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This report presents the public comment received on the Regional Freeway Reconstruction Study and preliminary
recommended freeway system reconstruction plan from September 1, 2001 to August 31, 2002, including during
the formal public comment period on the preliminary plan from March 21, 2002, to June 14, 2002. A previous
report, Record of Public Comments: Regional Freeway System Reconstruction Study for Southeastern Wisconsin:
Volume I, February 1 — August 31, 2001, presented the public comment received on the study from the initiation
of the study in February 2001 through August 31, 2001.

This report presents in a series of appendices:

Formal actions taken on the preliminary plan by units of government (Appendix A).

Oral comments received at a series of 11 public informational meetings on the preliminary plan and
alternatives, and study findings between May 8, 2002, and June 6, 2002. (Appendix B).

Written comments received on the preliminary plan and study, including comments received during the
formal public comment period on the preliminary plan from March 21, 2002, to June 14, 2002;
comments received from September 1, 2001, to March 20, 2002, prior to the formal preliminary plan
public comment period and since the last report on study public comment; and comments received
following the preliminary plan public comment period from June 15, 2002, to August 31, 2002
(Appendix C).

Report on survey of public attitudes in Southeastern Wisconsin regarding freeway system traffic
congestion and freeway system reconstruction (Appendix D).

Newspaper articles and editorials concerning the preliminary plan and freeway system reconstruction
study (Appendix E).



e Listing of groups which the Commission staff has met with regarding the freeway system
reconstruction study and preliminary plan (Appendix F).

e Materials announcing the 11 public informational meetings and hearings including advertisements,
news releases, and Commission Newsletter (Appendix G).

The following is a summary of the comments received on the preliminary recommended regional freeway system
reconstruction plan, its alternatives, and the study as documented in these appendices, including formal action
taken by counties and municipalities, oral comments made at the public informational meetings and hearings, and
written comments received by letter, electronic mail, fax, and on comment forms available on the study web site
and at the public informational meetings and hearings.

COUNTY BOARD ACTIONS

By August 31, 2002, five of the seven County Boards within the Region had acted to approve the preliminary
recommended regional freeway system reconstruction plan:

e (Ozaukee County: Through County Board Resolution 02-19 dated August 7, 2002, by a vote of 24 ayes
to 3 nays, the County Board of Supervisors acted to fully support the preliminary recommended plan.

e Racine County: Through County Board Resolution 2002-65 dated August 13, 2002, by voice vote, the
County Board of Supervisors acted to fully support the preliminary recommended plan.

e  Walworth County: Through County Board Resolution 39-08/02 dated August 13, 2002, by voice vote,
the County Board of Supervisors acted to fully support the preliminary recommended plan, and further
requested that the plan recommendations for Walworth County be reviewed five years prior to the
reconstruction of freeways within Walworth County.

e  Washington County: Through County Board Resolution 2002-12 dated June 18, 2002, by a vote of
27 ayes to 1 nay, the County Board of Supervisors acted to generally support the preliminary
recommended regional freeway system reconstruction plan.

e Waukesha County: Through County Board Resolution 157-3 dated July 23, 2002, the County Board of
Supervisors acted to fully support the preliminary recommended regional freeway system
reconstruction plan.

By August 31, 2002, the Kenosha and Milwaukee County Boards of Supervisors had not yet considered and acted
on the preliminary plan. Kenosha County was scheduled to consider and act on the plan in September 2002, and
Milwaukee County was expected to consider and act on the plan before the end of 2002.

LOCAL MUNICIPALITY ACTIONS

Five municipalities within Southeastern Wisconsin took action on the preliminary recommended regional freeway
system reconstruction plan:

e (City of Brookfield: Through City of Brookfield Common Council Resolution 6923 dated June 18,
2002, the Common Council acted to fully support the preliminary recommended plan.

e City of Glendale: Through City of Glendale Common Council Resolution dated June 24, 2002, the
Common Council acted to oppose the proposed widening of IH 43 to accommodate eight traffic lanes
within the City of Glendale.



e (City of Milwaukee: Through City of Milwaukee Common Council Resolution 011729 dated April 23,
2002, the Common Council acted to support an alternative to the preliminary recommended plan that
included rebuilding to meet modern design standards and additional lanes on 108 miles of the freeway
system. The Common Council opposed the widening of IH 94 between the Zoo and Marquette
Interchanges, and of [H 43 between the Mitchell Interchange and Silver Spring Drive. Additionally, the
Common Council indicated a lack of support for rebuilding the freeway system to meet modern design
standards where there would be substantial negative impacts on adjacent properties within the City of
Milwaukee, specifically identifying the proposed elevation of the westbound lanes of IH 94 between
Mitchell Boulevard and Hawley Road.

e (City of Racine: Through City of Racine Common Council Resolution 4822 dated September 3, 2002,
the Common Council acted to fully support the preliminary recommended plan.

e Village of Hales Corners: Through Village of Hales Corners Board of Trustees Resolution 02-39 dated
August 12, 2002, the Village Board indicated its concern with respect to the potential redesign and
reconstruction of the interchange of IH 43 with STH 100 and its continuing opposition to the potential
widening of STH 100 in the Village from six to eight lanes.

STATE LEGISLATIVE ACTION

A special session of the Wisconsin State Legislature was convened in January 2002. The State Legislature
approved a budget bill and forwarded the bill to Governor Scott McCallum. The budget bill included a provision
that stated, “The department shall design the reconstruction of IH 94 in Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties, other
than the Marquette interchange, to allow for expansion of capacity for vehicular traffic on IH 94 in these counties
to meet the projected vehicular traffic capacity needs, as determined by the department, for 25 years following the
completion of such reconstruction.” Governor Scott McCallum signed the bill into law as 2001 Wisconsin Act
109 on July 26, 2002. This action by the State Legislature and Governor may be considered to support the
recommendation in the preliminary plan to rebuild IH 94 in Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties to modern design
standards and to a widened eight lanes.

PUBLIC HEARING ORAL STATEMENTS AND WRITTEN CORRESPONDENCE

During the time period of September 1, 2001, through August 31, 2002, a total of 310 persons provided comments
on the preliminary plan either orally at the public hearings or in writing via letter, electronic mail, fax, study
website, or comment form available at the public hearings. Most of these 310 persons provided their comments,
263, or 85 percent, during the formal public comment period on the preliminary plan.

A number of the 310 persons who provided their comments on the preliminary plan provided multiple comments.

e Nineteen persons provided oral comments at the hearing and provided written comments as well. Six of
these 19 persons provided multiple written comments.

e Fourteen persons who provided only written comments provided multiple written comments.

The comments of the 310 persons providing oral and written statements on the preliminary plan and study may be
divided into four categories: comments in support of the preliminary plan, comments in support of subalternatives
to the preliminary plan, or portions of the preliminary plan; comments in opposition to the preliminary plan; and
comments about the preliminary plan, but stating neither support for, nor opposition to, the preliminary plan.

Forty-six (46) persons expressed support for, and endorsement of, the preliminary plan. Nineteen (19) of the 46
persons expressing support noted that the preliminary plan was developed within the context of the Regional
Planning Commission’s comprehensive regional transportation plan, which also recommends substantial
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expansion of public transit, and improved and expanded transportation systems and demand management. Several
of these 46 persons supporting the preliminary plan suggested additions to, or modifications of, the preliminary
plan. Eleven (11) persons suggested adding to the plan a freeway connecting the Fond Du Lac Freeway
(STH 145) to USH 41 and/or IH 43. Nine (9) persons suggested adding to the plan a northern freeway connection
between IH 43 and USH 45. Four (4) persons suggested adding to the plan a new circumferential freeway. Three
(3) persons suggested that the freeway system should be rebuilt with more additional lanes than recommended in
the preliminary plan. Two (2) persons suggested depressing and tunneling the eastbound or westbound lanes of
IH 94 between Mitchell Boulevard and Hawley Road rather than elevating the westbound lanes of IH 94. Two (2)
persons suggested the additional lanes in the preliminary plan could be provided as reversible flow express lanes.
One (1) person suggested that high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes should also be part of the preliminary plan.
One (1) person suggested the preliminary plan should recommend providing sufficiently wide freeway medians
for potential light-rail transit. One (1) person suggested adding to the preliminary plan the completion of the
USH 12 freeway between the Cities of Elkhorn and Whitewater.

Twenty-three (23) persons expressed support for, and endorsement of, a subalternative to the preliminary
recommended plan. Four (4) persons supported the subalternative which included 108 miles of additional lanes—
no widening of IH 94 between the Marquette and Zoo Interchanges, no widening of IH 43 between the Mitchell
Interchange and Bender Road, and widening of IH 43 between Bender and Brown Deer Roads to six rather than
eight lanes. Nineteen (19) persons supported the alternative which would rebuild the freeway system to modern
design standards, but not provide any additional lanes.

Nineteen (19) persons did not express support for, or opposition to, the preliminary plan and its subalternatives,
but did offer related comments. Four (4) persons expressed opposition to any consideration of a service
interchange on IH 94 at Calhoun Road in the City of Brookfield. One (1) person stated that during freeway system
reconstruction, opportunities should be provided for disadvantaged business enterprises (DBE) to significantly
participate, and for minorities to be a significant part of the labor force, and in particular, within Racine and
Kenosha Counties. One (1) person suggested a new freeway should be constructed between IH 43 and USH 45.
One (1) person suggested connecting the Fond Du Lac Freeway (STH 145) to IH 43 and/or USH 41. One (1)
person suggested providing a new circumferential freeway around the Milwaukee area, and three (3) persons
suggested completing the USH 12 freeway between the Cities of Elkhorn and Whitewater. Two (2) persons
encouraged that the properties necessary to be acquired for freeway reconstruction be identified, and notified, as
soon as possible. One (1) person suggested that the freeway system be reconstructed in a more aesthetically
pleasing manner. One (1) person proposed that mitigating noise impacts be required as part of reconstruction. One
(1) person noted the cost of freeway system reconstruction and questioned how it would be funded. Four (4)
persons made comments about freeway and related improvements, including one(1) stating opposition to freeway
ramp meters, one (1) noting the need for a southbound IH 43 off-ramp to State Street, one (1) noting the need to
locate all IH 43 on- and off-ramps related to STH 100 directly on STH 100, and one (1) noting the need for
improved signal timing and coordination on Bluemound Road in Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties.

Two hundred twenty-two (222) persons expressed specific opposition to the preliminary plan. One hundred forty-
six (146) persons expressed concern that the preliminary plan only addressed freeways and did not include
consideration of the potential effects of improved public transit, and did not recommend improved or expanded
public transit. Seventy-five (75) persons expressed concern about the total construction cost of the preliminary
plan, and two (2) persons suggested that the freeway system should be converted to a system of tollways to pay
for freeway system reconstruction. Sixty-six (66) persons expressed concerns that the preliminary plan would lead
to increased levels of air pollution. Sixty-three (63) persons expressed concern that the preliminary plan would
contribute to urban sprawl, and eleven (11) persons stated that the plan did not promote “smart growth” land use
principles. Thirty-three (33) persons expressed concern that the preliminary plan would benefit only those living
in the suburbs. Thirty-three (33) persons expressed concern with respect to the impacts on wetlands and primary
environmental corridors. Thirty (30) persons expressed concern that the preliminary plan would induce additional
travel and traffic. Thirty (30) persons expressed concern that the preliminary plan would lead to increased levels
of noise. Twenty-four (24) persons expressed concern that the preliminary plan would diminish the quality of life
within Southeastern Wisconsin. Twenty-three (23) persons expressed opposition to the proposed elevation of the
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westbound lanes of IH 94 between Mitchell Boulevard and Hawley Road. Twenty-one (21) persons expressed
concern that the preliminary plan would lead to a substantial loss in the property tax base. Eleven (11) persons
expressed concern that the preliminary plan would promote further use of nonrenewable resources such as crude
oil. Six (6) persons suggested supporting methods advocated by a Florida-based traffic engineer—Walter
Kulash—including instead improving public transit and surface arterial streets and accepting increased levels of
traffic congestion. Five (5) persons expressed concern that there was no opportunity for public input in the study
prior to the proposal of the preliminary plan. Five (5) persons expressed concern about the environmental justice
impacts of the preliminary plan, that is, that the plan would have disproportionate impacts on minority and low
income populations. Four (4) persons expressed concern that the preliminary plan would lower property values in
Milwaukee County. Four (4) persons suggested replacing the freeways with boulevards. One (1) person opposed
to the preliminary plan suggested instead providing a new northern freeway connecting IH 43 and USH 45.

Also, the Commission received a total of 1,483 postcards pre-printed by the Sierra Club stating opposition to
highway expansion within Southeastern Wisconsin due to construction cost and air quality impacts, and
suggesting instead the improvement of public transit. The Sierra Club also placed a full page advertisement with
respect to the preliminary plan on the entire back page of an issue of the Shepherd Express newspaper, and 91
forms which were part of the advertisement and stated opposition to the preliminary plan were received by the
Commission. Of the total 1,574 statements of opposition, about 90 percent were from residents of Southeastern
Wisconsin, and about 14 percent were duplicates, with multiple postcards or both postcards and newspaper
advertisement form being returned by the same person.

OUTREACH AND BRIEFING TO GROUPS

The Commission staff also presented briefings on the preliminary plan and study to groups upon request, and
conducted outreach on the preliminary plan and study to minority groups, with the assistance of Creative
Marketing Resources, Inc., a Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) firm. Comments were received in
particular from the Story Hill Neighborhood Association at their annual meeting stating opposition to the potential
elevation of the westbound IH 94 lanes between the Mitchell Boulevard and Hawley Road interchanges, which
may be attendant to the widening of IH 94 and rebuilding IH 94 to modern design standards. Comments received
from the minority community leaders, businesses, elected officials, and media expressed particularly the need for
minority-owned businesses to participate significantly in the reconstruction, as well as for minorities to be a
significant part of the reconstruction labor force.

SURVEY OF SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN RESIDENT ATTITUDES
ON FREEWAY CONGESTION AND RECONSTRUCTION

The results of a survey of over 15,000 randomly selected households within Southeastern Wisconsin indicates that
within the Southeastern Wisconsin Region, including within both the County and City of Milwaukee, and, as
well, within each of the other six counties of the Region, there is:

substantial concern over existing and future freeway system traffic congestion,
e strong support for a modern and efficient freeway system,
e strong support for the reconstruction of the freeway system to modern design standards, and

e strong support for the reconstruction of the freeway system with additional lanes, including eight lanes
on IH 94 and IH 43 within Milwaukee County.



More specifically, the results of the survey may be summarized as follows:

e  More than 82 percent of Southeastern Wisconsin residents (including 83 percent of Milwaukee County
residents and 81 percent of City of Milwaukee residents) believe freeway traffic congestion is a severe
and growing problem during morning and afternoon peak traffic periods. Nearly one-half of these
respondents also believe that freeway traffic congestion is a growing problem during other times of the
day as well.

e More than 72 percent of Southeastern Wisconsin residents (including 72 percent of Milwaukee County
residents and 71 percent of City of Milwaukee residents) consider a forecast doubling of freeway traffic
congestion in Southeastern Wisconsin to be unacceptable. This doubling of freeway traffic congestion
is projected even if public transit is significantly expanded, “smart growth” in land use occurs, and
surface streets are improved and expanded, but the freeway system is rebuilt without additional lanes.

e More than 89 percent of Southeastern Wisconsin residents (including 88 percent of Milwaukee County
residents and 86 percent of City of Milwaukee residents) agree that a modern and efficient freeway
system is essential to the economic future of Southeastern Wisconsin.

e More than 87 percent of Southeastern Wisconsin residents (including 87 percent of Milwaukee County
residents and 86 percent of City of Milwaukee residents) agree that the freeway system in Southeastern
Wisconsin should be reconstructed to meet modern design standards, including relocating left-hand on-
and off-ramps to the right-hand side of the freeway, eliminating lane drops at major interchanges,
improving driver sight lines and freeway curves, and providing full inside and outside shoulders.

e More than 75 percent of Southeastern Wisconsin residents (including 78 percent of Milwaukee County
residents and 76 percent of City of Milwaukee residents) agree that additional lanes should be added to
the freeway system in their county as part of the reconstruction of the Southeastern Wisconsin freeway
system.

e  More than 76 percent of Southeastern Wisconsin residents (including 74 percent of Milwaukee County
residents and 72 percent of City of Milwaukee residents) agree that additional lanes should be provided
on IH 94 between the Zoo and Marquette Interchanges and IH 43 between the Mitchell Interchange and
Brown Deer Road in Milwaukee County, widening these freeways to eight lanes as part of the
reconstruction of the freeway system.

The survey was conducted during the months of July and August 2002 by the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
Planning Commission from a mailing list of all resident households within the Southeastern Wisconsin Region
which is typically used for direct mail purposes. A sample of 55,000 households was randomly selected to receive
the survey. The survey was a mail-out/mail-back survey with a postage paid return envelope. Over 27 percent of
the surveys mailed out were returned with completed responses. The response rate among the counties ranged
from 23 to 34 percent, with the Milwaukee County resident response rate approximating 25 percent. This
response rate is considered excellent for a mail-out/mail-back survey. The substantial response to the survey
means that the survey findings for the Region, with over 15,000 responses, are accurate to +/- 1 percent at a
99 percent level of confidence. For Milwaukee County, with over 7,000 responses, the findings are accurate to +/-
1.5 percent at a 99 percent level of confidence. For the City of Milwaukee, with over 3,000 responses, the
findings are accurate to +/- 2 percent at a 99 percent level of confidence.
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Appendix A-1

RESOLUTIONS OF COUNTY BOARDS OF SUPERVISORS

OZAUKEE COUNTY
RESOLUTION NO. 02-19

PRELIMINARY PLAN FOR RECONSTRUCTION
OF THE REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM
IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
(SEWRPC) is engaged in a major study, being undertaken at the request of the Secretary
of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation, to develop a plan and program to be used
to guide the efforts of the Department over the next 30 years as the deterforating regional
freeway system serving Southeastern Wisconsin is rebuilt;.and

‘WHEREAS, an Advisory Committee created by SEWRPC, including representa-
tion from Ozaukee County, has been engaged in studying the regional freeway system, in
considering altematlve ways in wlm;h that freeway system may be reconstructed, and in
preparing a preli Y d regional fr: system reconstruction plan; and

WIEREAS, the regional freeway system carries on an average weekday over one-
third of the daily travel in Southeastern Wisconsin and, accordingly, represents the single
most important subsystem of facilities in the regional transportation system; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee is seeking review of, and com-
ment on, its preliminary recommendations in a wide variety of ways, including public in-
formational meetings and hearings; and

WHEREAS, the reconstruction of the regional freeway system in Southeastern
Wisconsin will represent a major public works program over the next several decades;
and

‘WHEREAS, the course of action that is being charted through the current frecway
study will Jead to a reconstructed regional freeway system that will have to serve the Re-
gian, the State, and the Nation for the next 50 to 60 years; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee is seeking specific reaction to the
preliminary plan from the Ozaukee County Board of Supervisors before developing a fi-
nal plan that is intended to be formally adopted by each of the seven county boards in
Southeastern Wisconsin and by the SEWRPC, all in an effort to demonstrate that a sub-
stantial consensus exists in the Region as to how the Department should approach recon-
struction of the regional freeway system; and

WHEREAS, the preliminary plan released by the SEWRPC Advisory Committee
recommends that the freeway systom be reconstructed o accomplish the following two
major objectives:

1. To ensure that as the regional freeway system is reconstructed, every ef-
fort is made to meet up-to-date design standards and to thereby achieve
certain safety improvements, including relocating left-hand on and off-
ramps to the right-hand sides of the freeways, eliminating lane drops at
major freeway interchanges, improving driver sight lines and reducing
sharp freeway curves, and providing full inside and outside shoulders for
safety and refuge.

2. To provide additional capacity on 127 miles of freeways, or less than
one-half of the 270-mile regional freeway system, in order to avoid a sub-
stantial increase in freeway system traffic congestion and the attendant in-
efficiencies, time delays, and safety and reliability problems that such in-
creased congestion would bring; and

‘WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee desires formal County Board re-
action on the preliminary plan as soon as possible so that that Committee can meet its
charge and report its final recommendations to the SEWRPC in early fall 2002.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Ozaukee Oounty Board of Su-

pervisors hereby expresses its full support for the preliminary rec

freeway system plan as put forth by the SEWRPC | Advisory Committee and encomages
that Commitiee to include in its final set of dations all of the el of free-
way system improvement that were included in the preliminary recc ded plan.

FURTHER RESOLVED, that the County Clerk forward a certified copy of the
resolution to the SEWRPC,

Dated at Port Washington, Wisconsin, this 7th day of August, 2002.

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: s/ Frederick Kaul
Frederick Kaul

L, Mary 8. Marchese, County Clerk

for Ozaukee County, Wisconsin, s/__John C. Grosklau:

hereby certify that the foregoing is John C. Grosklaus

a true and correct copy of a

resalution adopted by the Ozaukee

County Board of Supervisors on James H. Uselding

August 7, 2002,

(SEAL) John 1. Hilber
s/ Mary § March s/__Alan P. Kletti
Mary 8. Marchese Alan P. Kletti
County Clerk
HIGHWAY COMMITTEE
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RESOLUTION NO. 2002-65

RESOLUTION BY THE PUBLIC WORKS, PARKS AND FACILITIES COMMITTEE
ENDORSING THE PRELIMINARY PLAN FOR RECONSTRUGTION OF THE REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN

To the Honorable Members of the Racine County Board of Supervisors:

BE IT RESOLVED by the Racine County Board of Supervisors hereby endorses
and expresses its full support for the Preliminary Recommended Regionat Freeway
System Plan as put forth by the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning
Commission (SEWRPC) Advisory Committee and encourages that Committee to
include in its final set of recommendations all of the elements of freeway system
improvement that were included in the preliminary recommended plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Racine County Board of Supervisors that a
certified copy of this resolution be transmitted by the County Clerk to the Southeastem
Regional Planning Commission.

Respectiully subrnitted,

1st Reading "lP@&Da\ PUBLIC WORKS, PARKS AND FACILITIES
i COMMITTEE

2nd Reading @l@\ [y g ‘7'}

BOARD ACTION Peter L. Hansen, Chairman

Adopted %D )

Aot %7/ % @MQMW—\—/
Against — o

Absent H. deerson, Vice-Chairman

VOTE REQUIRED: Majority

Prepared by: hakoor, Il
Corporation Counsel ML ,&é 2%/4

Ray nd J. Debahn

L AA_

Hubert H. Braun

ohn R. Hansen

Page Two

INFORMATION ONLY

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
(SEWRPC) is engaged in a major study, being undertaken at the request of the
Secretary of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation, to develop a plan and
program to be used to guide the efforts of the Department over the next 30 years as the
deteriorating regionai freeway system serving Southeastern Wisconsin is rebuilt; and

WHEREAS, an Advisory Committee created by SEWRPC, including
representation from Racine County, has been engaged in studying the regional freeway
system, in considering alternative ways in which that freeway system may be
reconstructed, and in preparing a prefiminary recommended regional freeway system
reconstruction plan; and

WHEREAS, the regional freeway system carries on an average weekday over
one-third of the daily travel in Southeastern Wisconsin and, accordingly, represents the
single most important subsystem of facilities in the regional transportation system; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee is seeking review of, and
comment on, its preliminary recommendations in a wide variety of ways, including public
informational meetings and hearings; and

WHEREAS, the reconstruction of the regional freeway system in Southeastern
Wisconsin will represent a major public works program over the next several decades;
and

WHEREAS, the course of action that is being charted through the current
freeway study will lead to a reconstructed regional freeway system that will have to
serve the Region, the State, and the Nation for the next 50 to 60 years; and

WHEREAS, the preliminary plan reteased by the SEWRPC Advisory Committee
recommends that the freeway system be reconstructed to accomplish the following two
major objectives:

1. To ensure that as the regional freeway system is reconstructed, every effort is made
to meet up-to-date design standards and to thereby achieve certain safety
improvements, including relocating left-hand on-and-off-ramps to the right-hand
sides of the freeways, eliminating lane drops at major freeway interchanges,
improving driver sight lines and reducing sharp freeway curves, and providing full
inside and outside shoulders for safety and refuge.
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Resolution No. 2002-65
Page Three

2. To provide additional capacity on 127 miles of freeways, or less than one-half of the
270-mile regional freeway system, in order to avoid a substantial increase in freeway
system traffic congestion and the attendant inefficiencies, time delays, and safety
and reliability problems that such increased congestion would bring; and

WHEREAS, the preliminary plan was presented to the Racine County Board's
Committee of the Whole on June 11, 2002 and was reviewed by the Public Works,
Parks and Facilities Committee on July 11, 2002.

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Commitiee is seeking specific reaction to the
preliminary plan from the Racine County Board of Supervisors before developing a final
plan that is intended to be formally adopted by each of the seven county boards in
Southeastern Wisconsin and by the SEWRPC, all in an effort to demonstrate that a
substantial consensus exists in the Region as to how the Department should approach
reconstruction of the regional freeway system; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee desires formal County Board
reaction on the prefiminary plan as soon as possible so that the Committee can meet its
charge and report its final recommendations to the SEWRPC in early fall 2002.

WALWORTH COUNTY
RESOLUTION NO. 39-08/02

RESOLUTION PROVIDING COMMENTS ON THE PRELIMINARY PLAN
FOR RECONSTRUCTION OF THE REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM
IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC) is
engaged in a major study, being undertzken at the request of the Secretary of the
‘Wisconsin Department of Transportation, to develop a plan and program to be used to
guide the efforts of the Department over the next 30 years as the deteriorating regional
freeway system serving SoutheasternWisconsin is rebuilt; and

WHEREAS, an Advisory Committee created by SEWRPC, including representation from
Walworth County, has been engaged in studying the regional freeway system, in
considering alternative ways in which that freeway system may be reconstructed, and in
preparing a preliminary recommended regional freeway system reconstruction plan; and

‘WHEREAS, the regional freeway system carries on an average weekday over one-third
of the daily travel in Southeastern Wisconsin and, accordingly, represents the single most
important subsystem of facilities in the regional transportation system; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee is seeking review of, and comment on,
its preliminary recommendations in a wide variety of ways, including public
informational meetings and hearings; and

WHEREAS, the reconstruction of the regional freeway system in Southeastern
Wisconsin will represent a major public works program over the next several decades;
and

WHEREAS, the course of action that is being charted through the current freeway study
will lead to a reconstructed regional freeway system that will have to serve the Region,
the State, and the Nation for the next 50 to 60 years; and

‘WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Commitiee is seeking specific reaction to the
preliminary plan from the Walworth County Board of Supervisors before developing a
final plan that is intended to be formally adopted by each of the seven county boards in
Southeastern Wisconsin and by the SEWRPC, all in an effort to demonstrate that a
substantial consensus exists in the Region as to how the Department should approach
reconstruction of the regional freeway system; and

WHEREAS, the preliminary plan released by the SEWRPC Advisory Committee
recommends that the freeway system be reconstructed to accomplish the following two
major objectives:

1. To ensure that as the regional freeway system is reconstructed, every effort is
made to meet up-to-date design standards and to thereby achieve certain safety
improvements, including relocating left-hand on- and off-ramps to the right-hand
sides of the freeway, eliminating lane drops at major freeway- interchanges,
improving driver sight lines and reducing sharp freeway curves, and providing
full inside and outside shoulders for safety and refuge.

I

To provide additional capacity on 127 miles of freeways , or less than one-half of
the 270-mile regional freeway system, in order to avoid a substantial increase in
freeway system traffic congestion and the attendant inefficiencies, time delays,
and safety and reliability problems that such increased congestion would bring;
and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee desires formal County Board reaction
on the preliminary plan as soon as possible so that that Committee can meet its charge
and report its final recommendations to the SEWRPC in early fall 2002; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC study lists the reconstruction of the freeway system in
Walworth County to take place beginning 20 to 25 years from today; and

WHEREAS, the Walworth County Board of Supervisors desires SEWRPC and the
Wisconsin Department of Transportation to re-evaluate the needs of the freeway system
in Walworth County 5 years prior to scheduled reconstruction.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED:

FIRST: That the Walworth County Board of Supervisors hereby expresses its full
support for the preliminary recommended regional freeway system plan as put forth by
the SEWRPC Advisory Committee and encourages that Committee to include in its final
set of recommendations the elements of freeway system improvement that were included
in the preliminary recommended plan; and
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SECOND: That SEWRPC and the Wisconsin Department of Transportation re-evaluate
the study 5 years prior to scheduled reconstruction of the freeway system in Walworth
County to assure that the improvements are consistent with the transportation demands at
that time; and

THIRD: That the County Clerk transmit a certified copy of the resolution to the
SEWRPC and the District Director of the Wisconsin department of Transportation.

Dated this %R _ day of }_\\,Q(%f,q ,2002.
County Board Chair Attest: unty Clerk

Policy and Fiscal Note Attached: X Yes No

S DA RD b fug 0L
- ressluiln W S ey Divid Bred Dato ¢

eoved, leid oveme o o0

;_‘j‘_;“;. County Administrator

Hoes
tato & éﬁgroved as to Form: OMM (D- M 3’/‘/&9\

Dennis Costello Date
Corporation Counsel

Reviewed . /7 ﬂ /
Budget/Fiscal Impact: /% L7602

Nicki Andersen Date
Finance Director

Circle

Action Required: Majority Vote Two-thirds Vote Other
(Please Specify)

Committee

Consideration: Highway Date: June 25,2002 *Vote: 4—-0

*Supervisor Ann Lohrmann being excused and Supervisor Jerry Grant substituting for
Supervisor Bill Norem.

POLICY AND FISCAL NOTE

Title:

Resolution No. 39-08/02

Resolution:  Resolution Providing Comments on the Preliminary Plan
for Reconstruction of the Regional Freeway System in
Southeastern Wisconsin

This resolution is in support of preliminary reconstruction plan which was
approved by the Southeastern Regional Planning Commission Advisory
Committee for freeway reconstruction planning.

Purpose and Policy Impact Statement:

Phil Evenson, Executive Director of SEWRPC, has requested that the
County Board of Supervisors in each of the seven counties which
comprise SEWRPC boundaries provide for input on the preliminary
freeway reconstruction plan. This item was presented to the Highway
Committee which voiced concerns that by endorsing this preliminary plan
which did not include constructing additional lanes along the freeways in
‘Walworth County that the County would be agreeing to a plan which
would not serve the future transportation needs of the County.

At the Highway Committee meeting of June 25, 2002, Leslie Fafard, the
Wisconsin Department of Transportation District 2 Director assured the
Committee that endorsement of this preliminary plan would not limit the
Department of Transportation from constructing the necessary facilities to
meet future transportation needs. Mr. Fafard indicated that during the
detail design phase for the freeways in Walworth County consideration
would be given to traffic needs at the time of the final design.

This resolution requests that the Department of Transportation and
SEWRPC review the conclusions of the preliminary plan 5 years prior to
the reconstruction of any of the freeway systems in Walworth County in
order to assure that the County residents are being provided with a
freeway system to serve the future traffic demand.

Budget and Fiscal Impact:

There is no direct fiscal impact to the County for the reconstruction of the
freeway system. Current funding mechanisms for freeway reconstruction
by the Department of Transportation are provided through state and
federal taxes for fuel and registration of vehicles.

Considered by the Following Committees Prior to County Board Consideration
and Date of Referral:

Highway Committee, June 25, 2002
Vote: 4 — 0 with Supervisor Ann Lohrmann being excused and Supervisor
Jerry Grant substituting for Superviscr Bill Norem.
Committee Consideration:
Highway Committee.
Approved as to Form:

/()AL)/% b b AL, o2

County Administrator Date

(Oessks (2 %ﬁf Fle/oa

Corporation Counsel Date

’/'/,/4/ T 4z

Finance Director Date
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WASHINGTON COUNTY
WASHINGTON COUNTY, WISCONSIN

Date of enactment:
Date of publication:

2002 RESOLUTION 12

C on the Preli y Plan for Reconstruction of the
Regional Freeway System in Southeastern Wisconsin

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC) is
engaged in a major study, being undertaken at the request of the Secretary of the Wisconsin
Department of Transportation, to develop a plan and program to be used to guide the efforts of
the Department over the next 30 years as the deteriorating regional freeway system serving
Southeastern Wisconsin is rebuilt; and

WHEREAS, an Advisory Committee created by SEWRPC, including representation
from Washington County, has been engaged in studying the regional freeway system, in con-
sidering alternative ways in which that freeway system may be reconstructed, and in preparing
a preliminary recommended regional freeway system reconstruction pian; and

WHEREAS, the regional freeway system carries on an average weekday over one-
third of the daily travel in Southeastern Wisconsin and, accordingly, represents the single most
important subsystem of facilities in the regional transportation system; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee is seeking review of, and comment
on, its preliminary recommendations in & wide variety of ways, including public informational
meetings and hearings; and

WHEREAS, the reconstruction of the regional freeway system in Southeastern Wis-
consin will represent a major public works program over the next several decades; and

‘WHEREAS, the course of action that is being charted through the current freeway
study will lead to a reconstructed regional freeway system that will have to serve the Region,
the State, and the Nation for the next 50 to 60 years; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory committee is seeking specific reaction to the pre-
liminary plan from the Washington County Board of Supervisors before developing a final plan
that is intended to be formally adopted by each of the seven county boards in Southeastern
‘Wisconsin and by the SEWRPC, all in an effort to demonstrate that a substantial consensus
exists in the Region as to how the Department should approach reconstruction of the regional
freeway system; and

WHEREAS, the preliminary plan released by the SEWRPC Advisory Committee rec-
ommends that the freeway system be reconstructed to accomplish the following two major ob-
jectives:

Page 1 of 2

1. To ensure that as the regional freeway system is reconstructed, every effort is
made to meet up-to-date design standards and to thereby achieve certain safety improvements,
including relocating left-hand on- and off-ramps to the right-hand sides of the freeways, elimi-
nating lane drops at major freeway interchanges, improving driver sight lines and reducing
sharp freeway curves, and providing full inside and outside shoulders for safety and refuge;

2. To provide additional capacity on 127 miles of freeways, or less than one-half
of the 270-mile regional freeway system, in order to avoid a substantial increase in freeway
system traffic congestion and the attendant inefficiencies, time delays, and safety and reliability
problems that such increased congestion would bring; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee desires formal County Board reaction
on the preliminary plan as soon as possible so that that Committee can meet its charge and re-
port its final recommendations to the SEWRPC in early fall 2002;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Washington County Board of Su-
pervisors generally supports the preliminary recommended regional freeway system plan as put
forth by the SEWRPC Advisory Committee;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Clerk transmit a certified copy of the
resolution to the SEWRPC.

PPRQVED: Introduced by members of the HIGHWAY
Wéw/‘ (/(‘\ W COMMITTEE as filed with the County Clerk.

i(j.mberly Al Nzéss, County Attorney
Dated___ 6 ;(0/ 04

Considered__{g [{Q o2

Adopted___ (p [18({0>
Ayesér) Noes | Absent L

Voice Vote

John B. Kohl, Chairperson

(This Resolution supports the SEWRPC study and resuits in no cost to the county.)
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WAUKESHA COUNTY
ENROLLED RESOLUTION 157-3

SUPPORT FOR THE PRELIMINARY PLAN
FOR RECONSTRUCTION OF THE REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM
IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC) is engaged
in a major study, being undertaken at the request of the Secretary of the Wisconsin Department
of Transportation, to develop a plan and program to be used to guide the efforts of the
Department over the next 30 years as the deteriorating regional freeway system serving
Southeastern Wisconsin is rebuilt; and

‘WHEREAS, an Advisory Committee created by SEWRPC, including representation from
‘Waukesha County, has been engaged in studying the regional freeway system, in considering
alternative ways in which that freeway system may be reconstructed, and in preparing a
preliminary recommended regional freeway system reconstruction plan; and

WHEREAS, the regional freeway system carries on an average weekday over one-third of the
daily travel in Southeastern Wisconsin and, accordingly, represents the single most important
subsystem of facilities in the regional transportation system; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee is seeking review of, and comment on, its
preliminary recommendations in a wide variety of ways, including public informational mestings
and hearings; and

WHEREAS, the reconstruction of the regional freeway systern in Southeastern Wisconsin will
represent a major public works program over the next several decades; and

‘WHEREAS, the course of action that is being charted through the current freeway study will
lead to a reconstructed regional freeway system that will have to serve the Region, the State, and
the Nation for the next 50 to 60 years; and

‘WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee is seeking specific reaction to the preliminary
plan from the Waukesha County Board of Supervisors before developing a final plan that is
intended to be formally adopted by each of the seven county boards in Southeastern Wisconsin
and by the SEWRPC, all in an effort to demonstrate that a substantial consensus exists in the
Region as to how the Department should approach reconstruction of the regional freeway
system; and

WHEREAS, the preliminary plan released by the SEWRPC Advisory Committee recommends
that the freeway system be reconstructed to accomplish the following two major objectives:

1. To ensure that as the regional freeway system is reconstructed, every effort is
made to meet up-to-date design standards and to thereby achieve certain safety
improvements, including relocating left-hand on and off-ramps to the right-hand
sides of the freeways, eliminating lane drops at major freeway interchanges,
improving driver sight lines and reducing sharp freeway curves, and providing
full inside and outside shoulders for safety and refuge.

[Referred on: 06/25/02 | File Number: 157-R-004 [Referred to: EX - PW

2. To provide additional capacity on 127 miles of freeways, or less than one-half of
the 270-mile regional freeway system, in order to avoid a substantial increase in
freeway system traffic congestion and the attendant inefficiencies, time delays,
and safety and reliability problems that such increased congestion would bring,
and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisory Committee desires formal County Board reaction on the
preliminary plan as soon as possible so that that Committee can meet its charge and report its
final recommendations to the SEWRPC in early fall 2002.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE WAUKESHA COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS that full support is hereby expressed for the preliminary
recommended regional freeway system plan as put forth by the Sountheastern Wisconsin Regional
Planning Commission (SEWRPC) Advisory Committee and encourages that Committee to
include in its final set of recommendations all of the elements of freeway system improvement
that were included in the preliminary recommended plan.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Clerk is directed to transmit a certified copy of
this Resolution to SEWRPC.

[ Referred on: 06/25/02 [ File Number: 157-R-004 [ Referred to: EX - PW

NOTE: AT THE TIME OF PUBLICATION OF THIS DOCUMENT,

THE KENOSHA AND MILWAUKEE COUNTY BOARDS
OF SUPERVISORS HAD NOT FORMALLY TAKEN
ACTION ON THE PRELIMINARY FREEWAY SYSTEM
RECONSTRUCTION PLAN.
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RESOLUTIONS OF MUNICIPALITIES

CITY OF BROOKFIELD

RESOLUTION NO. _ 6923
By the Board of Public Works

RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR THE PRELIMINARY PLAN
FOR RECONSTRUCTION OF THE REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM
IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC) is engaged
in 2 major study, being undertaken at the request of the Secretary of the Wisconsin Department of
Transportation (DOT), to develop a plan and program to be used to guide the efforts of the DOT over the
next 30 years as the deteriorating regional freeway system serving Southeastern Wisconsin is rebuilt; and

WHEREAS, an Advisory Committee created by SEWRPC, including representation from the
City of Brookfield, has been engaged in studying the regional freeway system, in considering alternative
ways in which that freeway system may be reconstructed, and in preparing a preliminary recommended
regional freeway system reconstruction plan; and

WHEREAS, the regional freeway system carries on an average weekday over one-third of the
daily travel in Southeastern Wisconsin and, accordingly, represents the single most important subsystem
of facilities in the regional transportation system; and

WHEREAS, the SEWRPC Advisary Committee is seeking review of, and comment on, its
preliminary recommendations in a wide variety of ways, including public informational meetings and
hearings; and

WHEREAS, the reconstruction of the regional freeway system in Southeastern Wisconsin will
represent a major public works program over the next several decades; and

WHEREAS, the course of action that is being charted through the current freeway study wili lead
10 a reconstructed regional freeway system that will have 1o serve the Region, the State, and the Nation
for the next 50 to 60 years; and

WHEREAS, the City of Brookfield has opportunity to provide input on the preliminary plan
before developing a final plan that is intended to be formally adopted by each of the seven county boards
in Southeastern Wisconsin and by the SEWRPC, all in an effort to demonstrate that 2 substantial
consensus exists in the Region as to how the DOT should approach reconstruction of the regional freeway
system; and

WHEREAS. the prefiminary plan released by the SEWRPC Advisory Commirtee recommends
that the freeway system be reconstructed to accomplish the following two major objectives:

1. To ensure that as the regional freeway system is reconstructed, every effort is made to meet up-
to-date design standards and to thereby achieve certain safety improvements, including relocating
left-hand on- and off-ramps to the right-hand sides of the freeways, eliminating lane drops at
major freeway interchanges, improving driver sight lines and reducing sharp freeway curves, and
providing full inside and outside shoulders for safety and refuge.
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To provide additional capacity on 127 miles of freeways. or less than one-half of the 270-mile
regional freeway sy stem. in order 1o avoid a substantial increase in freeway system traffic

2-

congestion and the attendant inefficiencies, time delays, and safety and reliability problems that
such increased congestion would bring; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City of Brookfield Commeon Council hereby
expresses its full support for the preliminary recommended regional freeway system plan as put forth by
the SEWRPC Advisory Committee and encourages that Committee to include in jts final set of
1 dations all of the el of freeway system improvement that were included in the
preliminary recommended plan.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOQLVED that the City Clerk transmit a certified copy of this
resolution to the SEWRPC and Waukesha County.

ADOPTED June 18 , 2002

2o

Kfistine A. Schmidt, City Clerk

APPROVED __ June 18  y9p2

R

Je¥ R Speaker,ﬁayor
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CITY OF GLENDALE

STATE OF WISCONSIN CITY OF GLENDALE =@ MILWAUKEE COUNTY
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Resolution Regarding the
Reconstruction of the Freeway System,
Specifically 43, Glendaie
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WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission has prepared a
preliminary plan for the reconstruction of the freeway system over the next thirty (30) years; and

‘WHEREAS, the preliminary plan aliernatives indicate either an eight-lane or a six-lane
construction configuration along Interstate 43 which bisects the City of Glendale; and

WHEREAS, the City of Glendale Common Council has reviewed both alternatives and its
probable impacts on the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Common Council of the
City of Giendale, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin, that the proposed eight-lane construction
configuration of 143 is rejected as being an impediment to the economic and social well being of
the City of Glendale.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Regional Planning Commission, along with the
Wisconsin Department of Transportation, be requested to analyze very carefully the impact their
plans may have on the North Shore Water Filtration Plant located on the northwest corner of
West Bender Road and North Jean Nicolet Road. The underground water storage facilities and
water filtration systems appear to be negatively impacted by the freeway alternative plans and
would have a major financial impact on the City of Glendale, as well as the Villages of Fox Point
and Whitefish Bay, who jointly own the North Shore Water system.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Regjonal Planning Commission be requested to
review the proposed impact the widening of the freeway system would have on adjacent
residential subdivisions, specifically the added increase of noise, traffic, trucking and aic
pollution.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the impact of the construction of the freeway on
property values and the guality of life within adjacent neighborhoods needs to be explored more
carefully.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Common Council of the City of Glendale this 24th day

of June, 2002. ,
CITYF&“‘EKL .
By. \ ’\‘&p
R. Jay/Hint: \,Ylayor (j
Countersigned:

Crhnnw & M Mastonsl:
Richard E. Maslowski, Deputy City Clerk

CITY OF MILWAUKEE

City of Milwaukee
Office of the City Clerk

200 E. Wells Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202

Certified Copy of Resolution

FILE NO: 011729

Substitute resolution setting forth the City of Milwaukee's position on the draft
findings of a study entitled "A Regional Freeway R i Y Plan for
Southeastern Wisconsin”, a.k.a. SEWRPC Planning Report No. 47, dated March 3,
2002.

‘Whereas, The Secretary of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation in 2000 requested the
Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission to lead a study entitled "A Regional
Freeway Reconstruction System Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin” to prepare a plan and program
for rebuilding the regional freeway system in the 21st Century; and

‘Whereas, The study was requested due to the age of the 273-mile Southeastern Wisconsin
freeway system and the need to reconstruct the entire system within the next 30 years; and

‘Whereas, The study addressed the relative importance of the freeway system, obsolescence of the
freeway system design, traffic congestion on the freeway system, and relative cost of rebuilding
the freeway system; and

‘Whereas, The City of Milwaukee was represented on the Study Advisory Committee and the
Study Technical Subcommittee by Mayor John O. Norquist and Commissioner of Public Works,
Mariano A. Schifalacqua; and

‘Whereas, The study alternatives and preliminary study findings are presented in the final draft of
SEWRPC Plamning Report Ne. 47 — A Regional Freeway R uction System Plan for
Southeastern Wisconsin — Chapter VI — Design, Evaluation, and Consideration of Freeway
System Reconstruction Alternatives, dated March 3, 2002; and

‘Whereas, The Study Advisory Committee met on March 21, 2002, to review the findings; and

Whereas, The Study Advisory Committee voted, with the City of Milwaukee representative and
the State of Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources representative voting "no" and the
Milwaukee County representative "abstaining”, to send three alternatives forward to all towns,
villages, cities, and counties in the region for their review and comment back to the Advisory
Committee prior to the alternative(s) being formalized and recommended to be included in the
regional transportation plan; and

Whereas, The 3 alternatives sent forth included, in all cases, the reconstruction of the freeway
system with design and design related safety improvements at a base cost of $5.5 billion with the
taking of 577 acres of land, 166 resid 23 ial/industrial buildings and 2
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gover I/institutional buildings, as well as adding additional freeway lanes to:

127 miles of the freeway system at an addltlonal $700 mxlhon ($6.25 biltion), and an additionat
81 acres of land, 50 resid 8 ial/industrial t and 1
governmental/institutional building. This alternative also requires the double decking of the
freeway on 1-94 between Miller Park and Hawley Road to accommodate the additional lanes.

121 miles of the freeway system (No widening on 1-94 between the Zoo Interchange and the
Marquette Interchange) at $90 million less than the 127 mile widening alternative ($6.16 billion)
and 22 less acres, 18 fewer resid 5 fewer cc ial/industrial buildings (all as compared
to the 127 mile widening alternative). This alternative also requires the double decking of the
freeway on 1-94 between Miller Park and Hawley Road to accommodate modern shoulder
design standards unless design exceptions are requested and granted by the Federal Highway
Administration.

108 miles of the ﬁeeway system (No widening on [-94 between the Zoo Interchange and the
q b idening on 1-43/94 between the Mitchell Interchange and the
M: Interct idening on I-43 between the Marquette Interchange and Silver

i no
Spnng Drive) at $260 million less thdn the 127 mile wu.lcmng ullr:mauv: ($5.99 billion) and 46
fewer acres, 36 fewer resid 8 fewer ial/industrial buildi

ings and 1 fewer
governmental building (all as compared to the 127 mile widening alternative). This alternative
also requires the double decking of the 1-94 freeway between Miller Park and Hawley Road to
accommodate modern shoulder design standards unless a design exception is requested and
granted by the Federal Highway Administration; and

Whereas, Based on the presentation of the analysis it appears that none of the alternatives
satisfactorily addresses the needs of the City of Milwaukee; now, therefore, be it

Resolved, By the Common Council of the City of Milwaukee, that the City of Milwaukee
supports the following modified alternative for further consideration in the analysis of the
reconstruction of the Soutt n Wisconsin Regional Freeway System:

The reconstruction of the freeway system with design and design related safety improvements at a
base cost of$5 5 billion with taking of 577 acres ofland, 166 residences, 23
V/industrial buildings and 2 gover Vinst | buildings, as well as adding

additional freeway lanes to 108 miles of the Freeway System (No widening on I-94 between the
Zoo Interchange and the Marquette Interchange no widening on 1-43/94 between the Mitchell

h and the Marg no widening on I-43 between the Marquette
Interchange and Silver Spring Drive) at an additional $490 million over the base safety related
altemative ($5.99 billion) and 35 additional acres, 14 additional residences, no additionat

commercial/industrial buildings and no additional governmental buildings; and, be it

Further Resolved, That the City of Milwaukee does not support adding lanes above design related
safety improvements at a cost of $170 to $250 million when a minimal reduction in travel time is
estimated for the affected areas; and, be it

Further Resolved, Furthermore that while the City of Milwaukee generally sees the benefit from
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upgrading freeway facilities to current standards where it makes sense, is in good judgement and
adds value to the City, it does not condone actions simply for the sake of upgrading. As such the
City of Mitwaukee does not support the double decking of the I-94 Freeway from Miller Park to
Hawley Road simply for the purpose of meeting modern freeway shoulder design standards, due
to the negative impacts such a double-decking would impose on the Story Hill Neighborhood
including but not limited to noise, air quality, and aesthetics.

1, Ronald D. Leonhardt, City Clerk, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true
and correct copy of a(n) Resolution passed by the COMMON COUNCIL of the
City of Milwaukee, Wisconsin on April 23, 2002.

Coradd 8 lombin I~

Ronald D. Leonhardt
City Clerk

July 31, 2002
Date Certified
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CITY OF RACINE 09-03-02

RESOLUTION NO. 4822

By Alderman Shields:

WHEREAS, an adequate and efficient freeway network system is
necessary to the health and growth of Southeastern Wisconsin; and

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning
Commission (SWRPC) has presented a preliminary plan for the expansion of
the Southeastern Wisconsin freeway system by adding additional [anes to
127 miles of the 270 miles of freeway network within Southeastern
Wisconsin.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Common Council of
the City of Racine, Wisconsin go on record in support of SWRPC's
preliminary plan for the expansion of the Southeastern Wisconsin freeway
system,

FURTHER RESOLVED, that a copy of this resolution be forwarded to
the Executive Director of SWRPC showing the City of Racine’s support of
the proposed plan.

FISCAL NOTE: There will be no cost to the City of Racine for this

development of the freeway system. However, failure to
expand the freeway system to meet future
transportation needs may negatively impact business and
industry within the City of Racine which rely on the
freeway system to efficiently transport goods and
services.

VILLAGE OF HALES CORNERS

STATE OF WISCONSIN MILWAUKEE COUNTY VILLAGE OF HALES CORNERS
RESOLUTION 02- 39

RESOLUTION REGARDING STH 100 IMPROVEMENT PLANNING

WHEREAS, the Village Board of Trustees of the Village of Hales Corners approved
Resolution 95-24 on May 22, 1995, opposing the widening of STH 100 from six to eight lanes
between Edgerton Avenue to Janesville Road in the Village of Hales Corners; and

WHEREAS, the Village Board remains deeply concerned that the contemplated
widening threatens the future integrity and character of our community by further dividing the
Village and is, therefore, inconsistent with Smart Growth principles as embodied in Section
66.1001, Wis. State Statutes; and

WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC) is
preparing a regional freeway system reconstruction study that includes alternatives for redesign
of the freeway system and the Hale Interchange; and

WHEREAS, the freeway system and the Hale Interchange directly integrate with the
STH 100 corridor, and any reconstruction of the freeway system and the Hale Interchange will
have a significant impact on the future design of STH 100.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Village Board of the Village of Hales
Corners reaffirms its opposition to STH 100 widening from six to eight lanes because of
anticipated adverse community impacts.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Village Board requests SEWRPC to include an
analysis of the effects of freeway system and Hale Interchange redesign on the STH 100
corridor, and to develop alternatives that would not require the widening of STH 100 from six to
eight lanes such as alternate routes to the freeway system and improved frontage roads, turn
lanes, access controls, and local street integration.

PASSED and ADOPTED this 12th day of __ August 2002.

yr Ay
James R. Ryan, Village®resident

Michael F. Weber, Admin./Clerk

(VILLAGE SEAL)
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RECORD OF PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETINGS
AND HEARINGS ON THE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDED
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN

Kenosha City Hall, City of Kenosha, May 8, 2002

Gateway Technical College, City of Elkhorn, May 9, 2002

Washington County Fair Park Pavilion, Town of Polk, May 15, 2002
Gateway Technical College, City of Racine, May 16, 2002

Downtown Transit Center, City of Milwaukee, May 22, 2002

Goodwill Industries Community Center, City of Waukesha, May 23, 2002
Martin Luther King Community Center, City of Milwaukee, May 29, 2002
Northwest Senior Center, City of Milwaukee, May 30, 2002

Zoofari Conference Center, City of Milwaukee, June 4, 2002

Manitoba Elementary School, City of Milwaukee, June 5, 2002

Ozaukee County Administration Center, City of Port Washington, June 6, 2002
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TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING,
KENOSHA CITY HALL, CITY OF KENOSHA, MAY 8, 2002

PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDED ATTENDANCE RECORD
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDED
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN
KENOSHA CITY HALL Wednesday, May 8, 2002
CITY OF KENOSHA, WISCONSIN 6:30 pan.
6:30 p.m. Kenosha City Hall
- City of Kenosha, Wisconsin
WEDNESDAY, MAY 8, 2002
SIGN-IN ROSTER
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COMMISSION STAFF
Kenneth R. Yunker Assistant Director
Robert E. Begli Chief Tr ion Engineer
Gary K. Korb ional Planning Educator
Patrick A. Pittenger Senior Planner
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TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING,
GATEWAY TECHNICAL COLLEGE, CITY OF ELKHORN, MAY 9, 2002

PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDED
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN

ELKHORN GATEWAY TECHNICAL COLLEGE
CITY OF ELKIORN, WISCONSIN
6:30 p.m.
THURSDAY, MAY 9, 2002

(No westimouy was received at this public hearing)

ATTENDANCE RECORD

PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDED
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN

Thursday, May 9, 2002
6:30 pm.
Elkhorn Gateway Technical College
City of Elkhorn, Wisconsin

SIGN-IN ROSTER
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COMMISSION STAFF

Kenneth R. Yunker Assistant Director
Robert E. Begli Chief Transp ion Engineer
David M. Joli Engineer
Gary K. Korb Regional Planning Educator
Patrick A. Pittenger. Senior Planner
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Appendix B-3

TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING,
WASHINGTON COUNTY FAIR PARK PAVILION, TOWN OF POLK, MAY 15, 2002

PUBLIC HEARING ON'THE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDLED
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN

WASHINGTUN COUNTY FAIR PARK PAYILLION
TOWN OF POLK, WISCONSIN
6130 p.m.
WEDNESDAY, MAY 15, 2002

(No testimony was received at this public hearing)

PUBLIC HEARI

ATTENDANCE RECORD
NG ON THE PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDED

REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN

‘Wednesday, May 15, 2002
0 p.m.

