chairperson Linda Tisdale Springfield Mass Transit District 
 Tim Sheehan* City of Springfield 
 Tim Zahrn Sangamon County 
 Norm Sims Springfield-Sangamon County Regional Planning Commission
 Laura Mlacnik** Illinois Department of Transportation:  Region 4, District 6 

* 
** 

Represented by Lori Williams 
Represented by Sal Madonia 

 

Technical Committee Advisors – Non-Voting 
 Thomas Caldwell IDOT:  Urban Program Planning 
 JD Stevenson Federal Highway Administration:  Illinois Division Office 
 Mike Stead Illinois Commerce Commission 
 Terry Fountain* IDOT:  District 6: Local Roads and Streets 
  IDOT:  Division of Public and Intermodal Transportation 
 Mark Hanna Springfield Airport Authority 

      *   Represented by Kim Cummins 
Others  
Neha Agarwal – Regional Planning Commission 
Wayne Beck – Village of Rochester 
Chris Benson – Regional Planning Commission 
David Booher – IE Consultants – Village of Sherman 
Chris Bott – Greene & Bradford, Inc. 
Kevin Burke – IDOT BLRS 
Brian Davis – Sangamon County Highway Department 
Bill Davison – Hoelscher Engineering 
Stan Hansen – Crawford, Murphy & Tilly 
Kevin Kuhn – Quigg Engineering 
Tim Landis – State Journal Register 
Dale Laningham – Village of Rochester 
Alex Lyons – Village of Riverton 
Robert Mathis Sr. – Village of Curran 
R Scott McTaggart – Village of Jerome 
Lynn Miller – Springfield Bicycle Club 
Jim Moll – Hanson Professional Services 
Kyle Phillips – Regional Planning Commission 
Dale Schultz – Regional Planning Commission 
Linda Wheeland – Regional Planning Commission 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chairman Mike Williamsen called the meeting of the SATS Special Meeting to order. 
 

II. STREET SIGN RETROREFLECTIVITY PRESENTATION 
 
Williamsen stated that due to new federal regulations regarding street sign retroreflectivity and the 
possibility of a combined HSIP grant application, this special meeting was being held to review the 
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regulations and explore the possibility of a joint effort between communities.    
 
 
Kevin Burke, Policy Engineer with IDOT Central Bureau of Local Roads and Streets, presented 
information on federal sign retroreflectivity regulations.  The presentation is attached to these minutes. 
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Burke presented the Tri-County RPC HSIP grant application.  This application included a coordinated 
agreement between 11 various local agencies within the Peoria area MPA.  All HSIP applications are 
subject to a cost-benefit analysis. 
      
Burke stated that HSIP grants can include engineering and labor costs.  Street name sign replacement does 
not qualify under HSIP funding.   
 
Burke stated that the Tri-County HSIP grant application was consultant driven.  The consultant on the 
project performed a lot of the preliminary work for free.  As a result of the work they preformed, the 
consultant has been hired for the implementation of the project.     

 
Williamsen asked if the signs were measured for their retroreflectivity as part of the Tri-County RPC HSIP 
grant application.  Burke stated that there are two ways to measure sign’s retroflectivity.  Signs that are 
made of engineering grade material are automatically eligible for HSIP funding.  Another way is to 
document when high intensity prismatic signs replace older signs and use the signs recommended service 
life as a guide.   
 
Burke stated that motor fuel tax and federal funding can be used for asset management purposes.  Several 
different software packages are available for this purpose. 
 
Williamsen asked for details on the cost benefit analysis in HSIP grant applications.  Burke stated that the 
cost benefit analysis looks at urban area crash data and assigns a dollar value for fatalities (‘Ks’ with an 
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assigned value in the millions) and incapacitating injuries (‘As’ with an assigned value in the hundreds of 
thousands) compared with the cost of the HSIP project and other applications.  Sign upgrades are assigned 
a 20% crash reduction factor, meaning that if there were 100 fatal crashes in the urban area, there would be 
a theoretical 20 fatal crash reduction or 80 crashes after the signage upgrade.  
 
Wheeland asked if there needs to be a plan in place before an application can be submitted.  Burke stated 
that a sign inventory needs to be complete before a cost benefit analysis can be preformed.  The inventory 
acts as the first part of the plan.  The next part of the plan is to state how the applicant will go about 
managing and assessing the signs.   
 
Lori Williams stated that the City of Springfield performed an estimation of how many signs they have.  
The City is also looking into a 3M sign management product to help manage their sign inventory.   
 
Burke stated that HSIP funding requires a 10% local match.   
 
Wheeland asked if bus stop signs are required to be upgraded.  Burke stated that SMTD bus stop signs are 
not required to be updated.   
 
Sims suggested that the group should get a list of the jurisdictions that would like to participate in the group 
HSIP application.  
 
Brian Davis with the Sangamon County Highway Department was invited to the next special meeting to 
share his experience in coordinating the County’s rural sign upgrade program.    
 

   Williamsen suggested that there be another special meeting after the next SATS Technical Meeting. 
   
      ADJOURNMENT 

 
There being no further business, the special meeting was adjourned.   

 
        Respectfully Submitted, 
 
        Kyle Phillips 
         Recording Secretary 
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