Washington County Fair Park Pavilion

Town of Polk, Wisconsin
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Robert E. Begli Chief Transp ion Engineer
Christopher T. Hiebert Senior Engineer
Gary K. Korb Regional Planning Educator
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TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING,
GATEWAY TECHNICAL COLLEGE, CITY OF RACINE, MAY 16, 2002

PUBLIC HEARING

REGIONAL FREEWAY RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

Public hearing of Southeastern Wisconsin i Planning C ission of the

preliminary recommended plan under the regional freeway reconstruction study at
Gateway Technical College, 1001 S. Main Street, Racine, Wisconsin, on the 16th day of
May, 2002, commencing at 6:30p.m. and concluding at 6:55 p.m.

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

(The public were preceded by a ion by South n Wisconsin
Regional Planning staff describing the preliminary recommended freeway reconstruction

plan.)

Mr. Yunker: The first person registered to speak is Alfonso Gardner. Mr. Gardner, would

you mind coming forward and using the microphone?

Mr. Gardner: The first question I’d like to ask is, are you guys from the Department of
Transportation?

Mr. Yunker: Again, we don’t want to get into a question and answer session. We are

from the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning C ission. We are conducting the

study at the request of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation.

Mr. Gardner: The reason I asked that question is because you might not be able to answer
my question then. $6.25 billion over the next 30 years to build this freeway? What type of
guarantee that minorities will get a chance to work on these projects?

Mr. Yunker: Can you give us your concerns as a statement?

Mr. Gardner: My comment is, since we’re all taxpayers, will minorities and women get

an opportunity work on this freeway project?

Mr. Yunker: The Wisconsin Department of Transportation will conduct the preliminary

ing, the final engineering, and the construction. The first segment that is to be
reconstructed is the Marq + They will blish goals they wish to achieve
to obtain a p icipation by disad ged busi enterprises, principally

3
minority and women firms. The Department has advisory committees that have been
active in the Milwaukee area, looking at ways to establish and achieve those goals. It's a
question that we find difficult to answer. We have your name and mailing address here;

we will have the Wisconsin Department of Transportation staff contact you.

Let me tell you again that we are violating the rules of the public hearing here by getting
into a question and answer format. The purpose of the public hearing, and this is how we
would like to work from here, is to get your concerns in the form of a comment, We
understand that your concern is that the freeway system reconstruction is a significant
project with significant public expenditures, and we ought to be sure there are substantial
opportunities for the participation of minority and women business enterprises. We’d like
to record your comment. The purpose of this hearing is to get your comment so it can be
considered and addressed, rather than to get into a question and answer session, or

debate.

Mr. Gardner: T wasn’t going to debate you.

Mr. Yunker: Some people have been waiting since 6:30 p.m. We don’t have a large
crowd here, but people have been waiting for the opportunity to tell us what they think.
Ok, after we get through the hearing, and after we have heard all of the comments, we

will stay here and answer your questions one-on-one. Ok?

Mr. Gardner: Ok, thank you.

Mr. Yunker: Was that your full comment then?

Mr. Gardner: I want to respond to something that you said--the freeway needs to be
upgraded and all of that. You said that the Milwaukee people are working on that, but the
freeway stretches all the way down to Racine and Kenosha. My comment is that I don’t

4
think that Milwaukee should be the only place that minority firms get a chance to
participate.

Mr. Yunker: We will communicate that to the Wisconsin Department of Transportation,
that as well, there are concerns in Racine and Kenosha, and that there needs be similar

efforts in the Racine and Kenosha communities.

Mr, Gardner: Right

Mr. Yunker: Ok Thank You. The second person registered to speak is Jim Roever.

Mr. Roever: I'm here to testify against widening the freeways. All you are doing by
widening the freeways is' encouraging more traffic, more suburban sprawl, and making
the environment worse than it is already. It’s a big mistake to widen freeways. You have
to widen it because of traffic. Because there is so much traffic in the suburbs, I
recommend widening IH 894 around Milwaukee and IH 894 west of the Zoo west to
wherever. Also I particularly oppose the timing through Racine and Kenosha Counties at
this time while there is a mass transit study expected to expand commuter rail from
Kenosha through Racine to Milwaukee where it would take a lot of traffic off that stretch
of highway. Also, I think historically I’ve been dealing with SEWRPC for years and
you’ve always been supportive of mass transit. You’ve been in the regional transportation
authority study. Now, you seem to talk like the DOT. Their concrete lobby is very
popular; I am very distressed with that. Thank you.

I had one more thing. [ saw in the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel--they had a big spread last
week that by 2020 the traffic on the widened freeway would be as bad as it is now. So,
why are we spending $7 billion if the problem will be repeating itself in 18 years...why?
Why are we spending all this money, going to raze houses, businesses. They’re taking

away tax revenue from municipalities, for what?
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Mr. Yunker: The third person registered to speak is Scott Kuznicki.

Mr. Kuznicki: Good evening. First I'd like to thank the Regional Planning Commission
for this opportunity to express our feelings and our opinions in a public environment. I
think that is an important part of the planning process, that the people get involved and
have a chance to talk about what they feel is needed based upon the information that has

been given after what is hopefully an objective analysis.

T'd like to start off by first saying that the transportation infrastructure in Southeastern
Wisconsin is an important part of not only helping get around, but also the growth that
we should hopefully expect to experience within the next 20, 50, or even 100 years. And,
one thing that you find in the transportation planning process is that if you don’t plan for
growth, and if you don’t expect that growth will happen, then the first of all the growth is
still going to occur and to a certain extent it is going to overwhelm the capacity of the
existing transportation system and your existing mass transit facilities. Secondly, you will
actually be impeding growth that is good for the economy in Southeastern Wisconsin. As
most people know, an infrastructure that favors business expansion is what ultimately
raises the standard of living for people in an area. 1 think that the gentleman that
mentioned DBE participation is gone but I think his concern would actually be addressed
by improving our transportation system in that it will encourage more businesses to
locate in Milwaukee, which is what broadens the job market and the job base and
encouraging first of all providing more jobs for people and encourage people to move to
Milwaukee which ultimately improves the economy because they spend more money in

that area.

To get more specific in addressing the technical aspects of the plan, I think the Regional
Planning Commission should not back down from insisting that freeway system is
expanded as shown in the preliminary plan of 127 miles of widening. First off, one of the

major problems that I would see in not widening certain segments of the freeway system

6
is that it would create bottlenecking points which backs up traffic on other segments that

have been improved. In essence that negates the imp: of the So I

think we need to insist upon constructing the entire plan to take a modular approach to
looking at the freeway system and say we need to have a continuous stretch of four lanes

from this segment to this segment, so that there are no bottleneck points,

And also I understand that the purpose of this presentation was to discuss the freeway

system reconstruction, I would also the Regional Planning C: ission to

think about the possibility of new corridors and constructing new facilities in the future to
relieve congestion on the existing freeway system as the need for these new corridors
arises. It’s basic common knowledge that traffic volumes will increase in the next 20
years. There’s no getting around that, but what we need to do is to expand not only the
existing system but also add new lane miles to the system on new corridors so we can
keep this level of delay at a level that is not out of control and actually inhibits growth
and generally makes life unpleasant for people that choose to live in this region. So I
would

ge the Regional Planning C to adopt their full study, and I

would also encourage them to look at the future corridors in addition of course thinking
abut how can we create a system that adapts to intermodal access. One thing is perhaps if
we want to encourage the use of Metra then maybe we need to look at extending facilities
such as like from Hartland to make it easier for people to use different routes rather than
IH 94 to access Metra stations and also I understand that there’s work, too, being done in
public transit in downtown Milwaukee to provide access to certain atiractions in
downtown Milwaukee. Well, maybe we need to look at improving access points on the
freeway system to make it easy for people to get to those facilities so that we reduce the
number of cars in the central business district of Milwaukee. Those are my comments,

thank you for your time.

7
Mr. Yunker: Does anybody else wish to speak at this time? No, then I think that
concludes the formal public hearing and staff is available now this to try and answer your

questions.
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TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING,
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS:

KEN YUNKER: It's now time to begin the
public hearing portion of the meeting. This
hearing is intended to receive your comments
concerning the preliminary plar. I want to
emphasize Lhabt the purpose of the hearing is to
hear your comments and not to be a question and
answer period. There was an opportunity to meet
with study staff earlier to ask questions and study
staff will be available after the hearing this
evening to answer additional questions. About how
many people have signsd up so far, Bob?

BOB BEGLINGER: I'm up to 23.

KEN YUNKER: 23. Okay. 1 guess we will
ask based on those number of comments that

r comments to about five

everybody limit thei
minutes and we'll notify you when you have about
one minute remaining. If you den't have enough
time o do your comments in that five minutes,

we'll put your name aside and we'll give you an

opportunity to speak again after all of the 23

pecple and other peopls who have asked to speak
have been given an opportunity to speak.

When you provide your comments, please

come up to the front and use the microphcne,
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particularly so the court reporter and staff can
hear your comments and appropriately record them
for the consideration of the advisory committee,
and I'm going to twist this podium arcund so that
you can direct your comments particularly at the
court reporter. The audience will be able to hear
as well. I want to point out, too, that the
comments may also be provided in writing, which may
be submitted at this meeting or mailed or you can
e-mail or fax to us. They'vre available at the
entrance of the room at the registration table and
I think now we're going to start with the first
speaker. Do you want to call that name, Bob?

BOB BEGLINGER: Mary Lohmeier.

KEN YUNKER: And if you -- Mary, while
you're coming up, if you decided you want to speak,
just raise your hand and we'll get you a form. If
you have a form that's filled out, raise your nand
with that form and a member of the staff will pick
it up.

MARY LOHMEIER: Well, T would support
maintaining the system that we already have, which
will already cost us over $3 billion, but T do not
think that rhe residents of the City of Milwaukee

should be asked to contribute one more shovelful of




&}

10

11
|
12

13

15
16

17

our soil to the expansion of an expressway system ;
which I don’'t think promotes people coming to the :
City of Milwaukee. We have already contributed
whole neighborhoods. If you look out there, what
was the Italian neighborhood is now freeway and if
you remember the recommendations of the highway
commigsion in the '60g, I believe if we looked out
this way, we would alsc have an expressway because
the Park West Expressway was supposed to continue
on and go along our lakefront, so what is
recommended ig not always the best, and it took
many residents to fight to have that freeway end
where it now ends and will eventually be torn down

and we have a lovely community there and we have a

lakefront where you can now walk out on this
balcony and see a wonderful lakefront because that
expressway was not built.

If you go to any other major city which
has increased its expressways, it has nol helped to
bring down congestion. In fact, congestion remains
and it does nct promote smart growth. It does
promote sprawl and I would like to know if you are
going to also have committees -- I mean groups to
discuss your mass transit improvements so Lhat

people can also make ccmments on how they would
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like to have the mass transit recommendations
implemented. And 70 percent increase, 70 percent
of what? Does it anywhere compare with the 4.5
billion that you're recommending for highways? 2And
so I veally strongly oppose any more highway lanes
and I think you should get more serious about mass

transit, be it light rail or buses or whatever.

-

don't think people should have to wait
a half hour and if we have billions of dollars to
spend, let's spend it on buses so you can wait 10
minutes and get a bus or on some other means that
does not promote sprawl, and I have this document
which I will leave with you which was dcne by the
Cencer on Urban & Metropolitan Policy which asks
who sprawls most. I'll just read two little
paragraphs and then I'm done. It says that between
1982 and 1897, 15 years, the amount of urbanized
land in the United States increased by 47 percent.
In 15 years the amount of urbarized land in the
United States increased by 47 percent. During this
same period the nation's population grew by only 17
percent and in the northeast and the midwest slow
growing metropolitan areas, the midwest and the
northeast is not where the population explosion is.

It's in the west and the south. Nonetheless, slow
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growing metropolitan areas have consumed extremely
largs amounts of land for urbanization in order to
accommodate very small guantitiss of population
growth, and those are the things which promote
sprawl and increased funding in highways and a
disinvestment in the urban areas that already exist
so I totally am opposed to having more highways.

KEN YUNKER: Thank you, Mary. Second
person registered Lo speak is Richard Schreiner.

MR. SCHREINER: Good evening and thank
you for this opportunity to speak. My name is
Richard Schreiner. I reside at 912 East Pleasant
Street in the Cicy of Milwaukee. I would like to
express my strongest opposition to freeway
expansion in Milwaukee County. I'm old =nough to
remember how freeway construction destroyed
Milwaukee neighborhoods or slashed many of them
into halves ard left taem to die. Milwaukee has
already paid its dues for a treeway system that as
it turns out has largely benefized others. Thig
proposal in my opinion is just the latest
manifestation of SEWRPC's and WISDOT's notion that
Milwaukee is just a place to be moved through as
quickly as possible.

Meanwhile, transportation proposals that

would benefit city residents are routinely
dismissed or studied into oblivion. Expanding
freeways in Milwaukee will do little to solve the
true problem of our region, which is suburb to
subuxb traffic. Expanded freeways in Milwaukee
won't solve the problem sprawl has given us on
Bluemound Road in Waukesha and dozens of other
similar roads that are emerging in the counties.
I'm a firm believer that you can't build your way
out of congestrion. Let's break this cycle and cone
up with some fresh approaches. Thank you.

KEN YUNKER: The next speaker we have
registered is -- and we're doing our best in
pronouncing the names -- David Schlueter.

DAVID SCHLUETER: Pretty close.

KEN YUNKER: We have some gaps in people
returning your forms so you might want to check
again to make sure you've given it back to us
because David was registered number four and number
three must not have been returned. Go ahead.

DAVID SCHLUETER: My name is David
Schlueter. I live in St. Francis and I'm here
tonight to support building even more and bigger
freeways. Otherwise, in 20 or 30 y=ars we're going

to be sitting here going through the same thing
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again saying gee, why didn't we do this back then
just as we're doing now, why didn't we plan a
little bit further ahead. A couple things these
firsc two people said is that freeways promote
sprawl, so what is this we're saying? You cannot
build and live out in the country and work in the
city. If you want to work in the city, you have to
live in the city, like teachers and policemen. I
don':c get that. We're going to have to have rules
where you live and drive around now and as far as
moxe pollution, what could be more polluting than
stop and go traffic rather than traffic that
constantly keeps flowing smoothly.

One of the things, too, ig I think about
tearing down this freeway, I don't know the exact
name, right over here and going back to city
streets and being a person that lives in
St. Francis and at times goes up to the east side
of Milwaukee, if they're making this more difficult
for me to gert there, why would I want to go there?
If I have to drive down the city streets and so on,
why don't I just go and do my shopping and whatever
out in the suburbs I guess where I live. What else
did I have to say?

The other thing is | hope when we're
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thinking about doing this that we're planning on
rebuilding this with concrete instead of asphalt, i
which five years from now is going to require
repaving again and more construction. That's it.
Thank you.

KEN YUNKER: Okay. The next slip that
has been returned in order is E. Michael McCann.

E. MICHAEL McCANN: My name ig E. Michasl i
McCann. I live at 414 North 50th Street. I've
lived there for approximately 30 years. That is a
beautiful residential neighborhood. It is in the
city. It is near to the downtown. It is one of
those neighborhoods near to the downtown that are
jewels of the city. Many of the people that live
in that neighborhood could live slsewhere. They
have the money to live elsewhere but they have
chosen to live in the city and to contribute
through their taxes to their participation in city
communal activities.

They have -- they bring leadership. They
bring inspiration in many ways and it's a good
place to live. What you are dcing here with
expanding the lanes and elevating it is driving
people out of the neichborhood. I've lived in

other cities and I know what an elevated freeway
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looks like. I live in this city and know it. I
like to walk in the very -- I freguently walk in
the area at night and on weekends during the day.
You will totally change that. A beautiful
neighborhood that is relatively quiet will become
loud with a clangorcus roar of trucks and other
traffic elevated above the roadway so that you can
hear ic.

In the winter now with the leaves
diminished, you can sometimes hear the craffic. I
live a block or sc north of the freeway. You can
sometimes hear the traffic. If you elevate it as
you will 15 or 20 feet in the air, the sound, of
course, will be eagily heard through that
neighborhood. What is now a quiet view will be
seeing the racing of truck lights, different
colors. TIt's a route frequently used by medical
emergency vehicles to get out to the Froedtert
Medical Center and the roar of those sirens, the
roar of the trucks as they go up and down the grade
and, of course, that means the pollution of air, so
there will be site pollution. There will be sound
pollution, and those who now are pleased and choose

to live in the city and to contribute to the city

tax base, some will choose to leave.
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I cannot help but believe that you will
drive down the value of the property by doing this
and whatever you say about who uses the county
freeways, only a half wouldn't appreciatz that most
of that traffic going westbound and eastbound at
the stadium are people from Waukesha County
commuting into work here. To save a few minutes
off their time and indecently impose upon the
people that live where we presently live is
unconscionable in my opinion. If they choose to
live in elegant residences, to flee the county
where they make their living and not to contribute
either through their leadership or their attendance
at schools or their payment of taxes, that is their
option in a free land and they can do it, but
please don’'t diminish the gqualicty of life of those
of us who have chosen to live in the city.

Don't impose upon us. Do not introduce
more sound and sound pollution, site pollution and
air pollution. If they choose Zo live -- we have
expanded downtown options. Let them come here but
please to save them a few minutes is too much.
Don't tear down the businesses, the 216 homes, the

31 businesses throughout the county, the 6.2

billion to be shouldered by the persons who have
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borne the burden of the diminished quality of life.
What you do here is you -- those who choose to live
in the city and in my neighborhood, the Story Park
neighborhiood, many of them that is their option,
Don't drive them out. Don't diminish the guality
of life in that neighborhood and in other
neigkborhoods.

We see despite the expansion lanes that
there will be -- Lhe congestion will be there. T
had occasion to go to Waukesha County in mid
afternoon just a few days ago for a court hearing.
There was some slow down. T anticipated that.
Still the freeway itself saved time and I plead
with you as a person who doesn't want to see a
beautiful neighborhood in Milwaukee diminished, as
& person that doesn't want to see the tax base of
our already struggling city diminished, as a person
who wants to maintain attractive neighborhoods, to
keep persons who could otherwise move elsewhere
instead to stay in the Milwaukee area, so my plea
to you ig don't imposc upon the residents of this
city to serve the interest of those who have chosen
to leave the county. Don't diminish the quality of
this great neighborhood.

Thank you.

KEN YUNKER: The next person for which we

13

have a registration to speak is Mike Nelson.

MIKE NELSON: Hello. I have scme

prepared comments here. This primary focus on the
use of automobiles for transportation cannot go on
forever. Now we're talking about an expenditure of
an enormous amcunt of money to further encourage
the use of automobiles. I don't believe this will
solve the proplems of slow going in rush hours and
traffic backups. Lt will only increase the number
of cars which are involved. Tc those of you who
live in the suburbs and enjoy the guiet peaceful
life that you have out there, this freeway widening
will increase the likelihoed that develcpment will
visit your doorstep. In other words, this will
encourage urban sprawl.

Of course, the highway construction
industry is I imagine all for this and is probably
pushing hard for it. They've been doing pretty
good for the past 50 years, what with our fixation
on automebile transportation and, of course,
they'll not only get paid to widen the expressway,
they'1ll also get paid cto maintain it. The more
lanes there are, the more work there will be for
them.

In conclusion, I don't believe this freeway

expansion project will solve the problem of traffic

14

10

11

12

13

14

15

24

25 1

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

congestion. It will only be business ag usual for
the construction companies to get huge amounts of
public money for unnecessary and unwanted work,
which will 2lso cause huge headaches for the people
who live in this area. What we need is a mix of
transportation choices. The days of the almighty
automobile may be drawing to a close.

KEN YUNKER:

Thank you. Next is Justice

Fellin.

JUSTICE FELLIN: Hi. I'm Justice Fellin.

I live in Milwaukee. First of all, I just wanted

to address the map from St. Francis. People who
are against freeway expansion are not telling
people where =o live. They're just trying to give
them a viable option because if you have a
double-decker freeway near your house, there's not
much of an option that you're going to want to live
there. That's pretty much common sense. Now,
besides just the obvious reasons why this freeway
expansion shouldn't be built, the $6 billion in
state deficit, that it doesn't address the root
cause of the traffic congestion, that it dictates
bad land use patterns, that it causes disinvestment
that it causes traffic

in the central city,

congestion that in the end will be -- well, they're

predicting 20 years. I predict that traffic
congestion with extra lanes will be just as bad in
as little as 10 years.

Despite all of the very obvious reasons,
I'm going to point out something that’'s -- some
additional points even to those that should be
stern people right down the face and knocking them
over the head that this is a bad idea. The most
obvious thing is that this is a quality of life
issue and not just for people in Milwaukee. TIt's
for people everywhere. I grew up in Oconomowoc and
I enjoyed a rural small town atmosphere. Well
that's coming to an end there and it's not
improving the life of people there. The freeways
and the expansion are not going to make it better
for the people that grow up there, like I had it,
and I hate to see my hometown go the direction it's
going and this will only accelerate that.

I also wanted to point out a little bit
something about what this freeway building says
about our values today. There's a proposal to
build a bike path and walking lane across the Hoan
Bridge. This would have been done to something of

the tune of $1 per citizen of the five county

region, and on top of that most of the money was
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set aside at the federal level for alternative
transportation and would have covered the cost.
Wisconsin exports federal tax dollars and this
would have been a way to get some of that back for
good, high quality recreational opportunities, so
despite the fact that this would have been $1 a
person to build this bike path across there, it's
being shuttered by many people who I think lack
vision in my opinion, kut despite that we're
willing to spend 700 million extra dollars for the
extra lane, we're ready to spend $1,000 per person
in the five or six county area to save five minutes
and for a few years. I don't understand this.

There's also -- if anybody has been
reading the paper or knows what's going on in
Wiscongin, I went to the University of
Wisconsin-Madison, and we're losing our young
educated people out of the state. They're leaving.
They're leaving to Chicago. They're leaving to
other cities that offer options and a high quality
of life. These people are seeking high quality
recreational opportunities and if we want to do
what's best for the city, one of the thirgs is to
provide a high quality ot lite and high

recreational opportunities. These young people are

18
the type of people that are out there creating
jobs, creating family supporting jobs and we're
losing them. They grew up in Milwaukee. They went
to Madison and they're like well, yeah, I could go
back but -- and I'd like to live here, prefer to
live here but I don't like the direction the city
is going, and that's an unfortunate thing and I
think people need to change their mindset on some
of thase things because you don't sell your city on
big ugly spewing freeways. You sell your city on
recreational opportunities and beauty, cultural
amenities. These are the things that make people
come to your city and make the city grow.

Last, somc other current events on if
you've been reading what's going on, hunters in
suburban counties have been chased off their land
that they used to hunt on for years. It's because
people have moved to thre suburbs thinking they're
going to have a gquiet life but eventually they're
not going to have their say, don't hunt in my
backyard because all the open land is gone and
obviously people don't want -- what I'm essentially
saying is the city is becoming wider. 1I:t's part of
the sprawl.

KEN YUNKER: Justice, we're at five
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minutes, if you want to try and wrap up real quick.

JUSTICE FELLIN: One last point. There's
another article that citizens of Delafield are
fighting a big suburban office building and it's
only going to accelerate those sort of issues.

It's degrading their quality of life. Oconomowoc
fought over a hospital for the same sort of thing.
It's obvious it's not good for the region. Please
stop this plan. The region's quality of life
depends on it. Thanks.

KEN YUNKER: The next person registered
is Charles Stewart. The next person after Charles
Stuart is Dave Wehnes.

CHARLES STEWART: I'm in Milwaukee. ;
Presently I'm on the east side close to downtown.
I've lived in several parts of Milwaukee and
Milwaukee County and a couple other adjoining
counties. My reason for being here now is there's
something about the design of the Marquette
interchange that bothers me a little bit. For i
about 40 years there's been a bypass planned. This

would be a straight shot from I-43 a little bit

north of Milwaukee where I-43 goes through the

northern suburbse and would be a straight shot west

down to US-45. US-45 also goes north and south.

20
As you go south on US-45, it runs right into 894.
8394 is the bypass that bypasses the south half of
Milwaukee, so we've got almost a bypass, all except
this onc short east/west shot from I-43 down to 45.
That's been cn the plans off and on for

the last 40 years. It was in the original plan and

then taken on and off geveral times. I think this
time around I think we have to build the rest of

that bypass. I think we're forced into it really.

I think the reason it didn't get in this time is
two errors that I think are errors in the way the
planning was set up. I'm not condemning anyone
just because they didn't do it my way but here is
what I think happened.

The two planning groups, one I guess to
just work on the Marquette interchange and the
other one works on the whole Southeastern
Wisconsin, and they've got a big stack of little
projects and I think that little piece of bypass
got stuck in this big stack and it got lost in the
shuffle. The people who work on the -- that design
the Marquette interchange, they can only go this
far north as I think it's North Avenue, which is

about five miles short of where I want to go. I

think that the bypass -- the bypass all the way

B-9



o

10

11

12

13

14

15

10

11

12

14

15

i6

17

18

21

around the city is an integral part of the
Marguette interchange. Since if that bypass is
there or isn't there, that's what determines what
the volume of traffic is into the Marquette
interchange and, of course, the main problem that
the designers of che Marquette interchange face is
the overwhelming volume of traffic that goes into
the Marquette interchange and thay have no way of
suggesting anything for that.

They aren't allowed to do that. They had
a gtudy sometime last year about this very thing
and they determined in this study that putting this

complete -- completing this bypass would diverr

only a minimal amount of traffic from the Marguette

interchange. Sorry but I just don't believe that.
I think what may have happened is they probably
figured out how many people were going to comuute
from Fox Point to Brown Deer every day and that
would be minimal, but I don't think that is what
really happens. If you think cf the traffic coming
southbound on 43 heading for the Marquette
interchange, these are people from the whole upper
Wisconsin, anything that's north of North Avenue

and up to the Michigan border.

There are a lot of industrial little
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towns up there, some bigger ones, Manitowoc,
Kohler, and whatever else down here and they senc
out thousands and thousands of semie down here,
begsides their traveling salesmen and businessmen
and whoever else has to travel on busginess and threy '
come down here, down I-43. Most of them are not
coming to Milwaukee. Most of them are going to
places west of Milwaukee, Brockfield, Waukesha,
Madison, Los Angeles and everything in between or
if they're not going west of Milwaukee, they want
to go south of Milwaukee.

St. Francis is about the first stop,
huge, huge commercial areas, commercial and
industrial areas where there are literally hundreds
of semis pulling in and cut of there every day and
St. Francis is only the firsc stop. Then you go on
to Racine, Kenosha and Chicage and from Chicago you
got the other half of the United States.

KEN YUNKER: Excuse me, Charles, we're at
five minutes. If you want to wrap up or else we'll
call you after everybody else was given an
opportunity.

CHARLES STEWART: I'll wrap it up. Well

anyway, all these commuters, some of them are

commuters and some of them are truckers but any cne
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of them would give their right arm to be able to
just duck off of I-43 and duck around and go where
the heck they're going without going right smack
dab through che middle of the city.

Thank you.

XEN YUNKER: Thank you. Dave Wehnes and
following Dave Wehnes is Maurice Williams.
DAVE WEHNES:

Thank you. My name is Dave

Wehnes. I live in Wauwatosa and I work downtown.
I'l1l admit I drive my car alone 90 percenL of the
time to get to work, 5 percent of the time I take
the bus, the city bus, and the other 5 percent of
the time I telecommute and work out of my house. T
don't drive an SUV. I drive a Dodge Shadow and an
old one at that. I tend to take the freeway to
work and take the cicy streets to get home. It
takes me about an sgual amount of time either way.
You did mention in your earlier comments
that people in Milwaukee spend a lot more time on
the freeways and maybe 1 didn't quite understand
it. I believe rhat 1f you look at the number of
miles traveled, you could probably say that far
more miles are traveled on the freeways but
probably an equal amount of time is spent on city
streets versus on the freeways.

I myself probably

travel further on the freeways every year but I

probazbly spend more time traveling on city streets.
I think that the current proposal is too expensive
at $6 billion, and I'm worried about what Milwaukee
County gets out of it. I think what we get is more
noise, more pollution, a loss of a tax base, a
third more pavement to plow in the winter and to
salt and we end up with higher maintenance costs
and we're left with a bus system that continues to
lose money.

Recent freeway systems in other parts of
the country have failed to solve the preoblems. I
think if we look, Atlanta is a great example, A
recent article was published on May 16th, just last
week, in the Chicago Sun Times talking about the
Hillside interchange in Chicago where they just
spent $150 billion and they finished the work last
fall. The goal was tc reduce commute time by 17
minutes. Six months later the reduction is 30
secords, so wkat's happened is the volume of
traffic has increased to fill whatever available
capacity was there. T feel that the same thing
will happen to cthis system, especially as we build
over time and every time we complete a segment, it

will become clogged immediately with additiocnal

traffic.
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I think that the comments made earlier
about assuming no increase in traffic as a result
of building the additional lanes is flawed. The
fellow quoted in the Chicage Sun Times article last
week from the Illinois DOT said if you build it
they will come and I think that's very true. T
think Wisconsin has been adding lanes to highways
at a much faster rate than we've been adding
population over the last 20 years and I think a
good example of that is the Highway 29 bypass
around Shawano, the huge four-lane highway that
never has any traffic on it. Sc $3 billion for
rebuilding to save five minutes, best case, I doubt
it.

The other concern I have is that the
congestion that will be the result of all the
construction and all the time lcst during
construction will never be recovered by whatever
savings results from what woe got when we get done.
There was an arcticle in the Milwaukee Journal
awhile ago where the ccmment was made that
Milwaukesans are wedded to their automobiles.
That's true. Why is that? Mass transit is never
going to succeed in this city unless it is both

cheaper and faster than using your car, so what's

26
the solution? Let's spend less on freeways, spend
more on mass trangit. Let's let the travel time
degrade on the fresways until the improvements in
mags transit catch up and we have a mass transit
system that provides egual transportation time.

Specifics, I'd like to suggest something
and that is thkat in Wauwatosa, MMSD is tearing down
a whole bunch of houses along the Menomonee River
because of flooding problems near Hart Park. We
have a rail line that runs right through there.
What if we -- as w2 do that kind of thing in the
metropolitan area, 1f we were to take some of that
land and use that as parking for light rail or rail
based mass transit, get those people off of the
city streets, off of the freeways onto the rail
systems, T think w2'd have an excellent solution
there and we're taxing the land away anyway.

KEN YUNKER:

David, five minutes.

DAVID WEANES: Okay. Thank you. Just

about done. A couple cf comments were made
earlier. One of them was about the Brown Deer
ramps and I though: that was rather interesting.
You said that the problem was people couldn't
decide which ramp to take. I think that -- that's

not true at all. If you have ever traveled in that
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intersection, the problem is that the entrance ramp
getting on northbound becomes the exit ramp and
people have a real time and space crunch to try and
merge g0 I would hope that the rest of the analysis
here is better than that one. Like I said, similar
levels of traffic, you mentioned that. I think
that's not true. If we add all these lanes, we're
going to have traffic. Thank you.
KEN YUNKER: Dave, be assured that that
also is a problem we identified but within the
space of the 20 minutes, we can only touch on so
many things. Maurice Williams. Next after Maurice
is Michael Brady.

MAURICE WILLIAMS:

Good evening. My name

is Maurice Williams. I'm the transportation
coordinator with Citizens for a Better Environment.
I guess -- first I guess I want to ask the folks
who kind of ccordinated the meeting here, could you
please contact the city about getting some parking
lots. I had a bear of a time trying to get my bike
locked up tonight. I have a brief comment here
regarding the freeway system reconstruction study.
Planning for a current transportation system should
be multi-modal as provided by T-21, the tederal

funding legislation for transportation. Citizens

27

25 ¢

for a Better Environment supports transportation
planning efforts that are balanced and account for
diverse mobility needs in one system.

The intent of our currenlL Lransportation
system may be to allow for all modes of travel but
due to insufficient facilities, policies and
planning we instead have sparse accommodations for
those using alternative formg of transportation.
It is quite as heartening to anticipate spending
6.2 billion for widening freewavs when there are
communities in Southeastern Wisconsin that do not
have ADA compliant pedestrian facilities or have
made it unlawful for children to walk or bike to
their community school duc to road expansion and
induced traffic volumes.

Citizens for a Better Environment
supports having one, one flexible transportation
system that promotes and encourages, not just
allows but prcmotes and encourages walking,
wheelchair access. bicycling, bus rail transit and
passenger rail service as legitimate modes of
transportation. We nead transportation equity for
the future of Southeastern Wiscongin. Thanks for
your time.

KEN YUNKER: Michael Brady and following

28
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Michael Brady is David Schlabowske.

MICHAEL BRADY: My name is Mike Brady.
I'm a lifelong resident of Milwaukee. I've lived
in the Story Hill and Merrill Park ncighborhoods
for 35 years. For the past 30 years or so I'ves
worked downtown and I've gotten downtown on elther
a bicycle or on the bus from the near west side
neighborhood. I want to strongly oppose any
expansion of additional lanes on the freeways. T
want to point out that people who live in Waukesha
and Ozaukee County choose to do that and if that's
their desire, that's fine; and if it takes them an
extra five minutes to get to work and they work in
Milwaukee, that's fine with me, too.

I hope our nsw county executive will see
and support neighborhood and neighborhood
preservation in Milwaukee and not support this
Waukesha/Ozaukee County plan that destroys
neignhborhoods. I want to support strongly any mass
transit improvement. The freeway congestion
clearly is caused by urban sprawl and if somebody
wants to deal with an urban sprawl problem, fine.
If people want to choose to move there, that's part
I like

of the consequences of moving further out.

the direction the City of Milwaukee is moving with
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T am completely anti-freeway expansion.
I've lived in Milwaukee a long time but I've also
lived in other larger cities and I've also worked
in a lot of larger cities and I've yet to be in a
city with more freeway lanes than Milwaukee that
has less congestion. We have less congestion
currsntly than most cities with three times the
amount of freeway lanes that we have.

Adding lanes

induces traffic. It's the same with bikes. If you
add a bike lane somewhere where nobody rides a
bike, all of a sudden lo and behold thers'sg people
riding bikes on that bike lane. If you had a bike
path where there wasn't one before, all of a sudden
there's people riding bikes. You add an extra
freeway lane whers no one was using it bsfore, all
of a gudden there's going to be people driving cars
in that lane.

Adding lanes always induces traffic.
That's why adding lanes doesn't solve the
congestion problem. I use the freeways when I have
to. I want to know that they're safe. I want to
know that the bridge isn't going to collapse when I
drive over it or hopefully bike over it some day.
So I want them repaired.

Three-and-a-quarter or

whatever, $3 billion, that's still a lot of money
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new housing downtown, with things going on along
the riverfront and lakefront.

I want to strongly support that and I
want to say that this plan for building expanding
freeways and even the main freeways is such a
misnomer and should be really calling them what
they are, is billion dollar roadways, so let's
refer to them as billion dollar roadways instead of
freeways. Thank you for your time.
KEN YUNKER: David Schlabowske and
following David is Jill Gaertner.

DAVID SCHLABOWSKE: Hi.

My name is Dave

Schlabowske. Good job pronouncing that. I'm the
Milwaukec program manager from the Bicycle
Federation of Wisconsin, so I'm sort of a paid
bicycle advocate so take what I have to say with
that in mind, but I'm also a resident of Milwaukee
the Washington Heights area on S4th and Lloyd. I'm
mostly a bike commuter but I do drive a car. I put
lots of miles on my bike, about 10,000 miles a year
but I also put a lot of miles on a car. Today I
had to go out to Pewaukee to GE Medical and to
Dousman to a bike store out there and I had to

drive to make the thing work today, so I drove, so

I'm rot like completely anti-car.
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to me, you know, that's the way our system is
designed right now. If we have to fix it and
that's the cost, then we have to pay it. I don't
walnt to have to pay an extra dime than what it
costs to maintain it. Designing it to current
standard, I understand that you want to design to
current national standards but I sort of liken it
to when I remodeled my kitchen.

I've heard this statement said before at
the regional planning meeting where they say if
we're going to rebuild it, we have to rebuild it
the right way. Well, if I was going to rebuild my
kitchen in the ideal manner, I'd have a sub zero
freezer and a Viking range and, you know, granite
countertops and. you know, I'd have an extra sink
to wash my salad in and stuff but I'm a bicycle
advocate. I don't make a heck of a lot of money
and I live in a little house in the city so I don't
have those things because that's my esconomic
realty. Our economic realty in our state is we’'re
pinched at money from every level we look at, from
the federal co the state to the county level to the
city level.

If I agreed that we should expand the

freeway in our fiscal reality right now, I'd have
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to say it's going to have to wait and we'll have to
fix it again pretty soon anyway, so if you want to
expand it later and we have the money then, then
let's maybe do that but right now I haven't seen
anyone show me where this money is coming from so I
mean show me the money. Where is the money? I can
show you where the money is for three-quarters of
the path on the Hoan Bridge. That's sitting there.
I can't see anybody showing me where this money is
and even if somebody showed me a pile of
six-and-a-quarter billion dollars that's set aside
for this, I'd say let's rebuild what we have and
spend the rest somewhere else paying debt or
building an extra school or maybe even a bike lane
somewhere. Thank you.
KEN YUNKER:

Next is Jill Gaertner. Jill

Gaertner? Jill? We'll call Jill again at the end.

Jill is not here. Michael Maierle and following
Michael is Millard Johnson.
MICHAEL MAIERLE:

Hello. My name is

Michael J. Maierle. I'm commen:zing this evening in
my capacity as the long-range planning manager for
the City of Milwaukee. I'm testifying against the
preliminary recommended option of rebuilding with

additional lanes. I would like to enter into the
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record a letter and attachment from City of
Milwaukee Mayor John O. Norquist to Mr. Phil
Evenson, executive director of the Southeastern
Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission, dated
May 20th, 2002. The letrer refers to a proposal
that I wrote in September of 1998 as a planner at
the Wisconsin Department of Transportation calling
for a public dialogue leading to a regional
consensus on implementable freeway related
improvements in Southeastern Wisconsin.

The approach to planning freeway
improvements that I recommended in 1998 differs
from yours in a number of respects but it boils
down to this. Obtaining a consensus will likely
require addressing freeway related issues such as
multi-modal transportation, intelligent
transportation systems, land use controls, demand
management as well as freeway capacity, design and
operation. It ie disturbing that the commission
chose to ignore this proposal for a balanced
approach to regional transportation and instead
focused all their energy and public resources on a
plan that is limited tc freeway expansion. By only
focusing on freeway design and capacity issues

instead of dialoguing with the communities within
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the City of Milwaukee, you've ended up with an
alternative that adds $2.8 billion or 83 percent to
the cost of simply replacing the freeway with no
assurance that all the associated features of a
well-function:ing urban transportation system that
you assumed in your analysis will be implemented.

Maybe I should put that in plainer
language for some folks. You assume that there's a
lot of transit in place and intelligent
transportation systems and ramp meters and public
information systems, land use -- a very good land
use plan but there's no assurance that that will
actually take place along with the freeway
expansion, and the freceway expansion costs about
double just replacing the freeway system as it is
now. In addition, the preliminary recommended plan
will not promote the land use goals laid out by
Wisconsin's comprehensive planning and smart growth
loss; for example, promotion of the recdevelopment
of land with existing infrastructure and public
services, encouragement of neighborhood designs
that support a range of transportation choices
encouragement. of land uses, densities and
regulations that promote efficient devclopment

patterns and relatively low municipal and state

36
government and utility costs, and lastly, providing
an integrated, efficient and economic
transportation system that provides mobility,
convenience and safety which meets the needs of all
citizens. including transit dependent and disabled.

At the City of Milwaukee we take the
comprehensive planning goals and smart growth laws
goals very seriously. I recently spoke to a group
of professionals and asked them what they felt
would be the effect of this preliminary
recommendation if implemented or development
patterns in Southeastern Wisconein. Only one
person in the audience said it would promote
development in the city. FPour of them felt that it
would have no effect ard 34 felt that it would
promete development on the urban periphery. That's
a pretty common understanding of what happens when
you build freeways in my experience in talking with
people about this issue. These office parks and
commercial cernters built adjacent to freeway
interchanges 1n turn load more local trips on the
most expensive type of roadway, the freeways. It
would be helpful to discuss how to deal with these

issues as part of a freeway plan.

Southeastern Wisconsin has beer very good
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at implementing the highway recommendations of the
planning commission over the course of its history
but only roughly half of the land use development
is recommended and almost none of the transit
recommendations are implemented and now you expect
the city and its residents to support an additional
$2.8 billion, an increase of 83 percent in costs
for more sprawlways. No deal. A consensus
approach would have required that a transportation
plan be conceived of from the beginning as an
opportunity for a win-win deal. You didn't seak to
obtain a consensus and instead chose to isolate the
City of Milwaukee and you ended up with a
preliminary recommendacion that is opposed by the
mayor and the common council of this city.

KEN YUNKER:

Mike, five minutes.

MIKE MAIERLE: Okay. Thank you.

KEN YUNKER: Wrap up or we'll call you
back later.

MIXE MAIERLE: 1I'1ll wrap up. I am here
today because I work for the almost 600,000
residents of this city and come to think of it, so
do you. This process is a lost opportunity to
bring various communities together to agree on a

set of freeway related transportation improvements
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that we could all live with. Thank you.
KEN YUNKER: Millard Johnson and after
Millard is Jim Roever.

MILLARD JOHINSON: My name is Millard

Johnson. I live in Germantown. I have a car and I

drove it here tonight. I would have taken public

transportation but I didn't have much choice.

Germantown dossn't have convenient service to the

downtown area. As I drove here, you know, it

occurred to me that a lot of other people on the
freeway, which this was at about 4 o'clock, very
crowded this afternoon, perhaps would feel the same
way as I do that if they did have a choice for
good, dependakle and clean, safe public
transportation, they would use it and, you know, I
just feel that, you know, I don't want to be out
there on the freeway but I don't have a choice. 1
just have one final thought. The subject of this
study is freeway reconstruction and, you know, I
would hope that it's just part of a larger study
for the entire cransportation strategy for
Southeastern Wisconsin and if it's not, it should
be. Thank you for the opportunity to speak.

KEN YUNKER:

Jim Roever followed by Glen

Snyder.
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JIM ROEVER: I find it ironic that we're
here discussing adding lanes to the freeway and
worsening pollution and talk about sprawling worse
than it is now and we're sitting in the downtown
transit center. We have a logo of Milwaukee County
on this podium. Milwaukee County is in no way
going to give up the courthouse annex. They need
it for parking. They need it for office space.
Your study proposes to spend $6.2 billion of
taxpayer money and you're going to acquire an
additional 658 acres of additional land, tear down
216 homes and 31 businesses. Those properties
homes and businesses pay taxes. Every municipality
in Southeastern Wisconsin is already at a tight
budget crunch and they cannot afford to lose this
additional tax base. It's ludicrous.

The urban sprawl in Milwaukee is somewhat
resulting of Los Angeles, which has the worst
sprawl in the country, of the world. Thay have six
and eight lane wide freeways about five or ten
miles apart and you know what, in the last ten
years they've built two light rail systems. They
built a heavy rail subway and they are dzveloping
one of the finest commuter rail systems in the

country. We can do that in Milwaukee on a smaller
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scale. Our sprawl goes to Mukwonago to the
southwest to almest Oconomowoc to the west and
Slinger to the northwest and Grafton to the north.
Tf you continue widening freeways, you're not going
to have people from Madison and Green Bay. The
answer is not widening the freeways. The answer
should be containing the freeway presently and
maintaining che freeways.

You need commuter rails to Racine and
Kenosha, which is already being studied. This is
the fifth study. We can have rails to Waukesha and
we can have commuter rails to Germantown and West
Bend and Slinger and north to Grafton. We also in
Milwavkee need to develop the downtown comnector
project to put the electric bus system in, a light
rail built in Milwaukee to join these different
facilities that first go to like Summerfest
grounds, the Amtrak station, the museums, the
stadium and cther venues. I am glad to see the
majority of the people in this room are favoring
transportation, less pollution and less urban
sprawl and I'm glad to see you all come out. Thank
you.

KEN YUNKER:

Next speaker is Glen Snydcr

and following Glen Snyder is Amanda Reavey.
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GLEN SNYDER: Hi. I'm Glen Snyder. The
last guy Jjust about gave my speech for me but I'll
make this one short. Transportation issues, you're
concernad that the state and counties are going to
spend 6.2 billion dollars on the freeway system
over the next 30 years and there is no mention of
transit service of any kind. I suggest that half
the money be spent on public transit systems such
as rapid transit, commuter trains, buses, et cetera
and have a complete transportation package. We
need a commuter rail system because it would be
faster, safer and comfortable.

I suggest extending the metro line from
Chicago to Kerosha up to Milwaukee. There should
be a better choice of transportation modes, okay,
more commuter oriented. On the freeways I suggest
a bypass at Good Hope Road and turning it into
freeway between I-43 and US-41 to complete an outer
route. When we’'re redoing the Marquette
interchange, this is needed for the downtown
streets to be clogged with traffic. Six lanes are
wide enough. I was against tearing down the Park
East freeway. The wider freeway rail will knock
out the Milwaukee County annex.

Walker's cutting

govaernment in half and that I think we should have
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a better cheice in transportation medes in the
Milwaukee area. Thank you.
KEN YUNKER: Amanda Reavey and after
Amanda is Philip Hohlweck.

AMANDA REAVEY: Hi. My name is Amanda
Reavey and I‘'m 16 years old and I live in
Milwaukee. Though the new highway seems like it
would make everything more efficient, I believe in
the long run it would only create more problems.
More roads encourage more cars, which will lead to
delays and traffic jams, basically what we have
now, so it really won't solve anything. More cars
mean we would need more parking lots. Eventually
this will lead to urban crisis and a conseguence of
that is urban sprawl. Furthermore, approximately
92 percent of the air pollution is caused by cars.
The cars release emissions that lead to respiratory
infections such as lung disease and cancer. It
interferes with the blood's ability to carry oxygen
and leads to acid precipitation. More cars will
contribute to smog and that will reduce visibility
causing more accidentcs.

Soon Milwaukee will become a city like
L.A. or Mexico City. I think what you plan to do

is a mistake that later my generation will have to
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clean up. You aren't only affecting your
generation but you are also affecting the health of
the generations that will follow. Other options
such as mass transportation should be considered
first.

Thank you.

KEN YUNKER: Thank you, Amanda. Philip
Hohlweck and then after Philip I only have two more
people registered to speak and if you haven't
gpoken and you've changed your mind and you want
to, raise your hand, we'll get a registration slip
Go ahead.

to you.

PHILIP HOHLWECK: Thank you. I live in

the City of Milwaukee. I work downtown and I'm
here kind of representing the rest of the people of
this area and I'm in kind of the minority here
tonight so I appreciate you don't throw anything at
me or anything, but the facts are mass transit is
losing ridership. Buses are losing ridership.
People in this area are using their car more.
People enjoy using thelir car. It is why we call it
the freeway. It is the free way to go in a free
country. I work five days a week down here
downtown. I go about four different places after
work on a typical week and I like that. That is

part of what makes me an American.
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I like to be able to experience different
things and go different places when I wart to and I
certainly appreciate everybody's opinion here about
mass transit and so on and certainly respect that
and a lot of people are talking about pollution up
here but nobody sszems to want to answer the
question about why it would be any less pollution
by having cars moving more freely and why there
would b2 more pollution by having cars right now
stay in a more traffic jammed environment. T guess
maybe the assumption is that there's no more
highways and people just will stay home. I guess
that's what people are talking about here. I don't
think that's going to happen. I think people move
about the way they need to.

The cost is talked about a lot and some
people were talking about the Hean Bridge idea for
a bike path. The gentleman sald it might only be a
dollar per person to do something like that for
people who live in this area but I would guess it
would be about $1 million per user for scmething
like that considering the three people that may use
that type of thing, whereas on the highways $6

billion is certainly a lot of meney but that may

truly be something that comes dcwn to a dollar or
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under a dollar per user and we talk about the time
saving five minutes or ten minutes per ride. For
the hundreds of thousands of people that use the
freeways in this area times five or ten minutes,
you're talking about thousands, tens of thousands,
hundreds of thousands of man hours losc to this
economy in efficiency if we don't save that five or
ten minutes.

That is an extremely big strain on this
economy tc lose that amount of man hours in
efficiency. So I do think that I am with the
recommendation to build. I also appreciate some of
the people's comment here that did mention the
northern bypass and it's not really part of the
study anyrore so that was kind of shot down. T
think maybe that would have been a good alternative
to widening east/west on 94 and I certainly would
be interested in that but it's kind of a dead issue
for the time being, so I guess this is what we’re
left with and if we do nothing, you know, we lose
our freedom in a lot of ways because people do like
the cars.

They like -- personally I get my news in
the car. I like the environment or I get to kind

of think about the day either going to work or back
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from work or you get tc listen to music. That's
the cnly place I listen to music, and I think a lot
of people are like that and not to say anything
against all being together goinc in the same
direction and not having the personal choices of
what you want to listen to, where you want to go,
there is some people that will c¢o that but it's -- ‘
it seems to be a declining amourt of people in this H
aresa, so the trolleys are dead just about. The
buses -- again I work on Wisconsin Avenue. I can't
tell you how many empty buses I see going by and
cars trying to get around them.

It makes me really guestion what -- if
people who are against highways are really trying
to find the -- or are trying to force people what
they really don't want to do. I think maybe we
should focus some of that energy on maybe some
cleaner cars. That would help the pollution
problem because people are going to use cars.
They're going to continue to use cars as they have.
That's just a fact, so the energy maybe could be
refocused on something more useful like cleaner
cars. I think that would be a good compromise, but
I know I'm in the minority but thank you anyway.

KEN YUNKER: Next registered is Tim
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Richter. Tim Richter. Following Tim is John
Connelly.

TIM RICHTER: Thank you for giving us the
opportunity to speak our concerns. First just
based on the last comments, driving is a privilege,
not a right. 1It's kind of sad that it’'s become a
patriotic image of America, driving a car. I'm
concerned a little bit about what our car base
socizsty shows about our ideals of our society. You
know, I grew up in Franklin and it was a very
secluded way to grow up. I didn't know many
neighbors and it was a direct result of the way the
society in Franklin designed the neighborhood, so I
wish I had more time to prepare mysclf, but I had a
few concerns just listaning to the proposal today.
How much tax revenue will exactly be lost? We were
told how many propertiss will be gone but how much
revenue is going to be lost?

I think that frecways dissolve
traditional neighborhoods, the kind of places that
promote safety. Sidewalks promote safety because
you have lots of eyes looking upon the street.
Freeways don't promote that. There's an issue of

money of freeways versus public transportation. We

throw a lot of money away into freeway structures
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and we get no return of investment. I think
there's been a lot of criticism to Amtrak lately
about how it's going bankrupt and doesn't make
money. Well, how much money does our freeway
system make us? Nothing. At least with Amtrak,
with the bus ssrvice, with things like that we get
a return of investment, and I think the way that --
the reason why public transportation is failing is
because we don't invest a subgtantial amcunt of
money into it.

T think when cars became very popular it
was because there was ambitious campaigns to
destroy public transportation, GM being a big
promoter of destroying the trolley lines.

Milwaukee used to have an elegant interurban line
connecting -- I forget -- Burlington, East Troy,
Wisconsin, beautiful system. You could ride to
Milwaukee in 32 -- or ride to Chicago in 90 minutes
but that was ripped out. Now here wc arc stuck
with just freeways. I think the cost of the
highway lifestyle is getting unbearable. If you
take into account what it costs, here we have six
point something billion deollars, the cost of

plowing it, the cost of paying patrol guards to

make sure we drive the right speed limit, the cost
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of insurance, the cost of accidents, health 1 on a plethora of fronts, although my five minutes
accidents, concerns from injuries, the court costs 2 doesn't allow me to do that
for all the lawsuits filed. It goes on and on and 3 First, I take issue with the fact I do
on. We are pissing money away on the car 4 not believe this plan takes into account a wide
lifestyle. It's sad. 5 variety of transportaticn issues, and with that I

T don't know how many people have heard 6 would like to take issue with two comments that a
of James Kunstler. He's a wonderful author of 7 speaker -- predecessor two speakers ago made before
things like Geography of Nowhere, What Freeways 8 me. He asserted the fact that he did not use
Build, and I'm going tc do one little quote just as 9 public transportation because it was not convenient
far as public transportation goes. It's a couple 10 enough for him. What I believe he fails to
sentences. Mind you this guy is somebody who T 11 recognize is that mass trangportation issues must
wrote to and just sent me a letter a couple weeks 12 be dealt with in a larger context, a larger frame
ago really compiimenting Norquist on his 13 of mind, if you will. T believe that freeways and
contributions to Milwaukee, Norguist, a person who 14 expansion of freeways furthermore develop
is apparently very much against this expansion. 15 neighborhoods and congsquently and conversely
But as far as public transportation versus cars, a 16 destroy neighborhoods: therefore, making the grid
basic formula of traveling, state traffic esnginesers 17 system that mass transit systems work so eloquently
state that one lane of limited access highway can 18 upon diminish.
accommodate 2,500 cars per hour while one lane of 19 Secondly, I will concede to him that
light rail can accommodate 40,000 passengers per 20 there are certain bus routes on which there are one
hour. 21 or two individuals on the bus and that's counting

Now, cars on average take about 1.1 22 the driver. I'm all for making a much more
perscns on their journey. The numbers logic shows 23 comprehensive plan to alleviate both freeway
that this is bad. I've heard more good ideas from 24 congestion and eliminate bus routes that no longer
everybody talking here than I've heard at this 25 serve the public because of change of demographics.

) 50 52
proposal. It's kind of sad. I think that we 1 I, therefore, will use thig analogy to say that I
should build a society that we love our 2 believe the strategic plan that deals with freeway
neighborhood. Freeways we don't love. A 3 construction is a bhus with two drivers, one being
neighborhood thal we can look at, you know, 4 the Wisconsin Department of Transportation, the
architecture. Why don't we have money for public 5 other one being the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
architecture. Look at the courthouse. Do you 6 Planning Commission and somehow the public lost
think we could build something like that, no, 7 their bus pass and couldn't find their way onto the
because we throw it away on freeways, ugly 8 bus.
freeways, so I challenge you to reconsider your 9 - Secondly, the issue that I'd like to take
proposal and focus on building an environment thas 10 | up with and that turns in consequence to the second ;
we can care about, that we love because this is not 11 point I was making and that being that I believe i
responsible. 12 that there's a lack of strategic and comprehensive

KEN YUNKER: John Connelly and following 13 plancing that allows for alternative methods of
John is Scott Stieg. 14 transportation to be considered and, therefore, I

JOHN CONNELLY: Good evening, ladies and 15 must object to this program in its entirety. I
gentlemen. I would first like to take the 16 i believe that this region is facing a battle similar
opportunity to thank the Southeastern Wisconsin 17 to the one that Jane Jacobs found herself in in New
Planning Commission for allowing public input 18 York City earlier last century and I do believe
tonight. However, I will fault them. I do believe 19 it's one that is worth fighting. Thank you.
they should have allowed public input at the very 20 KEN YUNKER: Scott Stieg and then the
genesis of this planning process versus the near 21 last slip we have is -- followirg Scott is Krista
end of the process. With that I rise this evening 22 Chapdelaine.
to strenuously object to this proposal as it is in 23 SCOTT STIEG: Thank you for allowing me |
its current form and I will object on two froals. 24 to make my comments on this plan. T represent the
Although in an ideal world I would like to object 25 East Village Association and live on the lower east
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side of Milwaukee. 1I've lived here for about 50 1 ‘ graciously agreed to postpone until everybody else
years and I love this city and one thing that 2 } was done. Charles.
drives me nuts about Milwaukee is we're always the 3 CHARLES STEWART: Thank you. I was
last place to fiqgure stuff out. It's like it's 4 waiting for my second shot. We heard a lot about
happened everywhere else and then it takes us like 5 mass transit and just off on kind of a side issue
20 years to figure this out and this plan has 6! in Amsterdam you can get on the streetcar free. I
obviously been obsolete everywhere else. You 7 j don't know why everyone is afraid to call them a
cannot build your way out of a traffic problem and 8 : streetcar but you can get on the streetcar free and
it's just incredible that this plan would sort of 9 i they have a mailbox on every streetcar aad you can
rise from the ashes and show up here but this is 10 mail a letter there and it -- the letter costs
Milwaukee and I guess we have to fight thig battle 11 something. You have to pay postage but the ride
here. 12 doesn't cost anything but, of course, you know

This expensive and wasteful freeway plan 13 where the money comes from to ride the szreet cars.
should be quickly and mercifully put out of its 14 That's not what I'm here for. I was -- T
misery. Southeast Wisconsin Regional Planning 15 came here to push for the completion of the bypass
Commission needs to put forward a transportation 16 which is just the short stretch from I-43 to US-45.
plan that serves Milwaukee County and the region 17 I made a remark about I found fault with the study
with transit, rail and bus included. We don't need 18 that determined that there would only be a minima’

: to return to the '60s with this shortsighted, 19 reduction of trallfic volume. I didn't mean to be

concrete-oriented plan. More or wider freeways are 20 sarcastic but I was just -- when they said they
a failure in planning. Obviously new ideas and new 21 were talking about just the people that commute
people are needed in Southeastern Regicnal Planning 22 from Fox Point to Brown Deer, I didn't mean to be
Commission, those who can look ahead and not 23 sarcastic, I was just exaggerating to make a point
backwards. Thank you. 24 but T still don‘t believe the survey.

KEN YUNKER: Krista Chapdelaine. 25 I think that the bypass would reduce

o 7 ) 54 56

KRISTA CHAPDZELAINE: First of all, I just 1 travel a lot more. It would reduce the congestion
want to say that I'm actually addressing what 2 a lot more. The backup -- I don't know if many --
somebody had said awhile ago and I am from out 3 many of you have probably seen this backup on I-43
east. I've spent the last five years here in 4 coming south inte Milwaukee and it's backed up from
Milwaukee and enjoyed every single year, and one of 5 downtown all the way up to Hampton Avenue and
the reasons I'm still here is because there wasn't 3 sometimes Silver Spring. I drive either in it or
an easier way to get west. I'm extremely glad that 7 past it almost every day. I am very impressed by
I stopped to see this and I can't see why anyone 8 the work that the planning commission has done.
would want somebody to drive right through this 9 This thing about adding lanes and changing the
gorgeous city and all the beauty that it has to 10 ramps around and even the double deck, I don‘t like
offer and that's my litctle side note. 11 the locks of a double deck but I think they've dons

On the other hand, T understand how many 12 some very intelligent, very clever things. Of
people can be so drawn to the automobile and what 13 course, it's much more complicated than anything I
is represents. It is a certain amount of freedom 14 can really comprchend, but I don't think that --
and I can understand that. I don't own a car. I 15 those additions or thoss changes, I don't think
walk to work and I do believe that the car is 16 that addresses che amount of traffic that actually
becoming a thing of the past. I do think that 17 comes into the interchange and I think that's what
Milwaukee needs to move forward and work on berter 18 the big problem is.
mass transit, light rail, which so many other 19 The reason I think we ought to do it now
cities have and you just can't seem to get off the 20 is that I really think the next time around we're
ground, so that's that. Thanks. 21 going to be forced to finish the bypass so people

KEN YUNKER: Krista was the last slip. 22 have some way to get from Northern Wisconsin to the
I'm going to call again Jill Gaertner. Is Jill 23 rest of the world without going through downtown.
here? No. Charles Stewart asked if he could speak 24 It's not quite that bad but close. I'm
a bit longer. He went over his five minutes and 25 exaggerating again to make a point. The reason
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it's important to do it now is there are a number
of ccrridors that they can choose. It doesn't have
to be Good Hope Road but all of those corridors in
the next 10 or 20 years are going to be just jammed
full of condos and nursing homes and shopping malls
and business parks and churches and who knows what
else. They're going to be jampacked and
three-and-a-half billion or whatever the heck we're
talking about, you knock out about half of that
just by buying these places out so you can put in
that little pisce of bypass.

That's the urgency I think of getting
this bypass completed and I think you really ought
to g=t a new crew in here and take a second look at
that survey. I just feel like -- either in the
method or the interpretation, I just feel there's
been a flaw in there somewhere and I really believe
that the volume througk the Marquette interchange
would be reduced significantly. That's all.

KEN YUNKER: Okay. Well, I guess we have
no other requests to speak so seeing no others,
that completes the public hearing. I want to thank
all of you whc attended tonight and I want to thank
all of you who gave comments tonight, those of you

who are still here, and I particularly want to

58
thank you for the demeanor in which you conducted
your hearing and provided your comments and were
kind people on both sides of the issue so thank you
very mich. We will be -- we have a number of other
informational meetings and hearings. We'll be
compiling all the comments and providing it to the
advisory committee for their corsideration. Thank
you.

{Proceedings concluded at 7:50 p.m.)
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STATE OF WISCONSIN }

COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE )

I, MELISSA J. STARK, a Certified Realtime
Reporter and Notary Public in and for the State of
Wisconsin, do hereby certify that the above public
hearing was recorded by me on the 22nd day of May, 2002,
and reduced tc writing under my personal direction.

I further certify that I am not a
relative or employee or attorney or counsel of any of
the parties, or a relative or employee of such attorney
or counsel, or financially interested directly or
indirectly in this accion.

In witness whereof I have hereunder set
my hand and affixed my seal of office at Milwaukee,

Wisconsin, this 28th day of May, 2002.

Notary Public
In and for the State of Wisconsin

My Comnmission Expires: April 27, 20C3.
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

MR. YUNKER: our Advisory Committee
Tooked at a number of different alternatives;
rebuilding the freeway system as-is, rebuilding it
to modern design standards and not adding any
addition lanes, and rebuilding it with additional
lanes.

The preliminary plan that they have
recommended is intended receive your comments
concerning the preliminary plan.

I want to emphasize that the purpose of
the hearing is to hear your comments and not to be
a guestion-and-answer period. It was an
opportunity to meet with study staff earlier to ask
guestions in a two-hour open house, and the study
staff will be availahle after this hearing to
answer additional guestions.

How many slips do you have, Bob?

MR. BEGLINGER: I have one return.

MR. YUNKER: One return. Does anybody
want a speaker registration slip? You got a second
one?

MR. BEGLINGER: I have two returns. A

second return. It says "Speaker Registration" at

the top. 1It's the half sheet.

MR. YUNKER: Now, when you give your
connients we do have a court reparter to take your
comments. I'd Tike to ask, if you wouldn't mind,
is if you come right up here where I'm currently
standing. I'11 be sitting down over there taking
down your comments as well. But I'd Tike to you
come up here and make sure you address your
comments so the court reporter gets that as part of
the official transcript of this meeting.

I want to note again that you can also
provide comments at the other hearings. You can
provide comments in writing, via mail, e-mail, or
Fax. A1l the addresses that you would need are in
the newsletter, or we have separate forms back
there as well.

It would be particularly good and helpful
to us and the Advisory Committee if you're
commenting on the plan if you'd tell us what you
agree with, what you disagree with, what you think
ought to be done instead, because that helps us to
tell the Advisory Committee how they should change
the preliminary planning in going to a final plan.

Bob, can we have those?

Okay. The first person registered to

speak is Keith Butterfield. keith, could I ask you
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to come up here? Thank you.

MR. KEITH BUTTERFIELD: I'm not sure
about the long-term result here, but I think at
this time we've got to go with the flow, and you
should do all you can to get the system to work.
But be flexible, because there's plenty of sleepers
out there that can change the whole ball game. I
won't go into those, but you can figure them out.

And the other thing would be to take a
close Took at the mass transit system that we've
got now. The vehicles are too big, too costly,
hard to drive, unsafe. And if you look at the
vehicles used there's a wide range of more
practical vehicles. And if those mass transit
vehicles were more effective, and scheduled, and
handled, and organized in a more effective manner,
I think you will see a lot more people switching to
them, because people -- The cars are getting too
expensive, and I think that might affect your
plans. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you. o©kay. The
second person registered to speak is Jean Crotty.

MS. JEAN CROTTY: Yes.

MR. YUNKER: Did I pronounce that

correctly?

MS. JEAN CROTTY: Yes.

MR. YUNKER: oOkay. Got two so far.

MS. JEAN CROTTY: Jean Crotty. Do you
want my address?

MR. YUNKER: No, we have it written down.
That's fine.

MS. JEAN CROTTY: well, one of my
interests at this time was because I have a
commercial property on Greenfield right off of
Fifth, and T already spoke with one of the
gentlemen here in regard to that.

And there is -- vou have the freeway, and
then you have Fifth Street, and then you have a
commercial property, two residential, and my
property. And when I go -- I get off -- or I get
on from Sixth Street, go up the ramp, and I take
I-43, and then I take it to New Berlin where I
Tive. And I feel that on that particular route
that I take I feel that there wouldn't need to be
any expansion. I feel that -- I go at different
times on the freeway, and I feel that the traffic
moves right along, and I feel jt's comfortable
driving.

And I understand that because of the

embankment that if that were improved right near my
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building that it would be -- there would be some
type of structure, wall structure that would be
built rather than probably taking more land that it
would, the embankment would be cut and the earth
held back.

MR. YUNKER: Okay.

MS. JEAN CROTTY: Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: oOkay. Thank you. The next
person registered to speak is Eric Paulsen.

Eric, could I ask you to come up here?
or you can stand on that side too. That's fine,
whichever.

MR. ERIC PAULSEN: Fine. Either way.

Can I walk around at all, point anything out on the
boards?

MR. YUNKER: well, just make sure we get
your comments as part of the transcript.

MR. ERIC PAULSEN: Okay. I just want to
tell you I get didn't get a chance to speak at the
one last night. I Tive four blocks from where it
was held last night at the Downtown Transit Center.
1t would have been a nice walk, but I didn't have
time to get out there. 50 I wanted to make sure I
at least came out to this one. And the crowd's

opinion is probably a Tittle different out here, I

don’t know, than the opinion of everybody last
night.

But there is no question that we need to
add freeway capacity, add additional freeway lanes
in the Milwaukee area, especially if we are looking
at towards 2020.

If you look at any of these maps it's
actually kind of embarrassing the way there's
absolutely no cTosure in some of these gaps here.
They really should have finished some of them
awhile back. And they still should Took into that.
And I know there was talk about connecting some
freeways along the north side. And they really
should. They could probably design it better with
more sensitivity to the neighborhoods nowadays than
they did when they built it in the '50s and '60s.

There's no question that when they moved
people back in that area, and when they planned
some right-of-way factor, they really weren't as
sensitive to the surroundings as they probably
would be today. 5o we should probably think of
that, finishing some of the stuff, particularly on
the north side, which would probably dramatically
help this section of I-94.

In fact, if you built a by-pass across
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the north side -- Aand it should be in the city,
because if you built in the suburbs too many
businesses will sprout up there and that will
contribute to urban sprawl. But if you build in it
the city, in an environmentally sensitive context,
it would probably actually lessen the need to widen
I-94 between the zoo and Marquette interchange. So
I think that's something that should be Tooked at,
along with expanding public transit. I would 1ike
to see more detail later on about what kind of
transit expansion that is. And I'm sure that's
still being debated because of the whole 1ight rail
versus commuter rail versus -- Something Tike the
chicago 1, would that be a medium rail system or
something in between?

MR. YUNKER: well, it would be called
heavy rail.

MR. ERIC PAULSEN: Heavy rail. Some sort
of heavy rail system.

and, of course, taking as Tittle
right-of-way as possible should always be done,
even with safety concerns. If a freeway ramp is a
45-mile-an-hour ramp versus a 60-mile-an~hour ramp
I think it would be more important if we can save

some building and some property to have a ramp

10

where you've got to slow down a little versus if
you can just fly through there at 60 or 70 miles an
hour.

And at the mitchell Boulevard segment --
and I brought this up to someone in back -- but I
think it would be good to see what the cost
estimates would be, if you have te double-deck the
road, if you could run one of the decks below. 1If
you could dig 1S, 20 feet down and run one set of
lanes underground and one set at the surface.
Because I think a good future trend for freeways is
if you can put them Tow as much as possible. That
would be good for the surrounding areas.

So I think those are all things that
should be Tooked at, and I look forward to seeing
how that would shake out.

I think it's extremely important in
conjunction with an expansion of public transit,
well-planned good public transit, to widen the
freeway system, maybe not all of them, but most of
them for certain, close some gaps, if possible, if
it's done with responsibility to the surrounding
area.

It's very necessary, not just for the

commuters and individual people driving, but also
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for the trucking and getting goods around. Because
one of the biggest functions of freeways is it gets
goods back and forth. And in this city -- well,
Milwaukee at least -- still makes a lot of stuff
that has to be brought in and ocut. And trucks
don't Tike rumbling up and down area narrow
streets. And if you widen the freeway in the city
you have a much better chance of getting more
businesses down in the city, as well as waukesha
County. It's just part of good overall growth
planning, because this place is probably going to
double 1in population in the next 30 years.

50, that's all I have though say. Thank

MR. YUNKER: Thank you. Eric was the
Jast person registered to speak. Does anyone else
wish to speak at the public hearing? we need to
have you, if you do, to fill out a registration
form. Anybody else wish to speak at the public
hearing?

MR. TODD OLEAR: Yeah, I'11 speak.

MR. YUNKER: Give him a registration
form. Come on right up here. Anybody else? oOkay.
Thank you, Ted.

MR. TODD OLEAR: Todd.

12

MR. YUNKER: Todd. I knew I would get
one wrong tonight. Todd olear

MR. TODD OLEAR: Yes.

MR. YUNKER: Okay.

MR. TODD OLEAR: I'd just like to speak,
because T'm kind of a Tittle bit in opposition to
the previous gentleman.

I commute from waukesha into downtown
Milwaukee everyday. To be honest, I think I try to
stay out of the peak hours of travel. widening the
freeway system is expanding the system so that it's
comfortable to travel on during an hour in the
morning, an hour in the eveningtime. Otherwise
there's plenty of time the rest of the day for
these trucks to move in and out of Milwaukee when
the freeway system isn't usually to crowded.

1f I leave my downtown office at 6:00 in
the evening I can -- in half an hour I can be out
by west HMigh School here in waukesha. To me that's
not a bad commute.

The other thing to consider is that,
unless I've forgotten something, the State
currently is facing a $1.1 billion shortfall in the
budget. $730 million is a significant amount of

money. I understand we need to plan for the
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future, but I don't know if necessarily the highway
system is the way to do it.

I noticed on one of your boards here it
says that, "Highway capacity additions are measures
of last resort, addressing congestion not resolved
by land use, systems management, or public transit
measures."”

Now you said you've been addressing the
public transit issues, but I've taken public
transit from waukesha. 1It's not enjoyable.

First of all, I wouldn't use Milwaukee
transit or waukesha city transit. It's too slow.
They use the local streets, stop for traffic
Tights, stop to pick up passengers. unless you're
in the City of waukesha then that's not a problem.
But it's too slow. It takes too much time.

on the other hand, I do occasionally use
wisconsin Coachlines. 1It’'s convenient, it's
quicker, it's a higher quality of service. You're
not riding on a city bus, you‘re riding on, you
know, a bus with bigger seats, more luxurious, but
it too is slow. It does get stuck in traffic just
1ike everybody else does. It could be faster. But
the other thing is too is that it has to get off

the expressway to make stops. So it slows things

14

down.

And I would like to see more thought put
into a commuter-type rail system. I don't support
Jight rail transit. I don’t support these electric
buses with laser guided, whatever the heck it is
that Milwaukee is trying to do. But I think a
commuter rail system would be a possible solution
for our problems. 1It's faster. 1It's more direct.
If I get on in waukesha I know it's going to follow
this path. It will make stops along the way, but
it doesn't have to get off the railroad to make
stops. I think it would be quicker. I think it's
an option that should be seriously considered.

The other thing is too if you decide to
expand the highway, but don't do it in Milwaukee
County, then don't do it, because my experience is
is that all the congestion starts basically at
124th street. Guaranteed.

and I think that more traffic slowdowns,
more delays are due to the current designed cars
interweaving. People coming off of 45 going south
onto 94 east so they can get off at 84th street, so
they're weaving across all those lanes of traffic.

If there were some lanes of traffic that

were consistent all the way into downtown then
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traffic might move better, more consistent flow.

unfortunately for most of the standard
commuters we forget the sun glare. I don't think
there's anything you can do, but I think that the
sun contributes to the slowdown on the expressway.
I've experienced it myself. ZIssue them a good pair
of sun glasses or something.

That's my opinion. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you. No one else is
registered to speak, or interested to speak?

Thank you. That concludes the hearing.
The staff will remain after if you have any
questions. Thank you for coming tonight, and thank
you for your comments.

(Proceedings concluded at 6:51 p.m.)
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TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
MARTIN LUTHER KING COMMUNITY CENTER, CITY OF MILWAUKEE, MAY 29, 2002
BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

3
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN 1 TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM 2 MR. YUNKER: It's now time to begin
RECONSTRUCTION STUDY 3 the public hearing portion of the meeting and the
PUBLIC HEARING 4 hearing is intended to receive your comments
5 concsrning the preliminary plan and I want to
7777777777777777777 [ enphasize -- Bob, do you have the slips? I want to
Public hearing of the Southeastern 7 emphasize that the purpose of the hearing is to
Wisconsin Regional Freeway System Reconstructicn Study, 8 hear your comments and not to be a question/answer
before MELISSA J. STARK, a Certified Realtime Reporter o period. There was an opportunity to meet with
and Notary Public in and for the State of Wisconsin, at 10 study staff earlier to ask questions, and study
Martin Luther King Community Center, 1531 West Vliet 11 staff will be available after the hearing this
Street, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, on the 29th day of May, 12 evening to answer additional questions.
2002, commencing at 6:30 p.m. and concluding at 13 New, I've got three slips on which people
6:50 p.m. 14 requested to spcak. Are there any more at this
15 time? Any more at this time? Okay. I don't
16 think -- we're not going to place -- sometimes when
17 we get 30 requests, we place a limit on how long
18 people should speak. We're not going tc place any
19 limit and we would ask that -- we have a court
20 repcrter that will be keeping a full transcript of
21 the meeting. It's important that she hear your
22 comments. We're going to twist this table around
23 so0 that the staff can sit here as well and record
L . 24 your comments. Bob ard Chris, why don't you do

312 East Wisconsin A
- Suite 608 vene 25 that now. &And what I'd like to do -- what I'd like

Milwaukee, WI 53202
PHONE: (414) 224-9533

FAX: {414) 224-9635

2 4
1 APPEARANCES 1 to ask vou to do is I'm going to take the podium
2 SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION, by 2 and twist it arcund and put it over there, simply
3 MR. KENNETH R, YUNKER, P.E. 3 right -- we're a little tight guarters here.
Assistant Director
4 4 I'm going to ask =- I'm going to ask that
MP. ROBERT E. BEGLINGER
5 Chief Transportation Engineer 5 when we call your name, that you come up and speak
& MR. CHRISTOPHER T. HIEBERT & from the podium. It's important that the court
Senior Engineer
7 7 reporter get your full comments so that we can
ok kv v
8 8 provide these to the advisory committee. The staff
I NDEX
9 9 will be recording those as well. T do want to note
Registered Speakers: Page
10 10 that the public comment period extend through
Ms. Annie Woodward 5
11 Mr. Dennis Sell 3 11 June 14th. You can also provide vour comment, 1f
Mr. Dan Zarwell . 9
12 Mr. Brad Blankenhelm ......... ... ... ... .. ... 11 12 you wish -- rather than speaking tonight or at one
13 13 of the future hearings, you can provide your
14 14 comment as a written comment. They all count the
15 15 same, whether you give it as part of the hearing or
18 16 you give a written comment. You can give that
17 17 written comment via e-mail, via fax or US mail. We
18 18 have slips in the back that you can use to provide
19 19 your written comment. They also have our mailing
20 20 address, our e-mail address and our fax number.
21 21 T think now I would ask the first speaker
22 22 that has registered to come forward and provide
23 23 their comments and the first -- I'm going to do my
24 24 best with everybody's name. Please correct me when
25 25 I'm wrong. Okay. First is Annie Woodward.
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ANNIE WOODWRRD: Yes.

MR. YUNKEK: Can I ask you to come up to
the podium., Would you mind?

ANNIE WOODWARD: OCkay. I don't mind.

MR. YUNKER: This helps us getting
cemments in the record. Thank you.

ZNNIE WOODWARD: Okay. I'd like to say
gooc evening and I thank you for this opportunity
to speak. This is not my first time speaking
befcre this commission. I spoke on your 20-year
plar a few years ago at the Zoofari Center and my
opirion nas not changed about highway -expansion and
resurfacing. I believe that the amount of cost
that's being constantly put inzo resurfacing
recorstructing highwavs is a waste of dollars and I
believe that we should be looking and coming into
the 20th century and looking at cother ways for
peopie to get around in transportation.

I pelieve that to reconstruct for people,
it kas not did anything for people in our inner
cities. Most of them do not have transportation to
use those or access those highways. Rir pellution,
I cannot helieve that an expansion of highway is
geing to decrease pollution. Maybe the newer cars

may have more technology but how many people have

new cars? So I still think there ars cars out
there traveling over the highways that does not
have all the new things in them that would again
promote air pollution.

Also with Wisconsin winters there's an
ongoing cost to repair and maintenance of the
highways. It doesn't just stop after
reconstructing or a one-time deal. It's an ongoing
process bscause of the winters here in Wisconsin
and I still bhelieve that we should ke looking at
light rail or other means of transportaticn, either
the northwest line -- like I said, there was z line
coming from Chicago through the northwest line.
That came as far as Racine and I still can't see
why it didn't continue on into Milwaukee, and I
am -- I'm very perturbed about what freeways has
already did for the inner city of Milwaukee. It
tore it up economically and division and it did
nothing to bring a better gquality of life for
residents in the inner city of Milwaukee, so I
still say again I am opposed to reconstruction of
the freeways or any further expansion.

MR. YUNKER: Okay. The next person
registered to speak is Dennis Sell.

DENNIS SELL: Thank you very much. It's

[
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ironical that this meeting is being held at 15th
and Vliet, oniy a short distance away from Walnut
Street, which prior te the building of the original
expressway back in the '60s was an economically
thriving area that was torn apart by expressways
and that's the point I want to make. Expresswavs
have proven to have an adverse impact on
neighborhoods. They erode the tax base and why, sc
somebody living out in Pewaulkee or Mequon can get
home three or four minutes quicker.

I respect your studiss. Ken, when you
nentioned abcut the amount of freeway travel by
county residents, I don't necessarily believe it
because I live in the city and I take surface
streets wherever I go. I live in the Story Hill
neighberhood. I take Wells Street downtown. If I
want. te go to 84th and Bluemound, I just take
Bluenound Avenue. One doesn't need to use the
expressway when you live in Milwaukee Cocunty, so
I'm definitely against it and then, too, there have
beer studies by Mr. Walter Kulosh (phonetic), a
Florida transportation engineer, and Mark Hanson
(phonetic), a university professcr in California,
that says that adding capacity to freeways 1s

actually seli-defeating in that it encourages more

traffic, and I think one only has to look to
Houston and Atlanta as examples.

My sister and brother-in-law live in
Houston and they've confirmed these facts that all
the expansion has done is encouraged more
transportaticn. I can remember a couple years ago
when they resurfaced I-94, there were all sorts of
devastating predictions about the congestion anc
evervthing ard that never materialized because
people left to their own means find other ways of
getting arourd. They shift travel times. They
take alternatives, and so I think leaving the
system as it is and not adding any additional
lanes, I don't think vou'rc going fto see the huge
impact that you mentioned.

In ¢losing I'1ll mention that -- I know
this isn't germane to the particular issue at hend
but whenever I hear people seeing -- promoting the
fact we didn't complete the exoressway system as it
was planned back in the 1960s, I say thank God for
our representatives in Madison that it didn't
because if the expressway system had been completed
as planned, you wouldn't have East Pointe Commons
a beautiful residential and commercial development.

You wouldn't have the Milwaukee Axt Museum because
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both of those areas have been -- would have been
covered by expressways and I really believe a city
is more than just expressways and parking lots.
It's business, commerce and residences, so I would
urge you to reconsider your plans for adding
capacity to the expressway.

MR. YUNKER: Ckay. Thank you. The next
person registered to speak is Dan Zarwell so Dan,
do you want to come up?

DREN ZARWELL: Yes.

MK. YUNKEK: Come up to the podium so the
court reporter can be sure she gets your full
comments and then I want to note I only have one
other slip, so if anybody else wishes to speak, put
your hand up and we'll get you -- we'll get you a
registration slip to £ill out.

DAN ZARWELL: I wrote something down on
that piece of paper. I'm not used to public
speaking but I'm glad to hear your comments. I'm
glad I'm the last one on the list here but I feel
the same way you do. I look at this whole
situation from beyond -- I den't work for the
highway commission. I don't work for the city.
I'm a private businessman in the City of Milwaukee

and on a psychological level people do like

congestion, That's why we have cities. I mean if
people didn't like congestion, we wouldn't have
cities. Okay. So I think your people ought to
destroy the whole freeway system, get rid of the
Marguiette interchange and the stadium interchange
and put in boulevards. In other words, allow
people -- people do like congestion and they don't
mind boulevards. If we had boulevards that you can
go 40 miles an hour, you'd have less people dying
on the highways.

Leave Milwaukee alone. I'm fighting for
the City of Milwaukee. Leave Milwaukee alone.
Move your expressways out of the city. 1 notice
that in Watertown, the City of Watertown, they kept
the expressway out of the City of Watertown. It
goes around Watertown. That's kind of interesting
because ws were cattle ranchers in Beaver Dam and
Watertown back in 1850. I also worked on the
highway, expressway when I was a kid -- I was 2C
years old. 1 helped build this expressway but the
expressway has destroyed Milwankee and that's --
you have to -- my brother is a psychiatrist and we
all know that people like congestion. It's been
proven that in New York City back in the 1700s that

they tried tc reduce congestion and scientifically
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they found out you cannot stop people from being
congested. WNow, that's all I've got to say.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you. The last person
registered to speak ls Brad Blankenheim. Again if
anypbody wants to speax after Brad, please raise
your hand and hand us your slip if you took one or
raise your hand and we'll get vyou a registration
slip.

BRAD BLANKENHEIM: Geod evening. My name
is 3rad Blankenheim and I live in Milwaukee, a
little less than a mile away from this very
location. I was born and raised in Milwaukee and
I'm in the minority tonight because of a few
reasons. On your death bed if you're granted an
extra two days of life, what would you do with that
time? Would you take a walk with a loved one
watch a sunset or mayde as many of you would do,
wave your hand saying no thanks, foolishly throwing
away the time. What wonld you do with an extra two
days added to your life? That is quite literally
the question before us today, sxcept the
opportunity is not only two days at the end of your
life, it's two days a year from now until the end
of your life, That could be weeks or even years

added to your life.

How is it possible? Very simply by
adding -- excuse me -- expanding our city's
freeways. Pessimists have made several points
many of whick I hope to refute tonight, starting
with the claim that expansion will only save a mere
five minntes so it's not worth the trouble. Tn
fact, the savings would be five minutes each way or
ten minutes round trip. That's a savings of 50
minutes a week, over three hours a month. When the
current average commute time is 40 minutes round
trip, a person will already spend seven full 24
hours a day -- excuse me -- seven full 24-hour days
a year stuck in traffic. A week of your life is
gone in traffic. I say expand the freeway and give
us back two days of our life. Not doing so would
increase the tiwme wasted in traffic by 30 percent,
two days.

Pessimists will also <laim that by
expanding the freeway property values will plummet
hurting the tax base. I claim fhat among one of
the reasons, many reasons I'm sure, homeowners
boucht those homes in the first place was for the
very reason -hey had easy access to the freeways
Anyone who purchases a home in the vicinity of a

freeway certainly does so knowing that there's a
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likely event that that freeway will undergo
constructicn. Also no homeowner is going to flee
the citv unless they can first sell their hcuse,
meaning someone is going to buy the house and the
tax base will still be there and any resulting
decrease in revenue resulting in property value
drop would be minimal when compared to what will
result when the businesses of the city start tc
flee because their employees and goods can no
longer freely flow to and from the plant.

Not only will the city lose revenue from
those taxes but also the jobs that employ our
residents as well as lncome garnered from those
from suburbia who commute in and spend their lunch
money and other disposable income here visiting the
museum and other assets that somebody else
mentioned earlier this evening.

Pessimists will also claim we should
focus more on mass transit, leT the freeway degrade
until mass transit has to come in. What they
failed to do is read the study which already
assumes in the best case scenario of mass transit
which includes bus ridership as well as a
functioning Zight rail system, which we all know

does not look like it will happen, that

notwithstanding the fact is that there is simply
little demand for mass transit in the metropolitan
area or downtown Milwaukee for that matter. The
buses are already heavily subsidized by the
taxpayer that results in buses that are mostly
empty. The trolley system runs a route that
mirrors what s connector route would be.

Anyone familiar with the laws of supply
and demand know that when supply goes down, prices
drop. What's gotten so bad on the trolleys is that
the county has resorted to giving away the service
for free on weekends, the peak time for travel.
That's zero demand. Nobody wants to use the mass
transit.

The pessimists will argue we shouldn’'t
develop Milwaukee land so suburbanites can travel
through and leave the city. I say this Milwaukee
versis the suburbs mertality is destructive to the
long-term best interests of the region. If the
experience of travelirg to Milwaukee becomes so
miserable that suburbznites quit coming, then once
again there's a great risk that businesses will
leave the city to be closer to their customers and
employees. Furthermore, fewer people will attend

the Brewers games, Bucks games, visit the museum,
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the zo00, the festivals and other attractions all
resulting in a net loss to the city and county that
would be nothing less than crippling.

Pessimists will claim expansion will
induce more traffic. Once again they fall victim
to tneir emotions. This nction that there will be
a net increase in traffic is misleading and one cf
the studies refutes that. Anyone who doubts us can
simply reference the displays. We can't be
expected to believe that simply because we add &
lane, magically hundreds of more people who drive
will materialize out of thin air. ©No, instead what
is likely to happen is more traffic -- that instead
of more traffic we'll have the same amount of
traffic, only that traffic will use the expanded
lanes instead of the surface streets that are
currantly teaming with speeders anxious to get home
to their families and in the process endangering
our families whe play on the sidewalks, ride bikes
and walk to and from markets.

I would argue it's preferable to have
fewer motorists on the surface streets where we can
walk and ride our bikes. It's safe to have them on
the freeway so while there is likely to be more

traffic on the freeway, ves, there will be a

propertional decrease on the surface streets. 1
think also statistics bear out that accidents and
fatalities are more common on surface streets than
they are on freeways and I think that was
referenced in the rear end traffic incidents
earlier in the study &s well.

Pessimists can claim the congestion will
be the same as it is now. Blinded by their emotion
they miss the logical point, which is that this is
the best case scenaric. If we do not expand, it
won't be the same as it 13 now. Congestion will be
double and orce again that assessment assumes we
have a best case mass transit scenario, but I think
it's a pie in the sky. That doesn't play out and
there's room for much worse, particularly if we do
nothing. We can't afford to look at these in a
vacuum as the nay-sayers seem o do.

Pesgimists will say the expansion will
hurt central city by allowing jobs to move
elsewhere. Once again I argue the opposite is
true. The failure to expand the freeways will
crush central city by forcing services and jobs to
move elsewhere where they can easily distribute
goods. The point of the business 1s to sell its

product. Businesses will not remain in a place
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customers cannot get to or it can't get to its
customers. Choose to strangle Milwaukee with
traffic congesticen and you choose to kill jobs. In
addition, highway construction jobs will come along
with expanding the freeways and much of those jobs
will bring with them disadvantaged business
requirements as well as residency requirements that
I think would benefit the central city.

Pessimists argue that people who play and
work in Milwaukee should live in Milwaukee. This
elitist mentality is the same that chokes off the
city from other counties. Building barriers such
as this has been tried by other societies also.

One such gociety would be East Germany with its
notorious Berlin Wall. Building a Milwaukee wall
for cutting off the city will result in the same
demise, which will result in people fleeing to
where there ‘s free and easy access to goods and
jobs, often the flee of people who spenc their
money here, not impede them.

Pessimists will say look at the -- look
what the freeways have done to Los Angeles. I've
livad in Los Angeles. Milwaukee 1s nokt now, nor
will it ever be Los Angeles with its teaming and

ever booming population. Milwaukee does not have a

18

thriving derospace industry, nor does 1t have an
ever tremendous flow of people from other
countries. Comparing Los Angeles oranges to
Milwaukee apples 1s a red arrow,.

The same pessimists will then say why
expand when population is decreasing in Milwaukee.
First, the study takes this into account in its
projections. The facts remain. Second is possible
that the reason people, industry and businesses are
leaving the city is because impossible zraffic
impedes these people.

The pessimists further cloud the issue
with the cry that the old 1960s plan called for a
freeway along the lakefront and other areas and
thank God that didn't happen so let's stop this
new. Once again they’re blinded by their emoticn.
This is 2002 and this is a new plan. Let's debate
it and not something 40 years dead and buried.
There's no plan for added freeways in new
territories. It's simply adding lanes o existing
freeways.

In conclusion ask yourself the question
what would you do if given back two days of your
life. Please look at the facts, not the hyvpe, and

make the right decision. Thank you for the
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cpportunity.

MR. YUNKER: OCkay. Thank you. I have no
one else registered to speak. I want to thank you
for coming tonight and for those of you who spoke
and I want to thank you for providing your
comments. They will be part of the official study
record. They will be provided to the advisory
committee as they consider the final plan. Thank
you. Let me just say that the hearing is over.
The staff will remain afterwards to further meet
with anybody here at the meeting.

{Proceedings concluded at 6:50 p.m.)
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the parties, or a relative or employee of such attorney
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TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING,
NORTHWEST SENIOR CENTER, CITY OF MILWAUKEE, MAY 30, 2002

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

3
ak ; 1 Cl OF PROCEEDINGS
g SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN 2 ME. YUNKER: I'd like to start Lhe formal
B E public hearing. 1'd like te ask that you come up
’ REGICNAL FREEWAY SYSTIZM 4q to the podium and the micropacne and in riicular
i 5 direct your comments to the court reporter who will
‘ RECONSTRUCTLON STUDY o e keeping the formal record of the punlic nearing
7 and of vour comments. Tne first person registersd
PUBLIC HEARING g to speak 1s Rosemary Wehnes.
39 ROSBEMARY WEHNRS: My name s Rosen
Wehnes. I'm here as a representallive cf the Sierra
e 11 Clatr whick is a rational environmental
i 12 organizaticn. I'm here to sxpress Lhat the Sierra
Public hearing oI the Southeastern 12 Club's belief is tnat widening the freeways will
Wisconsin Regionzl Freeway System Reconstruction Study, 14 ally air nollution, and @ will get
vefore MADONNA L. RANK, a Registered Profcssions! 15 o the rezscalng in a few minutes. But first of
i Reporter and Notary Public in and for the Sta 16 all, T want to tell you why I came Sto this
i Wisconsin, at Morthwost Senior Center, 7717 West Cood 7 par ular hearing at a senicr center. T are
Hlecpe Road, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, on the 30th day of May, 13 122,000 adults 65 years and older in Milwank
commencing st 6:30 p.m. and concl.ding at 7:20 13 Courty who are at risx for healzh complicaticons
p.m. 2% from breathing polluted air. More people clther
3 71 come to emergency rooms or die of heart discase
i
! 2z during pclluticn episodes, for i e when
23 vou nave czene alerts; and thet inicruac
o o o 241 cording te Russell Teupker, cardiologist and
312 East Wisconsin Avenue
25 sor at the University of Minnescta.
Mitwaukee, WI 53202
PHONE: (414) 224-9533
FAX:1413) 224-9675
2 4
1 APPEARANCES . Sased on EPR's most current data,
2 . . L z Milwaukee County rarks among the worst 10 percent
SOUTHERSTERN Wi PLANNING COMMISSICN, by
3 KENNETE R. YU 3 o all courties in the United States for cancer
ROBERT E.
4 ) ”131562?“ wood q risk from hazardous air pollutants, for instance
iy
5 Wisconsin 5 benzere which is a znown carvcirogeon.  The roason
& e & I'm bringing this ug is because 76 zent oI the
7 I 3DEX 7 alr cancer risk is from mcbile scurces, from ca
5 Statement By: Page 3 and trucks and alrplares.
E 3 9 Why are we promoting driving more ot 1
16 ;} 1 and further by widening thoe frceways when wa sheuld
2
1 2z 11 be addirg trarsportation choic
Viviars 28
12 1 Lee 30 12 rail? Widening the freeways will bring more
Mike Hanser ...... 33
13 3 pellution end rore precature death to cur senior
14 14 citizens ne very title of the study, Regicnal
1 19 Frecway System Reconstruction Study, shows its
16 14 liritaticns. The proliminary recommnended nighs
L 17 expansion plan calls for more lanes of roads to
18 18 respond Lo projecked ircreases in traffic. This
18 19 plan does not inclnde Sand use and milsd-mobile
20 20 tra ortation componencs. It does not
21 Z1 problers “ike sprawl, air pollution and
22 22 preserve neighporhoods. A plan that s
23 73 Lo cost 6.25 billion dollars needs to take a more
24 24 comprehensive approach.
25 2% Thne Wisceasin Chacter of the Sierra Club
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1 has a range of concerns apout how this stud 1 urchanged. In t, an Tllinois DOT spokespersor
2 beer. conducted. These concerns range Ifrom the 2 saic what really surprised us is the fact that
E metbod in which projectiors have beer made for the 3 we're handling significantly increased ancunts of
4 c and alr poliutants released under 4 traffic which is basically nclding down the greater
5 alternatives to the narrow g of 2 Lime savings we thoughhb we would have achicved.
6 the study and the lack of public input during the € Adjusting tne numbers to reflect induced demands
7 initial phase of the study. Comments previously i would reduce and possibly eliminate any commuter
g submitted by the Sierra Club last August are also 8 time savings on the frecway segments that are
9 re-submitted as part of the record. 9 widened in Southeast Wisconsin.
1C Ir comminities from Milwauxee to 10 There has a’so been no discussion of how
11 Wauwatesa to Brown Ceer residents work to improve 11 many vears it will take to recover the time _ost
12 on the quality of life they enjoy. Our families 12 during construction delsys based on the different
13 benefit when provided quality schools, scenic 13 alternatives, including an ircrease in traffic
14 parkways and trails ard convenient ac 14 velume. Based on induced demand for the
15 businesses ard jobs. 15 alternative with additional lanes would result in
16 Great strides have been made to impreve 16 increazsed alr emissions, of astama-inducing ozo
17 our communities in Milwavkee County. Severzl 17 glopal warming, carbon dioxide and toxic air
1% exanples include ravitalization of trhe pusiness 18 pellutants such as penzene.
19 district in Wauwatosa, the Calatrava addition Lo ) Failure of SEWRPC to fferentiate in
20 the Milwaukee Art Museum, and plans for 27 projected traffic volunes tetwezn the alternatives
20 redevelopment of tne Wenomonee Vallay. It's easy 21 s & sericus deficiency of zhe freeway rsplacemsat
v to take these amenities and effcrts for granted; 22 study. This highway expansion olan threatens the
23 however, we reced to romain alert to preoiects thatz 23 avility oI our Zoved ones in many neighborhoods to
24 rnight not be in Lhe host interests of our 24 breathe clean air ana the health of 634,000
25 comrunities. The prelimirary recommendation to 25 children and seniors in Scutheastern Wisconsin at
5 g
1 pave arother square mile of Milwatkee County in the 1 risk from canzer ard adds to the cause of air
2 name of saving cormuters five minutes cr less at a 2 pollution. This plan wili degrade our guality of
3 cost of 6.25 billion is one of those questionzble 2 life with additicnal —rafZic noise and wculd result
4 projects. 4 in the removal of property from the local zax base.
2 Corsider just one exarple of what the 5 Tre Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
3 plan costs. The 800 -- almost 8C0 adilior dollazs S flanning Comaissior shoula replace their freeway-
K nezced to add mere lames is equivalent to building 7 only study with one that includes other options
8 two more Miller Park stadiums. The claim ir the & including cotmuter rail. A priority should oe
3 freeway reconstructicn study Lhat coamulers could 9 placed c¢r protecting the air we breathe, proveniing
10 save even five minutes ir driving time Zrom 1o mere sprawl and providing us with options to ifravel
11 downtown to Higaway 43 iz a claim that should be 11 on congested highways. The Sisrra Club recommends
12 questicned. The study dces not include any 2 that and asks for a comprehensive study thaz
13 projecticns Zer traffic actuzlly generzted by the 13 includes a rul:ii-rooile approach that emphasizes an
14 viidening of the road. 14 enhanced use of puses, c¢ar pools, trains and
15 Research by Mark Hanson, a professcr of 5 bicvcles. Land use, incorporate land use as a
16 civil and envircnmental engineering ab the e compenent of the study to protect and erhance our
17 University of Califernia, found that over & v reighborhoods, retain jobs close to where people
1% five-year pericd a 10 percent increase in road 16 live and control sprawl, and a cost corpazison
19 capacity results in a 9 percent increase in venhicle i3 analysis of health impacts resulting from air
20 Ead that goes to the zdage if you 20 pollution based on various altornatives that
21 will come. And an example of that 27 include other tranzportaticn choices such as
22 is in Caicago, they spent 140 million on an 22 commuter rali.
improvement on the Zisenhower Expre 23 Secondly, we ask that the expansion of
24 to increase the -- they hoosed to improve the travel 24 freeway capacity he severely limited. Additional
25 times, but the travel times remained virtually 25 Zznes will just fill up in a few years and will
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1 result in increased ncise and zir poillution. I 1 1 guezs 1'd like to see a study for what it would
2 live In Wauwatosa, and I would rather have six 2 cost and what could be —- to hook this up te get
3 lanes of congested traffic thar elght lanes of 3 some traffic but -~ and to reduce zhis from {cur
4 congested traffic going through the neighborhoods 2 lznes to -- or from six lanes dewn to four lanes 1
& of Wauwatcsa. Expganding lares irside Milwaukee 5 think would be a very serious mistake. Because if
G County will reduce the quality of life in 6 we nock this ue, that freeway would be uced a lot
K neighborhoods close te the freeways, harm the 7 more because right now it really don't go anywhere.
g health of those who live along the freeway corridor a8 It dead ends into Fond du lac Avenue down there and
S and drain resources from existing communitices by 9 it creates a big congestion. So 1 strongly support

10 contributing to sprawl. Expanding lanes outside 10 <hat we sheould leave this at six lanes and lock

11 Milwaukee County will resulv in traffic bottlenecks T into the feasibility of conrecting that to where il

12 and wetland and fzrmland destruction and also 12 was intended to.

1z encourage sprawl. 13 And overall, this idea that when we have

14 And, finally, 1 would recommend that thas 14 rore congested freeways the more ccone and more

15 Wisconsin Department of Transpcrtation znd the i) polliuntants are by cars on there Zor five or s0, we

16 Federal Highway Administrsticn conduct a complete 16 want to get the speed up there where it should oe,

17 envirocnmental impact statement on whatever choice 17 and we should add these extra lanes that are

13 is made so that the public will have more 18 neaded. I don't like spending all this money for

-9 opportunities to speak to this issue. Tnank you 19 this toc, but you take —— we spent almost

20 for letling me complete my statement. 2C approaching a half a billion dollars con a stadium

21 MR. YUNKER: Thank you. The second 21 that sits there emply most of the time, but vet we

22 person registeved to speak 1s Jerry Jeske; is that 27 war.t o quibble about the & pillion dollars that

23 rizht? it's going to do this freeway properly and Lo get

24 JERRY JESKE: TYes. 24 it done rignt, you know.

25 MR. YUNKER: Can you come up o the 25 I would love To see lignt rail but pecople

0 5
1 microphone so we cen get a complete transcripec of 1 dor’t use it. We don't use public transportation
z YOUI COMREntS. 2 that -- you see the buses all going aroind crpty
3 JERRY JESKE: My name is Jerry Jeske. I 3 now, arnd svery city -- cy can't afford to keep
4 live on the northwest side of Milwaukee, and T have 4 these light rail and other means of transpertaticn
3 been deeply involved with communizy act’_vities, ard & up because pecple don't use it. I mean do pecple
] T have lived all my life and my -—— part of my 3 want to get up an hour carlicr in the merning,
7 family lives on the northwest side of Milwaukee, s¢ 7 drive the car to & parkirg lot to Jump on, hoping
8 we have a very 2d interest in Milwaukee. I was & it ceuld pe there in time? When they get trere
el at the meeting last yesr nesre, and I know quite a 3 how are they golng o get to where thev're working?

10 few people made the comment why this freewsy was -- 0 That's why light rail is not an answer to this type
11 145 that dead ends down here on —-- Fond du Lac 11 of thing. We need freeways.

12 freeway down te Hamoton Averue, why this was not 12 And somewnere along the way we krow we
13 being connected up. I really expected Lo hear scue 1z will run out of o:l and will have to come up with
14 stady or some interest of hooking this thing up 14 alterrate sources; but for the foresesabie future
15 because this actually is cne of the reascns why the 15 we have to depend upon cars, and we've got to
16 currert freeways are so ceongestad, because the 16 update these freeways so they zre accessible and
17 northwest side of Milwzulkee never got all the 17 they dor't gert jammed up there and create all this
18 fresways that they were intended to have. ZAnd then 1€ polluticn. Cars are idling cut there geing f or
19 you gol Lhat botilenecking; you would probably get 132 ten miles an hour; and if yeu talk to arny car
20 a lot of traffic off of 45 and scme prcbably off of 20 mechanic, they'll tell you the amount o pollution
2] 43. I don't have any statistics to sav how many, 21 these cars cause when they're going along at slow
22 but certainly this would take some traffic. 22 speeds. That's why it's a very serious mistake
23 But you take Tond du Lac Averue down 23 ripping that spur downtown which is going te cest
24 around North Avenue or something, it's a mess. You 24 25 hillion of expense and 4 and z nhalf
25 der’t want fto drive on that street down there. And 25 billicon minimum to build city streets to replace
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something that was paid for and serves 40,000 cars 1 MR. YUNKER: Ckay. Again, written
& day I'm told down ths So that is a very 2 comments carry the same weignt as a wverbal comment
sericus mistake. We need more freeways on the 3 made at the public hearirgs. The next person
nor-hwest side of Milwaukee. 3o that's all my £ registered e speak is Rcger Winstanley.
comments. 5 RCGER WINSTANLEY: Thank you for giv
MR. YUNKZ Ckay. Thank you. The nex:t 6 me an cpportunity te speak. My name is Roger
person registersd to speak is Jochn Laatsca. Cid 1 7 Winstanley. I live on the west side of ¥ilwaukee.
prcnounce that correctzly? 3 I'm a Tosz neighbor from the Sierra Club. I'm in
JCHN LAATS Laatsch. S tavor of the freeway expansion plan. T've taken a
MR. YUNKER: Okay. Thank you. 10 lock at the plan that SEWRPC was looking at for
JOHN LAATSCH: My namne is John Laatsch. . 6.25 billion dellars versus the 5.5 pillion dellar
T live in Glendale, and my comments are 12 clan and the Nerquist plan or the City of M:ilwaukes
specifically addressed to the area of I-43 from 13 plan. 1n terms of the land, improving the freeway
Bender Ruad golly north and the proposal to widen 14 right now with additional Janes golne to cost
it from its current four lares to potential elght 15 658 acres versus just improving the freeway
lanes. I see this as being extremely unnecessary 16 rebuilding it as is 577 acres. It's going Lo
especially when you have wide -- eight lanes < 17 100 acres of land, going to save 750 millicn
waen you go down to six _anes from Bender Road 18 dollars. Using the Norguist plan would actually
soath wonld be a hottleneck. When you get to 19 cost 500 million dollars more. He's going to take
Milwaukee it's four lanes. Fusther novth you're 20 612 acres of land, he's going to save 4C acres.
tzlking about six lanes again. ZIt's only a small 21 In terms of homes, impact of homes, 21é
segment that you want to go to eight lanes. IT's 22 reouilding the freeway with the extended
net going to accomplish anythirg or specd up 23 lenes, 1f you just do the freeway as is you're
traff Wno's it geing £o benefit? Exscutives 24 going to lesc 166 homes, you're going te save 50
rhal want to have a multi-acre estate in Sheboyegan 25 homes. You're going co szve -- as part of the 7&50
11 16
or someplace _ike that. How much time would they 1 million dollars, businesses, 31 businesses coing
save in thls one or two-mile secticrn 1Z you widen 2 for tre exoansicn plan, 23 businesses 12 you
it to eight lanes? 3econds. Bagically that's ny 3 rebuild as is. You're goirg to save eight
corment.  I've lived there all my life, 59 vyears. 4 If you look at the MNorguist plan, he's
The highway used to be two lanes. HNow you're 5 aiso going te lose 23 businesses. In terms of the
ctalking abcut -- you have 14 lanes of highway. You [ homes, the Nerquist plan is only going zo save 36
have potentially eight lanes of expressway. You 7 homes.
want Lto widen Port Washington over tc a four-lane 3 One thing I'm concerned akout is that
beulevard, that's 12 lanes. You have two lanes of 9 leoking st the turncut here today, again it's
Nicolet serv.ce road. That's 14 lanes of road that 10 narzow special interest. The majority cf peocle
would be in that area. 1 zhink there should re 11 are not here to speak in terms of freeway expansion
sore relationship to benefits and cost for the 12 because they're probably stopped in traffic trying
monies spent for a mile or two to go to eight 13 to get home. I think nistorically the Zreeway plan
lanes. Six lanes would be sufficient. zan 14 systert fal in the past because of poor planning
appreciace widening :Z necessary but not to eigrt 15 and very poor relocation expenses to the businesses
lares. That's my commrents. e and homes that were taken in pitting the original
MR. YUWKER: Okay. Thank you, Jonn. a fr s in.
John, Sust widening to eight lanes would only be ) I'm concerred about looking at the cosu
done if you widen the stretch to the scuth as well; 3 of this plan, but robedy'™s talked about the
othe e, you would only have a siz-lane. Ckay. 20 positive ecoromic benefits. I'm an engireer. I've
T want to thank vou for vour comment. The next z1 traveled for the last five years. Louisville,
person registered to speak is MNeal Winscr 22 Kentucky has improved their freewayv system and
{phonetic). 23 business is actually booming down there. It's
NEAL WINSCR: I'm going to pass and sena 24 unbelievable. Nashville, Ternessee has irproved
ir written comrents so I don't rarmble. 25 their freeway syster, business is Jjust booming cown
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there econcmical Atlanta, Georgla is scill

¥
struggling. They doubled every decade for tho liast
three decades in terms of businesses and homes.
They're plowing 500 acres a weex putting homes up
because they improved the freeway system.

Knoxville, Kentucky is anothesr good example.

They'

got a beltway system they put up and

improved their freeway system, business ZIs

absclutely booming down there.

I ook around M¥Milwauxee, we're stagnant.
We've got the nignest unemployment rates now than
in the last 20 years. Taik about the Menomonee
kiver Valley: 1f you can't get irto the valley,
you're not going to bring jobs into the valley. 5o
I don’t think the positive econcmic benefits are
realized and I'm wondering why that was nct put or
in your pressntation. You look at sost, but vou
don't say what the benefits are in terms of jobs.
In Lerms of air pollutien, I disagree
with Sierra Club's cemments. I taink that you

ecple kave done your homework. You showez that

the emissions from the wveniclesz, primarily because
newer vehicles are going to be on tne road, is not

going to be mpacted by the expansien of the

freeway system. I agree with the Sierra Club that

whatever plan you nave to go through, you prooas

will have to do an environmental impact statement
at “he time, and we':l let the chips fall where
they may.

One thirg I'm concerned apout is Lha

decxing plan over by County Stadium and Story H

The peoplc in Story HIll are wmy neichbors even

Is]
=N

thovoh they live across town, Z'm not supportirg

the Ireeway in that section. I fall to

@

why we car't move the VA graves and the Je

= on the south side of the freeway. 1'd be

concerned abeut the rneoise pollution that would cone
from the decking. I don't -- there's plenty of
land left over on the VA. If you have to move

graves down to Union Grove, I don't think the VA's

ing to have a problem with it. I think we shculd
be sensitive to the Jewish people and their

cemetery, but I think there's like 50 or less than

100 graves in the Jewish cemetery alcre. I tnink
the decking plan is out, and I don't understanc why
vou have not come up with an alternative plan for
decking. It's either deck it or don't do 1T is the
impression I have, and I don't think decking is a
good way to go. I respect the concerns of the

people ¢f the Story Hill neighborhood.

10

11

12

19

20

21

Then again, if decking -- if you got &
viable plan as a well engineered approach, put up
nclse parriers —-- we nave more and more acoustical
kncwledge from an enginecring standpoint -- maybe
we will be able tTo resolve the neise pellution
conzerns of pecple at Story Hili. But if you can't
satisfy it, [ don't blame them. I1'd oppese it.

But I'm neot Zrying tc engineer your system.

A gentleman brought up the comments abcut
the Fond du Lac Ireeway. It's six lanes now. It's
a freeway that goes nowhere. Wny isn't there a
study to complete the Tond du Lac freewesy and
relieve scme of the pressure coming out of the
Marquette interchange? He's right, he doesn't have
the statistical data, but in your presertation you

ha

en't addressed that issue. Why hasn't there
been a study to complete the Fond du Lac --
politically it's not feasible. The City of
M:lwaukee is opposed to it. But again, 1t goes
back nistorically. The major reason why the
fresway system was not completed In Milwaukee
Counby 1s because you didn't properly plan and
reimburse people for their relocation cests. T
think some of these pecple have peen arcund here

for the last 25 to 30 years when ycu pul the

20

freeways in; they all agree with that stiatement
The other thing is why even kother
screwing around with it? If the Fond du Lac
freeway by your own study says it's good till 2015
with the few exits, why even bother spending the
money in terms of quality or safety? Tt's hardly

being used now, You can rell a bowiing bzall d

there during rusb hour.

Th= big concern I have right ncw is
you're using a 20-year projection but you're using
a 20-year plan. I den't get itn, using a 20-year
projection with a 30-vear plan, 30 years to address
issues that arc going to occur in 20 years. I'm
concernad we're rot moving fast encugh,

Last, but not least, I think what we neec
to do is this. We need for -- just for a change,

go with an enginecred approach and quit pandering

tc narrow so i, local, parochial ard political
interest. We've gol a high-powered engineering
staff and we're going around -- I know you're
obligated to do this and talk to the peogle out in
the community. We don't need to be in here
re-engineering the freeway syster based upecn public

commentz. [f you've got a sound engineering

approach, you've got ted officizls, put it up
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before tnem. That's zhe way 1 pretty messed up. I -— scme of the
As I saic, most cf the peopls are not here tonight 2 type is so fine.
because they're stuck cut on the freeway trying to 3 of expansion of the
get home. 4 freeways. I am Zor making the medians safer which
Last, but not leas I zhirk you need to 5 aleng -- some of the ccrriders on the north shore
address the economic benefits. You talk cost, 4] are still back from the 'S0s. I <don't want to see
cost, cost. Look at Louisville, look at Nashville, 7 businesses impacted by this. I don't want to see
look at Xncxville, look at Atlanta. Business s g hormes inpacted by this expansicn. They just
just booming down there, and it's all related kack 9 corpleted the Silver Spring irnterchange, and it's
to the freeway system. Touisville put ir a fre 10 50111 a bottleneck there, but the noise has really
system and expanded a belzline 15 years ago out 11 really gone up, and I live in ¥Fox Point. My mother
beyond their airports, 35 miles long, six lanes. 12 lives in Glendale right nexi to the freewav, only
Business is just booming cut there, and business is 13 three houses away on Berder. I live about five
good within the City of Leuisville itseif. They've il plocks away, and by increasing the lanes you're
gere to a metropelitar form of government last 15 going tc obviously irncrease the amount cof noise,
year, toox 90 municipealities and they're now all s 16 and it's neisy right now, and it’'s not “rom the
metropolitan form of covernment, 1 million people. 17 cars. It's from the nmamoer of semni irailers goloy
There's people that krow how to plan and do a good 18 through. Ard I just don't want -— there's only so
Job in terms of freeway systems down tners. Thank 19 much you can do to conircl the noise, and I'm not
you for vour time and effort. I appreciate you 20 in favor of anything getting expanded at all.
people coming up here because you're pretty much on 2] If these people that commute back and
your own time giving vo yeur dinner hour o listen 22 forth inte the City work in zhe City, then let tnem
to people like me speak. Thank you very much. 23 move bazck inte the City and not commute cut to
MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment, 2L Grafton or cemmute cub to, you know, Mequon or, you
The next person registered to speak Ls Mark Pinter. 25 ¥now —- Lhal's Lhe problem, if they want to live
22 24
I think after Mark we have twe more people 1 cub there, then they yol Lo pay the price Lo
registered to speak. So if you 4idn't turn a form 2 commnite pack into the City. And 1f they're going
in and veu decide you do want to speax, raise your 3 to work in the City, then let them pay that price.
3 There are still a lot ¢f -- row, I'm not

nand and we'll elther pick up your form cor we'll

get one <o vou. a train fresx, but there's still a lot of empty

MARK PINTER: I haven't rehearsed so here 6 corridors, abandeored rail corridors that go right
qoes. First of all, T'd like to veice wy 7 directly inzc the City of Milwaukee, and before
disappointment at not having a meeting like this 8 those get filled in with something, there should
set up on the north shore. L think —- I know o e, you kunow, sometning looked at in there because
there's only -- I know there's one guy hsre from 10 I don't think you're beirg fair by just proposing
Glendale, but I don't know how many other people 11 widening the freewasys and impacting homres and
are from the north shore, but I think that yon 12 businesses. I can't see that. I had ry business
covld have had sowething scheduled cver there 13 and I know that it's tough to keep & business
Locause this is 2 bif out of the way for o lot of 14 runnirg if vou're a business owner and i
people who are mainly beirng impacted by what you're 5 encugh to get erployess, bat to —- in crder to
proposing here. And sc that's one thing I want to 16 move, say ~- just zell the company to pack up and
get out of the way. 17 move, we're accessing your property, it's a real

The other thing is these graphics, some 1g traumatic thirg to do, because it's & lot of work
are okay, but some of them, I don't know wnat you =2 to do. I'mnot ir favor of any businesses being
quys are thinking 'cause I can't even read some of 20 you know, removed. I'm not in favor of anypody's
them. They're so confusing. Sc oerhacs you can 2: homes —- you can take the homes away and you're
make some of these graphics a little bit easier to o2 going to have aigh walls oz something up there
urnderstand beczuse they lock like they're pretty 23 you're going to have a lot more noise. You're just
nessed up.  T've beea in graphics for 20 vears, ard 24 going to make it easier for people to move cut of

25 the City. You're going to make those commuritics

some of them I can read, hut some cf them are
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1 that are outside of the City, give thom an : 1 people lose their homes. I am in favor of fix
z to expand thelir tax base by lstting nore pecple 2 the medians a little kit 'ecause they are still back
3 build homes, and, you know, that's fine if they 3 from the the way up past Brown Deer Road,
4 want to live out there and thev want to have a nice 4 and there's been some sericus accidents there.
B home out there and the school system, fine. But, 5 But, you know, if these people want te live out in
I vyou know, if they're going to work in the City, I'm 5 the suburbs farther out like Graften or Mequorn oz
7 not going te pay the price for that. I refuse. 7 Saukville or Port Washington, you know, if they
3 That's —- it's ridicclous. 2 want to, that's fire, but te expand, it's just not
Y I'm in faver of the Marguette Interchange 9 -- T think that you're just doing this for =hem,
10 because that's a fiascc. We all know that. The Y and that's the feeling I'm getting. Because if
11 same gees for the —- 94 going out to Oconomowoc, 11 people really seriously want fo work in the City,
12 the same thing's happenirg out there. The people 12 then they should live cleser to the City. And if
13 that live out in Oconcmowcc or Pewaukee cr whatever 13 they den't, then they should pay the price for
14 comruting to the City, you know, if they got a 14 cormating because most of them are driving, you
15 prokblem with the commuting, then, you xnow, that's 15 know, one person in a car, and I just don't sec the
1g thelr problem. But that's not the pecple of 16 peirt of that. But I would like to see that scme
17 Milwavkee -- it’s not ocur problem. 1 was one of 17 study be dore on the rali corridors that are
18 the people rhaz were questioned hy the Southeastern 1e apandoned in the City because I think something
19 Regional -- is that what it is -- Southeastern ~- 13 should be done with that, and I guess that'll do
20 MR. YUNKER: Wiscorsin Regicnal Planning 20 it.
21 Comrission. 21 MR. YUNKER: Thank vou, Mark. Mark,
22 YARK PINTER: Yeah, I dld the -- they 22 you could put your prone number on that card, whal
23 sent me a —- 23 I'11 do is I'1l -- we'’l check to see about that
24 MR. YUNKER: Houszehola travel survey. 24 strvey, and we'll try and take care of that. Just
25 MARK PINTER: Yeah. 25 walk over by the courl reporter and puc your phone
28
1 MR, YUNKSR: Am [ giving the comment or 1 number and address.  That was a travel survey
2 are you? m trying to help cut. 2 whether you use public transit cr certaln ztreets
3 MARK PINTEZ Yeah, they gave me the 3 or freevays. We have two more peopls registered to
gl trking, T ed it out, and then scmebody called 4 speak. Wiley viviars, did I get your name right?
s me. They made two attempts because I wasn’t home 5 WILEY VIVIAY Yes,
6 the first time. I gave them my spiel ¢7 what 6 ME. YUNKER: So far 1'm seven for seven
7 doing, my commuting -- [ commute east and west, so 7 on that.
8 I wasn't really usinc the IZreeway, cut 1 never -- g WILEY VIVIANS: My nale is Wiley vVivians,
el not that this is important, but I never got the & 9 and T would 1ike to say that 1'm really overjoyed
Zo pucks that they said they were going to give me. 10 and happy, fthat it's like a breath of fresh air I
11 Angd the thing is it makee me feel like my comments 11 can finally get a chance to say something for &
12 were not used in the study because they —-- they 12 charge. 1 went to the cournty exec voting thing and
12 threw out my survey as far as because I didn't use 13 you really couldn't anything there, sc I fesl
14 the freeway to commte, and that's the feeling that 14 gqood up here. With regards to I guess the
1% I got. And it's not the 5 cucks, but I'm just Southeastern Regional Freeway Constructicn Study
16 saying that if they're going to take the time to 18 that you have proposed and done, what I'd like to
7 Lhave somebody do a survey, then they should 17 say is that it is shertsighted and ill-advised.
18 complete it. And it makes me feel like, you } 18 And the reason that I'm saying this 1s mainly
i9 what's the point of this if you guys aren't golng 19 because there's nothing really in there 25 a main
20 Zo fulfill your oblization to make us feel thac 20 component that talks about a light rall system or a
21 we're deing you, you know, a favor by telling you 21 subway system. I mean it doesn't take a rocket
22 our driving habits. 27 scientist to knew that in order to alleviate this
23 30 I provacly Zorgcot & couple other 23 congestion that we have here in the southeastern
24 thirgs, but, hmm, I'm cefinitely against 1 24 paxt of Wisconsin that you're going to have Lo have
25 dor't like the noise, and I don't like seeing 25 a subway system or a light rail system.
|
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s nas beer shown to be the case in

other big cities too, such as Boston, Washington
b.C. and Toronta. I think that, jou kncw, we need
to look at alternative mechods that's faster

petter and safer than the automobile, ore that
would deliver you faster from downtown Milwaukee to
wWaukesha or Ozaukee throughout rush hour, also
during times of snow and rain. Tt's cne that would
take you out of this comeglin (phonetic} with
present traffic roads -- traffic woes, cone that
would not be noisy, one that will not destroy many
existing buildirgs, lights and trees, cne that
would contrisute to less air pollution, and last of
all, one that works and people will use 1t.

It has oeen stated -- well, at any rate,
if we fixed I-94 rcad with a subway system having
buses correct at main avteries at key points, we
shculd be thinking of an alternative method of
transportation that will last -- yeah, alternative
method of transportation that will not last 10 or
20 years, but one that will accommodate masses of
pecple for the nmext 20 to 50 years. The best
alernative methed cf transportation for the
scutheastern part of Wiscensin study here is the

subway system or light rail. Thkis is an

oppertunity and a responsibility that we have to

curselves and future genera 5. Let's not fail

ard blow this opportunity. Let's do a time study
and cost analysis of such a plan and present the
pest plan to the people. It mzkes no sense to

build -- it makes no sense to expand the fresway

system from three lanes te four lanes, and then

you're still going tc have a lot of congestion. [
mear you can see that in other major cities such
Los &ngeles, California. They got like 16 lanes of
highway there, and guess what, they still have

congestion there.

It does make sense to bulld a subway

system that reople will use. T think that this is
tne way that this stucy should incorperate inte its

main plan. It doesn'L present 1t as a major

alternative here, and that's what we really need

here in this area. Thank vou.

MR, YUNKER: Ckay. Thank you for your
comment. Last person registered to speak is Danlel
Lee. Is there another? We have one person
registered te speak after Daniel. I'm sorry.

DRANIEL LEE: Can everybody hear me?

Okay. That's gozd. ['m Daniel Lee and I live in

Rardall, what is now called the northwest side cf

Milwauxee, and looking at the plans that are belng
talked about today 1 de favor mederrnizing the
expressway syster; but however, I do not favor
adding lares. I don't want to see eight-lane
expressways. I would like to see the expressways
be modernized Zo have auxiliary lancs to he added
between the exit and entrance ramps pretty much
similar to what we have currently on the Zond du
Lac expressway. Secondly, I do want to see 1-43
north ¢f Bender Road expanded to six lanes but not
to eight lanes. And, third, I would like to see no
double-decking at all in Story Hill neighbornood.
And also I pelieve that what we're just talking
about 1s not jusT an expressway system put a
transportation system, and I wish that Southeastern
Wisconsin had the foresight to follow uo on Mayor
Frank Zeicler's vision of S0 yzars age of bailding
both expressways and trying to save the interurbans
or wiat we now call light rail.

We had a pre-determined urban

unzil the 1950s and ther. this rorth shore line that
ran opetween Waukesha and Chicaco in 1263 that
connected Milwaukee with Brown Deer, Cedarburg,
Shekoygan, Waukesha and Watertown, Hales Corners

St. Martirs, East Troy and Burlington, and also

down to Racire and Kenosha. T believe that had
Mayor Zeidler been successful in saving the

interurban system we wouldn't be having this very

vou know, fracticus debate over both expressway
reconstruction and light rail planning over the
past ten years. 1 do believe that we do need to

have —- we should revive the interurbans or as

they're called now, light rzil, because I think
that both reconstructing the expressway system and
naving interurban/light rail will help te make
economic growth in Southeastern Wisconsin stronger.
Public transit does have an important
role to play because we have seen in cities such as
Chicago, San Francisco, Teronto, Boston, that good

public transit systems nelp to move peoy arctnd

and also help to relieve a little bit of
congestion. If we dida't have a good vublic
transit system in those cities imagire zll these
people getting on the expressways and all the exit
ramnps.

Secondly, I thirk that our currsnt public
transit system just relies on buses. Having a bus-
based system 1s not -- doesn’t work because buses
are not the backbone of ary good public transit

system. In other cities it's some sorz of rapid
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transit system or light rail that serve as the
backbone of public transit systems. We have seen
public zidership increase over the past eight rto
nire years. ©Chicago nas scen a 25 percent increase
in ridership since 1593 and tne reason ridershic is
up -- a 67 percent increase in ridership over the
last 20 years hopirg to fuel redevelopment in
neignporhoods such as Lakeview and Albany Park.

San Francisco's system has seen a Z0 million
ridership incr2ase during the last five years. And
according te the American Public Transportaticn
Asscciation for the first time ever in 2999 public

transit ridership increased faster than the number

of new drivers, ycu krnow, v received their

1

enses.

Se I think we need to plan for the long
term and reconstruct cur expressways ard ada the
safety features of reconstructing the changes sc
that the exit and entrance ramps are on the
right-hand side, and also add auxiliary lares
between the exit and entrence ramps, and above all,
brirg bacr interurbans in the form of light rail.
Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for vour time.

The last verson registered to speak is Mike Hansen.

34

MIKE HANSEM: I got a questien. T don't
know 1Z vou can answer.

MR. YUNKER: Go ahead.

MIKE HANSEN: Ir August youw meke the
final recommendation by the study committee. Heow
many people in the study committee have you picked
out that actually live right next to the expressway
where they want to tear those houses dowrn? Do they
have a word?

MR. YUNKER: Well, Mike, what we're
doing, we're not in a2 questicon and answer sessicn.
We're in a formal puclic hearing and taking

comrents.  Sc you're saying what voice do peorle

living next ta in deciding.

MIXE HANSEN: Well, if you have that
committee, you should have pecple that have their
homes and businesses -- that if they go through
with that you destroy over 200 homes, 20
businesses, 2 ccunty buildings and I think one
church. But fthere wasz -- is there anybody on that
committee, that's basically my guestion, that makes
this recommendation In Rugust? They sheould pick
pecple that own homes rignt along the expressway so

they have a word. Cause from what I understand

the governor’s got $92,000 from highway obulilding

IS}
N}

o

-

w
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centractors.  You know what side he's on. mean
we need a more stronger input on -- for the

citizens that live in Miiwaukee.

Wow, I got a brother that iives up in
Mirreapolis/St. Paul. He was born there, he lives

tnere, he works thera, but he likes it

envirormentally betier here the way our axpres

are ncw. He says it's worse up there. The
exprassway's mere -- 'cause they're wider and rore
people go to it, and they're more crowded. It's a

magn;

£. Epvironmentzally living in Milwaukee
stickirg with the three lanes znd three-lane
expressways he thinks -- he tells me he likes it
better here envirenmertally coapzared te living up
thers in Minneapclis/St. Paul.

8o back tc the other point, you know, I
~hink they should have some people on this
committee, thnev sheuld pick pecple out wine -- for

that August committee that own houses right along

the expressway so they have a voice, 'cause the
governor, he's only hearing from people from --
he's getting mcney from -- he's gotter $92,000 in

six months from highway builders for use that --

Bui, okay, the otker thing, state and

federa we pay 49 cents n gas tax. IL's goiny LO

cost 2 -~ no, 6.25 pillion dollars. It doesn't
ceme free. Now, the governor says nhe doesn't want

any tax increass, so it would make sense to stick

to the 2.4 billion dellar version, build

same lanes wizhout expansion 'cause he

keeping a cap on taxes, and you got two bills of
sale here. You got, you know, tne 6.25 npillion.
Obviously gas tax i3 going to go up. And
registration fee, instead of paying $45, are we

ay 3450. Instead of 49 cent gas, payirg

geing to

el

a dollar for gas tax. [T doesn't come free. When
yeu go to a rastaurant, you got to pay when you're
done. 6.25 billicn dollars you’re going to have oo
pay when it's dore. IZ costs more --— you Know,
increase the cost of living besides hurting us
environmentally, the people that want to live ir
the City.

I agree with what the Sierra Club says,

more congested, more polluzion, rnore noise.

Environmentally it would be worse for us.
like --  repeat myself. #y brother says ne likes
the way it is ervironmentally here compared to

living up in Minneapolis, so —— well, tkat's about

it. The cnly cther thing, thsy should fave —-




w

o

10

11

12

Y
o

these people that make the final recommendation in
Bugust, they should pizk some pzople up who own
houses right next to the expressway that would lcse
their home, tha:z would make it fair. That's about
it.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment
That completes the public hearing tonighe and the
meeting., The staff will stay afterwerds I think
for those people who have additional guestions.
and I think there were some who gsald they didn'tL
fave enough informaticn about the alternatives for
the Fona du Lac freeway, and we'll sit right up
kere, and Zor those cf you whc wanted more
irformation on that subject I'T1l sit raignt up here
ard try to answer your guestions on that.

(Proceedings concluded at 7:20 p.m.)

STATE OF WISCONSIN }
3 S5:
COUNTY CF MILWAUKZE ;

I, MAUDONNA L. RANK, a Registercd
Professional Reporter ard Notary Public in and for tha
State of Wisconsin, do hereby certify that the above
public hearing was recorded by me on the 30tn day of
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direction.

I furcther certify that I am not a
relative or employee or attorney or counsel of any of
the parties, or a relative or employee of such attorney
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indirectly in this action.

In witness whereof I have hereunder secz
my hand and affixed my seal of office at Milwaukee,
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MR. YUNKER: Now it's time to begin the
public hearing portion of the meeting. This hearing
is intended to receive your comments concerning the
preliminary plan. I want to emphasize that the
purpose of the hearing is to hear your comments and
not to be another question and answer period. There
was &n opportunity to meet with Study staft sarlier
to ask questions, and Study staff will remain after
the public hearing portion to answer additicnal
questions.

The first person registerecd tc spcak ig
Rosemary Polter.

ROSEMARY POTTEKR: Good evening. Thank you
for this opportunity to comment on the Scutheastern
Wisconsin freeway study. Transit NOW, the
organization that I represent, has several concerns
that we'd like to address.

Zt's clear to us that no mobility solution
in this corridor can include only one mode of
transportation. Today, in Southeastern Wisconsin, we
need mobility solutionsg that will support and enliven
our urban areas and protect the investments that

we've made in our infrastructure. We need solutions

for getting job seekers to jobs, and helping elderly,
the disabled, and low income galn independence. We
need sustailnable solutionsg that will reduce the
dangerous air and water pollution that make some of
us ill and drives up our healthcare costs. We need
solutions that will slow the urban sprawl, that is
driving our taxes up and devouring our farms, open
spaces, weilands and wildlife habitat.

Those very

things that are nece

sities for our biggest industry,

which is tourism. For Milwau

to he economically
and socially vibrant, we need to give our businesses

and cit

us viable local and regional transportation
options. T have four points cthat I'd like to make on
that issue.

No. 1. Planning in this corridor should

be multimodal as provided for by T2Z1, and should, at

the least, jointly analyze ti

freeway and options
such as commuter rail. The Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee
commuter rail, for instance, has already been shown
to be viable, feasible, and provide a high leval of
economic, social and ervircnmental benefits to the
corridor. It could be moving, hopsfully, into
preliminary engineering scon and should be part of
Out of similar size cities in

the freeway analysis.

the United States, Milwaukee is one of the few that
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does not have either commuter rail or light rail.

Now, 1f you've read the newspaper lately,

we've seen that many businesses, many top businesses
in the Milwaukee area, are worried because we're
losing sc mary of our workers, and we call that brain
drain. Well, Richard Florida, who's an expert in
young technology workers, he calls them young
knowledge workers, he's done several studies, and
what he finds is that those younyg knowledye workers
prefer to live in cities that offer alternative forms
of transpertation. They don't want to drive. They
want -- they want to talk on the phone on the train,

they want to work on their computer, they want to

read, they want to relax, they want Lo talk to their

friends. And oftentimes businesses will advertise
and try to recruit these young knowledge workers that
come to our city, we have a commuter train, we have
light rail, we have transportation for you that you
prefer. And it's been known, and studies show, thal
businesses and these young knowledge workers prefer
to live in cities that have alternative forms of !
transportaticn. 1
Sc¢ what I urge the Southeastern Wisconsin

Regional Planning Commission is to start thinkiug

about future and start thinking about looking at

other ways of transportation other than just
freeways. BAnc, certainly, we recommend the
Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee commuter rail.

There are many opportunities to provide
clean, convenient and reliable commuter train service
to cennect mary of our urban and suburban areas, and
reduce the peak demands on the freeway system.
Because over two-thirds of commuter rail trips are
work relared, with the high percentage during peak
rush hours, commuter trains reduce the peak capacity
needs on freeways. The Chicago METRA system provides
310,000 passenger trips per weekday, at a per
passenger mile cost less than freeway travel.

Milwaukee has a very unique opportunity to
cost effectively develop a similar system using an
existing rail right-of-way that radiates from
Milwaukee and ig currertly being used to haul
freight. Doesn't that seem crazy to you, that we've
got this system and it's hauling freight, it's not
hauling us. In many cases, track and crossing
upgrades, stations and the trairs themselves are the
only physical investments needed.

Point 3. The Southeastern Wisconsin
corridor should have comprehensive multimodal

planning, with implementation of the full plan moving

[
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forward simultaneously in a strategically planned
manner. As the freeway plan is prioritized for
funding, viable options, like the
Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee commuter rail, should be
funded with an equal status. In this manner, we will
be successful in building a convenient, reliable,
modern, muzltimodal transportation system that helps
build our economy and develop the high quality
communities we want to live in.

Point 4. 1In the interest of continuing to
grow our economy during the freeway construction
process, it's important that transportation options,
such as trains, be in place before the congtruction
begins. By including transit options like commuter
train service to be a part of the freeway study
recommendations, we are more likely to see it
included in ths engineering planning and funding
schedules.

Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you. I'm going to do

the best to pronounce everybody's name. BAnd correct
me wien I'm wrong. Andy Andrijasevic.

ANDY ANDRIJASEVIC: Hi, I'm Andy

Just a brief --

Andrijasevic. I live in Glendale.

couple of brief comments. I don't have a preparcd

speech or anything.

One of the major things that I have
noticed is that obviously Marquette Interchanges needs
to bs rebuilt, and definitely nzeds it. My concern
is that we are making a spaghetti out of it, fox
better or worse. It almost seems that Milwaukee's
symbol is going to become freeways. We obviously
built a bridge, a harbor bridge, that, again, is
freeway and it isn't a freeway, but that seems to be
what's beautifying the skyline of Milwaukee. I'm a
little concerned that three, four or whatever level
spaghetti Marguette Interchange is going to become
one of those.

I understand your concerns about the
right-hand side merging and, you know, ramps and on
off. But I have found out, in traveling around the

country, whensver I have the opportunity, that when

major freeways meet or intersect, that using the left

lanes, where the left lanes sort of split off to
become other frecway, is not that big of a problem.
Obviously, we can't have, you know, merging lanes and
entry and exit ramps all over a place, both left and
right. But when you're merging, for example, from
going eastbound on I-%4 and you want to 30 northbound
on 423, I don't see a problem with exiting on a left

side. In that case, especially if you have adequate
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time to change, you know, the lanes to get there.
Obviously, if you're getting onto that eastbound 94
say on 21st street, and you wan: to cut across three
four lanes to get up north, that becomes a little bit
of a problem, and that's something to look at.

The I-43 definitely needs to be expanded
from Silver Spring norchbound. I think that's pretty
clear to everybody. I'm not so sure that we really
need to go to eight lanes there. T understand that
north of Milwaukee Couaty, the Meguon area, is the
big growth and will be more years to come, I'm sure.
But I feel a little bit uneasy about getting eight
lanes of freeway through Glendale, for example. This
is a major residential area, where destroying the
community, essentially by widening the freeway lanes
there drastically, will have pretty strong impacts.
2nd, again, that's not an area where we have all
kinds of space that we can pick up. So I would
prefer to see that continued wich six lanes, from
Silver Spring northbound of course. But not into
eight,

And the area betwesen Marquette and Zoo,
I'm not so sure that the eight lanes of traffic is
the greatest idea theres eithexr.

And I'm oot as

concerned about cemetery concerns. In fact, if I can

10
add, and maybe some people don':z like to hear it, we
seem to be much more concerned about our dead than
about our living. You know, moving some graves seams
to be such a biqg concern, and yst yanking out people
out of their homes 1s not that big of a deal. I just
don't get that philosophy at all.

But in any case, it seems to me that
having the six lanes of traffic, and perhaps putting
a commuter rail in that area somehow, gomewhere,
would not be that bad of an option. But I guess if
the costs of adding those lanes are not that drastic
I guess I could accept that.

And on top of all cf those things,
obviously I hope that, this obviously is not your
concern as much, 1s that we teach people how to use
the freeway better. You know, obviously we are all
experts; every one of us is the best driver in the
world. We’ve heard that before. You know, but the
idea of driving very slowly in the left lanc or threse
lanes of traffic, you know, three vehicles driving at
the same speed with, you know, mile of open road
ahead of them, you know, things like that obviously
impact the volume of traffic that any road can take,
especially the freeway.

You can have gsix lanes of

traffic all going in one direction, six vehicles can
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put it to crawl very easily. So adding the freeways
and improving the freeways is certainly important,
put we do need to spend more effort in teaching the
people how to drive. Freeways are neot the city
streets.

Obviously, the use of cell phones, as
convenient as it is, has certainly impacted the
rear-end accidents I'm sure. And obviously, also a
whole bunch of SUV's and vans, that have not been in
the picture ten years ago, have changed a lot of
problems on the roadways as well.

So those are the very brief comments that
I can add at this point. 1 do appreciate the effort
that you guys have put into it. It is pretty obvious
that it's not just, you know, a whim. You guys have
put in a lot of work, and I do appreciate it. Thank
you,

MR. YUNKER: Next person registered to
speak is City of Milwaukee Alderman Michael Murphy.

ALDERMAN MURPHY :

Sood evening. I'l1 keep

my comments brief. I'm the Alderman who represents
the area between I-94 east to 35th Street, north to
Meinecke and south to 26th and Rogers.

I'm here to speak in opposition to the

three proposa’s. The City of Milwaukee has gone on

1z

record with legislation supporting another option, an
option that will save between $170 and $250 million.
It does not support adding lanes above design-related
safety improvements at that cost, with the minimal
reduction in travel time which is estimated to the
affected areas.

I would note in the SEWRPC analysis in
their newsletter, the peak hour travel time on I-94
betwsen the Zoo and Marquette irterchanges, year
2020, would be five minutes longer without additional
lanes than if the freeway segmert is reconstructed
with additional lanes. A savings of five minutes.
Savings of five minutes at a cost of nearly
$250 million at the expense of putting in a double
decker freeway impacting negatively upon the Story
Hill neighborhood residents. Ir addition, removing
18 homes in the City of Milwaukee and five commercial
businesses. Eighteen homes may not seem a lot to the
SEWRPC, to the governance committee on this issue,
but it means a great deal Lo our tax base in the
future, It means a great deal to the Story Hill
neighborhood when you're putting freeway noise,
pollution and air pollution intc this neighborhood

decreasing the property values and hurting one of the

stable, most valuable neighborhcods in the City of
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Milwaukee. 1 malke sure of is that all neighborhoods are treated
City of Milwaukee is not trying to be 2 fairly in this. Why should some neighborhoods,
parochial on this issue. We certainly recognize and 3 whetker it's Story Hill or parts of Milwaukee central
believe that the generally -- the benefit of 4 city, bear the brunt of the adverse effects that may
upgrading the freeway facilities to current 5 come from this.
standards, where it makes gense, is good judgment and & S0 what we've done is analyzed, as best we
adds value to the cicies. It does not condone 7 can, the preliminary plan in light of environmental
actions simply for sake of upgrading. As such, the 8 justice or transit equity. And we're looking to see
City of Milwaukee is vehemently opposed to the double 9 if the plan adequalely investigales or not the
decking of the Story Hill double decking freeway. 10 possibility that there are disproportionally high and
Also along with the taking of the homes in the area iR adverse effects on cerrain commnities And thar
between 70th and 60 -- 76th and 60th Stxeet, which I 12 term, disproportionally high and adverse effects,
would like to note has not been outlined in any great 13 that comes from sort of the state of art language
detail in any of your presentations. The are 14 that used by the US Department of Transportation
residents here this evening who have come up to me 15 because, of course, for a long time now,
and asked which homes are going to be taken and 16 environmental justice has been, at least in spirit
they're unable to determine based on the maps 17 something that US DOT has been concerned with.
presented here this evening. So I would encourage 18 So we're trying to figure out what's the
you to follow up on that as a suggestion. 19 impact of this preliminary plan; will it have a ;
But in the final analysis, City of 20 disproportionally high and adverse impact on certain
Milwaukee recognizes the importance of the freeway 21 communities. And so we're here, and we appreciate
system, we generally support upgrading the 22 the opportunity to make some comments and perhaps
facilities, but not at the expense of city residents. ‘ 23 make gome suggestions on more work that needs ro be
We have a vested intersst in this community in making 24 done.
sure a rise in tide all shifts, and hurting Milwaukee ‘ 25 This is actually the third informational
7 o 14 16
at the promotion of Waukesha or other counties is not 1 session that I've attended, and I'd like to thank
in the vital interest of the Regional Planning 2 SEWRPC and SEWRPC staff for answering many of my
Commission, nor in the long-term interests of the 2 quastions and mailing me copies of the regional
regional areas. So I ancourage you to consider the 4 trangportation plan, the regional land use plan with i
City's position on this issue. Thank you. 5 their year 2020 recommendations. And I've been i
MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment. € interested to go to the Web site where there are ;
The next person registered to speak is Chris Ahmuty. 7 several reports, and even the minutes of the advisory
CHRIS AHMUTY: Good evening. I'm Chris 3 committee rhat's been set up under the chairmanship
Ahmuty, that's spelled A-h-m-u-t-y. 2nd I'm the 9 of William Drew.
executive director of the American Civil Liberties 10 The conclusion that we have at this point
Union of Wisconsin. 11 is that the preliminary plan is incomplete and
And you migat ask what does this have to 12 perhaps flawed in respect to environmental justics.
do with the American Civil Liberties Union becauss 13 Does the plan have a disproportionally high and
we're usually out defending people's Constitutional 14 adverse effect on communities? From everyching we've
rights. And it's true, we're not an environmental 15 seen, it's hard to tell. And the fact that it'sg hard
group, we're not advocates for a particular form of 16 to tell is a real problem not just with the plan, but
transportation. We'ra not unaware that there are 17 the process that's gone into it.
problems with our freeway system that need to be 18 For instance, if you lock at the plan's
addressed. I came ocut here via the Wisconsin Avenue 19 analysis of the impact on land use patterns, it's
viaduct and Bluemound Road, so I wouldn't have to be 20 kind of confusing. If you go to the report
on 94 coming out here. So we don't have really any 21 Chapter 6, Page 22, it seems to dismiss any
agenda here except Civil Liberties. 22 significant impact on Zand use patterns. Angd the
And the Civil Liberties Union interest is 23 comments tonight in the presentation, it's at least
something that's often referred Lo as environmental 24 inconclusive. That's the impression I got. Yet, the
justice or transit equity. Really what we want to 25 regional land use plan for 2020 has recommendations
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that you can read up on one of the boards over there,
and they say that the goal is, guote, "the attainment
of a more centralized future regional settlement
pattern.” Well, does the plan have an impact on land
use as anticipated by the regicnal land use and
cransportation plans, or doesn't it, as you'd bhe led
to believe from reading the study, the preliminary
plan.

It really appears as if lang use
opportunities disproportionally benefit communities
outsgide of Milwaukee to some extent, those are the
collar counties around Milwaukee, and it's troubling
that the benefit appears to go disproportionally to
those communities.

What about the other side of that --

MR. YUNKER: Chris, five minutes. If I
can ask to you wrap up. And after we give everybody
else an opportunity to speak, we will give you an
opportunity to finish.

CHRIS AHMUTY: I'1l wrap up right now by
making some kullet points.

Adverse effects, who knows. You suggested
in your remarks that vou do have the ability to
analyce things by the 23 segments that are part of

the plan. But we don't have the information by

17

segment, and hopefully that will be provided to the
community so we can know, instead of just looking at
sort of the aggregate figures that you've got for
things like congestion impact and neighborhood
impact.

We're also concerned about the apparent

fact that the travel simulatrion model uses old data.

It uses traffic survey data from the early 1990s. So

when you talk about where people are going to travel

18

and how they may respond to changes in the plan, it's

really hard to know if you can find that information
to be credible.

3o the final peint is that the ACLU,
American Civil Liberties Union, would like SEWREC to
get it right. And even if that means that the
recommendations can't go to the Wisconsin Department
of Transportation this Dacember.
1s we want you to get it right now, and look at the
impact, see if it needs to be changed, ses if it
needs to be mitigated, because if it isn't, then the
ACLU, down the road sometime, would have to
contemplate legal action and we would rather not do
that. We want to give you the opportunity, and
Wisconsin DOT the opportunity, to get it right now.

So thanks .

And the bottom line
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MR. YUNKER: Next person registering thank
you for your comment, Chris. Next person registered
to speak is the Jeff Schramm. 2&nd following Jeff is
just to yive everybody a little warning, I'll try tao
do this, Percy Werner.

JEFF SCHRAMM: Good evening. I'm going to |
be very brief. I live in the Story Hill
neigkborhood. Actually live four houses to the north
of Story FParkway.

Richt now we have corntention with a lot of
noise as the freeway sits, without any type of
exparsion. I'm very concerned that if they do
expard, the nolse is going to get even worse. I

myself, don't view the area between the Marquette and

traffic problem. There are some congestion problems

the western borders of the city as having any type of i
|
|

during rush hour, but other than that, I don't see a

major problem.

I'd just like to concur with everything
our Alderman said. I'm a big believer that there's
no major problem. I think 1f we do expand, it's
going to be to the benefit of the people who decide
to leave the city and wove to Oconomowoc, just to

save five or ten minute trip out to their houses.

Thank you.

T T T Ty

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment. ‘

Percy Werner. 2and following Percy is Cal Bruss,

PERCY WERNER: Like many of you, I !

received one of these. And I went down to City Hall ‘

to ferret out where it came from, and I gathered it

cane from the Mayor's office. And T talked to some ‘

people there. Band in general, I got the impression

that they're a major disappointed that generated

thig, is indeed what our first speaker tonight named ‘

Rosemary mentioned. They expected and heoped tor

originally, before the invitation from the Department ‘

of Transportation came to the SEWRPC, that there

would be a multimodal plan presented. And they ‘

wanted one, and most of my envirommentalist friends ‘

wanted one, and so that's the general drift of what T

could say is our objection to it. I
Or the other hand, we have to recognize

that we have to be realistic. And these gentlemen ‘

that you talked to this evening are very i

professional, honorable people, whe have presented us

a plan which is exactly what thev were asked to do by ‘

the Department. I got the impression, incidentally, i

that these people probably thought, actually did ‘

think suspiciously, that the Southeastera Wisconsin

Planning Commission had an influence on having that ‘
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specific request made to them. At any rate, be that
as it may, they're obviously disappointed. I also
got a bulletin from the Sierra Club saying stop
widening and modernizing and replace this with a
multimodal plan.

And in general, I've also been to a couple
of meetings, without speaking, and I ask myself what
do these people want, what do these friends of mine
think they want, what do they think they're
influencing. These prcfessionals are deing their
job, and why does Milwaukee think it can prevent the
seven counties that will vote on this, and I'm not
saying that that's decisive, but nevertheless, seven
counties will vote on it, why dces Milwaukee think it
can prevent them from voting yes and ever trying to
demand that not only their highway, but our freeway
system be improved to their satisfaction? Those
counties out there are urban sprawl in a sense. Why
don't they vote to keep coming in the easy way, trey
want to. Is there a highway lobby? If you ask youxr
state representative and state senator, they know
there is and who it is and how it tries to influernce
them. 2nd we can ask ourselvess, are we kig money, do
we lean on the Department of Transportation or on the

Governor. If we don't, why do we think we will have

21

all tnat much influence? If we want to, we have to
contact our state representative and our state
senator and tell him or her why they must keep
pressars on the Governor to make the Department of
Transportation respect the wishes of Milwaukeans.
Now, the Common Council, including
Alderman Murphy, who has worked, I think, quite a bit
about this, knows that they cannot avoid having the
freeways repaired. And that over the next 30 years
that it will cost almost $6 billion, you've seen from
the figures here, that most of the money is in really

basically making sure that it will last an additional

30. The widening and the modernizing r
amount to a swall addition to that.

So these things have to be done. And ves
it will be, I think, paid by the gas tax and yes, the
Federal gas tax will contribute. But we would like
to have some influence, and I certainly support the
views of those who've spoken so far that would mean a
much more comprehensive plan, and that this plan
should have been part of it, and we can continue to
work with the Common Council to try Lo make sure
that's it's true.

Incidentally, about that reburtal which

SEWRPC has made, I think by professiocnally again to
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remarks that I think, I can't remember her name, but
the columnist in the Journal Sentinel whe wrote arad
quoted somebody. The SEWRFC has made pretty clever

reactions to it, and T think it is -- I think that

that's quite a few arguable points in there and we
should think about them and argus them ourselves.
We can know exactly what the Common

Council voted omn.

I get the impression from SEWRPC's
rebuttal to that comment, that perhaps insufficiently
examined comment, that the Council voted against

widening. The wording does show that they voted for
108 miles of freeway widening. I'm not sure --

MR. YUNKER: We are over five minutes. If

I could ask you to wrap up, or else we'll, after

everyvody else has been given an opportunity to
speak, we'll call you back up.

PERCY WERNER: Right.

MR. YUNKER: Whatever you prefer.

PERTY WERNER: I'm just finishing with the
point about the 108 milas. I'm not clear at all that
this was the sense that -- of the resolution that the
Aldermen voted for, but it is within their wording.
And I am asking, as I dzpart, whether indeed,

Kenneth, you think that the 108 miles is all within

Milwaukee County. Did they really vote for 108

24
additional lanes -- I mean 108 miles of widenesd
freeway within Milwaukee County?

MR. YUNKER: We have your comment. We'll
try and clarify that as we work towards a final plan,

PERCY WERNER: Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: The next person registered to
speal 18 Cal Bruss.

CAL BRUSS: I will pass. My comments have
been expressed by a previous speaker.

MR. YUNKER: Then the next person
registered to speak 1s State Representative Peter
Bock. And following the State Represgentative is
Sally Miles Heuer.

STATE REP. PETER BOCK: Thank vou, Ken.

And thank you for agreeing to have an additicnal

hearing here at Zoofari so many of my neighbors from

Story Hill neighborhood would have a chance to came,
in close proximity to their homes, and hear the
presentation and address you. When I saw the initial
listing of the meetings, I noticad there was not one
in my neighborhood. T called you. You immediately
said you'd have one, and I appreciate thar.

I did want to make on= clarification.

During your remarks, you talked about the freeway

system advisory committee recommsnding these i
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expansions. I was at that meeting, along with
Alderman Murphy and some other people in this room,

and I remember the debate and the discussion. And

many of the people who voted "aye" said they were not

voting to build additional lanes at this point. What
they were doing was voting yes to move the process
along, to take this to public hearing. And they
wanted the additional lane proposal to be part of
that. But many of them, in fact one of them said,
"I'm saying this on the record," he said, "because if
Peter Bock reads about this in the paper, he's going
to call me up and be mad at me. And I'm saying right
now that I'm voting just to move this forward, that I ‘
|
would not support additional lanes.® And so I just ‘
wanted to make that clear because it's been reported ‘
in the paper as well that the committee's in favor of '
additicnal lanes, and I don't think that that is the
truth.
I'm the State legislator for this area,
from the 7th Assembly District. I represent ths arca
right outside of this building, from the &%4-94 i
intersecticn east to 35th Street. So I straddle 1-94 i
right where the additional lanes are being talked
about .

I'm a resident and member of the Story Hill

naighborhood. And they are, of course, on vecord as

26
oppasing additional lanes on the I-94 section through
Milwaukee. So is the City of Milwaukee, as you've
heard from Alderman Murphy.

I've lived in the City of Milwaukee my
entire life. I saw the original freeway being built. !
At that time, the population of the City of Milwaukee
was over 750,000. It's now less than 600,000, I
would submit that there is a correlation there. If
you don't believe that freeways contribute to sprawl
and dissolution of the population, I think that's
good evidence right there.

I perscnally had friends whose homes were
torn down in expectation of freeways being built by
planners in the *50s and '60s, and those lands
remained vacant for decades. I have land in my
assembly district right now, in the year 2002, that
is still abandoned freeway right-of-way where homes
used to ba. So I say we should be very, very
cautious when we're talking about planning 30 years
down the road for capacity or for freeways because
we've got a bad experience in our own community about
what kind of planning that would do.

I believe tkat this plan will contribute
to sprawl.

It will encourage more freeway ridership,

more traffic. If there are lessons to be learned
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27
from other communities throughout this country, and
I've gone to meetings and regional mestings and
national mestings where people say look at us, lock
at Atlanta, look at Texas; you cannot build your way
out of congestion. You have tc be smarter than that
when you're looking at your transportation needs.

No one tonight has talked about money
The additional moneys for additional lanes would
constitute $700 million.

And to paraphrase Senator

Dirkson from Illinois, $700 million here,

$700 million there, pretty soon you're talking real
money. I represent this area in the legislature,
which ig now facing an $L1.1 billion dollar deficit.
There is a structural deficit into the future. No
one, absolutely no cone, is saying where the money is
coming for for these additional lanes, for this or
for the freeway reconstruction as has been outlined
earlier. This is a big challenge facing the people
of this state and of this area. How do we pay for
legislature to increase the gas tax; they were voted
I didn't

down. I was one of the people voting no.

And I think

this. There were several attempts in the last
think we needed to raise the gas tax.

that will be a tough sell in the legislature.

I am not against design and safety

improvements. I‘ve told the Department that many

times. I'm willing to work with them on that. What 1
we are oppesed to in my neighborhood, and in the :
Story Hill neighborhood, is the taking of homes, the
taking of businesses, the increase in the noise and
the air pollution in our neighborhood so that other
people can get downtown faster by one or two minutes.
We think that will increase sprawl, it will hurt
neigkborhoods, it will require tax increazses, and it
will shift money away from some of these other

multimedal transportation opportunities that are out

there.

T am Lhe state representative in this
area. Lf you want to talk with one of them, I'm ;
here, you can talk to me about it. This is a gas tax
proposal, a gas tax increase in rhe making. It'll be
a tremendous fight in the legiglature. I don't think
we need the acdditional lanes. There are other ways
of solving our transportation needs. I think we reed
to be smarter than the people were in the '50s and

the '60s, and I think togsther we can do that.

MR. YUNKER: Thank ycu for your comment.
Next person registered to speak is Sally Miles Heuer.

And folleowing Sally is Bill Moore.

SALLY MILES HEUER: Thank you. Thanks for
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having the opportunity to come here and show us all
your plans. I appreciate the work.

I live in New Berlin, work in Wauwatosa.
and I'm very much opposed to adding new lanes. With
all dus respect, I think it's really stupid. With

all this work everycne here at SEWRPC has gone to, I

don‘t see any creative thinking. I don't see any
thinking outside the box, like the Macintosh
commercials say. The projections about oh, this is
how it's going to be 1a 2030, I'm sorry, but you i
can't sell me that because with things like flexible
hours with work time, our technology now, there's
opportunities for telezommuting, video conferencing,
Internet, all kinds of work-Efrom-home opportunitiss.
There could be less commuting, especially in the rush
hour.

We need mors options than automobiles. We
have to have incentives for car pocling, incentivsg
for taking buses. We need better park-and-ride lots,
we need more freeway express buses. Likz Rosemary
said, we have exilsting rail, we've got h=avy rail
we've got Amtrak. The METRA that now goss from
Chicago to Kenosha needs to come up to Milwaukse.

These are all options that don’'t cost anywhere near

$6.25 billion. I don't know abkout you guys, but T

30
have a lot of trouble figuring out what a billion
dollars is, let alone 36 billion.

Alternatives to widening the freeway, like
I said, flex hours, telecommuting, express buses
using existing rail, car pooling incentives. And the
employer incentives, too. I own a small business and
the large businesses will pay parking, "we'll give
you free downtown parking." How about we'll pay for
your bus, takz an express bus, and we'll pay for that
but we won't pay for parking.

8¢ I'm just going to wrap up here. Other
people have said it. Gasoline, it's a nonrenewable
regource. We shouldn':t be encouraging people to
drive more. We should be giving them options. We

can't plant gasoline like you can plant wheat and

soybeans and corn. We're going to run out. We've
got to have options.

Like somecone else sald, many, many people
don't want to drive, and I'm one of them. I'd rather
get on my bicycle, hop on a txain, car pool with
somebody. Evsry time I drive, I gee a bunch of
maniacs out there. They never use their turn
signals, they cut in front of you. I'm going i

10 miles over the spesed limit, that's too slow.

They're falling asleep. They're drunk. It's
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dangerous. We've got —o have more alternatives. Not
to mention our population is aging, and between the
young people and older people, we'd like alternatives
to driving. It's dangerous, 1t pollutes, it's a bad
use of land and the cost is insane. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your commen:.
Next person ragistered to speak is the Bill Moore
And following Bill is AL Krahn.

BILL MOORE: Thank you. I'm Bill Moore
from New Berlin. Whitney Gould's article was
mentioned earlier, and it's really hard :to improve
upon that article, but I'll add just a note to it.

We've heard the phrase "build it and they
will come." I'll also change that a litctle bit and
say that "build it and they will drive.® We should

compare ourselves to other couniries tha

put their
money into mass transit and have maintained clear air
and water. And where pesople are used to taking mass
transit, their central cities are vital and people
tend to congrsgate around stations. This saves
farmland, creates central cities, about which the
natives are proud and want to save for historical
purposes. Creating a stable rathexr than a mobile
society.

The omission of mass transit as part of

32
this plan I feel is inappropriate and needs to be
remedied. A concern I have, as you said, that
emissions will decrease over time, but I believe the
projected emissions will not decrease if the present
rate of purchase and use of minivans, trucks and SUVs
continues, and if Congress continues to raise -- to
refuse to ralse cafe standards so that emissions will
decrease.

This is suchk a wonderful opportunity te

truly plan for the hest transportation system, one
that cares for the environment and the needs of all
segments of the public, and that is to use mass
transit. We should put the money saved from adding
lanes into subways and so on, and vou'll be -- then ‘
you'll be truly following your own charge of curbing ‘
urban sprawl. Whitney Gould said, "we've been down !
the bigger freeway road before. ALl this will mean i
is we'll be there again later.”

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment
Next person reglstered to gpeak is Al Krahn. Aand
following is John Linn. If anybody else that
hasn't -- excuse me. If there's anybody else who
hasn't registered to speak, just hold your hand up
and we'll get you « form to register. BAnd if you

filled it out but you haven't handed it in yet, just
|

|
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hold it up and a member of our staff will pick it up.
Okay .

AL KRAHN: I live in the Story Hill
ncighborhood also, and so I'll just second the
remarks of Michael Murphy and Peter Bock. I think
they expressed what most of the people in the
neighborhood feel.

Also, I den't think you should put a plan
on the boards that doesn't include a return to light
rail. Perhaps the planning group is not old enough
to remember that we once had light rail in the City
of Milwaukee. In fact, in the region. I used to
ride on it. Maybe you're all tco young to remember
that. It went out as far as Pewaukee Lake on the
northwest and East Troy on the southwest, and it also
went to Illinois. And it was very handy and it was
very inexpensive. I think you should put that into
the plan anytime you start again or revise it.

Also, I hope you don't make some of the
mistakzes in revising the Marquette Interchange that
we have to deal with now. For example, the people
who come from the north on I-43 and want to go west
on 894 have to go over a hill. They can't gee over
the hill, so they slow down, back up the traffic.

Also, they are forced to merge with lanes coming from
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the east. It's very strange to me that the people
coming from the east get two lanes, and that's the
minoricy of the traffic there, vet people coming from

the north get no lane really. = don't know who the

drunk was whose designed that system. But I think
you could revise it tomorrow and it would make me
happy. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment.

Next person reglstered to speak is John Linn. And
then following John Linn is James Kerler.

JOHN LINN: Thank you for the opportunity
to speak. I'll be brief, but blunt. I live in the |
Story Hill neighborhood. Most of the comments that
I've heard so far are comments Lhal I would've made
myself if I would've spoken previously.

I remember being in a meeting here
approximately seven-and-a-half, eight years ago, and
there was discussion with the DOT and H&TE about
reconstruction of 94 to accommodate exiting from
County Stadium and petential for a new ballpark
there. 2and at no time then was there any discussion
of deuble deckering the highway. And now suddenly
that has to be done no matter what you're going to
do. I think somebody is suddenly more concerned ’

about safety now than maybe you were eight years ago.
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And I don't know if that's true or not, but that's
the way it sezms.

I live on Story Parkway, directly
overlooking 94 and the ballpark. And I feel that a
lot of time and effort and money is going to be spent
to increase travel times for pecple that do not want
to live near the city or do not want to live near the
transportation areas to get them from Waukesha County

and the like quicker downtown. We chose to live

where we did because of access and because of ease to
get zo our area of work, which is downtown. If I
wanted to live out in the Waukesha County, maybe I
should've looxad for a job out there. That's all T
have to say.

ME. YUNKER: Thank you for your commen:.
Next person registered to speak is James Kerler. And
then following James Kerler is Cheryl Ann Lisowski

JAMES KERLER: Thank you for the

opportunity to speak. I'm from Wauwatosa. And I

think six-and-a-quarter billion is a lot of money to
be spent in our corner of the state. The rest of the
state government is trying to engage itself in some
real serious belt-tightening, something —hat we're
told is absonlutely unavoidable. But the DOT, and now

I think with the help of SEWRPC, just keeps driving

on and on and on. I think we should be stingy with
our transportaticn investment, and I think we should
be ccming here to talk about comprehensive public

Lransportationr plans, not just things like more

freeway lanes.

Why aren't we talking about a bus plan, a
commuter rail plan, a bike plan, a multimodal, a
comprehensive transportation plan? For decades, our
transportation policy has been driven by the oil
companies, the auto companies and the road builders.
This plan is more of tke same. Subsidizing auto
traffic to the virtual exclusion of all other forms
of transportation.

SEWRPC is asking to build more city

freeway lanes at the same time they're planning to

build more divided four-lane rural roads like Highway
164. This belt-loosening at both ends will encourage
more people te move farther out, paving and building
on more farmland and forest. I call that sprawl. We
will lose our countryside and much of what has made
Wisconsin special. In exchange, it's been shown that
we will get induced traffic, more congestion, more
pollution and more kids with asthma. And oh, yes
we're going tc degrade some urban neighborhoods too.

Meanwhile, thcugh, the Ozaukee and Waukesha County
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developers will prosper.

You say all the variables have been taken
into account, they've all been studied. wWell, then
where are the ranges of possible outcomes? I mean,
they are variable, aren't they? Telecommuting
grow:h, mass transit. What mass transit will there
be, what are the assumptions? And what are the range
of assumptions that should be studied?

I'm not against spending money to improve
our freeway system. But let's spend more of our
money to build a balanced transportation system, in
concert with smart growth, to benefitting 21st
century Wisconsin. One that energizes the urban
arcas and protects our rural areas, while reducing
sprawl, reducing congestion and pollution. I don't
believe this plan does that. Thank you.
MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment.
Next person registered to speak is Cheryl Ann
Lisowski. And following her is Ellen Peilagrin.
CHERYL ANN LISOWSKI: It seems to me like
the reconstruction of the highway system is a small
pilece -- it's a big job, and good luck. But it could
be a small piece in a larger vision for Southeastcrn
Wisconsin, for the City of Milwaukee and for

Milwaukee County. I would be happy to see if there
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would be a little bit more creative thinking
involved. This is one piece in a larger gestalt, and
for there to be -- for this to be taken as such,
there might be other groups that need to be consulted
with to come up with a plan of what do people want
And how could

for the City of Milwaukee.

recorstruction of the highway or new mass trangit

options, other alternatives to driving, how could
that supplement a vision of what we would like
Milwaukee County and surrounding counties to be.
That's my point.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment.
Eller Pellagrin. And following Ellen is Sandy Rusch
Walton.

ELLEN PELLAGRIN: Thenk you for this
opportunity. I want to reiterate what Peter Bock
said about our population decline and what the ACLU
said about people in tre collar areas benefitting at
the expense of the people in the city.

This is the way I see it. I live in the
city. I have a smaller lot, I have higher taxes, I
have higher insurance rates and more freeway noise.
But I should give up more land and accept for fresway

noise so that you can live in the suburbs, have

larger lots, lower taxeg, lower insurance rates and
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more peace and guiet.
with that picture.

Tell me why I want a stacked highway
outside my house so that someone can get downtowrn
four minutes -- in four minutes less time. This
sounds to me, noew I'm at retirement age cbvicusly, as
a direct invitation to move cut of the city.

There's one little postscript I want to
ask about. Brookfield seems to have been able to
postpone a freeway =xit at Calhoun Road, and there's
no exit between Moorland and Highway 18. 2And any of
us who've driven west on Bluemound Road know that
this is a tremendously congested area. Sc we would
like to see Brookfield make that contribution to the
reduction in traffic congestion. ZAmen.
MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment.
Sandy Rusch Walton. And we only have, after Sandy,
one more person registered to speak, Rosemary Wehnes.
Again, 1if you wish to speak, raise your haund, we'll
get you a vegistration form. And when you filled it
out, ralse your hand with the form again, we'll pick
it up.

SANDY RUSCH WALTON: Thank you.
Rusch Walton, I'm the president of the Story Hill

Neighborhood Association. And you'wve been hearing

To me, there's something wrong
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I'm Sandy

about a lot about our neighborhood tonight. I also
want to thank SEWRPC for adding this special meeting
to theilr agenda. Alsc want to thank our elected
officials, Alderman Mike Murphy and State Rep Peter
Bock for the strong and creative leadership on this
issue. Also our County Supervisor Linda Bruin, State
Senator Brian Burke, who also agree with our posicion
an this, as well as Mayor John Norguist.

Back in the mid '90s, a similar plan to
double deck I-94 near our neighborhood was proposed,
and it died. When we heard this plan was being
raised again in late 2001, our neighborhood
association went on record with SEWRPC as strongly
opposing that and asking them to pretty much go back
to the drawing board and to lock at all kinds of
alternatives to freeway expansion, whether it be more
buses, a better bus system, trolley, light rail.

Just basically take into effect all of the different
modes of transportation that we could be using to
eliminate, or at least cut down, con perceived
congestion. And we found out about this -- the plan.
I did go to the meeting at Peter Bock referenced in
March, and I also agree with Peter that there were

people who were opposed to the double deck option and

the lane expansion, but they said yes, let's push
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this forward so we can have meetings like this
tonight, where we get some public input and find ouc
what the people want. So to say this is a plan that
is being approved is not right. It was being talked
abou:z so that we could push it forward cgo have the
kind of meetings we're having tonight.

1 agree with everything that's been gaid
soc far. Double decking between Mitchell Boulevard
and Hawley is a bad idea. It adds all xinds of
pollution to our neighborhood, whether it be air
pollution, noise pollution, light pollucion. The
dust would be unimaginable. A few years ago, we had
I-94 repaved, both first westbound and then
eastbound, and we lived through that. It was rough,
but we lived through it. But to have elevated
freeways where all of that now is a little bit
higher, and because we do live on a hill, that's
going to be right across from our properties. My
neighbors on Story Parkway are worried, and s¢ am I.
And then to find cut that the plan, even if we don't
expand to eight lanes, they're going to do it anyway?
That's unacceptable. I agree with Peter, there are
other options to make our freeways more safe. Let's
work on those together. But double decxing,

absolutely not.
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In conclusion, I want to thank my fellow
Story Hill neighbors for coming out tonight, and for
many of you for coming out to express your opinions.
I think we nced to let all of our legislators know,

whether you live in Story Hill or you live throughkout

the area, let your local elected officials know, your
state rep, your state genator, how you feel on this
issue. As Peter said, this is ultimately going to go
to the State, and that's where it'll be taken up
there.

Peter made also another good point. Wrere
is the money going to come from for this. We're
embarking on a hugh mission of rebuilding the
Marquette Interchange. It has to be done. I thirk
if you’ve driven through the Marquette Irterchange
it's a mess. That's going to take a lot of dollars.
To do this plan, at $6 billion, and that's what with
a B, where's the money going to come from. We have
to ask those tough guestions. And don't be afraid to
do thkat, to ask that tough guestion.

T thank everybody for coming tonighc. T
thank you for the opportunity.

MR. YUNKER: Thank ycu for your comment.
The last person registered to speak is Rosemary

Wehnes .
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ROSEMARY WEHNES: I'm speaking tonight as
a resident of the City of Wauwatosa, which is one of
the inner ring suburbs, and will be affected in
similar ways to the City of Milwaukes. But first of
all, T would _ike to thank SEWRZC for holding open
forum sessions. Too cften I've attended hearings
led -- hearings that have been run by the Wisconsin
Department of Transportation, and they have not
provided an open forum format. And I think that it's
useful and it's a helpful opportunity for the
cirizens to be able to address the issues and to hear
what other citizens have to say.

I have been a resident of Milwaukes County
for 30 years. I have resided with my family in
Wauwatosa for nearly 20 of those years. TI'm against
the plan to widen the highways in southeast
Wisconsin. And I also believe we need to scrutinize
the high cost of reconstructing the freeways with the
design and safety improvements. Dorhaps there are
ways te reduce this cost by, for instance, lowering
the speed limit.

In Wauwatosa, we enjoy an excellent
quality of life. We have a great school system,
scenic parkways and trails, and convenient access to

local businesses. Great strides have been made to

44
improve our community. Examples include traffic
calming and pedestrian improvements implemented on

North Avenue, revitalization of the business

|
district, improvements planned for State Street
plans tor an enlarged Hart Park, and a state forest
education center on the County grounds.

Wauwatosa is an excellent example of the

i
type of community that's smart growth initiatives are ;
promoting. Wauwatosa offers access to jobs, schools
parks and businesses within walking or bicyecling
distance. If everyone lived in walkable communities
like Milwaukee and like many of the inner ring
suburbs, we would not be having thisg discussion.

The rise of sprawling malls and
decentralized housing can be linked to the huge
investment we have made in expanding the highways
and explains the increased miles Americans have
traveled in the last 50 years. Building more and
wider roads does not cut the amount of time wc spend
trapped in a car. And we must recognize that more
sprawl and smog-producing highways cannot fix the
problem.

Wrapping around and through Wauwatosa, the
preliminary recommendation 1is to incrcase the number

of lanes of I-94 and Highway 45 from six lanes to
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eight lanes of traffic. This plan would encourage
increased traffic along the corridor that passes
between Wauwatosa West High School, Eisenhower
Elementary School and Whitman Middle School, exposing
our children ro more air pollution and more noise
pollution. And there are countless other schools in
the City of Milwaukee that are right in the corridor
along the freeway. Why are we thinking that this
would be a good plan when we’'re exposing these
children to things like benzene, which are known
carcinogens. With what we know about the polluticn
along the corridors of the freeways, we should be
looking at ways, trying to figure out ways to reduce
the traffic on our treeways, not looking at methods
that will increase the tratfic.

The Southeast Wisconsin Regicnal Planning
Commission should replace their freeway-cnly study
with one that includes other options, including
comnuter rail. A priority should be placed on
protecting the air we breathe, preventing more
sprawl, and providing us with options to rravel on
congested highways. Thris highway expansion plan
threatens our Wauwatosa residents' ability to breathe

clean air, and the health of 634,000 children and

seniors in sontheast Wisconsin who are at risk from

cancer and asthma-causing air pollution. This plan
will degrade cur quality of life with additional
traffic noise and may result in the removal of
property from the local tax base.

I ask for a comprehensive, multimodal plan
that emphasizes enbanced use of buses, car poolsg,
trains and bicycles. Commuter rail is the backbone
for any good transit system. And if Milwaukee County
wants to continue to be competitive as an attraction
for conventions and tourism, then we nesd to offer
this amenity. And it's not just other large cities
that are offering rail. Look at St. Louzs. St.
Louis has light rail now. There are other
comparable-size cities to Milwaukee who are offering
transit alternatives that include rail.

Let's not go down the road of no return
that leads to more sprawl and disinvestment from our
comiunities in Milwaukee County. Let's forge ahead
with an enlightened comprehensive plan for
transportation for southeast Wisconsin for the future
of a healthy Wauwatosa and a healthy Milwaukee
County. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comment
That concludes the public hearing.

I want to thank

everybody who came tonight and everybody who made a
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comment . If you didn't make a comment tonight and
you change your mind later that you do, again, you
can provide it in writing. We also have two more
informational meetings and hearings that are
scheduled. They're listed on the first page of
Newsletter 5. I will be sure at those future
informational meetings to note that the preliminary
plan is, indeed, preliminary, and that it's a
recommendation by the advisory committaoc; that onc
member of the advisory committee, Mayor Norquist,
voted against all freeway widening, and three members
of the advisory committee noted concerns with respsct
to the widening of I-34 between Marquette and Zoo
Interchange, even though they recommended that that
be included in the preliminary plan. So I'll make
sure I note that. I know a number of speakers
mentioned that. TI'11 try and make sure that I make
that as part of the presentation that is listed in
the newsletter. Thank you again for coming tonight

and thank you for providing comments.
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TRANSCRIPT AND ATTENDANCE RECORD
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING,
MANITOBA ELEMENTARY SCHOOL, CITY OF MILWAUKEE, JUNE 5, 2002

o

; -
77777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777 ‘ 3
1 TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS
SOUTHEASTERN WISCCNSIN 2 MR. YUNKER: T think we have about -- is
3 it 12 people that are registered to speak. Wa're
REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM 4 geing to ask that you keep your initial -omments
5 perhaps to abeout f[ive minutes and we'll notify yeu
RECONSTRUCTION STUDY s when you've exceeded that five minutes, and we want
7 everyone to have an oppcrtunity to =xpress
PUBLIC HEARING K themselves at this meeting. and if you don't have
9 enough time to express your comments in those five
10 minutes, we'll call you up again after cverybody
———————————————————————————————————————————————————————— 11 has keen given ar opportunity to speak.
12 When you provide your comments, we're i
Public hearirg of the Southeastern 13 goirg to ask that you come up to the fronf of the
Wisconsin Ragional Freeaway System Reconstruetion Srudy, 14 room to thig microphone and use the microphone so
kefore MADONNA L. XANK, a Registered Professicnal 15 that the court reportar and everybody else in the
Reporter and Notary Public in and for the State of ) 15 room can hear your comments. I'd like to point out
Wiscongin, at Manitoba Elementary School, 4040 West 17 that you can alsc provide comments in writing, and
Forest Ilome Avenue, Milwatkee, Wisconsin, on the Sth day | 18 or our newsletters you'll find cur e-mail address,
of June, 2002, commencing at £:20 p.m. and concluding at 19 our fax address, and our mailing address. And with
8:25 p.m. 20 that, Bob, make sure that microphone's turned on.
21 ard the first person registered to speak is Jack
z2 Szymborski.
23 JACX SZYMBORSKI:  Good evening. My name
24 is Jack Szymbors T live at 2828 West Lincoln
25 Averma. I'm a member of the board of the Scutn
ERCWN & CONES REPORTING, INC. BROWK & JONES REPORTING, INT.
T T
2 4
BEP?PPERRANCES ! 1 S:de Organizing Commintes just for identificaticn.
z I must conf I'm not familiar with concr
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION, by
‘R. KENNETH R. YUNKER, P.E. and El slabs 01, and all the dispiays in the room are
ME. ROBERT E. BEGLINGER
W23% W1e12 Rockwcod Drive, 4 gquire complete and exten re for anybody like me to
£.0. Box 1607,
Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607 G \ digest. 8o I have two points to make not to get
*ow ok ko 5 toco far away from the issue at hand. I would offer
INDEKX 7 that if you take down cone institution building,
Statement By: Page 8 perhaps at this point in time it should be th=
<z Szymborski 3 9 cunty courthcuse with all the County supervisors;
Eilcen Lipin
LeRoy Switli 10 but more importarntly, wy guestion of you this
William Kienz
Seter Slaby 11 evening is what Zorm of revenue will ba used to pay
Harvey Shebesta <7
Michael Reba . ......... ... ..ot 20 12 for this construction Thark you.
Karen Bowen . 22
Jim Carperter ... B 24 MR. YUNKER: Okay. Thank you for vour
Laurel Stringfellow P
Tim Maher .......... 29 14 comment . The next person registerad to speak is
xepresentative Tim Carpenter 1]
zve Czeslewicz 35 15 Eilsen Lipinsxi.
Chris Zapf ... ...t 40
Mayor Johr Norguist 2 16 (Discussion off the record.)
Susan Mu 35
Carol Seaver 50 17 EILEEN LIPINSKI: I hope everyone can
Jus e Fellin £2
Marty wall ... 55 18 hear me. My name is Eileen Lipinski. I live at
John Helmenstine 59
Jane Hannemann 70 19 3174 Sou Street, and I'm here as a City of
William Kienzle .......................... ... ..., e :
| 20 Milwaukee resident, and my comments are as follows: ;
| 21 I understand the need to maintain the freeway or
‘ 22 rebuild it if necessary. But increasing the namber
23 eeway la will only increase the amount of
24 traffic. Stucdy after study shows this. Continuing
25 to pour enormousg amounts cf money into roads only
BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC. BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.
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continues to make it easy for people to use their
cars. Where is the advocacy and public =ducation
for the reduction of automobile usage and an
increage in the use of and benefits of use of
public transit? Automobiles are the highest
contributors to fosgil fuel emissions, a
zignificant factor in greenhouse gases, global

warming, et cetera.

If this plan goes forward proposad T
suggest a pollution tax for residents who selfishly
ingist on using their vehicles, and I would doublie
that for drivers of SUVs and worsening the air
guality of all. SEWRPT has a transit elsment

included in this proposal. It should be brought to

the forefront of the discussion. In fact, it

should ke the main focus and the recipient of the
bulk of dollars spent. The goal should be to get
more cars off the roads, not on. Do what is best
for all of us, not just residents of cutlying
sprawling suburbs. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you. A&nd again, if
you nave not registered to spezk, just raise your
hand and someone will get you a forim so you get
registered to speak. And when you've completed

that Zorm, again just hold it up and we'll pick it

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

up. The next person registered tc speak is LeRoy
Switlick.

LeRQY SWITLICK: Good evening, everyone.
I'd just like to appear here beZore you tonight as
a resident of the City of Milwaukee to tell you we
do not need any more freeway lanes. What we need
are options for people to get around in the City.
The situation is at this time that the bus syster
is in very bad shape. It should be a heck of a lot
better. And the reason why we can't afford any
more lanes for freeways 1s because we can't afford
to keep losing lands, and we can't afford to keep
losing the nsighborhoods which are being torn
asunder by freeways which totally ruin
neighborhoods.

In this neighborhood we have a very gocd
reason for being a little concerned, because at cone
time a freeway was scheduled to be built through
Jackson Park and tear that apart. We don't need
much more of that. What we need are more options
We nead to find ways to get people out of their
cars, not give them reasons to get more cars and
get into thelr cars. If you build more lanes to a
freeway, the people will come. More people will

use those freseways. 7You will have congesticn once
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again.

The things that cause congestion now are
basically accidents, slow-downs. I mean that is
not going to be changed nc matter if you build 12
lanes on the freeway. People are still going to
sLop and look ab & wajor event happening along Lle
road People are still going to make silly
decisions, and those decisions -- you know, when
there's a major accident or a major problem with a
freeway, you're still going to have to close the
freeway. I don't care how many lanes you have
there. It just is not going to be a good thing for
many people.

Economic development is not encouraged in
the City of Milwaukee. The wajor economic
development along the major freesways takes place in
the outer counties. It's not a good deal for
Milwaukee County just to keep building wore and
more freeways. In contrast, we have a bus system
that's in total disarray. Last year's budget for
Milwzukee County, people were threatening to cut
the vast majority of the Freeway Flyer services.
That's basically all the mass transit that this
community has. They relented, but we still lost

the route too in this neighborhood which should
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have been sxpanded instead of taken out. That's
what we have to start doing, adding buses, waking
services more convenient for people.

The SEWRPC studies that have been done
since the 1960s have advocated great increases of
mass transit for the entire region; however, the
problem is the highway segment of the study gets
done, they get funded, they get built. The mass
transit secticns, however, don's get built. The 7¢
percent increase Mr. Yunker talzs about is fine if
it would be done, but it's not going to be done.
Milwaukee County, the lead people in this area are
in pad shape financially right now. They can't
afford ro increase mass transit. We need a lot
more transit. We need commuter rail. We even need
light rail. Every other city in this community --
this country rather, is going toward light rail and
major increaseg in commuter rail and other such
options.

I look to the west to Madison, they have
a congestion problem. I don't see them wanting to
build another freeway or two. Their soluticn to
the congestion is to put 50 million dollars plus
into cxpress bus scrvices that they'd be running

all day. They're going to put a commuter rail lins

BRCOWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

BRCWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.




10

11

12

14

15

16

17

18

20

21

22

w

10

11

12

from the east end of Madison to the west end of
Madison. That's what we have to be locking at,
ladies and gentlemen, not more freeways. That is
the idea that has to be brought ocut. We still are
under EPA guldelines that sgay that we have to clean
our air, and this is just counterproductive. No

matter how little, it does change things. I mean

the effect is that every little bit helps, and whken
you're dealing with air and air guality that little

alr quality is going te be a major increase to

people,

We can't afford more freewavs, I'1ll say
it again. And I hope that we would look to the
cther communities in the nation. Fven such cities
like Los Angeles is bullding subways and improvirg
their transit systems. They have come to the
realization that they can't get everybody home, to
their boats or wherever they're going, you know, by
building more and more freeway lanes and more and
more freeways. Aand I think we should take a cue
from the Los Angeles people and look at the options
before we get to that peint of having 8, 10, and
12-lane freeways. It's time to put the mass

trangit and other optione first in this study and

see what we can do besides adding meore and more

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

cars in the Milwaukee metropolitan area. Thank
you.

MR. YOUNKER: Thank you for your comments.
The next person registered to gpeak ig William
Kienzle.

WILLIAM KIENZLE:

William Kienzle, 7306

Devonghire Avernue, Greendale, Wiscongin.

MR. YUNKER: William, try and talk into
that --

WILLIAM KIENZLE: Yeah, I am opposed to
light rail. 1It's a bocndeggle that goes from one

place to nowhere. If we want to talk about mass

transit, let's talk abcut commuter rail. We have a
great commuter rail system laying therve waiting to
be used. The Northwestern line going through
Cudahy, South Milwaukee and into Oak Creek does a
fine job, could do a fine job, I should say. The
freigat line that rung along the east gide of the
airport could become a commuter rail. We have the
rail line that runs west just south of Greenfield
Avenus way out into Brookfield and beyond, could
becoms a commuter rail.

We have rail lines that go

out through Elm Crove and bisect out there several

different ways. Now that's what we call rail if

vyou want te get into rail, not light rail. I can ‘
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carry that further around the County, but I think
vou get the idea. The Northwestern coming down
along Port Road doss a fine job, or could do a fine
job if it was commuter rail, but I don‘t want to
spend too much time on that. I think that is a
problem in itself that needs ro be addressed but
it's not light rail

Then I'd like to speak about the
re-building of the express lanes. This is more
than I can comprehend, what I've seen here this
evening. [ am happy with it. My feeling is very
strongly that there was a great nearsightedness 40
years ago. That's why there are apartment
buildings on 44th Street down as far as Mitchell
even though the land was cleared 40 years ago. I
don't know why we're tearing dcwn the expressway
that goes over to the East Side. It started today
I understand. It's very confusing to me why we'ze
tearing that down. It should have been completed.
I live in Greendale, one of thoge

communities that's a suburb where things are not so
light by some people here, but that community was
there 60 years ago. And when I want to come into
1 either

the City of Milwaukee I have two choices.

go over the valley bridge on 94, or I take 894
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around and come in down 94 from the west going
east. We were underbuilt. There was a beltline
that was tc go arcund this County approximately
Highway 100 and thereabouts. It was never built
And now we're worrying about congestion. It isn't
hard te figure out why we're worrying about
congestion. 1 say build the lanes, build all the
lanes and do it right. And I'm very disappointed
that I don't see con this something for the future
like 164, the new beltline that should go around
this City because that would take a lot of stress
off the City. Trucks could be gquided around
Milwaukee County and half of these other counties,
Racine and Waukesha County, so they wouldn't be
coming through and congesting cur expressways.

I think we have to expand the
expressways. 1 think as a taxpayer and as a person
who can't digest all of this, I see 5 billion and a
quarter to be very needed. Tt's got to he done. T
may not be here to see it completed, but I think it
should be done.
You know, we look at this, and we keep

saying people got to ride the busg, but how can
people ride the bus when Allis Chalmers isn't there

anymore? 5,000 people worked at Allis Chalmers,
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and they could ride street cars to Allis Chalmers
but they don't work there anymore. Harley-Davidson
built a nice new museun I undexstand where the
expressway is being torn down. They've got three
plants. 40 years ago they had one plant, and that
plant was on roughly 237th and Vliet.

MR. YUNKER: Mr. Kienzle, you're over

five minutes, if you want to wrap up or we'll call
you back later to finish up.

WILLIAM KIENZLE: No, okay. I'11l come
kack later, but I think vou've got the gist of what
I'm saying.

MR. YUNKER: We'll give you the
opportunity to come back later after everybody has
been given the opportunity to speak first. The
next person registered to speak is Peter Slaby. i

PETER SLABY: Slaby.

MR. YUNKER: Slaby, sorry.

PETER SLABY: Okay. I'm Peter I.

Slaby. I live at 805 North 28th Street. I live
and work for the cluster of houses, that's my
business, in the Concordia neighborhood. And as a
kid growing up back in the late '30g, '40s and 'G0g

T hac perhaps the luxury of taking the North Shove

Tralr down to Chicago or riding the local buses or
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the good old interurban that was all over the metro
area. Lot of fun as a kid. I think, though, let's
fast forward -- I might add I also grew up in a
pedestrian community. We probably had it all in my
little -- in the near west side of Milwaukee.
Currently here we get now into the 21st century, we
are alsoc in the Concordia neighborhood still trying
to re-create the pedestrian community. I think
“hat concept has to be part of the total approach
~c our metropeolitan area thinking in terms do we
nave a livable community, a livable area, that
we're not inuandated with concrete -- I have a
litrle bit of a problem -- but however, we still
need to get arcund in vehicles. I don't deny that.

So with that, I think the mental state or
the model of thipnking in terms of pedestrians ought
to be part of this -- of the planning process,
<eesping that in mind and not just cater to the
whims of thoss who love to skid about in their
large vehicles or have to have -- must live out in
the suburbs because there's a lot more room out
there. In the meantime, we cannot afford the

wasteful extravaganza of pouring more and more

concrete and think in terms of our environment.

Now, I am in favor, though, of -- you
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talked about safety issues, absolutely valid, going
from left to right or right to left and having
those exciting times when either entering or trying
to leave a frseway segment. Whatever can be done
I think that is a prime concern, the safety -- scme
of those safety issues.

I do support, though, on the Hoan Bridge
a bicvcle and walking path. I xnow there's a cost
there and it'1]l take away a lane over the Hoan
Bridge, but tslk about a destination point to help
Milwaukee, the economics, to draw people to
Milwaukee. A walk over the bridge is a marvelcus
view, something like walking over the Golden Gate
Bridge, or how about the Brooklyn Bridgs. Hey,
that's neat stuff. We should have that in
Milwaukee as well. Take off one lane out of that
Hoan Bridge, and especially promote the use of
alternate, whether or not it's the bicycle use, a
walking or connecting points, buses of various
sorts, various sizes. As far as ths commuter rail
or -- I don't know. I'm not so much on light rail.
I don't know. I'm not too convinced entirely, but
there has to be the options, and wide options for
other penple because, keep in mind, folks, we have

a lot of growing gray hairs. The demographics are

15

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

saying there's going to be a lot more eldexly in
thie U.S. of A. How does an older person get
around? Now look, I'm -- okay. So at this stage I
got maybe 30 more vears before I check out, but I'm
starting to think about it's harder perhaps to get
around. I'd like to have mere opticns if the body
decays to a point where automobile use is not as
valid anymore. If the eyes go or hearing or one
loses their driver's license, how does one get
around? Keep that in mind for the elderly.

Let's see. Lastly, I heard on the public
radio this wmorning the discussion of freeways and
construction, that there's a -- the Federal Highway
Bill allows 80 percent federal funding, 20 percent
state formula, and that's been arcund -- that's
probably forever, but that other modes of
transvortation only get 50 percent, half, you kncw,
50 percent fed, and perhaps local and state is the
othar half. 1Isn't that a little bit biased towards
highway construction, and maybe there's -- I think
to be aware of expansion of lanes. These are
thoughts. I'll put it out.

Aside from that, I vote for
reconstruction all the way instead of trying to

patch the holes. I go for it, but can somebody

16
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please increase the recipe of the concrete and the
steel so instead of 30 or 40 years, the concrete
and steel could last maybe 50 to €0 years, huh? A
litrle more cement in there -- a little more
whatever it takes to make the stuff last longer
would be very helpful
MR. YUNKER:

Okay. Thank you for your

time. The next person registerad to speak is
Harvey Shebeata.

HARVEY SHEBESTA: My name 1s Harvey
Shebesta, and I'm a former district directeor for
the Wisconsin Department of Transportation in
Southeast Wisconsin. I retired about 12 years ago
to give you an idea how o0ld I am. I'm interested
in this projeect, and I want to tell you folks a
lirttle bit abcut Southeastern Wisconsin Rzgional
Planning Commission and my experience with them.
I've been familiar with them since the inception in
the early 1960s. and I will tell vou that my
experience with them is that their traffic
projections and their forecasts have been extremely
accurate and have been extremely helpful in
planning the highway system here in Southesast

Wisconsin.

When I was still there I noticed, as ycu
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well noticed, there are peak periods in the morning
and in the afterncon, and they are like this with a
valley in between. Between 9:00 and 3:00 the
traffic binds go down. Well, in the time I was
there those traffic binds in between those peaks
were going up and up and up. And so what Ken
Yunker is telling you is that the congestion you
experience now during the peak periods in the
morning and the afternccn are going to continue for
the rest of the day over much of the system.

Trucking cowpanies and businesses rely on
what they refer to as just-in-time delivery. Many
businesses, many manufacturing plants have wiped
out their warehousing operation and depsnd on
trucks to deliver parts and eqguipment and what have
you just on time so that the stuff is taken off the
trucks and put into the production line to save
money .

There's besen some people saying we're
going to spend all this money to save five minutes
or ten winutes. That's a lot of -- their objection
to that is a lot of foolishness. In fact, it's
that kind of objection that killed the completion
of our originally-planned freeway system here in

Southeast Wisconsin. But theose minutes for
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individuals add up to a lot of minutes when vou
consider that people are being pzid for many of
those minutes; and as the congestion builds, the
minutes they spend in congestion are not
productive.

You've noticed I'm sure, as I have, that
there are many, many more trucks on the highway
than there are now -- than there were in the past,
and those are adding to the congestion. Sc that as
those numbere increase, congestion experienced by
individual drivers like you and me is going to
increase.

I would hope that you would support the
complete widening of the freeway system including
that piece between the Marguette interchange and
the zoo. Because, 1n my opinion, if you don't the
resulting congastion on that segment of the freeway
system will only encourage businesses to locate
cutside of Milwaukse County. If you want to build
the economic base of Milwaukee County, encourage
the construction of this freeway system.
Experiences in other cities have demonstrated that
where the access to that City by freeway has been
T would encourage

improved, development increases.

you -~ I would encourage you to support this.

19
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Yes, there are elements in the plan for
improved mass transit, and you can improve -- you
can increase the ridership on the mass transit
system by 100 opercent, even increase it by 200
percent, and you're still gcoing to require the
improvement of the freeway system. Because even if
you increase it by those amounts, the number of
pecople or the number of trips that are made on the
transit system is still going to be a minuscule
part of the ovarall trips in Milwaukee County, and
that's my commant.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you. The next person
registered to speak is Michael Reba, and following
Michael Reba will be Karen Bowen.

MICHAEL REBA: My name i1s Mike Reba, and
I live at 4169 Scuth 5th Street. I live on the
Plainfield curve of the freeway right now, and I
guess I want to pose a question te you. In regards
to building tha freeway either according to modarn
design standards or with additional lanes, I just
want to know what consideration is made to noise
levels for the surrounding houses that will border
the freeway. 'Cause right now I live on the

Plainfield curve, and those who are familiar with

the curve knows the curve is actually level with

20
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the existing homes right around the curve, and my

home is one of them. And traffic that flows west
is banked up and their noise level hits us too.

My neighbors and I just fought for two
years to have a sound wall put in, and we finally
got through all the hurdles. And we're on the list
now cnly to find that the Wisconsin budget is 1.1
billion dollars short, and there might not be any
money for retrofit sound walls.

Sa I want to know, first of all, if you
pecple have taken into consideration noise levels
for surrounding homes because the noise levels have
greatly diminzshed our guality of life. We can't
enjoy our backyards in the summertime. Our windows
rattle from the vikration of trucks. There's --
I'm trying to think. We can't enjoy -- we can't
evern leave our windows open in the summertime
actually without having a fan on to drown out the

noise. So have you taken into consideration noise

ievels? Do you have plans for building sound

walls, and would you re-design the freeway so that
the houses that surround it are either above or
relow the freeway grads, not level like i1t is with
the Plainfield curve?
ME. YUNKER:

Again, we're trying to keep
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this from being a debate because --

MICHAEL REBA: Ckay. Then let me --

MR. YUNKER: But I hear your comment that
you're concerned about noise, yocu want it addressed
during recenstruction.

MICHAEL REBA:

Sure, absolutely.

MR. YUNKER: You don't want increase in
noise to come from the recongtruction of the
freeway.

MICHAEL REBA: And I want thewm to address
the existing problems with noise for surrounding
homes, that maybe the freeway was improperly
designed so to improve the quality of life of the
existing homes.

MR. YUNKER:

Okay. Thank you for your

comments., Karen Bowen, and following Karen is Jim
Carpenter.

KAREN BOWEN: Hi, my name 1s Kar=n
Bowen. I live at 4272 Nerth 87th Street in

Milwaukee, and I'm herz as a citizen of Milwaukee.

I've lived here for 16 years, and I have to say

I've seen a lot of things change and traffic is one
of them. But I also want to say I'm totally
opposed to additional lanes. There is absclutely

nothing charming about a freeway.
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And I would like to share with you an

erxperience my husband and I had a few years agc in
a city very much like Milwaukee, a city that was a
hub between two destinations, tne only way to get
from Seattle to Alaska. The name of the city is
Vancouver. There are 1.7 million people that live
in Vancouver, and there are no freeways and there

is no traffic congestion. It iz amazing. They

have three kinds of buses. They have so many types

of mass transit. The place is totally friendly to

bikes, pedestrians, children, elderly, very much

like our East Side. You can be handicapped, you
can be blind, yeu can be deaf, you can go anywhere,
completely friendly to the environment. Very much
like we are the hub between Madison and Green Bay
and Chicage. I really think that we should as a
culture, as a group of pecple here in Milwaukee re-
think the emphasis that we're placing on the
automobile.

And there's another reason why. I worked
for Ford Motor Company for 17 years in the
automotive emissions and fuel economy office, and I
want to tell you that our automotive manufacturers
can do a whole lot more than thay're doing, and the

reason they're not is because wa2're not forcing

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

them to. We‘re putting emphasis by building
highways instead of putting emphasis on the human
part of cur culture, and I think that we should
take time and re-think this. I don't think it's
wise.

I don't see a lot of people gravitating

to Milwaukee because of its charm because the

freeways make it mcre conducive. But I'1ll tell

vou, 1f you want to see something, go and get a
travel log on Vancouver and you'll be absolutely
shocked at how beautiful 1.7 willion people can
live without any freeways and no congestion. Thank
vou.

MK. YUNEER: Thank you for your comments.
Jim Carpenter, and following Jim Carpenter is
Laurel Stringfellow.

JIM CARPENTER:

Gond evening. My name is

Jim Carpenter. I'm the Green Party candidate for
the State Senate in the 7th District, and this
feels like defavu all over again. I remember about
ten years ago I went to a meeting in Mequon. I was
so excited because they were talking about the
possibility of building rail transit and
instituting good land use policies.

Well, over ten

years later, we still don't have rail transit.
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Sprawl is still continuing unabated, and we saw
transit get cut back in the last County budget.
You know, we live in a country with 5
percent of the world's population, 25 percent of
the world’'s erergy use, and alwmost 40 percent of
the world's military spending. Now, these are not

numbers to be proud of. In my opinion, these are

numbers that are very disappointing. And I wenticn
the military spending issue because a lot of our
military spending is being done in preparation for
wars for oil. In fact, we must at least ask the
gquestion if our current war in Afganistan is beirg
conducted because we want an cil pipeline through
Afganistan and the Taliban wouldn't allow us to put
that pipeline through. We should at least ask that
question.

Now, these sad numbers that I talked
about arxe beirg driven to a large extent by our
dysfunctional transportation policies. We take too
many trips, our trips are toc long, and we take our

trips in inefficient vehicles. Now, we should be

receiving transportation plans that promote more

functional transportaticn policies. Instead, we're
being presented with transportation plans that

encourage our dysfunctional behavior. Not that the
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plans that SEWRPC has presented over the years for
public transit have been bad plans. Those plans
have been very good plans. SEWRPC has done
excellent work in that area, and, as 1t's been
pointed out, unfortunately their goed work in
public transit, the good planning work has not been
implemented.

Before we widen our freeways, 1 would
suggest that we undertake a number of policies that
would reduce congestion. Number one, lez's build
some low-cost housing :n the suburbs so people can
live closer to where they werk. Now, of course
that would allow more diversity in our suburban
communities, but it's about time our suburban !
communities enbrace diversity.

Secondly, let's site major transportation
destinations closer to public transit. TFor
instance, I teach in Waukesha County Technical
College. When I don't drive, sometimes I take a
bus out there. It takes we three hours to get from
my home on the East Side to Waukesha County
I have to take three different

Technical Col.ege.

bus systems, Milwaukee County Bus System, Wisconsin

Coach Lineg, and the Waukesha County Transit

System. I love the college, but it's not sited in
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a place you can get to with good public transit.

We sheould etart building more traditicnal
neighborhood developments so psople would be less
dependent on the automobile. And the workers
should have choice in their work schedules so that
they can avoid the rush hour traffic and come to
work either before or after rush hour traffic. And
we should encourage people using the Internet to
work at home so we reduce the number of cars on the
road during rush hour.

and, finally, we should institute vast
and convenient public transit which includes a
high-speed rail backbone which is powered by
electricity from renswable enexrgy sources like wind
power. We'rs not using all the wind power we have
in this great nation. The wind power, for
instance, in the Great Plains that could be used to
generate electricity that's funneled into Wisconsin
to power all of our electrical needs including ocur
light rail system.

Finally, I would like to say that I'm
opposzed to widening the expressways at this point

in time. I would like to first see all thosge even

ifs that you talked about, Xen. Fven if we had i

good public transit, even if we had good land use
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policy, I would like tc see those even ifs
instituted before we deal with expanding the
eXpressways.

and, finally, let me point out that even

if we do expard the expressways, 1 believe it's
going to be our last necessary expansion. I'm
against expandcing it; but even if we do, I think
it'1l be the last one. It should be the last one
because our population in the world is expected to
peak around the widdle of the century. And if
we're not having more people in the world and if
our population in the United States is stabilized,

there's no rezson in the world for us to be addirg

more expressway lanes.

So a final -- in summary, I'm against
expanding the expressways at this time until we do
all the even ifs, add a couple more even ifs, and
then make sure that it's our last generation of
improvements to the expressways.

Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank vou. The next person
registered to speak is Laurel Springfellow, and
following Laurel is Tim Maher.

LAUREL SPRINGFELLOW: My name is Laurel

Springfellow, and I am a regsident of the City of

Milwaukee. I live at 3608 South 3rd Street. Today

]
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started the demise of the Park East Freeway which
was put up in the name of progregs. The expansion
of the freeway to fcur lanes, 1s that today's
progress? I drive to work in Elm Grove, and I
admit it, I love my car; but I've been brought up
to love my car. I've not been brought up to use
mass transit. And if given an opportunity that it
would get me to Elm Grove not in three hours, since
I start work ar 7, T would gladly accept something

that would allow me to use mass transit. 8o in the

name of progress, [ don't think we should be
locking at more freeway lanes. 1 also oppose Lt.
I believe we should look to mass transit.

MR. YUNKFR: Thank you for ymur comments.

Tim Maher, and then following Tim Maher, State

Representative Tim Carpenter.

TIM MAHER: My name is Tim Mahsr. I live
at 4115 West Highland Boulevard in Milwaukee. And
my comments, I'm very concerned about the plans by
the Southeastern Wisconsin Planning Commission to
expand highways in the Scutheastern Wisconsin. 1
recently moved back to Milwaukee after spending
nine years in Houston, Texas. Houston chose to
widen the freeways in response to congesticnm. It

was extremely expensive, and it did not work. When
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construction was completed, traffic congestion was
worse than before. As you may nave read, Houston
now hLas the worst automobile pollution in the
United States, asthma and other respiratory
problems increased dramatically.

During the process of highway expansion
in Houston, I learned firsthand that if a community
increases its capacity of the highways, they will
£ill up and the community is left with the same
prcblem as before. Highway exzpansion is definitely
a promotion of more traffic. If we promote and
plan for more traffic in our community, we will
defiritely get it, along with a lower quality of
life, more polluticn and higher taxes.

In a community this size, it makes sense
to move peopla via mass transit as much as
posgible, to plan for it and, more importantly, to
educate the community about the need for it.
Education is a key point to me. There are many
successful examples of public service promotions
that have been successful. Educating the public
about the need and effectiveness of public
trangportation is no different. Changing our
mindset and views of transportation as a culture is

egsential for our future. Adding freeway lanhes are
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a Bandaild approach in my opinion, not a solution.

I'd like to see the Southeastern
Wisconsin Regicnal Planning Commission plan for
community quality of life instead of reacting to
what we feel is inevitable. Highway expansion will
threazten our guality of life, more pollution,
sprawl, noise, and will cost billicone of dollars.
whether we build more or bigger freeways, or plan
an effective and efficient mass transit rail
infrastructure it will be very expensive.

The guestions are, how much more
congestion and air polluticn would we like in our
community, and how much quality of life are we
willing to sacrifice. I challenge you to execute
your office in the true and long-term interests cf
Milwaukee and Southeastern Wisconsin communities.
Please help protect the air we breathe, our
community, and reduce traffic and sprawl by
expanding mass transit opticons and education in
this area. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your time.
Representative Tim Carpenter, and following
Representative Carpenter is Dave Czeslewicz.

REPRESENTATIVE TIM CARPENTER: Thank you.

At first I wasn't going to speak, but as an area

31
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State representative I felt it was important to
make a couple comments. One of the concerns that I
hear from constituents, and I've held 13 townhall
meetings this past session and coversd my district
once door to door, is the whole issue of State
spending and concerns about our ability to pay, and
also the ability to sustain increases in different
taxes. And I hear constantly from censtituents
about Wisconsin being the third highest in the
nation with gasoline tax or thereabouts.

Cne of the concerns that I do have with
the presentation and all the waterials that I have
seen -- and I don't mean to be critical of SEWRPC
but one thing that I think the p=ople in the public
need to see is the necessity of what type of tax
increases, what will be the increase in the
gasoline tax to pay for this project or increase in
the automobile registration fee. This coupled with
other demands by other State legislators around the
State for expanded capacity on their freeway
svstem. Really in order to have an adequate and
thorough debate on this whole issue I feel a graph
should have been displayed of what scme of those
costs would bhe.

I fesl -- I've tried in the past to go
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ahead and have an audit done of the DOT before we
have any additional flows of money before we
undertake a large project of & billion dollars
that's being discussed here, that we need to make
sure our tax dollars are being spent wisely right
now before we have an influx of mere dollars. And
I attempted te go ahead and introduce an amendment
to the recent fiscal adjustment bill to have an
audit done since one wasn't done since the mid
'90s, and that offer was rejected.

My main concern is that -- ancther issue,
that the DOT has to have some type of
accountability to the taxpayers. People are golng
ta he paying these gas taxes or license plate fees.
And one point that I wmight make, the legislature
unwisely went ahead in the mid 1980s allowed
indexing to take place. Governor Thompson vetoed
out language in a budget and kept the mcney to
increase the gasoline tax to deal with further DOT
projects. And since the mid 1990s without any
legislative approval over 1 billicn dollars in tax
revenue has been going into the coffers of the DOT.
This is according to a fiscal bureau memo done for
-- by Representative, Zeter Bock, since the mid

1%80s. aAnd I feel that type of taxation without
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representation isn't good for Wisconsinites. 3So I
feel the biggest glaring thing that I see in this
presentation is sort of this smorgasbord approach
that we can aZiford widening our freeways without
any congequence to taxpayers or a double-decking of
the expressway system. I simplv feel like we can't
afford it at this time and somehow to have wmore
public hearings when a project does come out to
have those type of charts so that people can
understand that there is no free lunch.

And my concern also from other studies
that I've seen around the country is the build-it-
and-they-will-come concept of freeway censtruction.
['m very concernad abaut what will end up happening
if we go ahead and modernize and make the freeway
system too easy for people to take the expressway
system as opposed to alternative freeway usage --
alternatives to freeway usage.

And wy background is this: I represent an
area around Jackson Park right here on 43rd Street
where previous representatives -- I believe Mayor
Norquist represented this arez guite well He
fought construction of the expressway system right
down this beautiful rcad of 43rd Street. And I see

the scars that have bean done in the ares -- in the
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communicy of West Milwaukee and this neighborhood
here of expanded or future construction or freesway.
So I can see the effect thar it does have on a
neighborhood and the importance of having more
input of community groups before we move forward
with a 6 billion dollar plan just for the Milwaukee
area. Thauk you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comments.
Dave Czeslewicz, and following Dave 1s Chris Zapf.

DAVE CZESLEWICZ: Good evening. My nane

is Dave Czeslewicz. I'm the executive director of
1,000 Friends of Wisconsin., We're a land use and
cransportation public policy group in Madison, but
don‘t hold that agains: me I grew up in West
2llis, went to Thomas More High School and
UW-Milwaukes.

When the Milwaukee freeway systew was
built 40 years ago, few people understood how it
would transform the landscape of Southeastern
Wisconsin. Between 1970 and 1990 the population of
the seven Southeast Wisconsin counties crew by 3
percent while the developed land area grew by 38

percent during the same period. The freeway systzsm

played a role in the decline in property values in

the central city, development of farmlard and
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natural areas in suburban counties, the increased
concentration of poverty in Milwaukee and the

resulting decline of Milwaukee Public Scheols, and
increased economic and racial segregation. Now we

understand how major investments in transportation

can transform our landscape, our economy and our
society. The need to reconstruct the Milwaukees

freeway system presents us with a once-in-a-

I
[
generation chance to re-think how we do
transportation and land use anc do it better this
time.

wWhen the freeway system was first
constructed, it was generally thought of as modern £
and progressive  The idea was that superhighways
would save the central city by bringing people into [
it. But just the opposite happened. Ths freeways l
themselves took value from the central city and it
became further hollowed out with surface parking
lots. Moreover, the freeways were used more for
escape to the suburbs than for coming to the city.
40 years later it's time for & new definition of
progress. Progress is not always a wider freeway.
Today real progress can be measured in healthy

neighborhoods, good schools, clean air and water

and diversity of development and people
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Transportation should serve those goals. When we
ask how we should reconstruct the freeway system,
we are starting with the wrong question. The first
guestion should be how do we want our conmunities
to lock and feel and function. ©Once that questicn
is answered, we c¢arn match the transportation
investments to get the results we want.

I'd like to remind the Department of
Transpertation that a few years age the State
passed a Smart Growth Law. And in that law there
wasg a number of goals for how we want the State to
look over the course of the next couple of decades
and State agencies are asked to follew those goals.
I'd like to bring some of them to your attention.
Goal No. 1 was promotion of the redevelopment of
lands with existing infrastructure and public
services and the maintenance and rehabilitation of
existing regidential, commercial and industrial
structures. Goal No. 2 was encouragement of
neighborhood designs that support a range of
transportation choices. Goal 3 was protection of
natural areas, including wetlands, wildlife
habitats, lakes, woodlands, open spaces and
groundwater.

Goal 4 was protection of econcmically

productive areas, inclading farmland. Coal S is

BRCWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

encouragement of land uses, densities and
regulations that promote efficient development
patterns and relatively low municipal, State
governmental and utility costs. And the final goal
was providing an integrated, efficient and
economical transportation svstem that affords
mobility, convenience and safety and that wmeets the
needs of all citizens, including transit-dependant
and disabled citizens. Those are the official
goals of -- the land use policy goals in the State

of Wisconsin, and I think we need to ask ourselves

when we're trying to decide what kind of

huild, how well that system will meet those goals
I think there's three reasons for
re-thinking the way we do transportation, nct only
in Southeastern Wisconsin, but in America today.
The first thing to think about is that we are
getting clder, as some other previous speakers
mentioned. Between now and 2020, 77 million
Americans will retire. That's the baby boon
generation will retire; and when they do., they'll
be looking for different kinds of places to live.
They may not want a big house on a big lot.
In fact,

They're likely to choose downtown living.

the condominium development that‘s occurred in
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Milwaukee and Madison and Chicago and most major
metropolitan areas of American has been fueled by
empty nesters and we can expect that to continue.
These are not people who will be choosing to drive
on highways. They'll be cheoosing to walk and to
use mass transit.

Secondly, a new economy is emerging.
There's a proiessor at Carnegie-Mellon University
in Pittsburgh, his name is Richard Florida, and
he's developed something called bcohemian index.

And his idea is in a new economy, informaticn
workers will be attracted by places that are truly
urban, and his idea is that we ought to be building
more places like Brady Street and fewer places like
Bluemound Road if we're going to attract the kinds
of information workers that we want for the new
economy .

And the third and final trend is real
economic security. We now lLmport half of our oil,
and an econowmy that's based on an infrastructure
which iz in turn based on gas at a buck 40 a gallon
isn't very stable if some day that gas is $3 a
gallon.

Finally, we'd Tike to suggest a few

recommendations. First, the department should
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conduct a complete environmental impact statement
not something like an envircnmental impact
statement, but a complete EIS. Secondly, you
should consider converting some of the freeway
systems to boulevards and parkways. The Park East
deconstruction is a very good start. But replacing
freeways with real streets adds value and vibrance
to cities. Planners and citizens should consider
replacing more freeway miles with boulevards and
parkways.

Third, limit the expansion of freeway
capacity. When lanes are added, they simply fill
up eventually. We can't build our way cut of
congestion Fourth, don't double-deck the
east/west freeway near Story Hill. This would de
great harm to one of the City's most pleasant urban
neighborhoods. And, finally, consider commuter and
light rail and expand cthe bus service. Even at its
most efficient, the freeway can only move a
fraction of the people that can be moved on rail
Thank you very much.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comments.
Chris zapf. I don't know if I pronounced that
correctly.

CHRIS ZAPF: Close enough. Hi, thanks

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.
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for letting citizens be heard. And bear with me, I
wrote my comments too, and I lost the darn sheet

so I'm going to try this and hopefully get the
message across. 1 feel so strongly about this. I
live in waukesha County but actually I work at the
Milwaukee County Safety Building in downtown
Milwaukee. So I've looked at your plan. I've been
to the transit center, the first presentation in
Milwaukee because I‘ve been so interested in the
issue. I thought wew, more fresway lanes, less
cime to get to work, I can actually get to court on
time. Cool. But I sometimes actually take the bus
too when I can. I have to be done with court by
S:15 however, and often I'm not. I'm 2 court
reporter for a judge, so scmetimes we have juries
deliberating, et cetera, sometiwes till late at
night, so I have to drive. I have to get in my
Honda Civic and go to work. So I feel kind of
frustrated, actually a little bit guilty because I
like green space and clean air.

So actually I've processed this kind of
plan, and I've loocked through what's available, and
I've looked through what you're working on and what
yvou're offering to the people for our comments, and

I really see it actually -- the plan as it is, the
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expanded freeways as a lose/lose approach. Why? I
don't see help by more concrete, more road, more
freeway. It's a perpetual route to more problems,
more concrete, lots more money, more pavement, less

green space, poor air quality, legss flood control

too.

Is convenience important to me? Of
course, yes. But it's actually I think more
quality of life. So will it save me time? Maybe.

Is convenience important? Again, of course, but T
can take the bus if more options were available.
Actually I like taking the bus. I read the morning
paper, listen to the radio, basically enjoy a
stress-free ride to work, a cleaner way of getting
to work, the stress-free way to work. Please give
us more opticns. I'd appreaciate it.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comments.
The next person registered to speak is City of
Milwaukee Mayor John Norquist.

MAYOR JOHN NORQUIST: Thank you, Ken.
I'm here as -- I went to height watchers, but it
didn't work. I'm the mayor of Milwaukee and also a
resident of the neighborhood next over from this
neighborhcod to the northeast, Mitchell Park

nelighborheod. and I'm also a member of the study
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committee that put this together; although, as you
know, I voted against the proposal. Anc I wanted
to add some thoughts to the cowments that I made at
our last meeting when Gloria McCutcheon and myself
were the only ones to vete no. Although, Janine
Gesks abstained, so I guess that gives us two and a
half -- two and a half cf us agree.

I think that the biggest single problem
with this proposal at this point, there's
significant problems with it, but the biggest
single immediate problem is there's no funding
identified to pay for it. The State of Wisconsin
has been spending money on highway builéing at a
rate that is way beyond the rate of inflation. The
new construction budget of the Department of
Transportation has gon2 up more than 10 percent
every year in the last 15 years. It's gone up more
than 10 percent most of those years, 650 percent in
the last 20 vears. It rose -- inflation over the
same period of time rose 96 percent. When you make
investments in the public sector, you don’'t always
expect the same productivity increases that you get
as the private sector. The public secteor is a
little bit different. But having costs -- having

investments going up 650 percent while inflation's
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at 96 percent and havirg the net result be more
congesticn i1s not productivity.

And so ag we go into this investwment, I
think it's important for people to ask the guestion
that the first speaker in his very brief remarks
Mr. Szymborski wade, which was where's the money
going to come from. The State is already committed
to projects that absorb the money that is flowing
into the Department of Trangportation in the
foreseeable future. This project weuld not attract
additional federal revenue. The State is already
overmatched, interstate funding, so it doesn't
attract additional federal dollars, or very many if
any. The State of Wisconsin has committed teo road
projects throughout the State, in this metropolitan
area that may be of a lower priority than fixing
the existing freeway system, and they've done that
without explanation, and I think to the
disappointment. of staff and SFWRPC T'm sure for
you, Ken, it was puzzling to yvou for the DOT to go
for years and years and never set aside money to
repair, to re-build the freeway system. To
re-build it in its present form, they haven't set
aside the money for that. There's no idea where

the money weuld come from, no financial plan. That
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is a big problem. That should be even a big
problem for advocates such as the gentleman from
Greendale. Where on earth would the morey come
from? Without even gecting into the merits of it,
that is a question that needs to be addressed.

By the best calculations that I can conme
up with spending 6.2 billion dollars aver the next
30 years, you re talking about a 6 and a half cent
gas tax incresse, and that's without corsidering
the likelihood, probability that there would be
many projects alsc around the rest of the State.
This is a real problem. It may not seem exciting,
but it's a real problem. Where in the hell is the
money going te come from?

I have a cecncern that we wmay find out
where the money's going to come from, but it'll
happen after the upcoming governor's election. The
plan is being pushed on a track that would have it
embraced by the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
Planning Commission before the election. Then
after the election, presumably whoever the governor
was and whoever the legislature was would then say
suddenly oh, my gosh, we need money and propose tax
incrcasges. This is not something that's fair to

the people. It's not fair to people whether you're

45

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC,

for more freeways or against more freeways, to make
promises for projects and not have the money to
fund them.

So fundamentally, the first question
asked here by somebody who doesn't have an
engineering degree -- I don't even know what
degrees Jack has. I didn't even know he was going
to be here toright He lives over on 28th and
Lincoln, but ke very briefly asked that question,
and that question should be answered by responsible
public policy officials, and I do not think SEWRPC
should approve this plan until that question 1is
answered.

Now, on the merits of the question
itself, does it add value to the economy of our
metropolitan area. I think not, and I don't think
it's a suburb versus City issue. There's peaople
that cpposed the widening of Wauwatosa Road that
live in Mequon. Therc's people that live in the
vicinity of the proposed new Highway 83 out in
Merton, Lannon and Sussex and places like that,
including former republican State representative
Ken Merkal ({(phonetic) who are doing everything they

can to fight the expansion of Highway 83. There

re people who live in the Kettle Moraine who like
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the Kettle Moraine the way it is and do not want to
see it covered with shopping centers and wide roads
and arterials. There are people throughout
Southeastern Wisconsin, not just in Milwaukee or
Racine or Kenosha, who actually are concerned about
the effects of sprawl. They don't want to see
Southeastern Wisconsin turn into an automokile
slum.

Does 1t add value? The previous speaker
mentioned Vancouver. Vancouver is very much like a
European city in that it doesn’t have freeways
anywhere in the built-up area cf the city itself
It has a freeway eventually if you want to drive
down to Seattle as you get to the edge of town.
It's a very rich City with very little poverty.
They do have some congestion. There's no place on
earth with no congestion; but cother than that, the
congestion is not something that's a big issue
there because people have opticns to move around
the City. They can walk. They can use transit.
They can even drive. It's even pleasant to drive
in Vancouver. You don't have to be on a freeway to
have an enjoyable tiwme driving. And that was a

good point that she made.

In fact, in Europe ir most cities they
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never build freeways inside the city boundaries.

There are no freeways inside the ring of Londen.
There are no freeways to speak of inside Paris, ‘
Vienna, the great cities of Europe. There wouldn't

have been freeways inside the cities -- in the

center of cities in America if the original person

who proposed the freeway system, Norman 3el Geddes

his advice hacd been followed. He said that you
shouldn’'t ruir the efficiency oI the street grid by
running these big ditches through the middle of
cities.

The analogy that I think is best to
understanding that is the concrete channelization
of streams in Milwaukee County. It was well
intended. After World War II, millions, in fact
hundreds of millions cof dollars was spenc
channeling our gtreams in Milwaukee County. The
effort was idealistic, but it was breathtakingly
wrong. It chemnelized water in a way that sped it
up, increased floeoding, drained wetlands, took away
the efficiency of the natural environment to
process water. The freeways do a similar thing in
a densely populated area, whether it's Milwaukee or
downtown Waukesha or anywhere else.

They take away

from the efficiency of the street grid in
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distributing traffic.

The freeways can be a blessing connecting
major destinations, particularly over rural
landscapes, but for those who think that if we had
completed the freeway system in Milwaukee and built
a freeway right in front of where the art museum is
today instead of having East Pointe Comwons having
a ditch going through the -- between Ogden and Lyon
Street on the East Side, having a huge ditch right
in front of a school building, a six-lane freeway
where the stadium south would have been, right in
this neighborhood, I don't think those would have
added value to this neighborhood ox, for that
matter, to Southeastern Wisconsin if they were
built,

There is a city in the Midwest that has
built every freeway plan, Detroit. Every single
freeway that anybody ever suggested, they built,
and go look at it. They have the ugliest aprawl on
the edge of their metropolitan area, the most
hollowed cut city in America. That's what freeways
did for them.

I'm not saying freeways don't serve a
purpese occagionally. I don't think we should have

a policy of not having them at all, but I do think

49,
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that we need to be more conscicus of altearnatives
the avenue, the boulevard. We have an avenue right
in front of this building that carries enormous
amounts of traffic. At rush hour this street can
carry as much traffic as freeways, and it doesn't
congest, because, if it does, people get off. They
can get off every block and use a different street.

We need to look -- we need to re-discover
as engineering societies like ASTE and ITE are now
doing, the avenue, the street, the boulevard, the
street grid, these are all ways of moving cars.
Let's forget for a moment about bicycles and
transit. Let's just talk about cars. Cars can be
efficiently moved in forms of transportation that
are tested and true. There's nothing wrong with
Forest Home Avenue or Fond du Lac Avenue or other
avernues that we have. Kinnickinnic Avenue moves --
could move 25,000 cars a day if it had to. I think
it has about 17,000 cars a day. It moved 19,000
cars a day before the Park East Fresway -- I mean
the Lake South Parkway was finished. The streets
can move traffic, and we need to re-discover the
benefits of those strests.

We hear about the importance of widening

roads, that somehow that's going to reduce commuter
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times. I don't believe it. All it does is
concentrate the traffic on a few roads. It changes
the cistribution of traffic. It also changes the
distribution of develcpment. It changes drive
sheds so they go further out into the hinterland.
If you want to run a fast food place with a drive-
through in Eagle, new Zreeways nelp you. It
increases the drive shed. But I don't think the
pecople that live in the Eagle area are really
locking to gst a lot more fast food joints. I
think they're content to maybe go to Waukesha for
that kind of thing.

There are places in this world, in the
United States that are now locking at
transportation in a much more sophisticated and
balarced way. Most states in the United States,
even somes of the southern states have now gone on
to lock at transportation in a more balanced way.
I sucgest that, you know, if you don't want to look
at tre big cities with all their sophistication
like New York and the subways and all that, look at
places like Chattanooga where they're taking
advartage of their street grid. They're converting
a freeway along their riverfront into a boulevard.

Lock at communities throughout the Midwest that are
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now lockirng at traffic management in a different
way, like St. Louis and Belleville, Illinois across
the river from St. Louis. There's all kinds of
examples of thoughtful ways that create consensus
in the community. But taking an antiquated post-
World War II freeway expansion plan and then trving
to rush it through before the gubernatorial
election is not the answer.

And I'm really concerned, and I want to
close on this peint, that somehcw this plan which
there's no room for even though there should have
been room made for it in the State transportation
plan to rebuild the freeways in Milwaukez, that in
Madison they'll follow the temptation -- they'll
follow the temptation of trying to isolate the
costs on Southeastern Wisconsin even though we pay
taxes for roads all over the State including
beltways that were built around communities that
didn't justify building them, and then somehow
they'll try to isolate that cos:t here, a la Miller
Park, and create a regional transportation
authority with the idea of trying to tax for this
kind of stuff here. The fact isg, taxpaysrs in
Southeastern Wisconein have paid and paid mightily

into the State coffers and have not gotten their
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fair share out of it.

and it's frightening to } 1 MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comments
|

think that that would nappen, and I would hope that 2 The next person registered to speak 1s Susan Mudd,
Governor McCallum who promises no State-wide tax 3 and following Susan Mudd is Carol Seaver. And
increases that in using that word, State-wide, is 4 again, if you have not registered to speak or if
not a code word for then coming in here a la Miller s you have a form that you haven't turned in, just
Park and trying to lmpose a tax onlvy on the people 3 raise your hard cor ralse the form up and we'll pick
in the seven ccuntisg, but I fear that may ke the i 7 that up
case. I hope I'm wrong. 8 SUSAN MUDD: Good evening. My name is

Finally, I just want to say that I 9 Susan Mudd. I'd a res_dent nearby on the south
respect Southeastern Wisconsin Regional FPlanning 10 side of Milwauvkee at 1030 South 26th Street.
Comm-ssion. I respect you, Ken, and the other 1L Hello. My name is Susan Mudd. I'm a resident of
members of the staff, out I think that you do get a 12 the south side of Milwaukee, and I'm here to
perspactive problem because of where you'rs located 13 express my grave concerns about this plan. 6 and a
being in Pewaukee in an office park that can't be | 14 | quarter billion dollars. This plan should, once
reached by transit. I want to offer you -- and I ! 15 | and for all, end the myth of freeways. What is
respect you enough that I'd like to have the i 16 | free about these ways? Nothing. Not the price

i
opportunity to talk with you, debate with you, } 17 tag. 6 and a qguarter billion dollars. What could
irtroduce you to people in the inner city. We have i 18 one do with 6 and a quarter billion dollars? Not
some neighborhoods where over half the people don't 19 . the way of life that is impacted by this plan.
hsve access to a car. 1 think you got to see it, 201 Concestion, one of the big goals of this
i
urderstand it, understand the value of it and 21 plan is to reduce our commute times to shave a few
urderstand the value of what's happening in 22 minutes as someone said earlier this evening.
Milwaukee right now. High-tech development is 23 Well, it turns out that last week the U.S. census
hzppening in our downtown, in cur Third Ward, in 24 veleased numbers, figures showing that Milwaukee
our lower East Side. You lock at the dots on the 25 has already ore of the shortest commutes in the
o " BROWN & JONBS REPORTING, INC BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.
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map, where are the businesses? They're in the i3 country. At 22.1 minutes each way, matro Milwaukee
urban area. Young people with money in their 2 has the fifth shortest average commute time of the
pockets want to be in the Cityv. They want to be in 3 63 metro areag in the U.S. with more than a million
the urban form. They want to enjoy that kind of 4 people. Our comparatively short commute time is on
life, and thev're not looking to live in sprawl. i 5 par with smaller metro areas lixXe Oklahoma City,
They're not asking for that. They're asking for a : [ Rochester, New York. And interestingly, there are

i

lifestyle where they have convenience because 7t 16 metro areas on the list with smaller populations
they're ¢lose to the taings they care about, and 8 than Milwaukee but longer commute timss. They
that's what the City gives them, including smaller 9 include places like Salt Lake City, New Orleans
cities like Cedarburg where the DOT tried to widen 10 West Palm Beach, Memphis, Nashville, Austin,
the main street in Cedarburg and tear all those 11 Jacksonville. The list goes on. What explains
beautiful buildings down on one side of the street. 12 this? We have shorter commute times in Milwaukee
Or downtown Waukesha, it's beautiful. Towntown 13 because our system 1s more compact, and while
Racine -- there's beautiful little communities 14 sprawl is gobbling up Waukesha County and many of
around, they're hurt by this plan too, because what 15 our other Southeastern Wisconsin countryside, it's
they have -- the advantage that they have is that 16 doing so even faster unfortunatsly than many other
density and that complexity that makes them special 17 metro areas. The places that have expanded their
places that are different than generica that you 18 so-called freeways to address congestion, places
find on the gprawled edges of most metrcpolitan 19 like Detroit, places like Atlanta that have built
areas. 20 and built these systems to try to build their way

This plan needs more thought, and people 21 out have ended up with longer commute times and
should respect the Regicnal Planning Commission 22 more congestion, and pecople have respondced by
staff and also respect you enough to disagree with 23 moving their homes and businesses even further
you and express their opinion and engage you in as 24 apart, farther away from each other leading to
many fora as you'll put up with. Thank you. 25 environmental problems, social vroblems, cost
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proklems, and endless cycles of problems with
thinking they can build their way out of
congestion. It's just not going to happen.

What does this plan do in terms of
quality of life for nelghborhoods? well, 216 homes
would be destroyed. I don't think those
neighborhcods are going to be improved by that. 31
businesses will have to be displaced or destroyed
or removed at cost. I'm not sure that businezses
are going to be too happy about that, nor the
people that work at them or shop at them or are
otherwise employed through them. For 127 new lanes
of highway we're going to also destroy 650 acres of
Soutkeastern Wisconsin landscape, including
wetlands. 1Is that an Improvement? When more and
more people are calling for open space and the
ability to get to open spaces and green spaces, 1s
losirg another 650 acres the right way to go? I
think that's a hig question.

SEWRPC staff kindly a few years ago ran
the rumbers on a report that I was involved with
others in producing looking to the year 2020. And
what the numbers that SEWRPC ran revealed were that

deperding on how we build our communities in

Southeastern Wisconsin we could actually be saving

BROWN & JONES REPCRTING, INC.
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open space. And with the same amount of people
moving into the area, bullding homes, building up
businesses, there are different ways that ons can
go. And Lf one chooses to bulld both one's
transportation system and one's housing system in a
way that allows people the opportunity when they
choose to live and work near each other and to get
around through other ways than wider highways at
all times, we could save the same amount of open
space in Southeastern Wisconsin as all of the
parkland in our State park system But by saying
that that's the option, what I'm also revealing is
that the other way is the way that destroys all
that. And this plan is on the latter apoproach,
destroying space, destroving neilghborhoods, taking
businesses, taking homes, taking landscape in order
to continue in the cycle that we seem to be in in
Southeastern Wiscongin, and in many other places,
cf trying in a way that we'll never succeed Lo
build ocurselves out of congesticn.

There are places as others have referred
to tenight that are learning, that are turning the
corner and changing their approach. We've heard
about Vancouver, very inspiring. Even in L.A.

which we all think of as the freeway city, they are
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starting to turn a ccrner. They've started to
build rail optieons for their citizens which are
bringing about opportunities for both those who
drive, they don't have to be surrounded with quite
as many peoplz in cars, and those who decide to
take transit whether for economic reasons or other
choice reasons are ables to function as members of
the society instead of being left out. Toronto is
now tearing down the Gardner Expressway. They
found that boulevards there can move as much
traffic and will wmake traffic wore manageable than
that expr=ssway. These are examples that we should
be learning from. We don't need to repeat the
mistakes of the cities that are trying, or the
metro areas or the states that are trying to huild
their way out of congestion. We need to accsapt
that some congestion is part of the highway system
that we've got and will always be around. But
instead of building eight lanes through Glendale
and double-decking in Story Parkway, we need to
give people rsal optiocns.

Somz of the options that we believe or
that I believe need to be reinstituted in this plan
incluade commuter rail. Clearly SEWRPC has done

work on studying commuter vail, and that study my
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understanding is virtually complete. Instead of
having it somewhere else on some other plan and not
part of this plan, these things need to be brought
together. Similarly, the downtown connector.
Similarly, we need a more realistic way to ensure
that the bus service improvems=nts which SEWRPC does
promote are actually carried out instead of just
being left in a plan.

8o I think my concerns are clear, and I
would just suggest that whether it be for & billion
dollars or a lower price tag, a better plan could
be developed that would serve the residents and
others of Southeastern Wisconsin in a better way.
Thanks very much.,

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comments.
The next person registered to speak is Carol
Seaver, and following Carol Seaver is Justice
Fellin.

CAROL SEAVER: Hi, I'm Carol Seaver. I'm
a resident of the City of Milwaukee, 2906 North
Marietta. Hmm, I'm here tonight partly to just
remind people of what happened in the late '60s and
'70s. My husband and I were part of rthe battle at
that poilnt to keep freeways from eating up the

houses of poor pecple in Milwaukee. That was the
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main concern we had at that peint. Although, we
were also concerned with the environment.

I live on the East Side and I work

downtown. Every day that I drive down in the
morning on Lake Drive I thank the people on that
committee and people in Milwaukee who fought
agalnst a freeway that would have ruined our
lakefront. People like the former Henry Maler, my
husband Ted Seaver, Dan Cupertino, Dr. Robert
purtell (phonetic). There was a strong coalition
at that time to help have what was called tonight a
balanced transportation system, a balanced kind of
community. And I weuld urge you to think of what
people have said here tonight about that balance.
And I would just like to -- because I work with
older people -- I'm not older myself of course --
but I'm very aware of the transportation needs orce
you can no longer drive yourself, and I'd like you
to -- even though it might not be pleasant to think
of it, anyone can become disabled in a minute, ir a
day, in an hour. We're all getiing older. If you
can no longer drive a car, you're almost
disenfranchised in America. There's the carred and
the carless. Do you want tc have to beg people ta

take you around in a car on an overbuilt freeway

n

@

E )
b .
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system, or would you like to have the indspendence
to take a mass transit van or a bus or something
that you could do yourself? I just hope you really
consider other options. Thank you.

ME. YUNKER: Thank you for ycur comment.
The next person registered to sp=ak is Justice
Fellin. I ket I didn't pronounce that right.

JUSTICE FELLIN: That's pretty much
right.

MR. YUNKER: And after Justice, Marty
Wall.

JUSTICE FELLIN: I'm Justice Fellin,
Milwaukee County resident. Did anybody notice thac
the one voice so far against -- or for adding more
lanes appeared to be a retired planted mole of the
-- retired SEWRPC planted mole? That struck me as
a little bit ironic, and in hie discusgsion he
seemed to call the rest of us foolish. I hope
that's not his idea of democracy, zalling the restc
of the public voices foolish speaking up against
the plan. I hope that's not how this process
works. 1 hope the people are heard and their
opinions taken very seriously. I'd like to urge
all of you ro work as hard as you can ro reject

this plan that's proposed by the South --
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MAYOR JOHN NORQUIST: Just a second. Let
me just -- I just want to say, the guv vou're
talking about, Harvey Shebesta, I don't agree with
him, but I have a lot of respect for Harvey
Shebesta. I knew you meant well, but Harvey was a
traffic engineer for the DOT for 30 years or
whatever, and he's for freeways, but he's an honest
good guy. I'm just letting you --

JUSTICE FELLIN: No, I'm not trying to
criticize him. It was more of a joke than anything
else. But in any event, instead I'd like -- it's
estimated that the cost to add lanes and new
features to the existing freeway system would be an
additional 2 billion dollars to the replacing
"conc. " alternative. Like any investment, the
costs and the benefits need to be ascertained if
one is to determine whether it is a wise decision.

So first, let's look at the desired
benefite, a reduction in traffic congestion and
gquicker commute timesg. Unfortunately, the jury's
already ocut on this, and the evidence is already
there, and it already tells us that traffic
congestion is short-lived as regional settlement
patterns react to the new transportatiorn system.

Many studies have shown this. The most recent

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

being the University of California study that
showed that 90 percent of new freeway capacity is
consumed by new or induced travel within five vears
of completion. Therefore, the benefit is reduceac
to shaving off mere minutes during only the peak
commute times for only five years. On the other
hand, the costs are many. 5658 acres of land, over
200 residences, 30 businesses, 3 government
builcdings would be taken out of productive use.
Families would be uprcoted and forced to move from
their homes. Noise levels will rise arcund the
freeway corridors. Air pollution will increase
overall in the region. Property values will
decrease in the areas where the freesways ars moved
closer to, and the freeway system will become an
even bigger evesore.

In addition, there's other costs, open
spaces, farmland and recreational opportunities
will decrease as the Milwaukee metropolitan region
consumes even more open land. The exciting enercy
of people moving about in a city will be further
replaced with simply the energy of cars moving
about .

Milwaukee will not ke able to attract

important high-tech businesses and the family-
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supporting wages that they provide because these
businesses locate in metropolitan regions that have
instead invested in recreational, cultural
amenities alongy with multi-mobile transportation
systems where they can attract the workforce that
they need; not to mention the most obvious costs, 3
billion additional dollars for the increased
featureg and the new lanes.

Although, on the surface it may appsar to
be a good plan, it is not. The negligikle benefits
are vastly outweighed by the very real social and
economic costs. Since this is one of the most
expensgive projects Wisconsin has ever proposed
embarking on, and I assume you don't want your
property, State and federal tax dollars to
increase, it .s clear you should call ycur elected
officials to nix this plan. Thanks.
MR. YUNKER: Marty Wall, and the last
person registered to speak fellowing Marty is John
Helmenstine.

MARTY WALL: Hi, thank you. My name is
Marty Wwall from Milwaukee. Thank you fcr the
opportunity to speak. I know vou all listen, and I

I've been here a number of

appreciate your staff.

times and you've always been very cordial. Let nme
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start with a couple quotes. One comes from a 10th
century philosopher, "Have a mind that is open to
everything and attached to nothing." BAnother one

"You cannot solve a problem with the same mind that
created ic.t

That was Albert Einstein. We are

Wisconsin. We must be forward-looking. It is our

motto. However, I see no creativity in these
plans. Safety enhancements are needed and
addressed, bu: congestion is not relieved by this
plan. There is no proof that an added lane will
address freeway congesgtion in the future.

The assumption that mass transit will be
fully implemented in the future and has been taken
into account troubles me on two fronts. First, the
plans and proposals for the transportation plan
have been on the table for decades and have not
been implemented. Aand, sscondly, it is a bad,
outmoded mass transit idea. Transit does not take
place to and from the central business district any
longer. Destinations are spread throughout the
regicn, and the population is dispersed now. Only
a creative, efficient mass transit plan would be
implemented, and then it would directly affect your

forecasts of future needs in the system and would

directly impact the freeway study.
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The incfficicney of the present mass
transit plan assumes that the came 3.8 percent of
Milwaukee County residents that use mass transit
now will use it in the year 2020. This is
illogical and proves the inadequacy of the mass
transit component and why it won't be implemented.

The plan allots -- no part of the freeway
evpansion, this plan allots no part of the freeway
expansion for busways or future light rail right of
way. Wouldn't this be the time to think about
this? To those that say the saving of citizens'
time is valuable, I agree. Ancé improving the mass
transit system could save the 50 million rides in
Milwaukee Ccunty a few minutes each day amounting
to two, three, four days per year per rider saved.
So I agree efficiency in the system is paramount,
but not just cars; but those who are unable
physically or financially cor emotionally to drive
value their time foo. That's why we need a
balanced, linked plan for freeways and mass transit
into the future.

To those that say the freeway plan will
help Milwaukee, I say it's not that eagy. It is a

component, but if we lock at tke '90s, the most

prosperous decade in the history of mankind,

BROWN & JONES REFORTING, INC,
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Milwaukee's freeways were cobviously less congested
than now, yet this did not spawn growth. 1In fact
Milwaukee had inconsequential job growth and lost
population and real property value. So those that
say that this is a panacea for Milwaukee's woes are
misinformed in my opinion.

A linked mass transit/freeway enhancement
plan can addrzss jobks, economic development,
efficiency, housing, environment and more. By
linkage, development oppertunities are enhanced
throughout the region, not just the suburbs. We
must make sure the excellent tenets of SEWRPC's
land use plan are implemented, efficient growth in
the urban areas, brownfield development, infield,
preservation of farmland and recreational lang,
open space and mavimizing employees' ability tc
live near the place where they work. These are all
compatible with a transportation plan, rot a
freeway plan.

However, I don't think we are committed
to the land use plan, or else we would rot continue
to see the scars of the last freeway plan remain in
the heart of Milwaukee in the form of vacant land
that has been there my entire lifetime. This plan

is not good for Milwaukee. It is a missed
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opportunity to link the varicus complex

interrelated aspects of a comprehensive plan that

could go a long way to address the woes of the
region, both human and environmental. Sprawl only

exasperates the problems. Now is the time to talk

about inequiries in our region and about water ard

sewer and open space and farmland. We do net need
to build -- or excuse me. We do need to build ar
environment, not a freeway. Thanks.

MR. YUNKER: The last person registered
to speak 1s John Helwmenstine.

JOHN HELMENSTINE: I'm John Helmenstine.
I live up here at -- just across the street from
Audubon Middle School. And I'm part of the
problem. I drove here. I could have walked. And
I think a lot of the speakers have very good
information for us, very good arguments. And I'm
going to concentrate on the fact that I think the
transportation problem in ths United States, we
need to -- everyone needs to be involved. We neesd
to change our ways, we need to use our cars less

more efficienzly. We need to come up with a plan

that's not just federal, State and local

governments, democrats, republicans, car

manuZacturers, business, industry. People need to
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think out of the box for sclutions. We don't need

i
to fixate on more concrete, and I'm definitely }
opposed to more concrete in the system. Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Is somebody holding a slip
up? Why den't you come up and just give me your
slip. Is there anybody else who wishes to speak
tonight? Okay. I'm sorry. And Mr. Rienzle did
not get an opportunity to finish his comments so
he'1l speak after Jane Hannemann.
JANE HANNEMANN: My name is Jane

Hannemann, and I've lived here in Milwaukee for
about 15 years, actually around the County Stadium.
Hmm, I did live in New York for nine years. I
recently came back from a month in Paris where 1 --
and both of those places I've taken the metro
I've taken the bus. I have taken fast trains. I
have walked. They work. I have experienced the
benefits of all of these, the benefits of walking,
the metro, the bus. But having grown up on a farm
which my two brothers still rum in the central part
of the State around Wausau, our family has alsc
experienced the effects of widening the highway.

Highway 29 was widened to a four-lane highway about

thres to four years ago. Two years ago we heard

from the utilities, Wisconsin Public Service, they
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wanted to put a 345 KV -- KV volt transmission line
running directly through our family farm. Being
that we were only a mile away from Highway 29 that
was recently widenad two years prior to that, the
most common sense thing that we thought of is why
wasn't this planned fcr. We certainly put planning
and we have worked our family farm for over 100
years, it's four generations. Aand we were tcld by
the utility that the howes were alrsady taken and
they couldn't take more homes, plus they had put in
brand new poles of 115 KV, and I believe they
didn't want to take out those new poles they put in
and put in the 245 KV poles, so they went through
our family farm. So from our farm to Wausau an
additional 40 some miles of farmland was taken.

our farm is outscide of a town of 1,000.
We live two and a half miles from this town. I
have also seen in the 15 years that I have been
here in Milwaukee, anc I've watched the changes
happen to the family farm through specifically the
widening the highway. I never dreamed that we
would start -- our farm would start to be
surrounded by houses. So now if I can give you a
picture of -- here's our farm, here is Highway 29,

four-lane a mile away, and houses surrounding thisg
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way, and now & 345 KV transmission line sealing us
off. We are completely surrcunded, and this is --
need I say it again, outside of a town of 1,000

people 17 miles away from Wausau. So it dces

affect -- it does affect people.
What we -- what our family also saw was
that the department -- we felt the Department of

Transportation, the utilities, many of these
organizations do not work together. One makes a
plan, another one makes a plan, and then one
thing's already in place like the 115 KV poles, so
now how can you change when something's in place?
There doesn't seem to be a coordination of effort
to make all of this work, including public input.

And so when you hear only so much land
taken up, we're not hearing about the other
infrastructurs things that the automobile will take
up. What about parking downtown? Who will pay for
this as we discussed earlier? What about all thcse
other subsidiary things that go along with the car?
That wag not addressed on any of these sheets here
that I could sese.

Hmm, when I first caw this, I began to
see this whole process was so painfully similar to

the process our family has gone through with thie
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Arrowhead to Western transmwission line. The report
came out by wires for the electrical report, and --
T'm sorry for I didn't I gucss it's SEWRFPC
came out with this report. Tt sesmed like the need
and the alternatives were lumped together before
real public input was mixed intc the pie. The plan
was suggested and approved by committee people
before 21l the facts were in. Dave Czeslewicz from
1,000 Friends says the full environmental impact
statement was not completed. The same thing
happened with the Arrowhead to Western transmission
lines. All the alliance of cities approved it, the
legislatuxe approved it, Thompson approved it. The
full environmental impact statement was never done.
How can you decide something without all the facts
being in? We deserve that.

Also what happened is what was called an
advanced plan was gotten rid of. The advanced plan
was a plan that allowad the communities to work
with the utilities, the construction te figure out
what would ke the best way for the next 20 years to
plan utility lines. Hmm, that was taken away by
the recent legislature and by Thompson and with -he
impact of the urility lobbyists and campaign

donations. &nd I wonder again -- I would iike to

BROWM & JONES REPORTING, INC

know what -- what's all gone into the mix here in
terms of which organizations are supporting this
plan in terms of the construction companies, all
those major trhings that help support the automobile
and freeways. I would like disclosure of that.

Also, I attended the public hearings for
this Arrowhead to Western transmission line. There
were six to eilght public hearirgs. I attended
every single one of them from the beginning fo the
end. I missed one. Overwhelmingly the support
from the public was opposasd to this transmission
line. It did not make a difference. I can't help
but wonder does this matter -- does this public
hearing really matter.

Also, the appointees for the Public
Service Commission were governmental, were
appointed by the governor, and I wonder how many of
the Department of Transportation appointees have
been appointed by the governor. And I also support
an audit of the Department of Transportation, and I
would like as a citizen to have some of that
information available to me. My point was is that
once all the public hearings were done, you had a
lot of -- the three public service commissioners

were appointed by Thompson. They approved the
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cransmission lines despite the overwhelmingly
negative opposition to the Arrowhead to Western
line. I wondex if the same thing will happen in
this case.

Finally, I also see another similar
pattern between the two incidents. They were both
on the fast track -- the fast track before the 2002
elections. Also, who will pay? Well, I can answer
the question feor who will pay for the Arrowhead to
Western transmissicon line. I've already recelved
notices in my wailbox and so has my family on the
farm asking for rate hikes by the utility to pay
for the formation of this ATC, American
Transmission Company, which is the umbrella company

which handles all transmissions. So I assume that

either we, Milwaukee County, will pay for this or
the citizens of Wisconsin.

My point is that I have painfully seen
too many para_lels between these two situations.
This is all too familiar to me. I ask -- I do not
want to become a cynic, but I cannot help but ask
the question, do we the people have any real power
in the say so of what will happen tc our County and
our State. I challenge you to pay attention to

those words, and I hope this is not a done deal.
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Thank you.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comments.
Mr. Kienzle, will you come up and finish your
comments, please. Thank you !

WILLIAM KIENZLE: I want to thank you,
Mr. Chairman and Miss Stenographer. I hope you put
the thing together so it makes sense because I'm
not sure where I was wien I stopped. But as I
recall I was bringing to the point that we'ze
tearing down the expressway today I understand, and
somebody -- a motorcycle company, Harley-bDavidson,
was going to build a beautiful museum down there
for the motorcycles. And I pointed out also that
Harley-Davidson used to be on 38th and not Vliet --
but Highland, and today I see Harley-Davidson on
38cth and Highland, but I also see them on Capitol
Drive and 124th Street, and I see them out in the
Town of Germantown. We used to ride the street car
to get there. I don't know how you'd ever get to
those three points, and I'm sure their emplovees
live in Germantown, and I'm sure they live in

Wauwatosa and Brookfield and wherever. We look at

the Falk Corporation nestled under the 27th Street
viaduct years ago. You rode the streef car to get

there. But where is Falk Corpcration today? wWell

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.
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it's still under the 27th Streer viaduct, but it'sg
also in Wauwatosa and a couple other places. We
see that we've got -- Northwesrern Mutual Insurarce
just bought a big piece of land on an old movie --
outdoor movie theater in the Town of Franklin.
They're going to put up a big szructure and have
hundreds of people employed there.

You need the expressways is the peint I'm
pointing out. The public transportation doesn't
get people to work anymore. The biggest employver
in the City of Milwaukee, and I don‘t think I'm
well versed or. who the biggest employer is, but one
of the biggest employers in the City of Milwaukse
is the Milwaukee Public Schools, 8 or 10,000
employees. They have .50 schools plus or minus.
Now you tell me how these people would get to work
on public transportation? They live all over the
City. The guy that lives on the south side teaches
on the north side, and the guy that lives on the
north gide teaches on the scuth side, and some of
them live outside of the County and so forth. The
days of public transportation are gone. Let's hope
they can come back to some extent, but the people

are living all over.

And 1 think that the people here this

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.
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evening while well-intentioned are locking at the
City of Milwaukee ag the only entity and the one
that's being hurt, and they may well be hurt, but
Aas one of the speakers pointed out, rhey've lost
population in Milwaukee, they've lost a lot of
things in Milwaukee, and you folks handle -- and
I'm sorry, I'm not well versed -- it's either six
or seven counties, and you've got to lcok out for
the six or seven counties and you're building
expressway in six or seven counties. And I think
we have to look at that. That is -- your job is to
deal with six or seven counties, not just Milwaukee
County. And I cannot see anything but improving
the expressways to their fullest extent.

And, as I said, I don't think it went far
enough. I don't know about what you're charged
with, but my part is we should have had the
belt_ine on old Highway 100. We nesd this 164
business =so it beltlines through Racine County,
Waukesha County and up through the north end
someplace. That was basically what I wanted to
say.

MR. YUNKER: Okay. Thank you for your
comments and thank you for having the patience to

walt until everybody else finished. That completes
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the public hearing, and I want te thank you for
attending, and I want to thank everybody who is
still hexe who made comments for your comments.
They will be part of the study record. We will
bring them to the attention of the study advisory
committee. They will consider them as they move
from a preliminary plan. What we have now is a
preliminary plan of recommendation for public
comment, and as they move then to prepare a final
plan of recommendations.

Thank vou again.

(Proceedings concluded at 8:25 p.m.)

BROWN & JONES REPORTING, INC.

STATE OF WISCONSIN i

COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 3

I, MADONNA L. RANK, a Registersd
Profeesional Reporter and Notary Public in and for the
State of Wisconsin, do hereby certify that the above
public hearing was recorded by me on the 5th day of
June, 2002, and reduced to writing under my personal
direction.

I further certify that I am not a
relative or employee or attorney or counsel of any of
the parties, or a relative or employes of such attorney
or counsel, or financially interested dirsctly cr
indirectly in this action.

In witness whereof I have hereunder set
my hand and affixed my seal of office at Milwaukee,

Wisconsin, this 14th day of June, 2002.

Notary Public
In and for the State of Wisconsin

My Commission Expires: June 13, 2004.
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SCUTHEASTEERN WISCONSIN

REGIONAL FREEWRY SYSTEM

CONSTRUCTION STUDY

PUBLIC HZARING

Public hearirg of the Southeastern
Wisconsin Regional Freeway System Reconstruction Study,
taken before JESSICA R. WAACK, Registered Prcfessional
Reporter and Notary Dublic in and for the State of
Wisconsin, at the Czavkee County Administratien Center,
121 West Main Street, Port Washington, Wisconsin, cn tae
6th day of June, 2302, cormencing at 6:34 p.m. and

concluding at 6:56 p.m.

312 East Wisconsin Avenue
Suite 608
Milwaukee, W1 53202
DHANE. 1414} 2240537

AP PELRANCES

SQUTHE.

STERN WISCCHNSIN RREGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION, by

MR. KENRETH X. YUNKER, P.E.
hssistant Director

¥R. ROBERT E. BEGLIWGER
Chief Transportation Engineer

MR. CHRISTOPHER T. HIEBERT
Senior Engineer

I NUEX
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Clint Solberg ...... 4
Nicholas Bittner S
Ed Beimborn .... &
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TRANSCRIPT OF PROC

DINGS
MR. YUNKER: It's time to begin the
The first person that 1is
registered to speak is Reid Knutson. We'd ask that
you come up =o the micrcphore and particularly
address your comments to the court reoorter so that
we can get your comments as part of the formal
record of the hearing.
MR. KNUTSON: Thank you very much. I'd
just like to say that you have done a wonderful job
with the study, psrticularly considering hcw tied

your hznds have been by some of the politiclans in

the southeasztern part of the state.

1f anycthing -- if there's one part of
this [ dc net agree with, it would be that T would

like to see the froeways widened even further. I

would to see more lanes to alieviate the

congestion that will probably occur in the year

2020. Thank you very u

MR. YUNKER: The second person ragistered

to speak is Clint Solberg. Agaln -- excuse me, if

at any time you feel you want to speak, please

raise your hand and we'll get you 2 registration

form. And wi you finisk £illing that ouf, nold

iv up and we'll get it from you. Okay.

MR. 30LBERG: My name is Clint Solbevg
['d like w0 commend the staff of the SEWRPC for the
commendable job that they have done here in
addressing the very difficult problems that are
being encountered in the freeway system in
Southeastern Wisconsin.

Unfortunately, thesze problems are there
beczuse of myopic viewpoints and bad decisions nede
40 or 50 years ago when the freeway system was
originally constructed and then not censtructed as
it should have bzen in the late 1960s and early
1270s.

I totally support the widenirg plan as
they have developed it. I believe it's essential
for the commerce of the State of Wiscons:in,
especially the Fox River Valley, which 13 a
tremendously merging area. And the people nead to
flow through and to certainly the Milwaukee
botzleneck.

znd believe me, the trucks from the Fox
River Valley will find ancther way to ge T¢
compunities in the western part of the state or
Eastern Minnesota :f they continue to have larde
congestion here in this area.

Also, I believe the expansion’'s imoortant
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to have personal mebllity, which is almost a God-

olven right to every individual it szeems these

days. If I nad to say anything, it prchably

dcesn't go far enough. We obvicusly aren't going

to resurrect the pelt fre

vay. Certainly a north
oypass would alsc be interesting. 2nd I think it
would solve some problems around the north end.

1 would throw out one design suggestion.
I presume it's beern locked at, as is a numnber of
p.aces that do nave congestion, reversible lanes
have been vsed. And if the pesks are such that you
ccuid nave four or five lares in the merning zand
four or five lanes cut at night with some of the
new technology thet's cut there, that's really kind
of an intereszing approach. And it works very well
certalaly cut in the Northeast. Thank you.

MX., YUNKER: Thank you for your comment.
The next person registered to speak is Nicholas
Bictner.

M. BITTNER: Hi. Thank you zagain. I
think the plan looks good. I'm happy that you've
left it open to the public as well.

To acc to the one comment you sald about
wruckers finding another route and going through

the West, it's s true noint. And I think you do

time for

aotice that one of the times -— the b

me to go threugh Chicage is at 1:00 cr 2:00 in the
mozning, and then it's just me and the trucks.

So the trucks still -- they'll go through
Chicage. 30 long as the peoplie are there, the
trucks will come and serve that place. So they
might just change their routes so that they service
that area in the evening, which is usually the
best. 1It's easier to get through the areas in the
city as well.

But what I thought the study looks
like -- it starts with the question cf how can we
decrease congestion to increase safety rather than
maybe asking how can we decrease vehicle miles

1ink

travelled to increase safety. &aAnd I
decreasing congestion is the key point, but T also
think decreasing vehicie miles travelled is just as
equal a point.

So I'd Zike to maybe also see in 202

I think the widening of lanes is prokably deserved.

But you have to remerber, you're going to take
someone's home and cormercial property and say it's
only worth $30,000 and they mavbe only bought it

for £40,000 40 years ago, there's not a lot of home

you can euy for $30,000 such as the guality that

G
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-hey have now.

Sa you have to be aware cf that, because
those were some of the mistakes that were made, and
I'm sure you're more than aware of it. I don't
even need to say that. But I don't want tc go too
mach further.

But there's also the other thing of msybe
for 2020 instead of asking for more widened lanes,
by that fime they'd by ready to have a light rail
or scre sort of commuter rail right-of-way along
the tracks similar to Chicago or scmething of tre
sort.

But I don't know if that's the best
because you mentioned to bring bacx the beltway
system. And maybe it isn't in the form of the
highway, but maybe in some sort of rransit.
Because, you know, most people wno ride their bike
probably arern't going to take a bike route in favor
of the highway.

Because 1t seems like, you know, if
you're taking your biks, it's usually a smaller

trip than the hi

nway woald dezermine. Thank you

for your time and scrry 1f I spoke too fast.
MR. YUNKER: The next person registered

to speak is Ed Reimborn.

MR. RETMRBORN: Thanks. My name is Ed
Beimborn., I'm a resident of the Town of Cedarburyg.
I guess I have some writien comments. Do you want
those as well?

MR, YUNKER: Yoah, 1f we could have those

I

or the record, I'd appreciate that, Ed.

“k, BEIMBORN: I'll try to speak quickly
1'd like to begin by saying I have the highest
respect for SEWRPC. They have a continuing
presence in the region for many years and have been
a2 strong advocate of sound planning kased on solid
information. And I bring these comments tonight to
be helpful and constructive and hopefully also to
develop good plans for Southeastern Wisconsin.

I have two major concerns zboub the

freeway plan. These are concerns about the lack cf

a comprehens

2 approach in the plan and concerns
about methods that were apparently used to develop
the plan.

First, I have concerns about the process
used te develop the plan. I find it strange in
this day and age that the plan only concerns 1tself
with the issue of freeway expansion. SEWRPC has &z
lTong history of developing comprehensive area wide

plans that consider all modes of travel, all types
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of highways ana all types of operational and
systems management tools.
This plan seems to me Lo be a threwback

to the way the planning was done prior to the

ablishment of SEWRPC while it appears tha:t other
elerents of Lhe adopted transportation plan of the
region were included as a constant for all
alternatives, examine. This, to me, is far more
than just a refining of the plan. The freeway
construction plan tal<s about huge changes that
will affect the region for at least half a century.

Your currently adopted regional plan
doesn't include extensive freeway expansion vou
propose, and you're recommending an action that
doesn't conform with your own regional plan.

If there is ever an issue that hegs tc he
censidered as part of a comprehensive regional land
use and planning sffort, it’'s the guestion of

of freeway network. 1 scrve on the

advisory committee for the regional plan, and I'm
not guite sure what the purpose of that committee
is 1if this kind of effort goes cn outside the
comprehensive process.

This appears to viclate the hasic

principles that SEWRPC has advecated for many

o
o

S}
@
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years. Some of these are the transportation
planning needs to be reglional in scope,

transpoc tion planning cannot be separated from

land use planaing, the highway and transit systemrs
must be plannsd tagether, the transportation
facilities and management measures must be

integrated,

= transportation plan must recognize

limited naturzal resources and it must compliment

and a ve personal and community goals.

Ir additicn, the input from citizens of
tre community were asked only at the end of the
study, and it seems Lo me a project of this

magnitude requires an aggressive effort from the

beginning.

I feel the scope of the study was far too

limited. Altesrnatives such as imoroved freeway
traffic managsment, arterial signal system
enhancement, use of high cccupancy vehicle lanes,
express transit services, travel demand management

and land use policles shoulid have been considered

and not just simply wrat you already had in your
adopred plan.

The 2020 plan was based on a simplified

lans are based

extensicn of the 2010 Thess

. data that was collected more than ten years aqo.

w
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The region needs a fresh plan that considers a wide
scope of issues including land use, energy and air
quality. This needs to be done with a radically

d* fferent process to foster debate and input from a
wide variety of sources.

Those parts of the freeway expansion plan
that are not absolutely necessary for the repair of
the current syvstem should be set aside and looked
at as part of a new comprehensive land use and
transportation and air quality planning process.

My seceond concern is about technical
procedures that would apparently been used to
develop the plan. They're net fully described, and
I have to make assumptions about what the process
used. The plan appears to use essentially the same
travel forecasting methods as for the 2010 plan,
which were the sawe for the 2010 plarn, which were
mociified somewhat from the year 2000 plan as done
in the 1970s.

You're recommending expenditure of $6.5
billion or $700 million for expansion using
forecasting methods that are essentially mid-1970s
technology. The state of the art for travel
forecasting hes improved substantially since then

and the commission -- and since then the commission

12

desperately needs to update their metheds. While
this was promised some vears agoe, I find rno

evidencze it occurred, and all I can tell is freom

your annual reg ER
Some other concerns, congestion measures

The «©

omgestion analysis scems inconsistent with the
latest versicn of the hichway capacity manual. The
maxinum flow rates cn freeways have increased, and
the values given in table 5-Z do not appear to
agree with the manual.

Furthermore, the terms extreme, severe
and moderate congestion are net found in the
manual. This appears to put a spin on the
informatien which makes the situation appear far
worse “han it may be. For example, travelling at
59 to 65 miles an hour down a freeway is called
severs congestion.

Alr emissions: Your discussion of air
quality Impacts and freeway expansion appears o Le
cverly optimisuvic, and T thank you for correcting
Tthat. faybe that's the Wisconsin DNR's numbers
Recent experience has shown that congress has been
reluctant to improve increased fuel efficiency and

erission controls.

Optimistic assumcticns zbout the future
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don't change the alr. And what's really needed is
a serious contingent analysis of emissions and the
methods to reduce them under a broad range of
circumstances.

On land use I fird your discussion cof
land use impacts of freeway expansion to be
inad=quate given the state «f knowledge in this
field. Your report seems to indicate that land use
and transportation have little relationship. This
appears to be in conflict with your past work and
your own transportat’cen planning goals

This issue cf land use and cransportatiocn
interaction will dominate planning in the future
and needs more analysis and attention. And SEWKR2C

should play a leadership role in helping

comm: ies implement smart growth and a
transportation system plan that recognizes land use
and transportation interaction as part of it.
aAnd the crash analysis. The analysis of

crasnes on the existing freeway have no information
about the causes of the crash and how the capacity
expansicn or safety improvements would specifically
deal with them. This poteniially is a $6.5 billion

decision or maybe 2.5 billion -- anyhow, just the

|
.

bring it up fto gecmetric standards.

The safety 1s an issue and a detailed
analysis of the tyce, make or severity and
occurrences of crashes should be done to ensure
that such expenditures will indeed reduce crash
occurrences in the mcst cost effective way.

There are serious guestions about the
methods used in the study, and they can be subjsct

tc a2xtensive debate. To resclve these I sw

gest a

peer review panel to examine the procedures used in
derail to determine if they're appropriate.

Such a2 vanel should have free and open
access to your methods and data and be made up of
experts in travel forscasting from outside Lhie
region. 2 decision of this magnituds requires that
we make sure that it's correct. And only through
an outside review would such an assurance be

possible. And it would also help set directions

o

2r you to substantially revise and update your
forecasting process.

State of the art has improved, and I hope
you have an open mind to do this. A better process
is needed and can be the basis of a comprehensive
transportation, land use and zir quality planning

effort.

[N}

[

w

.

w

15

In sumrary, [ feel that those parts cf
~he freeway expansion plan that aze not absclutely
necessary fcr the repair cof the current freeway
system should be set aside to be dealt with in a
more comprehensive effort.

They should use state of the art
forecasting and planning methods in considering a
wide range of transportaticr, land use alternatives
and should consicer thelir impacts on the
Such an effort will heslp the region
grow smarier and be a better place for all of us to
live. Thanks.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your comments.

The next person registered to speak is Dwight

Brass. Did I get that right?

MR. BRASS: Well, that's close enougil.

MR. YUNKER: Close encugh, ckay. And I
have one more slip, so if there's someone else who
wanls Lo spedk, requesl a slip row and put it out
now. You can turn the microphone 1f you want, but
to get on the vpublic record, yeou want to make sure
you direct your comments s well te the court
reporter.

MR. BRASS: Are you lip reading? My name

is Dwight Brass. I'm here partly representing a

15

new political party called the Wisconsin Party.
2uz I wanted tc tell you about my background just

for abcut 3C seconds. I worked as an env

engineer for many, many years including w
NDenver, Colorado, on The Trarcsportation control
plan,

The transportation centrol plan there was

basically controlling transportation vis-a-vis

highways in order to reduce air pellution.

Highways are called indirect sources. In o
words, they don't pollute directly, but it's
cormonly accepted in ~he environmental fisld and
has been for at least 30 years that you build
freeways and they will come.

And although there's a claim here tinis

ning that there's an exception to that for the
nmest part, 93 cut of a 100 or 99% out cf a trousand

freevay expansions increase the amount of traffic,

the vehicle miles traw

toward

es travelle That 1s a

reducing vehicle mi

n-obtainmert area such as

primary goal Zor a n
Milwauxee. We're having to suffer with this
ethannl gasoline, which redoces your gas mileans

somewhere between seven and ten percent. This
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amounts to added gas consumption of almost &
quartar of a million dollars a cay just in the
Southeastern part of Wisconsin.

What I would recemmend is first of all,
we go back to the drawing board.  And I'm in faver
of safety improvements, althouch T haven't looked

at these in detail. And I'm in favor of rebuilding

~he freeway if necessary.
But what I don't see is any inclusion of

an integrated mass-transit system with this

prcject. Money is -- c¢an ¢go in one place or it <an
go ir another place. Wisconsin cannot print moncy.
So if we spend 6.5 billion or 3 billion or whatever

the number might be on what appears to be a L00
percent motor vehicle oroject, that amount of money

can't he svent somewners else.

So my suggestion is that we go back to
the drawing board, we look at the safety
improvements. I the land acyuisiticn amounts to
only five perczent of the current right-of-way, it
seems like they could tweak that a little bit and
raybe get that down to zero.

I'm opposed to taking even one home or

one acrc of land or one business. And I den't

really believe that it's necessary Lo GO that. If

—
b

we have <n integrated mass-transit system that

represents a significant portiocn cf this total
project cost, probably about one third, let's say,

and we could pick numpers, but 1 te $2 pillicn

would create a nigh-speed transit system, even an
overhead monorail that would not interfere with

ground-level traffic and would drastically reduce

hicle miles travelled.

And raybe we would g=t out from under the
illness of the ethanol fuel. We sure are not ¢gcirng
e get out from under it with this kind of apprecach
where we're building, building and building
freeways.

MR. YUNKER: Thank you [or your comments.
The last perscn registered o speak 1s Steve
Scheil.
MR. SCHREIL: Scheil.
MR. YUNKER: Scheil.

ZIL: =Zver since in looking at

these exhikits, the reading akout them and looking

at the media, I iust want to kind of dovetail what

the oiher gentlemsn sooke, this whole plan 1s
predicated on we're going to have more and more

automohiles. JHowever they get there, whether they

the freeway attracts them or not, T don't know.
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2ut even looking at your charts, one can see an
expediential growth in the amcunt of traffic on the
freeway systom.

This assumes that the autocmooile is going

to pe the main mode of transportaticn for the next

30 years. It does not take into ccunt possikle
alternatives. 2&nd I can think of a couple, anac I
don't have the details, but I'm sure your engineers
do, whether or not petroleum as we know it is going
to be available in the next 40 or 30 years.
Possible with disruptions in the Middle East or
whatever, oil embargo, some alternatives would have

to be done.

Secondly, looking at other cities that

are much larger than Milwaukee, I have noticed that
sometimes -- this freeway system looks like

everything js com to the downtown area.

q

In some cities the downtowns kind of
dissolve and move into other parts of the area.

Like Oak Brook, Ill

neis, becomes a sort of
miniature downtown., The western part of 5t. Lcuis
becomes a downtown., Tt's not only because of

1'd like the commission to look at that
and see what they would predict. I know nobedy's

got a crystal ball in that respect.

The other thing I wculd think of in
getting rid of the traffic to start with would be a
system that I saw when I was 1n Singapore where you

would license cars. If you want to go downtown

your fee wonld be more than somebody who
did not gc downtown.

For example, during the week in
Singapore, 1f you want to gc down to your office
you're going to pay substantially more than if you
take puclic transit. Cr if you want to go down
there on the weekends, you will pay less.

Eventually what they're trying to do is
tax people who go downtown, and, therefore, make it
unattractive for them. I know in the United States
of America driving a car Is an inalienable right.
Zt's part of cur Bill of Rights. Our culture

evelves arcund the autcmobi I know it wo

probably be a pelitical nightmare to do this.
think the planning commission might want to
investigate -his and save up for possible use.

BuT again, I would like the vlanning
commission to go beyond what we have right now.
We're planning cub to the year 2030. They're
askng for 6.5 billion or 3 point whatever billion

to solve today's problem. We know in the next 20,
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1 30 years the world is going to chan I don't 1 STATE OF WISCONSIN i
2 know. T'd like -0 see the commission come up with 2 ]SS
3 some alternatives, alternative A, alternative B, 2 COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE )
4 whatever. Thank you. 4
5 MR. YUNKER: Thank you for your commsnis. 5
6 No one else has registered or indicated a desire to 6 I, JESSICA R. WAACK, & Registered
7 spezk, s0 that completes the public hearing. I 7 Preofessional Reporter and Notary Public in and for tre
a want to thanx all of you for attending, and I want 8 Stare of Wisconsin, do hereby certify that the zbove
5 te thank you for providing us with your comments. 9 hearing was recorded by me on the étn day of June, 2002,
1c The comments will all be provided to the 0 and reduced to writing under my perscral gdirection,
10 study edvisory committee for their consideration as 11 In witness whereof I have hereunder set
12 they shape z final plan of recommendations. Thank 1z my hand and affixed my seal of office at Milwankee,
13 you &gain. 13 Wisconsin, this 13th day of June, 2002
14 {Procecdings concludsd a2t 6:56 o.m.) 14
15 S
1¢e 1¢
17 v Notery Public
In and for the State of Wisconsin
13 13
13 15 My Commission Expires: Qctober 16, 20005.
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Appendix B-12

OPENING REMARKS AND PRESENTATION BY COMMISSION STAFF
AT EACH PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

Welcome to the public meeting and hearing on the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Freeway
System Reconstruction Study, and specifically the preliminary recommended plan for freeway system
reconstruction. My name is Ken Yunker. I am the Assistant Director of the Southeastern Wisconsin
Regional Planning Commission. I will now briefly review the format for today’s meeting and hearing.
The session has three parts: the first part consisted of the open house that was held here this afternoon
from 4:00 to 6:00 p.m. at which the public had an opportunity to review information regarding the study
and the preliminary plan and an opportunity to ask questions of study staff; the second part of the session
will consist of a presentation on the study in general and specifically the preliminary plan; and, the third
part of the session will be the public hearing, with statements from those of you that are present this
evening who may wish to offer formal comments on the preliminary plan.

As you entered the room here tonight, you had an opportunity to fill out a speaker registration
form on which you could indicate your desire to be heard. If anybody needs a speaker registration form at
this time, please raise your hand and a study staff member will give you a speaker registration form, and
when you have one filled out to speak, also raise your hand and they will pick those forms up. After the
presentation on the study and the preliminary plan, those of you who wish to be heard will be called upon
to make your statements in the order in which the forms have been submitted. Your statement will be
taken down by study staff and recorded. The statements will be documented in the study’s record of
public comments and will be presented to the Advisory Committee that is guiding the conduct of the
study. We will now provide to you a presentation on the study and the preliminary plan.

[Staff Presentation]

It is now time to receive comments. This hearing is intended to receive your comments
concerning the preliminary plan. I want to emphasize that the purpose of the hearing is to hear your
comments, and not to be a question and answer period. There was an opportunity to meet with study staff
and to review study materials earlier, and study staff will be available after the hearing this evening to
answer additional questions.

We’re going to ask that you keep your comments to about __ minutes. You will be notified
when you have about one minute remaining. We want everyone to have an opportunity to express himself
or herself this evening, and if you don’t have enough time to provide your comments in the _ minutes
allowed, you may have an opportunity to speak again. If time permits, you will be allowed to speak a
second time after all persons that have registered to speak have had an opportunity to do so. When you
provide your comments, please come up to the front and use the microphone so that the court reporter and
everyone else in the room can hear your comments.

I would also like to point out that comments may also be provided in writing. Forms for this
purpose, which may be submitted this evening or mailed to the address on the form, are available from
study staff at the entrance to the room. The public comment period on the preliminary plan extends
through June 14, 2002, and written comments may be provided to the Commission through a variety of
other methods. For contact information such as a mailing address and an e-mail address, please see the
fifth issue of the study newsletter available at this meeting

[Public Comment Portion of Meeting]
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Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
Freeway System Reconstruction Study
and Preliminary Recommended Plan

Public Information Meetings and Hearings
May-June 2002 1

Reason for Freeway System Study

SOUTHEASTERN gt oty e

WISCONSIN'S
FREEWAYS:
270 MILES

s 270-mile freeway system
nearing the end of its
service life, and will begin
to require reconstruction
before the end of the
decade

= Need to determine prior
B s to reconstruction those

“Fo| improvements and

redesign to be

incorporated in a

{ reconstructed freeway

system

WALWORTH CO,

KENOSHA CO.

WISCONSIN
ILLINOCIS 2
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Importance of Freeway System

= Important to Interstate, State, and Regional Travel

= Carries virtually all vehicle traffic traveling through the
Region on an average weekday

= Important to Residents, Businesses, and
Industries
= Nearly 90 percent of travel made on an average weekday
by Southeastern Wisconsin residents is by automobile, and
nearly 40 percent of that travel is on the freeway system
= Most of the daily traffic on the freeway system in each

county is made by the residents of that county, or to and
from that county’s businesses and industries

Freeway System - One Element of the
Regional Transportation System

= Study of the freeway system being conducted

within the context of the entire regional
transportation system and existing and ongoing
regional land use and transportation system
planning

= Regional plans call for smart growth and curtailing urban

sprawl, significant expansion of public transit, and
improvements of surface arterial streets and highways.
= The final recommendations of the freeway

reconstruction study will refine and add to the
recommendations of the regional plan.




Freeway System - One Element of the
Regional Transportation System

= This study has been structured to consider freeway
widening as a measure of last resort, by identifying the
freeway traffic volumes and congestion that may be
expected even if regional land use and transportation
plans are fully implemented, and even if complete light
rail and commuter rail systems are implemented
= This has been done to make clear the choice which this
Region and each County faces in rebuilding the freeway
system, that is, whether to reconstruct the freeway system
to its same capacity and accept substantially increased
freeway traffic congestion, or to rebuild the freeway system
with additional lanes to avoid this substantial increase in
traffic congestion.

Study Advisory Committee

Seven Counties—Kenosha, Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine,
Walworth, Washington, and Waukesha Counties

= County Executives, County Board Chairs

Municipalities—Mayors of Milwaukee, Oak Creek, Wauwatosa,
and Brookfield

Business—MMAC and West Bend Chamber of Commerce
Labor—Teamsters Union

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Federal Highway Administration

Transportation Development Association
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Problems and Deficiencies of
the Regional Freeway System

* Physical Design
* Traffic Accidents

* Traffic Congestion

FREEWAY MILES AFFECTED BY CONGESTION

Historic Trend in Freeway
Traffic Congestion

mMODERATE CONGESTION
60 +— SEVERE CONGESTION
m EXTREME CONGESTION

20

I
) -
0

1972 1980 1991 1999
YEAR

ON AN AVERAGE WEEKDAY

mm Extreme - stop-and-go bumper-to-bumper traffic averaging 20 to 30 mph or less.
Severe - speeds reduced by up to 15 mph and extremely difficult to change lanes.
mm Moderate - speeds reduced by up to 5 mph and difficult to change lanes.




Traffic Congestion

1972 1980

‘ Historic Trend in Freeway

Note: Color represents most severe
level of congestion experienced for

e
. | l at least one hour in each direction = s v
i I N T on an average weekday. B
o - . . ".
- I /
d | oy

Preliminary Plan for Freeway
System Reconstruction

= Rebuild to Modern Design Standards

= Rebuild with Additional Lanes on 127 Miles
of Freeway

10
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Preliminary Plan—Includes Rebuild
fo Meet Modern Design Standards

= Reconfigure freeway-to-freeway system
interchanges

= Relocate left hand on- and off-ramps to right hand side
of freeway

= Minimize lane drops and provide route continuity

= Improve freeway-to-freeway ramps to provide ramp
speeds that are closer to freeway mainline speeds

= Address closely spaced service interchanges with
grade-separated or collector-distributor roadways

11

Preliminary Plan—Includes Rebuild
fo Meet Modern Design Standards—
continued

= Improve freeway system service interchanges
= Lengthen and widen ramp tapers
= Convert multi-point exits to single point exits

= Separate ramps from frontage roads in Kenosha and
Racine Counties

= Provide selected auxiliary lanes to address closely spaced
interchanges

= Improve freeway mainline

= Improve freeway horizontal and vertical curvature, grades, and
vertical clearance to meet standards

= Provide full inside and outside shoulders

12




Preliminary Plan—Rebuild with
Additional Lanes

Lanes

= 127 miles, or
47 percent of the
regional freeway
system

= Address existing
and forecast traffic
congestion

= Most proposed lane
additions are:

=« 6 lanes to 8 lanes

« 4 lanes to 6 lanes

J = Proposed Additional

Widen from
6 to 8 Lanes

Widen from
4 to 6 Lanes

Widen from
4 to 8 Lanes |__

13

Construction Cost

$3.37 billion - Base Cost of Reconstruction

$2.15 billion - Cost of Improvements to Meet
Modern Design Standards

$0.73 billion - Cost of Additional Lanes on 127 Miles
of Freeway

$6.25 billion- Total Construction Cost Over Next 30
Years ($208 million annually)

14
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Right-of-Way Acquisition
Needs—Preliminary Plan

Rebuilding the 270-mile freeway system to modern design
standards with design and design and design-related safety
improvements
=« 577 acres
= 166 residences
= 23 commercial/industrial buildings
= 2 governmental/institutional buildings
= More than 50 percent of the necessary right-of-way for land and
commercial/industrial buildings has already been approved through
preliminary engineering and environmental assessment

= Needed right-of-way represents:
= 5 percent expansion of freeway right-of-way
= Additional 0.03 percent of Region to be dedicated for freeway purposes
= A total 0.13 percent reduction in Regional tax base and 0.21 percent
reduction in Milwaukee County tax base over next 30 years.

15

Right-of-Way Acquisition Needs—
Preliminary Plan—continued

= Adding freeway lanes would entail an additional
increment of right-of-way
= 81 acres
= 50 residences
= 8 commercial buildings
= 1 governmental/institutional building

= Less than 1 percent expansion of freeway right-of-
way

= Less than additional 0.01 percent of Region to be
dedicated for freeway purposes

= A total 0.05 percent reduction in Regional tax
base and 0.13 percent reduction in Milwaukee
County tax base over next 30 years
16




Freeway Traffic Congestion—
Preliminary Plan with Additional Lanes

= Widening would permit avoiding a substantial increase
in freeway system traffic congestion

150
140 +-| mMODERATE CONGESTION
130 1| SEVERE CONGESTION

120 4 EXTREME CONGESTION
110
100
%
80

70

60
50

- e
40
30
20
10
0 T T T

FREEWAY MILES AFFECTED BY CONGESTION
ON AN AVERAGE WEEKDAY

Existing 1999 Forecast Year 2020 Forecast Year 2020 Forecast Year 2020
Rebuild As-Is Rebuild to Modern Preliminary Plan -

Design Standards Rebuild to Modern

Design Standards

and with
Additional Lanes

(Forecasts of freeway traffic volume and i ider freeway widening as a of last resort,
as they identify the freeway traffic volume and congestion expected even with smart land use growth,
substantially expanded public transit, and improved surface arterial streets)

17

Other Traffic Congestion
Impacts—Preliminary Plan

= Avoid a doubling of daily travel delay on the freeway
system by the year 2020

= Increased freeway system travel time reliability

= Safety problems due to both design deficiencies and
traffic congestion would be significantly
addressed—rear-end crash rates are 5 to 15 times
higher on congested freeway segments

= Reduced traffic volumes and neighborhood impacts
on surface arterial streets

18
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Air Quality Impacts—
Rebuild with Additional Lanes

= Whether the freeway system is rebuilt with or without
additional lanes will have a negligible impact on the
level of transportation system ozone-related and
other air pollutant emissions and air quality, and also
vehicle motor fuel consumption
= Similar levels of regional vehicle traffic are expected
with or without additional lanes
= Transportation system derived ozone-related air
pollutant emissions have been significantly declining,
and are projected to continue to decline. This is
principally a result of new motor vehicle standards for
air pollutant emissions—*“tailpipe technology”

19

Southeastern Wisconsin Six County
Severe Ozone Non-Attainment Area

Transportation
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)

147

Tons

Transportation System Ozone-Related
Air Pollutant Emissions

Transportation
Nitrogen Oxides (NOy)

108
Tons
per Hot per Hot 64
Summer Summer
Weekday 53 Weekday
29
o ]
1990 1999 2007 2020 1990 1999 2007 2020
Year Year

NOTE: Wisconsin Department of
Quality Standard Attai t has

ces State Impl tation Plan for Ozone Air

for the year 2007 of 32 tons for

VOC and 71 tons for NO,.

9
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Land Use Impacts—Preliminary Plan

The preliminary plan with the proposed additional
lanes may not be expected to have a significant
impact on land use patterns.

= Transportation is one of many possible causes of decentralization,
and is generally not considered a significant cause compared to
rising affluence, cost of living, schools, environmental amenities,
preferences for single family homes and larger lots, perceived
and/or actual crime and safety, and other factors.

= In addition, the levels of congestion forecast in the year 2020
under the preliminary plan are only modestly less than existing
levels of congestion. Thus, the preliminary plan is not expected to
result in any substantial change in travel times or accessibility
which could be considered to impact land use patterns.

= However, the alternative plans with no additional lanes would
permit a doubling of traffic congestion and delay. It may be argued
that this significant increase in congestion could contribute to a
decline in regional economic growth and continued

decentralization. 21

Induced Travel—Preliminary Plan

The preliminary plan with the proposed additional
lanes may not be expected to induce additional
travel.

= Adding freeway lanes may be expected to result in levels of
congestion in the year 2020 which are only modestly less than
current levels of congestion. Therefore, adding freeway lanes
cannot be expected to induce more travel over the existing
situation.

= Review of historic traffic growth in Southeastern Wisconsin
including the period during which the freeway system was
first constructed and significantly reduced both peak and off-
peak period travel times indicates that nearly 90 percent of
historic traffic growth was a result of factors such as
economic and household growth and changing population
lifestyles, and not travel which was “induced.”

22
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Two Subalternatives to Full 127 Miles
of Freeway Widening

= 121 miles of freeway widening

= No widening of IH 94 between Marquette and Zoo
Interchanges

= 108 miles of freeway widening

= No widening of IH 94 between Marquette and Zoo
Interchanges

= No widening of IH 43 between Mitchell Interchange
and Bender Road

= Reduced widening of IH 43 between Bender and
Brown Deer Roads to 6 rather than 8 lanes

23

121 Miles of Freeway Widening
Option—Eliminate Widening of IH 94
from Marquette to Zoo Interchanges

= Reduced construction costs

= $90 million less (one percent reduction in system
reconstruction costs)
= $6.16 billion - 121 miles of freeway widening
= $6.25 billion - 127 miles of freeway widening

= Reduced right-of-way acquisition

= 22 fewer acres

= 18 fewer residences (located along the south side of
IH 94 from 76th Street to 70th Street)

= 5 fewer commercial/industrial buildings (located
along the south side of IH 94 from 30th Street
to 13th Street)

24




121 Miles of Freeway Widening
Option—continued

= Impact on Wood National Cemetery and adjacent
cemeteries

= Widening to 8 lanes can be accomplished without
requiring any relocation or disturbance of graves
= No increase in land dedicated to freeways and streets is
likely in Wood National Cemetery owing to the elimination
of Zablocki Drive (Cemetery Access Road) bridge

= Between Mitchell Boulevard and Hawley Road
westbound IH 94 lanes would be elevated and overlap
eastbound lanes and the northern cemeteries by up to
15 to 25 feet. This freeway redesign configuration will
be required whether or not additional lanes are
provided if grave disturbance is to be avoided and

if safety shoulders are to be provided
25

Freeway Redesign Configuration of
IH 94 between Mitchell Boulevard
and Hawley Road

AN T T
ted Westhound Lanes

£if B . -‘1 h'!
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Freeway Redesign Configuration of
IH 94 between Mitchell Boulevard
and Hawley Road—Perspective:
Looking South from Story Parkway

27

Freeway Redesign Configuration of
IH 94 between Mitchell Boulevard and
Hawley Road—Perspective: Looking
North from Wood National Cemetery

Reconfiguration Design

28




121 Miles of Freeway Widening
Option—Traffic Congestion

= Additional hours and severity of congestion
on IH 94 between Zoo and Marquette
Interchanges

= Doubling of peak hour travel delay
= Increase in traffic on surface arterial streets

= Reduced travel time reliability and traffic
safety

= Minimal traffic diversion and additional traffic
congestion and delay on remainder of
freeway system

29

108 Miles of Freeway Widening Option—
Eliminate Widening of IH 94 from Marquette
to Zoo Interchanges and of IH 43 from
Mitchell Interchange to Silver Spring Drive

= Reduced construction costs

= $260 million less (four percent reduction in system
reconstruction costs)
= $5.99 billion - 108 miles of freeway widening
= $6.25 billion - 127 miles of freeway widening

30
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108 Miles of Freeway Widening Option—
Eliminate Widening of IH 94 from Marquette
tfo Zoo Interchanges and of IH 43 from
Mitchell Interchange to Silver Spring Drive

= Reduced right-of-way acquisition
IH 43 Segment IH 94 Segment Total

Acres 24 22 46 fewer
Residences 18* 18 36 fewer
Commercial/ 3** 5 8 fewer
Industrial Buildings

Governmental/ 1 - 1 fewer

Institutional Building

* Three residences west of IH 43 and north of W. North Avenue
and 15 residences along IH 43 between Bender and Brown
Deer Roads

**Located along IH 43 between Bender and Green Tree
Roads

31

108 Miles of Freeway Widening
Option—Traffic Congestion

= Additional hours and severity of congestion
= Doubling of peak hour travel delay
= Increase in traffic on surface arterial streets

= Reduced travel time reliability and traffic
safety

= Minimal traffic diversion and additional traffic
congestion and delay on remainder of freeway
system

32




Process for Developing a Final
Recommended Plan

Solicit public comment and feedback on preliminary plan
(April-July 2002)

= County boards and executives
Advisory Committee determination of final plan

recommendations and an accompanying program, taking
into account the comment and feedback (August 2002)

Submittal of final plan and program for formal adoption by
each county board and executive (September-November
2002)

Amendment of regional transportation plan by SEWRPC
(December 2002)

Submittal of plan and program to WisDOT
Secretary (December 2002)

33
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WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED BY THE COMMISSION REGARDING
THE REGIONAL FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY AND
PRELIMINARY FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION PLAN



Appendix C-1

WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED DURING THE PRELIMINARY FREEWAY SYSTEM
RECONSTRUCTION PLAN FORMAL COMMENT PERIOD: MARCH 21, 2002, THROUGH JUNE 14, 2002

Appendix C-1A

WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM ELECTED OFFICIALS

BRIAN BURKE

WISCONSIN STATE SENATOR

Chair, Joing Conrmniee on e

June 12, 2002

Southeastern Wisconsin
Regiunal Plarning Comurssicr
PO Box 1607

Waukesha, W1 53187-1607

To The Commussioness of SEWRPC;

On behalf of my consticuents who live near (and wih) the current 1-94 freeway system in their mmediate neighborhoods, 1 wish to
express my oppos tion o your PIoposa’s for expansion of this reeway within the City of Milwackee.

We must make smart choices when it comes 1o planning, growth and developmerl. What we do today to accunmodate
the teaffic of urban spraw! wil have a tremendaus ccorormic anc envicnmenta impact on our cily of nicighborkaods for
years 10 come. Should we cortinue 10 further destroy our historic, walkable neighborhoods tn order to shave five minutes
off of commute time ‘or peoole? | authored the Smatt Growlh Law in Wisconsin because it is a qguality of life issue for me.
It encourages corimunities 1o plan ahead, as you are atiempting to do. But the Smar: Growth Law encourages planning
that saves natural resources AND tax dollars. Your proposal for expansion weuld cost more than $6.2 billion dollars
without a suggestion on how it could be paid for. When Smart Growth became law, most observers focused on how it wiil
protect Wisconsin farms and forests from poo-ly planned cevelopment. While protecting and is importart. so is Smart
Growlh's other goal. crealing and preserving neighborhoods vith housing options that include everybody. Lnder this law
we proc communilies to maximize Use of existing roads and resources while minimiz:ng cevelopment that requires vast
amounts of apen space ana extension of costly new public serv ces.

Consider this: your proposal wou.é mean the loss of 216 homes, eliminate more than 31 businesses and use more than
858 acres of additioral land including wetlands. Your proposal -ewards the urbridled urban sprawl and penalizes families
in great neighborhoods like Sory Hil, The famiics in the Story Hill are working hard to restore their nsighborhoed and
create a sense of community and responsiallity to improve the quality of Ife for all. They shouid be congratulated and
encouraged, not penalized. Under your proposal far an expanded section of 1-94, these families face an increase in
pollution and roise while losing parts of their community. To add injury to oain, you would charge taxpayers $6.2 bilion to
expznd this stretch of freeway rather than replacing the existing system. This is an expensive misiake and leaves no rgom
to further develop mass <rans t

Pigase make the smart choice, Oppose the expansion of -04 as it is currently proposed. Thank you for your fusther
consideration of this matter.

Respectfully

£ ;’«f

Brian Burhe
State Senator

STATECAMTOL POSTUEFICE DO 7862 MADISON. WISCONSIS
SN 3 OR 1BURIIVSLE G FAX NI, 267

JON RICHARDS

SIRVING MILWAUKEE'S
EAST SIDE, DOWNIOWN AND
BAY VIEW NEIGHEQRHOODS

Tune 11,2002

Mr. Kenneth R. Yunker. P. E. Assistant Director
Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Comnuission
P.O. Box 1607

Waukesha, WI33187-1607

Re: Comments on Regional Freeway Reconstruction Study for Southeastern Wisconsin
Dear Mr. Yunker:
As the State Reprosentalive for the 9ih Assembly District, which includes much of Downtown Milwankee, the

Last Side and Bay View, | write to let you know that L am troubled by SEWRPC's prefiminary proposal to add
lartes to 127 swiles of highway in Southsastern Wiscansin.

Yout freeway buillisg plan wosTd cost more than $6.2 billion: use more than 658 acees of Jand. including
wetlands: cause U Toss of 216 homes and 31 businesses: generate more urban sprawl and possibly weaken the
city's cconomy--all to shave off about 2 minutes of commuting time for some drivers. |Lis eye-popping cost is
roughly six tines (he size of our current massive state budget ceficit. Lhave yet to hear what community benefit
could justify this enormous expense.

turthermure, the plan basely gives a nod to mass transit and alternative moces of transportation. Where are the
recommendations that emphasice the use of buses, carpools, trains o bicycles? The plar docs not address
coneerns L “aw-incore and minority popniations would be unfairly harmed 5y your road constructivn plan
And the Fact that your plan decs ot include comprehensive land wse, economic development or job creation
studies is also troublesome given the magnitude and imporiance of project for Milwaukee and the whole of
Southeastern Wisconsin

These are concerns that many of my constituents in the 19th Assesbly District share. 1 luok forward t seeing
these concerns addressed ‘n the next draft of the plan.

[hank vou

J\Rp
ﬁ‘)lh,’Asscmbl) L)i:lricl
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The Clean Water People
May 21, 2002

Phil Evenson

Executive Director

Southeastem Wlscons\u Regicnal Ptanning Commission
P.O. Box 1

Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

Dear Mr. Evenson:

1 am writing to express my concerns that plans lo greatly exaand Milwaukee's freeway system
could jeopardize the millions of collars that have been spent in recent years to greatly reduce
the risk of flooding to Milwaukee-area residents,

By adding more concrete without proper stormwater this massive expansion
project would also increase the fisk of floocing fo area residents alang the Menomonee River,
who were ravaged by the floods that hit the Milwaukee area in 1997 and 1998,

In recent years, the District has several impaertant
flood control projects, including the 872 muhon Val\ey Park Flood Management Project, which
has substantially reduce the risk of flvoding to & 130-home neighborhood just north of interstate
94 near Miller Park. | would hate to see anything constructed that would increase the risk of
flooding to those residents, who suffered through years of frequent floading,

In addition, In recent years MMSD has initiated projects to increase the capacity of the iniine
Storage System by over 25 percent, enacted stormwater regulations for the District's servica
area to ensure flood risk does not Increase because of future development and expanded many
facilities to reduce the pollutant loacings to Miwaukee-area waterways.

Any plan implemented for Milwaukee-zrea fieeways slso should not encourage land use
patterns that will necessitate new infrastructure when there already is existing Ifrastructure in
place with available capacity. That would be a poor use of tax dolfars and coutd burt the
Milwaukee-area economy.

1 ook forward 1o continuing to work with SEWRPC on this important issue to our commun;

Sircerely,

State Rep. Antonia
MMSD Commissien Thairman

i i Distriet
280 W, Seeboth Sireet, Milwaukse, W 53204-1446
414-272-5100 5 www.mmsd.com

CoPryY

(262) 547-1103

May 23, 2002

Representative Antonio Riley
MMSD Comumission Chairman
260 W. Sechoth Streer
Milwaukee, W[ 53204-1446

Dear Representative Riles:

Thask you for your letter of May 2. 2092. commenting on the relationshins between a tentaiive proposal
by a SEWRPC Advisory Committee fo rebuild and cxpand the Milwaukce arca freeway sysiem and flood
control, stormuwater and land use devel objectives. As comprehensive planners, we

are as concerned about flocd confrol. stormywater manag and land usc development as we are about

transportation system development.

Tiis clear that the State of Wisconsin will need to rebuild the Milwaukee arca freeway system in jts
entireiv over the neat 30 years. Whether or not additienal traffic fanes vltimately ave provided on sclected
segments of that system, the reconstruction activity will provide an opportunity to properly address
flooding and stormwater management issnes. Indeed, present Wisconsin Depariment of Transpostation
policy requires the Department, as individual projects are conceived. engineered, and constructed, to
apprepriately address locding and stormwater issues. G L if that policy is
followed. there should be no reason to fear tha reconstrection project will place at greater
flood risk those neighberhoods that are now 5 types.
Indzed, the reconstruction activity may well improve upon the present situation with respeet to freeways
and runoff, given that the present system was designed in the 1930s, a time when WisDOT did net have
its present stormwater management policy in place. 1t will be important for the MMSD and its staff o
become involved in WisDOT s project development pracess to help ensurc that this is the case.

construction should not

The Commission and its staff agree with your position that new freews

g land use development where other s g infrastructure is not now in place. We believe
that the present inary freeway reconstruetion proposal lishes that objective by inves
beller designed freeways and addirional freeway capacity in thase portions of the Region where
development s fully o substantially in place. We are not proposing the construction of new freeways on
the periphery of the Milwaukee arca. Rather, we are proposing greater reinvestment in alrcady developed
arcas.

With |espnu w the matter of pruvidlm7 additional lane capacity on seiected frecways. please bear in mind
ime seeks simply Lo abate the prowth in tralfic congestion
ssed over me mq decade not climinate congestion. We. 100, are cencerned about the
Mitwaukee area economy and waut that economy o flourish. We believe that a position of wlerating
ever-increasing congestion on the present system will work apainst that goal and agaiast the objective of’




Representative Antonio Riley
May 23, 2002
Page 2

fostering private sector reinvestment in the central city. We also believe that the py og(xsed investment in
[reeways is not sufficient and must be accompanied over the next several decades by lnCl"EZ?SQL.i
investment also in providing better transit services. That, too, is important to the people of Milwaukee
and the Milwaukee area cconomy.

Thank you for communicating your thoughts on this important issue. Please he assured ﬂmr.\\'e will share
your thoughts with the Commission’s Advisory Committee guiding the freeway reconstruction study.

Sincerely,

Philip C. Evensen
Lxecutive Direcior

PCEA
#69773 v - Riley Ltr--MMSD

ce: Leslie [ Fafard, District Direclor. WisDOT

bee: Bill Drew (w/incoming lotter)

John O. Notquist May 20,2002
Mager
City of Miswauice

&

Philip Evenson

Executive Director
SEWRPC

P.0. Box 1607

Waukesha, W] 53187-1607

Dear Mr. Evenson:

I note that SEWRPC will be holding a series of meetings in the next two weeks to
review a proposal for more than $6.2 billion of highway expansion in Milwaukee
and surrounding counties. The proposal only considers adding more lanes or a
no-build alternative.

T'am enclosing a Wisconsin Department of Transportation study from 1998 which
had laid out a far different and more comprehensive appreach to transportation
issues in the region.

The proposal focused on the need for public dialogue to address all highway and
related issues such as mulii-modal transportation, land use policy, and specificully
mentions items missing from the SEWRPC proposal currently on the table. These
omitted items include “the public transit system such as inter-city buses,
commuter buses, express buses and local buses, Amitrak, commuter rail, light rail
transit and street cars.”

It is my understanding that SEWRPC reviewed this WISDOT proposal and
narrowed it to the highway expansion plan which will add lancs in the City of
Mitwaukee on residential and commercial property and do substantial harm to our
quality of life. T would expect that SEWRPC will explain at its hearings why it
chose to dismiss the comprehensive WISDOT proposal in favor of the highway
only expansion plan it is bringing to the public for review.

Enclosure

JONJR pim

286-3191

&

Tuesday, September (18, 1998

Proposal to foster a public dialogue leading to a regional
consensus on implementable freeway-related improvements in
Southeastern Wisconsin

1. PURPOSE OR MISSION STATEMENT

Foster a public dialogue leading to a regional consensus on implementable freeway-
related improvements in Southeastern Wisconsin.

I PROBLEM STATEMENT

WisDOT needs to replace the deteriorating freeway system in Southeastern Wisconsin a8,
major segments reach the end of their service life. Decisions need to be made regarding
whether the new replacements will be in kind, improved, or otherwise modified, before
design and construction may proceed. Qur last effort at addressing this issue with a
Major Invesiment Study resulted in a stalemate because there was no agreement between
state and local political inerests to support the improvement alternatives under
consideration.

Il GUIDELINES
1. The regional consensus that develops from this process will help determine the
averall direction, role, or mission for WisDOT"s District 2 in improving travel in

major transportation corridors.

2. The primary product is & conceptual plan stating the type of improvement intended for
each segment of the freeway system.

3. Obtaining a consensus will Jikely require addressing freeway-reiated issnes such as
muitimodal wransportation, ITS (intelligent transportation svstems), land use controls,
demand management. as well as freeway capaciry, design, and operation.

4. A system-wide approach -- not a piecemeal approach -- wil) be used.

5. Community leaders will be ipvolved.

6. The process will be financed by WisDOT but WisDOT should not lead it. The goals
of the regional community should be considered.

The process will not have a preconceived outcome, Altemative strategics will be
discussed. The Null Alternative or Do Nothing alternative is the default uniess «

Tuesday, Seprember 08, 1998

consensus 1s reached concerning a set of improvements.

I

The Regional Transportation System Plan provides the starting point for this process.
Reviewing Translinks 21 and Metro 2020 recommendations may provide some
continuity. A marketing study may be useful 1o identify different interests in
southezstern Wisconsin.

IV. MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE

A number of structural elements are necessary for the process. The process requires an
advisory committes, board, or panel 1o discuss issues and make recommendations. An
agency needs (o organize the committee. A consultant is needed to write the reports,
introduce and explain alternative strategies, and facilitate input by the committee. An
agency needs to hire and manage the consultant, oversee their work and pay the bills.
Finally, an agency needs io finance the process.

Recommendations regarding each of these elements follow.

L. Sponsor. The sponsor of this effort should be WisDOT and WisDOT should finance
the study. This study concerns freeway-related improvements; WisDOT has played
important roles in planning, funding, impraving, operating, and maintaining the freeway
system In the Milwaukee area. In order to continue to meet these responsibilities, a set of
agreed-upon freeway strategies and clear cut roles and responsibilities in needed.
Therefore, it makes sense that WisDOT initiate and finance this effort.

2. Lead. We looked at three alternatives for a lead agency. The lead agency is
responsible for organizing the advisory committee and directing the consultant.
SEWRPC is in the best position to play these roles for these reasons:

O This is essentially a refinement of SEWRPC’s system plan.

O They already have a process in placs for setting up advisory committees and dealing
with controversial plaaning issues.

0 They provide a regional emphasis with better chance of overall "buy-in."

¢ Their lead reduces the state role and influence.

There are also some possible disadvaniages:

¢ The outcome might be perceived as just another advisory plan,
¢ Their lead reduces the state role and influence

WisDOT will st the study in SEWRPC's ongoing work plan. WisDOT will provide this
proposal 10 SEWRPC as the basts for the work. WisDOT will amend this propesal
pending discussions with SEWRPC. SEWRPC will be free to define its own metheds for
providing the produets and following the guidelines stated herein. The consultant will

v
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work directly for SEWRPC. WisDOT's involvement will be through representation on
the advisory committee, SEWRPC can choose to seek any counsel or technical expertise
from WisDOT during the process.

We decided thar the following options for lead agency were inferior to having SEWRPC
be the lead. The options and pros and cons follow:

¢ SEWRPC and WisDOT could lead jointly. This option would have the advantage
that WisDOT resources could be brought to bear more directly 1o help facilitate the
process. The disadvantages are that WisDOT may be perceived as pursuing its own
agenda rather than the advisory committee’s and responsibility and accountability are
diluted.

The last alternative is for WisDOT :o lead the process. The advantages of this
approach are that it's a chance to show we're interested in lenting customers define
quality; and responsibihity and accountability are concentrated in 2 single agency. The
disadvantages are that WisDOT will be perceived as pursuing its own agenda rather
than the advisory committee’s and it would be difficult to get buy-in from Jocal and
regional agencies.

Congultant. The consultant would be chosen based on nonmal selection practices.

o

o

. Advisory committee. The lead agency will organize the advisory committee reflecting
the population of Southeastern Wisconsin. (The advisory committee should consist of
representatives from each county; selected ciiies, villages, towns; and representatives
from business, community, and interest groups.) Zhe committee should be lead by a
prominent business leader and should involve legislators.

V. PRODUCTS
There are three primary products desired from this process.

1. A delineation of the roles and responsibilities for all elements of the surface
transportation system. This could be expressed as a table where the column headings are
staie, regional, county, and municipal. The row headings would be the components of the
street and highway system such as freeways, principle arterial sireets and highways,
minor arterial streets and highways. collectors, and access roads; and the public ransit
system such as inter-city buses, commuter buses, express buses and local buses. Amtrak,
commuter rail, light rail transit, and sireet cars.

In this product, roles and responsibiiities couid ineluce funding, cost sharing, owning. and
operating. Specific transportation facilizies could be further divided by function. location,
or other criterja.

Tuesday, Seprember 08, 1998

2. A conceptual plan for the freeway system. The plan would specify for each segment
of existing or proposed freeway, whether the segment should be:

Demolished and replaced with arterial street improvements

Resurfaced

Reconstructed in kind

Reconstructed with spot safety and operational improvements within the right-of-way
Modemized in terms of ramp design and general geometrics with some additional
right-of-way

Modified by adding, deleting, or lidating on and off ramps

Expanded by means of additional conventional lanes

Expanded by means of additional special purpose lanes reserved for carpools and
buses

9. Newly constructed on new rights of way or on existing principal arterial alignments,

ENERI

w

Mo

w

The second and third actions are nol realistic options because most freeway segments
have already been resurfuced twice and are at the end of their usefid Iife, or have known
safety and operational problems that require at least a spot improvement, or both,
Therefore, the default alternative for this process is assumed to be #4 “Reconsnucied
with spot safety and operational improvements within the right-of-way.”

[n addition, the plan will specify a set of freeway related transportation services or aclions
ta be done ‘n conjunction with, or in licu of, freeway improvements. These may include
but are not limited to:

*  Freeway Traffic Management (1o manage the flow of vehicles more cfficiently)
©  Ramp metering.

®  Motorist information.

¢ Incident management.

Freeway Demand Management (incentives and allemative modes to decrease peak
period traffic volumes demanded on the freeway)

¢ Provision of commuter or express bus or rail service

Promotion of carpooling

Provision of park and nde lots

Improvements on arterial strects that serve as alternative routes

Access fees for entering the freeway sysiem

¢ Land use controls related to freeway interchanges

o

. Financial plan

This product will specity the costs of each action in the plan by item along with the
suggested cost-sharing arrangements where applicab’e

V1. SCOPE

Tuesday, Sepiember 08, 1998

The study area for this effort will comprise ail seven counties in Southeastern Wisconsin
that compose SEWRPC's service area. However, the emphasis will be freeways in areas
that are experiencing the effects of urbanization.

The time frame for freeway related improvements is January 1, 2000 through Jan 1, 2020

VIL PROCESS
The study will require a rumber of steps.

1. Identification and di ion of problems with the existing svstem and goals for a
future system.

For example:

* Interstate cormerce traffic gets stuck in commuting traffic dunng peak periods. A
means for separating these two types of travel would be helpful.

e 75% of the freeways in Milwaukee County will experience level of service "E" or "F"
by the year 2020.

¢+ Freeways in downtown Milwaukee provide convenient access ut also occupy land
that could be used for development.

¢ A by-pass would take pressure off of the Marquette and Zoo Interchanges, yet
locating this facility may likely trigger oppasition from local communities.

. Identification and discussion of the range of strategies for each segment.

N

The following items are examples of some specific srategies that WisDOT would
particularly like to see identified and discussed. Of course. advisory committee members
and staff mey introduce other srategies or select from those listed under product #2
above.

<

Does the Milwaukee area need a by-pass?

4 Should selected pieces of the freeway downtown be demolished and replaced with
arierial street improvements?

G Which of the SOV or HOV lane expansions in the state highway plan should be
implemented?

Which freeway segments should remain the state's responsibilizy and which should be

Tuesday, September 08. 1998

taken over by other units of government?

O Which freeway segments would benefit from additional traffic managemen: and
demand management? Who is responsible for these actions?

Combine solutions into packag

[

This optional step is intended to simplify the evaluation of the improvements.

4. Evaluate alternatives packages from a technical standpoint.

Estimate the direct benefits, costs, and natural and social environmental impacts of each
alternative ‘mprovement or package. Discuss indirect impacts and those that are difficult
to quantify. This will by necessity have to be done at a rather broad level in order to ka=
the scope of the study manageable and to complete the work in a reasonable amount of
time.

S. Evaluate alternatives from a community perspective.

Present and discuss the aiternatives with the advisory conumnittee and with the public
througly appropriate public involvement.

6. Prepare the consensus plan.

7. Seek adoption of the plan by the Regional Planning Commission.

After the plan is adopted, each jurisdiction secks to implement their portion of the plan.
An evaluation of the plan implementation cfforts five years from the date of completion
would be helpful in keeping the plan implementatior. efforts on track.

VI SCHEDULE

Avg. '98  WisDOT finishes proposal

Sep.  "98  WisDOT management approves proposal, WisDOT reaches
understanding with SEWRPC

Oct.  "98  SEWRPCreleases RFP, starts process of organizing advisory committee

Nov. ’98  Consultans submit proposals

Dec. 98 SEWRPC selects consultant, negotiales and signs contract with
consultant.

Jan. 99 Study Begins

Jan.  "00  Study Concludes
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SOUTHEASTERN ~ WISCONSIN  REGIONAL ~ PLANNINGE COMMISSION

W239 N1812 ROCKWOOD DRIVE » PO BOX 1607 « WAUKESHA, W1 53187-1607+ TELEPHONE (262) 547-6721
FAX (262) 547-1103

Servirig i

May 23, 2002

Mr. John O. Norquist
Mayor., Gity of Milwaukee
City Hall

200 E. Wells Street
Milwankee, WI 33202

Dear Mayor Norquist:

Thank you for your letter of May 20, 2002, relative to the regional [reeway reconstruction study being
underiaken by the Commission at the request of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation {WisDOT).
Arached to your letter was a 1998 WisDOT document which you believe Tavs out “a far different and
smore comprehensive approach to transportation issues in the region” than the approach being followed by
the Commission in conducting the study. You further indicate that your reading of the 1998 WisDOT
document indicates that WisDOT was seeking a multi-modal transportation study that wonld address, in
addition to the freeways, “the public transit system such as inter-city buscs, commuter buses, express
buses and Jocal buses, Amtrak, conunuter rail. light rail transit and street cars.”

We respectfully disagree with your interpretat'on of the 1998 WisDOT document. Our reading of that
document indicates the following:

1. The cutrently adopted. multi-modal regional transportation system plan was to be the point of
departure for the regional freeway reconstruction study and provide the framework of reference for
that study (see page 2 of the WisDOT document). Thus. the freeway study was to examine in detail
one element of the multi-modal regional transportation system, but do so in a way that tecognizes —
qualitatively and quantitatively—the anticipated cantributions of the other elements to the catire
transportation system. This is precisely what we have done in carrying out the study. Tu *his respect,
the regional freeway reconstruction study is no different than many other dztailed planning studjes
recently completed or underway by this Commission and carried out in conjunction with plan
implementation agencies. Such studics include transit development programs for Ozaukee,
Washington, and Waukesha Counties, county jurisdictional highway syster plans, and the Kenosha-
Racine-Milwaukee commuter rail study. All of these studies focus on a subelement o the broad
multi-modal transportation system that has been established in the framework regional plan.

‘The primary product sought by WisDOT was a “conceptual plan stating the type of improvement
intended for each segment of the freeway system™ (see page | of the WisDOT docutment). What is
presently being luid before the public for review and comment is a preliminary drafi of the intended
conceptual plan

Issues related to frecway reconstruction, including mulii-modal transportation: il
transportation systems, lang use controls, and dcmdnd management. were 10 be a(]dlus:sd inthe
study, but were 10 remain ir the “background” relative to the primary focus of the study. which was 10

Mr. John O. Norgist
May 23, 2002
Page 2

be freeway design and capacity (see page 1 of the WisDOT document). Again. we believe that we
have appropriately addressed these issues in the materials that have beer prepared under the smudy 1o
date

4. WisDOT desired three major products from the study: 2) a statement of the roles and responsibilities
of public agencies for elements of the regional transportation system, b) a conceptual plan for the
freeway system, and c) a financial program attendant to the reconsiruction of the frceway system (sec
pages 3 and 4 of the WisDOT document). The adopted, multi-modal regional transportation system
plan already includes an identification of roles and responsibilities for implementation of the various
elements of the regional transportation system. Hence, the first product is intended Lo focus on roles
and respansibilities for cach major segment of freeway. with the assumption 1o date being that
WisDOT will continue to be fully responsible for cach freeway segment. The second product has
been well defined, although it cloarly is subject to change after public input is obtained. The third
product will be prepared and reviewed by the Advisory Comniittee on which yon serve following the
Committee’s selection of a final plan.

Given the foregoing, we respectfully reject your conclusion tzat the Commission “chose to dismiss the
cemprehensive WisDOT proposal in faver of the highway only ¢xpansion plan it is bringing ta the public
for review™ Rather, we conclude that we are condueting the study fully in accord with the fiamewark for
the study that was speciticd by the WisDO1.

While we disagree with the report interpretations and conclusion set forth in your letter, we share your
underlying concern that the current focus on regional freeway reconstruction activity not obscure the need
io move forward ou other transportation fronts identified in the adopted regional plan, including providing
better systems of public transit to interconnect key subareas of the metropolitan area: 1o provide a basts
for choice in travel, particularly in key corridors: and to better serve those residents of the arca who do not
have ready access to automobiles. From our stall perspective, we will make only modest progress on
those fronts until—like most other meiropolitan areas in the Nation—tbere is made availabie a dedicated
source of nonproperty tax revenue at the local level to support public mransit systems. Our efforts in the
last decade to move in that direction did not succeed. Perbaps it is time to reconsider such an initiative,

Sincerely,

Philip C. Evenson
Executive Director

PC

#6U863 v - Korcuist Lir

eer Leslic 1 Fafard, District Divector, WisDOT
William R. Drew, Chairman, Regional Freeway System Advisory Commitiee

c4

ORA_.
WRIFFEN COMMENT
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 8, 2002
Kenosha City Hall
625 52nd Street
Kenosha, Wisconsin

Name IVV Laxsa,«.,

Affiliation caxd 7

Mailing Address

Comment N .

sta_Cop.

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY REB.

#68961 v1

PEGGY
ROSENZWEIG 2

State Senator, 5th Senate District
Member, Joint Committee on Finance

April 26, 2002

Thomas H. Buestrin

SEWRPC

Chairman, Freeway System Advisory Committee
W239 N1812 Rockwood Drive

P.0. Box 1607

Waukesha, W1 53187-1607

Dear Mr. Buestrin:

Recently a constituent of mine wrote in with some suggestions on how we might rebuild
[-94 and ] wanted to convey those ideas to the Freeway System Advisory Committee.

Enclesed please find a copy of his comments for your consideration. tle posed some
very intriguing ideas for how we might rebuild [-94 and [ have informed him that his
comments were forwarded to you. T also recommended he visit vour website where he
could learn more about the process that has taken place thus far and to find dales anc
times of the upcoming meetings to discuss a preliminary freeway reconstruction plan in
NMay and early June.

Please do not hesitate to contact my office if I can offer assisiance 10 your committee.

imu tely)
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5" Sengte Distict

Wisconsip State Legislature

John Bauer

State Capitol, RO. Eox 7882, Madisen, Wi §3707-7882  Phone. 608-2G6-2512  Toli-Freo: 866-817-6067
6236 tpper Parkway North, Wauwatosa, Wi 53213 Fhone; 414-258-4664
Ermail: Ser RosenzereiyBlegis state wius  Wabsite: hitp:/iwyw legis state wi us Sonatelsen0s/noves!
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Page 1 of 1

Matthews, Pam

From:  Grapentine, Mark

Sent:  Monday, April 08, 2002 3:03 PM
To: Matthews, Pam

Subject: FW interstate 94

--—-0riginal Message—--

From: john & lesley bauer [maitto: bauer281@merr.com]
Sent: Saturday, April 08, 2002 6:39 PM

To: Sen.Rosenzwelg@legis.state.wl.us

Cct Rep.Cullen@!legis.state,wl.us

Subfect: interstate 94

Hi
| have an idea about rebuliding |-94, 1 was wondgering wh;
, y we need the Interstate géing through downten

rplanned‘ this would disrupt businesses and home owners, Why can't they add 2 Iasnes%n eacrg drrem)tn \:‘/)na;\:
been;mz xhatdtu 1-94, post rt"mat ?“ traffic takes this route and then repave the present interstate, fix what needs to

. ed. and rename that "local” 1-947 This way only locaf rafiic would use this land locked freeway and anyone
wha is just passing through would take the wastern interstate roads { the old 884, now renamed 1-94.) Or, instead
gi ggu‘!j; ieé:g‘lin% ;he' pr?rsaem interstate, you could double deck 894 with the top lanes being mmugr; lanés, ne
ot tx;x, tac ge?nu?aig E;;ﬁ(:mps..lusi because if's always been done this way, doesr't mean we have 10 Iive
John Baver
2814 N 75th St
Milwaukee
baug281@merr.com

05/08/2002
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SOUTHEASTERN ~ WISCONSIN ~ REGIONAL ~ PLANNINGE COMMISSION

W239 N1812 ROCKWOOD DRIVE » PO BOX 1607 « WAUKESHA, WI 53187-1607+ TELEPHONE (262) 547-6721
FAX (262) 547-1103

erving the Countie

May 17, 2002

Mr. John Bauer
2814 N, 79th Street
Milwaukee, W1

Dear Mr. Baucr:

Your electronic message to State Senator Peggy Rasenzweig of April 6, 2002, relative to the rebuilding of
the regional frceway system has been forwarded to the Commission staff. Please be assured that your
communication will be made a part of the record of public comments relative to the Commission’s
Regional Freeway Reconstruction Study and will be brought to the attention of the Commission’s
Advisory Committee guiding that study.

Implicit in your suggestion that the Milwaukee freeway bypass (1H 894 and USH 45/4)) be cxpanded and
relabeled 1H 94 is a belief that there is a substantial amount of through traffic in southeastern Wisconsin
that desires to bypass the Milwaukee downtown area but that simply follows the major through 1H 94
interstate routing. Commission travel surveys indicate that such is not the case. Indeed, those surveys
indicate that about 95 percent of daily travel in the Region is “local” in natare tn that such travel has both
trip ends within the Region. Only relatively small amounts of travel—less than 1 pereent—are truly
“through” in nature, having both trip ends outside the Region. Since so much of our traffic is local in
nature, daily travel behavior is simply not influenced by the route number that is posted on the shicld
denoting a freeway route. Rather, local travel, which tends to be repetitive in nature, rakes the most time-
efficient route no matter what the route shield denotes.

Thank vou for submitting your comments. Again, you may be assured that they will be conveyed to the
Advisory Commiliee.

Sincerely,

Fhilip C. Evenson
Executive Director

PCE/j
#69461 v1 - Bawer Letter

= State Senator Peggy Rosenzweig
State Representative David A. Cullen

ohbec:  Patrick Pittenger (w/incoming message
g 2

C-5



Appendix C-1B

WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM GOVERNMENT AGENCY STAFF

8
T e
e lt‘ Depanmant of Cily Development
i o Housirg Ahorty Julie A Penman
() Recviosmnsnd

Michal A, Dawson
Deputy Commisaionar

Authar ty

Milwaukee Sy b Cone

Jure 14, 2002

Camimissan

Philip C Evenson, AlCP

Executive Director

Southeaslen Wisconsin Regional Planning Commissior
P.0, Box 1607

Waukesha, W| 531871607

Re: SEWRPC Planning Report No 47, A Regiona! Fresway Reconstruction Systern Plan for
Southeastern Wisconsin. =iral Draft As Approved by Technica Subcommittee

Dear Mr Evenson:

You ard Cily of Milwaukee Mayor Johr O. Morguist have exchanged letters about a proposal that
1 wiote in 1998 calling for “a public dialogue leading 10 a regiona’ consensus on implementzblo
freeway related improvements in Southeastern Wiscors n.”

The Mayor and | disagree with you about much of the preliminary plan. “he public presentation
SEWRPC 15 offering about it sirikes the City of Milwaukee a5 a freeway-construction justification
instead of @ mare comorehensive study of transportation and land use issues that relate 1o the
provision and use of freeways

Below are speciics to back up the City's contentian that t1e plan lacks attention to many non-
highway planning categories, ncluding the fiscal issus. | nave also included some aralysis of the
Marquette: Interchange project - - a companent of your plan | argue contains major expansions
that have not been acknowledged

1. The study only list f y uction sclutions

The recommendations found in Chapter 6 consist solely of f-eeway expansion alternaives  Otrer
swrategies are exalicity dismissed as ineffective and buried in the reportt

Chapter 6 states, "No other measure can be expected to even come close 1o having the same
impact on fulure traffic congestion, including “smar: growth” land use development, mprovement
and expansion of public transit, surface artena: improvements, of travel demand maragement of
systems management measures.” This is hardly a carrprenensive aporoach. Besides. re ieving
freeway congestion is not the only goal of freeways. (If it were, closing en-ramps could achieve
taat goal )

1 your letter you state that these “were ‘o be addressed in the study, but were to remain n t1e
"background” relative to the primary focus of the study...” These recommendations a-¢ net just in
t1e hackground; they're buried

809 horth Broadway. Milwaukee, Wisconsin, Phons |14 286-5900
Mating Adaress’ P.O. Box 324, Mitwaukee_ Wl 53201-0324
Internel Address. a.0rg Business w
T 0.0. Numbers; Rent Assistance 286-2921 and Community Services 286-3504

A mix of freeway-related strategies could have been offered in the recommendation chapter
instead of just being described in the back of in Chapler 2, Overview of Regional Freeway and
Transportation System. The chapter title doesn't even indicate thal the chapter includes a decent
summary of the regional land use and transportation system plan recommendations.

What a wasted opportunity to educate the citizens and their elected officials about the array of
policy and technological alternatives available to improve travel and development in their
communities. A comprehensive approach woutd have explicitly combined some other freeway-
related strategies inte the freeway expansion alternatives, at least for discussion.

2. You don’t consider the effect of expanded freeways on land use patterns

I've read your report's section on induced travel very carefully. You plan where jobs and
households will be located and then plan the transportation system, bit there is no feedback loop
that looks at how the transoortation system in turn affects land use. This is a huge issue for the
Milwaukee metro area and the State of W sconsin.

While transportation faciities that promcte commerce between cities are a sound investment,
freeway expansion that promotes decentralization is harmful fo the commerce of the city and the
surrounding environment. This issue should have been central to developing freeway-related
strategies. A comprehensive sludy should have addressed these secondary impacts of freeway
expansion as is commonly done during the NEPA process for individuat projects

A technical point: the reporl stales, “._analyses of rip-making have indicaled that travel time and
cost have relatively very little influence™ That is not Ihe same as saying they have liftle influence
on land use decisions. | would submil that travel time and cost have relatively very large
influence on locational decision-making. Avoiding transporiation cost is the very basis for settling
in usban places in the first place.

3. “Design and Desig lated Safety Imp s

The Design and Design-related Safety Improvements alternative expands the freeway, resulting,
in part, for a 62% increase in cost

In the case of the Marquetie interchange, it's been repeatediy said that the interchange is in “the
same footprint™ and “is not an expansion.” My calculations show that the recommended plan
for the Marquette Interchange is more than double the cost of replacing the interchange
“as is” and adds 11 more lane miles, an increase of 56%.

The preferred alternative adds lanes in ramps and approaches, somelimes all the way to the limit
of the project. It's ludicrous to say this isn’t an expansion. Two lanes do not have the same
Toolprint as one lane. Even il (he lermi foolprint” were being used to describe the right-of-way,
which is hardly technical jargon in need of substitution, the interchange and your design
improvernents plan require more right-of-way too.

Saying these differences don’t constitute an expansion is like saying a Ford Expedilion is no
larger than a Mini Cooper because they hoth have four wheels. It's not just designed differently;
i's expanded.

| am in favor of cost-effective safety improvemenis. However, | haven't seen the analysis or
modeling that suggests that these designs are the most cost-effective means for accomplishing
lower crashes or improved flow. I strongly suspect most of the benefit can be had for an
increased expenditure of 10-20%, not more than doublng the cost or adding 62%. To put it in
perspective, 52% is almost the same percentage increase as adding 2 lanes to the existing three
(67%)

4. Travel through the region doesn't justify freeway expansion.

Offering travelers safe and efficient transportation through our region and state is a worthy goal
and fosters the social and economic development of this region and others. However, the truck
and automobile 1rips passing through the region amoun: to 20,000 trips per day, about the same
number of people riding some light rail transit lines. No wonder your report expressed them in
annual terms instead of daily terms. A three-lane freeway for 20,000 trips is more than sufficient.
The problem for long-range travelers is that the freeway is full of local commuters. We could
pursue other strategies to serve commuters’ needs and keep them off the freeway. Instead, the
recommended plan atiracts 10,000 to 25,000 vehicles per weekday on segments of freeway.

5. There is no discussion of how to pay for the recommendation.

A common last chapter to a planning report is the discussion of how you are going to pay for the
plan. I'm not saying you need & way to pay for an alternative for discussion, but you should at
least start the discussion, offer some pessibilities, and make the costs real for people.

The preliminary plan adds costs of $2.8 billion or 82% to the already challenging cost of “as is”
replacement with no discussion of how to pay for either.

In conclusion, this study seems intent on justifying a decision to expand freeways rather than
inform the decision and promote a discussion about it. Why else downplay the extent of the
expansion and it's fiscal impact? Why no incremental improverment alternative? | haven't seen
the careful assessment of benefits either, even though tools to do so, such as computer
modeling. are available. Finally, in 20 years the expansion brings us back to the congestion
levels we have now. Does ihat portend another freeway study calling for a ten-lane freeway and
slill no other strategies in place. That seems to be the road our region is heading down.

| favor the replacement of aging infrastructure — the freeways play an important role in the
transportation system - and cost-effective safety and performance improvements. Some
expansion as part of an overall transportation and development strategy might be desirable. But
first we would need a planning repont that addresses these difficult issues and offers the
communities in Southeastern Wisconsin choices about how to do that. Instead we get this
freeway builder's dream.

Sincerely,

= P
Michael J. Maierle

Long Range Planning Manager

Department of City Deveiopment
City of Milwaukee
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June 13, 2002

SENT VIA FAX (262-547-1103) AND MAIL

M. Phillip Evenson

Exccutive Director

Southcastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
W239 N1812 Rockwood Drive

P.O. Box 1667

Waukesha, Wl 53187-1607

Dear Mr. Evenson:

This letter is to express my opposition to the freeway cxpansion plan as proposed by the
Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC). This plan not only
fails to address a comprehensive approach to regional (ransportation, but also fails to
consider the economic imipact it will have on the City of Milwaukee and other established
communities.

At a time when the city is beginning lo experience renewed interest and mvestment, |
question SEWRPC’s wisdom ol revisiling failed policies of the past that lead to urban
sprawl, disinvestment and the detcrioration of our neighborhoods. Increasing frecway
capacity will furlther encourage busincsscs to relocate to the suburbs. thus severely
bindering our ability to reclaim urban brownfields, attract investment and create family
supporting jobs clase 1o where workers live.

This plan will result in the loss of hundreds of businesses and homes, destroy

)
borhioods and 1oqu

itcly e now o inureases - all v the narae uf saving a fow
minules in travel time. {t's difficult to imagine that for $6.2 billion we cannot develop a
balanced transportation plan that fosters economic development, protects our
neighborhoads and provides access to high-paying jobs and services

Cask that you reconsider this massive freeway expansion and devclop a comprehensive
transportation plan that is beneficial to the suburbs and the City of Milwaukee.

Sincerely,

Julie A. Penman
Commissioner
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June 7.2002

Mr. Philip Evenson, Executive Director

Scutheastem Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
W239 N1812 Rockwood Drive

PO Box 1607

Waukesha, W 53187-1607

Dear Mr. Evenson:

T am responding o the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission’s
call for comments on its Freeway System Reconstruction Study.

My current position is Policy Director for Milwatikee Mayor John C. Narquist.
From 1995 until last month, I was the Deputy Director of the City of Milwaukee's
Department of Administration. managed the city’s 2000 census awareness
activities and served es liajson with the Cepsus Buresu,

I have looked at census data (attached) for the seven counties making up
SEWRPC, have cxamined SEWRPC's governance and financing, and conclude
that SEWRPC is profoundly jsolated from and not representative of the social and
economie diversity of the region.

SEWRPC, according to its 2002 budget. is a publicly-funded agency. One
bhundred percent of its 21 comsnissioners and 100 percent of its 11-member
management tears axe white, aceording to information provided by SEWRPC.
Thers is no way that SEWRPC can argue that its commissioners and management
cven remotely veflect the seven counties in the region.

1 would not be the frst to argue that the one-county. three-person commission
govemance formula is discrimiratory.  The fact that Milwaukee County has

almost ten times the population of Walworth County, for example, or almost

eleven timss the sopulation of Ozaukee Couoty. shows how undemocratic is

SEWRPC's governing structure. Were the commission based on population.
Milwaukee could have at Jeast 10 of the 21 sears,

This unrepresentative, non-elected governing structure further isolates the
region’s minority population by limiting, for all practical purposes. minority
Tepresentation © Milwaukes and Racine Counties—the two counties where

414-236-2191 TO:262 547 1183 P. 02z 985
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minorities are concentrated. And census data show that most of the region’s
minority populatior lives in Milwaukee County, yet Milwaukee County has but
three seats on the 21-member commission—and none is Black. Nane of the
counties, nor Governors Thompson and McCallum, should be proud of this
record.

Furthermore, the 2002 SEWRPC budget shows that Milwaukee County provides
more than 30 percent of the Commission’s $2.24 million in revenues from
property tax levies. This means that Milwaukee County is paying 2 grossly
disproportionate share of SEWRPC’s budget-—miore than five times that provided
by Walworth County taxpayers and five times as much as Ozaukee County
taxpayers, for example.

In other words. it is fine for SEWRPC to enrich itself at the expense of
Milwaukee and its minority residents (SEWRPC’s budgst went up 24 percent this
yeart), but minority resi have zero rep ion on the ion or
employment on its management staff. If that is not racial and economic
diserimination (the disparitics in income among the counties zre also included),
then T don’t know what is,

The census data I am including show how deeply segregated is the region. Four
of the seven counties—Waukesha, Washington, Ozaukee and Walworth—have
Black populations of less than one percent. Less than one percent!

The segregation by income is equally cye-opening. The populations of
Waukesba, Washington and Ozavkee Countics have median houschold incomes
in the range of fifty percent higher than those in Milwaukee County.

Milwaukee County has a rate of poverty more than four times the rates in
Waukesha, Waghington and Ozaukee County. And Milwaukee County’s
households are twice ax likely by percentage to be without aceess to a vehicle than
the households in every other SEWRPC county That rate is about four times
higher than the rate in Waukesha, Washingion znd Ozankee Counties,

The data indicatc racial and economic apartheid. This has been exaccrbated by
the construction of the freeway system, which aceslerated sprawl development to
nearly ajl-white communitics. This circumstance is teinforced by local zoning
codes which require large lots apd prohibit or restrict multi-unit construction, thus
barring Jow and middle income residents from moving in. It is further reinforced

by a regional planning commission that exelades minorities fror its key decisian~
making ctrtimae
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The SEWRPC highway cxpansion proposal would accelerate the trends indicated
in the census daa. The plan would harm economic development in Milwankee
County, especially in City of Milwaukee neighberhoeds, wherce there are the
largest concentration of minority and low-i jobs. resid and bust

The negative impacts on the Ciry and County of Milwaukee, and the additional
access for the outlying counties’ residents provided by the highway expansion,
reflect the lack of diversity and vision on the coromission and its senior staff.
They go hand-in<hand.

That insensitivity is further reflected in the absence of a transit compovent in the
plan to scrve the concentration of low-income honseholds without vehicies in
Mitwaukee County. Exclusion. not inclusion, seems to be SEWRPC's guiding
principlc and operational procedure.

It is unaccaptable in 2002 for a public-funded bedy 1o plan and endorse spending
$6.25 billion of public moncy through a process, and with & likely outcome, that
benefits prirarily upper-income, white taxpayers while discouotivg other groups.

The entire process is rigged to reinforce 2 discriminatory status quo. It should be
brought to a halt until the commissien, its staff, and its outiook are modified to
reflect the dernographie differences in the tegion, and to plan fer the many, not
the already privileged few.

SEWRPC needs to address and help wipe out Jim Crow, not facilitate it.
SEWRPC is a planning agency that necds to reform jtself internally before
exereising its considerable influence on the outside world.

Sincerely,

7/ James Rowen
Policy Director

Enclosure
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DEMOGRAPHIC DIFFERENCES AMONG SEWRPC COUNTIES
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PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street

Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.0. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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Wednesday, May 22, 2002

Hello. My name 1s Michael J. Maierle. I'm commenting this evening in my
capacity as the Long Range Planning Manager for the City of Milwaukee

I'm testifying against the preliminary recommended option of rebuilding with
additional lanes.

I would iike to enter into the record a letter, and attachment, from City of
Milwaukee Mayor John O. Nerquist, to Mr. Philip Evenson, Executive Director of
the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission, dated May 20,
2002. The letter refers to a proposal that | wrote in September of 1998 as a
planner at the Wisconsin Department of Transportation calling for a public
dialogue leading 1o a regional consensus on implementable freeway-related
improvements in Southeastern Wisconsin.

The approach to planning freeway improvements that | recommended in 1998
differs from yours in a number of respects. But it boils down to this: “Obtaining a
consensus will likely require addressing treeway-related issues such as
multimodal transportation, intelligent transportation systems, land use controls,
demand management, as well as freeway capacity, design, and operation.”

It is disturbing that the Commission chose to ignore this proposal for a balanced
approach to regional transportation and. instead, focused all their energy and
public resources on a olan that is limited 1o freeway expansion.

By only focusing on freeway design and capacity issues instead of dialoguing
with the communities within the city of Milwaukee you've ended up with an
alternative that adds $2.8 billion or 83% to the cost of simply replacing the
freeway with no assurance that all the associated features of a well functioning
urban transportation system that you assumed in your analysis will be
implemented.

In addition, the preliminary recommended plan will not promote the land use
goals laid out by Wisconsin's Comprehensive Planning and Smart Growth Laws

* Promotion of the redevelopment of lands with existing infrastructure and
public services,

» Encouragement of neighborhood designs that support a range of
transportation choices

* Encouragement of land uses, densilies and regulations that promote

efficient development patterns and relatively low municipal, state
government and utility costs.

C-8
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+ Providing an integrated, efficient and economical transportation system
that provides mobility, convenience and safety which meets the needs of
all citicens including transit dependent and disabled.

{recently spoke to a group of professionals and asked them what they felt would
be the effect of this preliminary recommendation on development patterns in
Southeastern Wisconsin. Only one person said it would promote development in
the City, four felt that it would have no effect, and 34 felt that it would promate
development on the urban periphery. These office parks and commercial centers
built adjacent to freeway interchanges. in turn, load more local trips on the most
expensive type of roadway, the freeways. It would be helpful to discuss how to
deal with this issue as part of a freeway plan.

Southeastern Wisconsin has been very good at implementing the highway
recommendations of the Planning Commission over the course of its history. But
only roughly half of the tand use development occurs as recommended, and
almost none of the transit recommendations are implemented. And now you
expect the City and it's residents to support an additional $2.8 hillion, an increase
of 83% in costs, for more sprawlways? No deal.

A consensus approach would have required that a transportation plan be
conceived of from the beginning as an opportunity for a win-win deal. You didn’t
seek o obtain a consensus and instead chose to isolate the City of Milwaukee,
and you ended up with 2 preliminary recommendation opposed by the Mayor and
the Cammon Council of this City. | am here today because | work for the almost
600,000 residents of this city, and come to think of it, so do you.

This process is a lost opportunity to bring various communities together to agree
on a set of freeway-related transportation improvements that we could ail live

with.

Thank you.

John O. Norquist
Mayor

City of Milwaukee

Office of the Mavor
City Hall

200 East Wells Street
Mihvaukee,
Wisconsin

53202
(414) 286-2200
fax (414) 286-3191
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May 20, 2002

Philip Evenson

Executive Director
SEWRPC

P.O. Box 1607

Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

Dear Mr. Evenson:

1 note that SEWRPC will be holding a series of meetings in the next two weeks to
review a pro;?osal for more than $6.2 billion of highway expansion in Milwaukee
and sqrroundmg counties. The proposal only considers adding more fanes or a
no-build alternative.

Tam epclosing a Wiseonsin Department of Transportation study from 1998 which
had Ia.l'd out a far different and more comprehensive approach to transportation
issues in the region.

The prqposal focused on the need for public dialogue to address all highway and
relatef:l issues such as multi-modal transportation, lind use policy, and specifically
mentions items missing from the SEWRPC proposal currently on the table. These
omitted items include “the public transit system such as inter-city buses,

comuter buses, express buses and local buses, Amtrak, commuter rail, light rail
transit and street cars.”

Itis my uqderstanding that SEWRPC reviewed this WISDOT proposal and
nafrowed it to the highway expansion plan which will add lanes in the City of
Milwaukee on residential and commercial property and do substantial harm to our
quality of life, I would expect that SEWRPC will explain at its hearings why it
chose to dismiss the comprehensive WISDOT proposal in favor of the highway
only expansion plan it is bringing to the public for review.

Sincerely,

Enclosure
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Tuesday. September 08, 1998

Proposal to foster a public dialogue leading to a regional
consensus on implementable freeway-related improvements in
Southeastern Wisconsin

[ PURPOSE OR MISSION STATEMENT

Foster 2 public dialogue leading to a regional consensus on implementable freeway-
related improvements in Southeasten Wisconsin.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

WisDOT needs to replace the deteriorating freeway system in Southeastern Wisconsit -
major segments reach the end of their service life. Decisions need to be made regarding
whether the new replacemnents will be in kind, improved, or otherwise modified, before
design and construction may proceed. Our last effort at addressing this issue with a
Major Investment Study resulted in a stalemate because there was no agreement between
state and local political interests to support the improvement alternatives under
consideration.

IIl. GUIDELINES
1. The regional consensus that develops from this process will help determine the

overall direction, role, or mission for WisDOT’s District 2 in improving travel in
major fransportation corridors.

N}

. The primary product is a conceptual plan stating the type of improvement intended for
each segment of the freeway system.

3. Obtaining a consensus will likely require addressing freeway-retated issues such as
multimodal transportation, ITS (intelligent transportation systems), land use controls,
demand management, as well as freeway capacity, design, and operation.

<. A system-wide approach -- not a piecemeal approach -- will be used.

5. Community leaders will be involved.

6. The process will be tinanced by WisDOT but WisDOT should not lead it. The goals
of the regional community should be considered

The process will not have a preconceived outcome. Alternative strategies will be
discussed. The Null Alternative or Do Nothing altemative is the default uniess a

Tuesday, September 08, 1998

consensus is reached conceming a set of improvements.

8. The Regional Transportation System Plan provides the starting point for this process.
Reviewing Translinks 21 and Metro 2020 recommendations may provide some
continuity. A marketing study may be usetul to ideatity different interests in
southeastern Wisconsin

V. MANAGEMENT STRUCTURE

A number of structural elements are necessary for the process. The process requires an
advisory committee, board, or panel to discuss issues and make recommendations. An
agency needs to organize the committee. A consultant is needed to write the reports,
introduce and explain alternative strategies, and facilitate input by the committee. An
agency needs to hire and manage the consultant, oversee their work and pay the bills.
Finally, an agency needs to finance the process.

Recommendations regarding each of these elements follow.

1. Sponsor. The sponsor of this effort should be WisDOT and WisDOT should finance
the study. This study concerns freeway-related improvements; WisDOT has played
important roles in planning, funding, improving, operating, and maintaining the freeway
system in the Milwaukee area. In order to continue to meet these responsibilities, a set of
agreed-upon freeway strategies and clear cut roles and responsibilities in needed.
Therefore, it makes sense that WisDOT initiate and finance this effort.

2. Lead. We looked at three alternatives for a ead agency. The lead agency is
responsible for organizing the advisory committee and directing the consultant.
SEWRPC is in the best position to play these roles for these reasons:

¢ This is essentially a refinement of SEWRPC’s system plan.

O They already have a process in place for setting up advisory committees and dealing
with controversial planning issues.

¢ They provide a regional emphasis with better chance of overall "buy-in."

¢ Their lead reduces the state role and influence.

There are also some possible disadvantages:

¢ The outcome might be percetved as just another advisory plan.
O Their lead reduces the state role and influence.

WisDOT will list the study in SEWRPC's ongoing work plan. WisDOT will provide this
proposal to SEWRPC as the basis for the work. WisDOT will amend this proposal
pending discussions with SEWRPC. SEWRPC will be free to define its own methods for
providing the products and following the guidelines stated herein. The consultant will
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work directly for SEWRPC. WisDOT's involvement will be through representation on
the advisory committee. SEWRPC can choose to seek any counsel or technical expertise
from WisDOT during the process.

We decided that the following options for lead agency were inferior to having SEWRPC
be the lead. The options and pros and cons follow:

°  SEWRPC and WisDOT could lead jointly. This option would have the advantage
that WisDOT resources could be brought to bear more directly to help facilitate the
process. The disadvantages are that WisDOT may be perceived as pursuing its own
agenda rather than the advisory committee’s and respensibility and accountability are
diluted.

o

The last alternative is for WisDOT to lead the process. The advantages of this
approach are that it's a chance to show we're interested in letting customers define
quality; and responsibility and accountability are concentrated in a single agency. The
disadvantages are that WisDOT will be perceived as pursuing its own agenda rather
than the advisory committee's and it would be difficult to get buy-in from local and
regional agencies,

w

. Consultant. The consultant would be chosen based on normal selection practices.

4. Advisory committee. The lead agency wiil organize the advisory committee reflecting
the population of Southeastern Wisconsin. (The advisory committee should consist of
represensatives from each county; selected cities, villages, towns; and tepresentatives
from business, community, and interest groups.) Tke committee should be lead by a
prominent business leader and should involve legislators.

V. PRODUCTS
There are three primary products desired from this process.

1. A delineation of the roles and responsibilities for all elements of the surface
transportation system. This could be expressed as a table where the column headings are
state, regional, county, and municipal. The row headings would be the components of the
street and highway system such as freeways, principle arterial streets and highways,
minor arterial streets and highways, collectors, and access roads; and the public transit
system such as inter-city buses, commuter buses, express buses and local buses, Amtrak,
commuter rail, light rait transit, and street cars.

In this product, roles and responsibilities could include funding, cost sharing, owning, and
operating. Specific transportation facilities could be further divided by function, location,
or other criteria.
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2. A conceptual plan for the freeway system. The plan would specify for each segment
of existing or proposed freeway, whether the segment should be:

Demolished and replaced with arterial street improvements

Resurfaced

Reconstructed in kind

Reconstructed with spot safety and operational improvements within the right-of-way

Modernized in terms of ramp design and general geometrics with some additional

right-of-way

Modified by adding, deleting, or consolidating on and off ramps

7. Expanded by means of additional conventional lanes

8 Expanded by means of additional special purpose lanes reserved for carpools and
buses

9. Newly constructed on new rights of way or on existing principal arterial alignments.

O

=N

The second and third actions are not realistic options because most freeway segments
have already been resurfaced twice and are at the end of their useful life, or have known
safety and operational problems that require at least a spot improvement, or both.
Therefore, the default alternative for this process is assumed (o be #4 “Reconstructed
with spot safety and operational impro s within the right-of-way.”

in addition, the plan will specify a set of freeway related transportation services or actions
10 be done in conjunction with, or in lieu of, freeway improvernents. These may include
but are not limited to:

s Freeway Traffic Management (to manage the flow of vehicies more efficiently)
°  Ramp metering.
°  Motorist information.
°  Incident management.
o Freeway Demand Management (incentives and alternative modes to decrease peak
period traffic volumes demanded on the freeway)
©  Provision of commuter or express bus or rail service
°  Prometion of carpooling
©  Provision of park and ride lots
°  Improvements on arterial streets that serve as alternative routes
©  Access fees for entering the freeway system
°  Land use controls related to freeway interchanges

hed

Financial plan

This product will specify the costs of cach action in the plan by item along with the
suggested cost-sharing arrangements where applicable.

VI. SCOPE
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The study area for this effort will comprise all seven couaties in Southeastern Wisconsin
that compose SEWRPC's service area. However, the emphasis will be freeways in areas
that are experiencing the etfects of urbanization.

The time frame for freeway related improvements is January 1, 2000 through Jan 1, 2020.

VIL PROCESS

The study will require a number of steps.

t. Identification and discussion of problems with the existing system and goals for a

future system.

For example:

Interstate commerce traffic gets stuck in commuting traffic during peak periods. A
means for separating these two types of travel would be helpful.

75% of the freeways in Milwaukee County will experience level of service "E" or "F"
by the year 2020.

Freeways in downtown Milwaukee provide convenient access but also occupy land
that could be used for development.

A by-pass would take p off of the Marg and Zoo b h yet
locating this facility may likely trigger opposition from local communities.

2. Identification and discussion of the range of strategies for each segment.

The following items are examples of same specific strategies that WisDOT would
particularly like to see identified and discussed. Of course, advisory committee members
and staff may introduce other sirategies or select from those listed under product #2
above.

¢ Does the Milwaukee area need a by-pass?

O Should selected pieces of the freeway downtown be demolished and replaced with
arterial street improvements?

Q¢ Which of the SOV or HOV lane expansions in the state highway plan should be
implemented?

¢ Which freeway segments should remain the state's responsibility and which should be

Tuesday, September 018, 1998

taken over by other units of government?

¢  Which freeway segments would benefit from additional traffic management and
demand management? Who is responsible for these actions?

3. Combine solutions into packages.
This optional step is intended to simplify the evaluation of the improvements.

4. Evaluate alternatives packages from a | standpoint.

Estimate the direct benefits, costs, and natural and social environmeuntal impacts of each
alternative improvement or package. Discuss indirect impacts and those that are difficult
to quantify. This will by necessity have to be done at a rather broad level in order to k-,
the scope of the study manageable and to complete the work in a reasonable amount of
time.

5. Evaluate alternatives from a community perspective.

Present and discuss the alternatives with the advisory committee and with the public
through appropriate public involvement.

6. Prepare the consensus plan.
7. Seek adoption of the pian by the Regional Planning Comnmission.

After the plan is adopted, each jurisdiction seeks to implement their portion of the plan.
An evaluation of the plan implementation efforts five years from the date of completion
would be helpful in keeping the plan implementation efforts on track.

VIIL SCHEDULE

Aug. ‘98  WisDOT finishes proposal

Sep. '98  WisDOT management approves proposal, WisDOT reaches
understanding with SEWRPC

Oct. '98  SEWRPC releases RFP, starts process of organizing advisory committee

Nov. ’98  Consultants submit proposals

Dec. '98  SEWRPC selects consultant, negotiates and signs contract with
consultant.

Jan,  '99  Study Begins

J%n. 00 Study Concludes
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SWRPC Remarks
May 22,2002

My name is Rhonda Manuel, Business Improvement District Coardinator for the City of
Milwaukee Department of City Development. I’m here to express my opposition to
SEWRPC's proposed expansion project and ask that you consider the consequences that
your plan will have on economic development in the city.

Ona daﬂy basis, I work with non-profit and community organizations to promote
economxc dcvelopment along Milwaukee’s 53 neighborhood commercial districts. The

lization of these ial fosters job creation, availability of goods and services,
and the growth of our tax base.

And so far, we’ve been very successful in attracting new retail and commercial
development in our neighborhoods - including the central city.

However, the expansion of the freeways will have a severe, debilitating effect upon our
ability to inue these The expansion of the fi pulls off
these arterials and put them on the freeways.

Traffics counts along our commercxal districts are one of the strongest marketing tools
that we have to lop in our neighborhoods. High traffic
counts mean high VlSlblllty and, of course, a larger customer base. If this bage were
significantly reduced, which is what would occur under this plan, fewer retailers and
developers would consider these commercial districts as viable investment options.

Secondly, retailers that currently exist would also be negatively impacted as well.
Retailers depend upon pedestrian and vehicular traffic in order stay in business. Fewer
vehicles would mean fewer customers and would eventually force these retailers to move
from our neighborhoods — taking their much-needed jobs with them.

Suffice-to-say that this plan would be counterproductive to our goals of making our
neighborhoods stringer and providing jobs and opportunities close to where people live.

Again, I strongly urge you to consider the economic impact that the freeway expansion
will have on our neighborhoods and go back to the drawing board to develop a regional
transportation plan that beneficial to both to the suburbs and the City of Milwaukee. T

Thank you.

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002

Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left ﬂ"’b
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be £&isn
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood 4,4
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax ’
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left

at the registration tabl
accepted through June

or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood

Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin $3187-1607. Commeats may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-wkil at froewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

Thank you
#68961v5
Freeway R
Date submitted 5/6/02 5:10:55 PM
Name Michael Stumpf
Organizati City of CbA
Address 402 W. Main Street
P.0. Box PO Box 688
‘Whitewater, WI 53190
Comments I note that none of your options consider widening Highway 12 from Elkhorn

to Madison. Doing so would divert a substantial amount of traffic from both I-
90 and 1-94. Doing so prior to reconstruction of freeways through Milwaukee
might make a noticable di in ion during i

DEPT OF NATURAL RESQURCES

State of Wisconsin | DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Scott McCallum, Governor
Darrell Bazzell, Secretary

WISCONSIN Gloria L. McCutcheon, Regional Director

Southeast Region Headquarters

2300 N. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Drive
PO Box 12436

Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53212-0436
Telephone 414-263-8500

FAX 414-263-8606

TTY 414-263-8713

Apnil 3. 2002 File Ref: 1600

Mr. Ken Yunker, Assistant Director

Southeastern Wisconsin Regronal Planning Commission
PO Box 1607

0 W1 SRIST-L60T

Dear Mr. Yunker:

Thank you far the opportunity to provide supplementary information (o the Department’s Position Paper
on Sontheast Wisconsin Freeway Reconstruction Stidy, March 2002. 1 have attached a map showing the
trecway segments where the Department may support widening. These segments are in areas that have a
high concentration of major industrial centers, high-density residential housing. public water and santary
sewerage systems, and less impacts on environmental corridors. Thesc arcas generally expericned the
MOst~evere and extrenie congestion

The Department supports lreeway design and safety npprovements and the Southeastern Wisconsin
Regional Planning Conimission’s Reqional Land Live Plun fir Southeasiern Wiscorsin: 2020, § have
attached a copy of the Deparument’s Position Paper to pravide more details. I you have questions. or

would like 1o discuss the Department’s position. please contact Mike Thompson, (414 263-8648

Sincerely.

L

Gloria MeC utcheon, P2
Regional Direcior

ce: Phil Fvenson  Southeastern Wiscansin Regional Planning Commission
1cs Fafard - Department of Transportation District 2
Lloyd Fagan  AM
Lakshmi Sridharan - SLR
Mike Thompson — SER

www.dnr state wi us
WWW WISCONSIN GOV

Quality Natural Resources Management
Through Excelfent Customer Setvice

Department of Naturaf Resources
Position Paper on
Southeast Wisconsin Freeway Reconstruction Study
March 2002

Department Study [nvalvement: Gloria McCutcheon, Department of Natural Resources
Southeast Regional Director is a member of Freeway Advisory Cammittee and Mike Thomson
SER Environmental Analysis & Review Supervisor 1s a member of Technical Subcommitiee. On
January 29, 2002, the Technical Subcommittee voted i support of Southeast Wisconsin
Regional Plznning Commission’s recommendation to reconslruct 127 miles of the freeway
system with additional lanes, ncluding design and design related safety improvements
Department of Natural Resources abstained from the vote, awaiting written response fram
SEWRPC to Department's concern letter dated Decemter 13, 2001. The Department received
wriften response from SEWRPC on February 28, 2002

Position Statement: Deparlment is supporlive of design and desigr 1elated safety
improvements relative to ensuring public safety, maintaining Wisconsin's character, and where
possible minimizing negative enviranmental effects. The proposed design and safety
improvements will impact some weilands and environmental corridors. The Deparfment
recognizes that same expansion may be warranted to reduce extreme levels of traffic congestion.
The Department believes that full expansion of 127 miles as propesed is tao extensive and has
additionat negative environmental impacts. The Department will consicer support of expansion in
and around the freeway systent’s four critical interchanges. which may enhance the design and
safety iinprovements and still remain in an area planned for high-density residential land use

The Department is supportive of implermnentation of Transportation Contro! Measures and transit
recommaendations presented in the South in Regional Transp jon Ptan: 2020.
along with more recent transit studies (Milwaukee-Madison High Speed Rail, Kenosha-Racine-
Miwaukee Commuter Rail, and Milwaukee Connector). These measures, recommendations, and
initiatives will provide a balanced transportalion system. Expansion of the system without transit
alternatives n place may accommodate end encourage sprawl, discourage iransit initiatives, and
create greater emphasis on auto dependency.

Position Support:

1. The Department supparts Smart Growth planning principles, including in-fill development.
Freeways can serve as conduits for decentralizatior, channeling urban growth in some
places rather than olhers. The proposed expansion extends into low-density residential and
agricultural-rural areas which SEWRPC's Land Use Plan. 202¢ seeks lo minimize
development of these areas. In addition, some areas of expansion abut areas of agricultural
land and environmentzl cormdors. It may be reasonable to expect that lowered freeway
congestion and higher free-flow speeds will result in increased average commuting trip length
and total regional Vehicle Miles Traveled. Scattered development poses risks to air quality,
habitat, water guality and quantity, ard scenic values

2. The Department supports the eight Basic Principies of regional transportation planning in
SEWRPC's Regional Transportation Plan- 2020. Three of these principles consist of

= Transpaortation system planning must be conducted concurrentty with, and cannot be
separated from, land use planning
«  Highway and transit sysiems must be planned together.

C-1
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»  Transportation system planning must recognize the existence of a limited natural
resource base to which urban and rural development must be properly adjusted to ensure
a pleasant and hatitable environment

The Department supports SEWRPC's description of the Regional Transportation Plan:
2020 presented in ihe Draft Conformity Assessment Document for 2002-2004

Regional Transportation Plan: 2020

»  The Plan is based upon the regional land use pian, which seeks to preserve and enhance
the environment within the Region, including the containment of urban sprawl, the
preservation of environmental corridors. and the preservation of prime agricultural lands

»  The regional fand use plan reco. i ofa d regional
pattern and seeks {o control and reverse current fand use development trends.

*  Decentrakized devetopment is costly and difficult, if not irnpossibte, to serve efficiently
with public transit. and reduces the potential for carpooling.

= Urban developmerit occurring in a scattered. low-density pattern also resulfs in a demand
for urban facilities and services. such as improved highways, throughout a widespread
area of mixed rural-urban fand uses.

The Department supparis the principles of environmental justice, which are desianed to
ensure that no disproportionatety high or adverse impacts are imposed on any one person or
group, and thal transportation projects consider the human environment. The Department is
committed to the principle that all citizens receive the benefits of a clean. healthy, and
sustainable environment regardless of race, national origin, or income and involve 3 broad
public involverment in the decision making process.

The Deaariment believes that the proposed addttional lanes go beyond current areas of No
Congestion and beyond forecast levels of Extreme Congestion.

Forecast areas not to reach levels of Extreme Congestion under Design & Safety
Alternative include:

= 1-9< South of Rawson Ave. to lllinois border {(currently no congestion)

= |-43 North of Brown Deer Rd. to Hwy 57 {currently no congestion)

*  |-43 West of Hale Interchange ta Hwy. Y (currently no congestion}

* 194 West of approximately Barker Rd. to Hwy. 67 (currently moderate to no
congestion)

= 1-45 North of Mill Rd to Hwy . 45/41 spiit (currently no congestion NW of North
isterchange).

The Department believes that there are limited benefits to selecting the expansion
alternative rather than design and safety alternative. Neither alternative eliminates
corgestion. The most significant difference is in levels of congeslion between the two
primary allernatives, is that the design and safety alternative has greater levels of
moderate congestion. Peak and off-peak travel times do not imprave significantly over
cur-ent conditions.

The Department believes that the extent of proposed expansion requires more
information and evaluation of lanc use impacts. The Depariment will work with local
governments and the Department of Transportation through the Cooperative Agreement
process {o evaluate land use impacts during scoping phase of WisDOT projects to design
and reconstruct the freeway
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WRITTEN COMMENTS FROM PRIVATE CITIZENS AND ORGANIZATIONS

Freeway R uction Study C

Date submitted 6/14/02 7:11:00 PM

Name Craig Holl
Organization
Address 14420 W. Dakota St.
New Berlin, W1 53151
Comments First, ] want to voice my full support for adding additional lanes to the whole

regional freeway system, as well as the obvious improvements in safety and
modernization, The system needs more capacity, now. Second, I have some
comments about various aspects of your stdy:

- feel that the 1-94 Rdi should not be gr toa
diamond interchange. More ramps means more free-flow, which is good for
the traveling public.

-1 support efforts to make the 1-43/STH 100 interchange in Greenfield a full~
access interchange. With this plan, there is discussion of removing the half
interchange at 1-43 and Layton, I recommend and support the construction of
a full interchange at 143 and Layton/124th. This would ease traffic at both the
Moorland interchange and STH 100 interchange.

I support rebuilding the Fond du Lac Freeway as a 4-lane freeway, and the
state keeping the excess ROW for the future, to be used as landscape space.
Modemization of interchanges should also be a part of this plan.

-1 support rebuilding the Stadium Freeway as a 4-lane freeway, and the state
keeping the excess ROW for the future, to be used as landscape space.
Modemization of interchanges should also be a part of this plan.

T support adding auxiliary lanes between every interchange.

I support creating C/D roadways on 143 at the US 12 interchange, as welt as
keeping the C/D roadways on US 12.

-1 support a north bypass freeway connecting I-43 and US 45 near the county
line.

T recommend and support US 41 to be reconstructed as a 6-lane freeway from
the Richfield Interchange northward.

-1 recommend and support STH 164 to be extended about 1/2 mile from its
current northern terminus to have a direct connection to US 41. A drawing by
acolleague of mine is attached to this email.

-I support extending the US 12 freeway to the Whitewater Bypass.

I support new inferchanges at Calhoun Rd, CTH XX, and Hightand Rd,

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

-1 support reconstructing 1-94 as a 6-lane freeway between Milwaukee and

Madison.
-I support ing the Stadium as a full system i
and not ing it to a service i

If you have any questions about any of my comments, feel free to email me.
Thank you.

June 12. 2002
363 E Point View Dr )
Racine, W1 53402 JUN A

To SEWRPC - for the public record.

Widening highway 1-94 from Milwaukee to the 1llinois border is a poor idea especially since there are other
alternatives such as the Chicago Metra, 1 won't drive on the freeways anymore as | consider them too
dangerous  Adding lanes is not the solution. We need alternate means of efficient, inexpensive
transportation. SEWRPC seems too focused on highways to the exclusion of everything else

We need rail service to serve people who don't drive on the freeways. I had to stop seeing an eye specialist
in Madison because driving on 1-94 became untenable espicially in the winter There is no viable mass
transit to get one to the Madison hospital complex. Madisor eye secialist Dr. Pau) Kaufinan said at our last
visit he had just returned from a national medicat meeting in which one of the topics for discussion was the
inablity of people to get to their medical facilities. J find this troubling about Froedert medical center in
Milwaukee as well. There is no viable public transportation te get there cither. As the baby boomers age
this problem 15 going 10 be more acute and I'm surprised you haven't taken that into account. We need plans
for a basic rail network to handle future needs.

Air pollution is alsc a problem with many of us. 1take three inhalers plus meds to contro! asthma. My
whole family is asthmatic. The air quality along Lake Michigan is already bsted as "F". More lanes will spue
out more toxic air to breathe. Most people will adversely affected in some way if you are going to prepare
the way for more polluting vehiclular traffic

To get some of the trucks off the highways, there should be subsidies for businesses who will transport their
goods by rail

There are all sorts of environmental 1easons why more lanes effect our quality of living but [ won't go into
ther.

Yours truly,
Nancy Ducrsten

JOHN E. MOLLWITZ

2924 South a6th Street Wednesday, June 12, 2002
Hilwaukee, W sconsin $3219-3426

Freeway Expansion Study

Southeastern wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
P.O. Box 1607

Waukesha, Wi 53187-1607

This 1s a letter of support for the proposed $6.2 billion expansion of the
Milwaukee area freeway system.

Many cf the arguments opposing e expansion were voiced in the 1550s and
1960s as the present system was built. At the same time, the system has
served this community well because it was built with a time frame for
replacernent in mind. So, too, the replacement should look ahead to its
effective lifespan. If that lifespan is 50 years, and allowing for repairs, the
cost 1s about $140-million to $150-million a year i today’s dollars.

Mayor John ©. Norquist and others fear wider freeways will simply add to
urhan sprawl at the cost of the Downtown. Many argue that people should get
out of their cars, use light rail ¢r buses, do more walking, and get to know
peopic Ever with the space created by the remaval of the Park East Freeway,
which ¢ support, the Dewntown area simply could not support all of the
businesses and residences the dreamers env sion. How do you deliver goods
and services without a good (reeway system? Do you deliver one of these
huge shovels made by Joy Industries by hooking it up to the end of a fight rail
car for a journey to a rail yard?

Yes, there probably will be bonds to help pay for it, along with what Mayor
Norquist calls a “freeway expansion tax.” So be it. In all likelihood, those
bonds will be paid back in cheaper doliais. Even if current low inflation
remains in effect for 50 years, there is still inflation,

8 roatly got rmy fraawav-onoorent friends frothing at the mouth. [
argue the need to complete the system by buriding the Park West Freeway,
also a Southwest Freeway down Forest Home Avenue. Then 1 usually say
something like, “And, of course, eight lanes for each direction.” By then my
friends usually concede grudgingly that you have to move goods and services

efficiently, and that freeways do that job well.

Sincerely,

04 . U5
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“John E. Mollwitz .
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SEWRPC

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARIN

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUD'

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name  Gus Bicca
Affiliation Maf“l Asseciation oF Koilyosd! Passengers

i
o et

Mailing Address  |9/0 B . Tarvis Street
Shovewood, Wl K32(/

Comment | alewded the mcvﬁl\g of the Transtt Confer anMa7 22

I+ t a by, riovity of mine o sh le- ece SuV-s
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The proposed $62 pi{ioon plan is 2 finwback fo fhe Robort Moses
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Milwaubee can like wise de Fear this Fnras»‘- -

‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

Thank you.
#6B9S] v§
) W osell
2827 S, Le
BEIVE i 5508
414 744 3970
Juze 11, 2002 SEWRPC

SE Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
Public Record on Freeway Reconstruction

P. O. Box 1607

‘Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

Re:  Freeway Expansion

1 wish to be on record as opposed to the planned freeway expansion, particularly the
segment west of Downtown Milwaukee.

1t is disappointing to me that this entire plan is all about cars and trucks and suburban

i 5 app 1y no ideration was given to alternative transportation (bus,
train, bicycle), or to neighborhoods that will have to bear the brunt of it in terms of noise
and air pollution.

We need to find our way OUT of congestion and not simply dump the problem on our
children when other modes of transportation are brought to play at far greater cost.

The reduction of taxable land base also means that the residents will continue to pay for
this expansion for generations. Why should those who choose to live near their work bear
the brunt of the cost for those who choose to live far from their work?

Please devise a plan that is more attuned to our needs and not simply indicated by
convenience of commuters.

Sincerely,

William Sell

from the desk of William Sell



WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEAR
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION §

June 4, 2002
Zoofari Conference Center
9715 W. Bluemound Road

Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Affiliation (&

Mailing Address | B\ N-both & “
L poudodos W 53208
(414 J5T1-313b

Comment O n,/x’gm‘rhmff edore Ao thunliu Al 0uQ Yoo
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‘Written comments may be 1dorded on this sheet, and on any atfached pekes as Tay be necessary, and feft

at the registration table or Mven directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
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Freeway R uction Study C

Date submitted 6/14/02 12:33:00 PM

Name Michael & Mary Lewis

Organization

Address 9425 West Harrison Avenue
West Allis, WI 53227

Comments Dear Mr. Yunker:

‘We agree with SEWRPC’s plan to add lanes to 127 miles of freeways. 1-94
and 1-43 should also be widened. Regardless of where the money will come
from, the first issue is to draft a plan that will work for the long tern and then
determire the costs. To do otherwise is working backward. It's unfortunate
that some communities have been spreading misinformation on this important
project to the Milwaukee area. Freeway improvements will not only benefit
surrcunding communities like West Allis, but will benefit downtown
Milwaukee. Where does anyone get the idea that if you increase congestion, it
will help Milwaukee or force people into buses they don’t want to take?
Congestion will increase urban sprawl, not prevent it. Business and people
will move out where it’s easier to travel.

Again, we support the plan to expand the freeway. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Michael & Mary Lewis

R uction Study C

Date submitted 6/13/02 11:26:00 PM

Name Richard Komassa

Orpanization

Address Milwaukee, WI

Comments It would be totally idiotic to spend 6.2 hillion, lose land, lose homes, lose tax

revenue, and lose wetlands to gain a few minutes of travle time.
This would tower the quality of like we all despertly noed to have.

No thanks!
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Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 6/13/02 11:11:00 PM

Name Nikki Bender

Organization

Address Milwaukee, WI

Comments ‘While I do share concern for the considerable wear and tear of our current

expressway interchanges, I need to voice my LOUD DISAGREEMENT with
any plans to create a double deck section through parts of Milwaukee.

First, In my view, Milwaukee has a “"cute” rush hour. It is relatively painless,
and is rarely a bottleneck for very long. As 1 ravel to other cities I continue to
brag at how easy it is to get in and around Milwaukee compared to other places.

Second, it seems that while widening roadways does provide more room for
cars and trucks, it also creates more urban sprawl, more water run-off, more
volume of cars and trucks and therefore, more pollution. We already have
plenty of ozone alert days here, there’s no reason to increase volume of
vehicular traffic to increase our air polution. Remember, we're all after
“quality of life" here.

Third, the area considered for double decking 1-94 is one of the finest
neighborhoods in not just the City of Milwaukee, but in the region! To create
a noisy double-decked, exhaust blasting roadway through the area will erode
the beauty of the Story Hill area. This area of beautiful, well maintained
homes, in a racially diverse neighborhood close to downtown is a jewel, and
would suffer greatly with construction of a double decked highway.

Fourth, there is no reason why the people of the City of Milwaukee should be
the ones to bear the brunt of neif ion and ion costs
in order to accommodate people’s movement to the suburbs. There is no
reason to ruin our neighborhoods for the convenience of those who don't wish
to live here, but do wish to work here.

Fifth, there is 5o much more that can be done to improve our mass transit. I've
spoken to people who, fiving in New Berlin and working downtown, wanted to
take the Freeway Flyer to work, but found that if they missed the return bus,
there was no way to get back to their car. There was only one bus! What kind
of encouragement is that to ride the bus! A mass transit system has to be

ient and ing to ridership scheduling. I think
with all the money being talked about for construction, perhaps some of those
millions can go to increasing Freeway Flyers and smaller metro buses, making
them inexpensive, abundant and desirable to use.

Icould say more, but suffice it to say that the plan as presented is very slanted
to road construction, and not enough thought was given to common sense
alternatives which provide improved construction without widening the
roadways through the city, improved mass transit, improved incentives for car
pooling, etc.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Put me down for an emphatic "NO" to the double-decking of I-94!11  How
about going back to the drawing board and coming up with a beter plan that
puts stronger emphasis on improving mass-transit and preserving
neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
Nikki Bender

-
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Freeway R uction Study C

Date submitted 6/13/02 1:04:00 PM

Name Barbara Eisenberg

Organization

Address

Comments 1 have several ing the proposed jves for

reconstruction of the freeway system. However, if T had to choose one of the
alternatives, I would choose the one that calls for rebuilding the system as it is.
‘This alternative is the lowest cost, in terms of dollars, and would not impact
any environmental corridors, wetlands, other "green spaces”, residences,

ial buildings or g instituti If the goal is truly to reduce
congestion, the only long-term solution is to reduce the numbers of cars on the
roads! Even if one of the other alternatives were chosen, in 20 years, we would
still have only a slight reduction in the level of congestion,

More thought and study needs to be put into how to reduce the numbers of
cars on the road. We need to encourage people to work closer to where they
live, use public or non-motorized transportation (bicycle, roller blades or walk)
and work out of their homes. Light rail or commuter rail is a sensible
component. Imagine what Chicago’s traffic would be like if they didn't have the
commuter rail system that they do. Currently, one of the oniy incentives for
people to use alternative transportation is the congestion, which really is not
much when compared to similar cities.

Another point I wanted to make is that freeways are bad for neighborhoods.
We need to encourage neighborhood development by allowing mixing of
commercial and residential properties that help create job opportunities for
people in their neighborhoods. More people living near where they work
means fewer cars on the road. During your presentation, you stated that only
1/3 of all travel in region on an average weekday is on the freeway system. If
that’s the case, it makes more sense to put the money into the streets that are
used 66 percent of the time.

For those people that do use the freeway, there are other ways of dealing with
congestion

, education to change the behavior of drivers

, better signs to warn drivers of changes

Thank you for allowing me to comment on the freeway reconsiruction study.

Sincerely,
Barbara Eisenberg

Date submitted 6/13/02 2:50:00 PM

Name Jill Gaertner

Organization

Address Wauwatosa

Comments 1 attended one of your public info sessions but T had to leave before my turn

came to speak...

‘We as a nation need to get off of this dependence on foreign oil, and to do that
we need to drive less. Government has the ability to shape public behavior,
and freeway expansion encourages more driving.

T don't care if people from other counties have a long commute to downtown or
through Milwaukee county. The longer they'e in their cars the sooner they1l
consider public/mass transit or a move to a less sprawling area.

Dedicate the left 1ane o busses between 6-9am and 3-6pm so that they can
travel quickly past all the cars with single individuals traveling in congestion...
A visual sales pitch.

Offer more incentives for commuters to try mass transit. Free days, etc.
Increase the gas tax to pay for any freeway work.

UNDER NO CIRCUMSTANCES WOULD I APPROVE OF DOUBLE-
DECKING OR WIDENING THE FREEWAY IN MILWAUKEE COUNTY,
PARTICULARLY NEAR THE STORY HILL NEIGHBORHOOD.

Sincerely,

Jill Gaertner

June 7, 2002

SEWRPC
PO Box 1607
Waukesha, WI 63187-1607

Dear SEWRPC person

This letter concerns the proposed freeway expansion options. lam
very opposed to the SEWPRC Advisory Committee preliminary
recommendation that has a cost of 6.2 billion dollars and would only
minimally reduce congestion in 2020. The plan lacks provision for
alternative modes of transportation and lacks any innovative
solutions. Both of these failings make it unacceptable for the long
term good of our region.

T've read on many occasions that freeway expansion activates the “if
you build it, they will come” syndrome. While I do support solutions
that improve safety 1 cannot support the taking of additional land for
freeways.

1t is disappointing that there are no innovative ideas. One has only to
look at some European cities to see design solutions that make sense,

are sometimes attractive, that move many people and still allow life to
exist without domination by the automobile.

Why not put portions of the freeway underground? Brugsels hasa
city ring underground. Icannot believe this was more difficult for
them to achieve than it would be for us. Certain portions of the
freeway could be in tunnels, minimizing the noise, weather issues,
and land takings.

Why not build train and subway systems beside, under, or i_n {he
center of the existing freeways? Why not utilize existing rail rights pf
way? There are certainly cities our size with viable, fast mass transit
systems.



Can we not look to SOME 21t Century mass transit? Any citv or
metropolitan area that is going to be viable in perhaps seven.tyf.ﬁve
vears will have a transportation systemg that reflects new thinking,
that minimizes the manifold problems caused by fossil fuel burning,
single person modes of transportation. Milwau}(ee isn't a weather
paradise that naturally attracts population. But if there are ot}}er
amenities including an efficient, interesting, transportation mix that
meets environmental and personal comfort concerns, than our area
will have a chance to thrive well into the future.

Please do not expand the freeway system above ground, Make it
safer. Fix the deteriorating portions. Spend only enough to
accomplish these objectives. But then look for exciting, fozw.ard
thinking solutions that are both fuel and time efficient, solutions that
will make our region a leader for decades to come. I'would rather
do it right, even if it costs more initially, because good solutions will
benefit us all in the long run.

Sincerely

‘)Jv/ /K\»b«vv R

Bill Werner
3467 North Frederick Avenue
Milwaukee, Wi 53211

Copy: Mayor John Norquist
Alderman Michael D’Amato
Representative Sheldon Wasserman
Senator Alberta Darling
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WRITTEN COMMENT N T 20

SEWRPC

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARII‘ﬂ X
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name G‘QY‘M{J Ofﬁme

Affiliation

miaiting adaress 2020 €_Faele Pl #108
Milwaulee U 53211

Comment SQL a!fxrﬁn4'

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Commients may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

#68961 v5

I find it difficult to understand how the regional planning commission can end up
endorsing the most pro-freeway of the five alternatives being considered. The
effectiveness of adding more lanes to reduce highway congestion has long since been
discredited, as this strategy has been shown to enable the very conditions which lead to

i d traffic ion, and pi have generally been in the forefront in
recognizing this. I was under the impression that adding lanes to freeways has generally
been abandoned as a public strategy, with the exception of high-occupancy-vehicle lanes.
Instead, we are presented with a gung-ho freeway plan which seems to reflect only the
priorities of the highway engineering industry.

In fact, widening freeways merely encourages the use of those freeways up to an
enhanced capacity and, more importantly, enables the very sort of sprawling land uses
which end up generating even more traffic. This, not population growth, is why the
freeways have become so congesied---because their very existence has served to
encourage sprawl which results in much more transportation inefficiency.

1t is ironic that the plan projections show future traffic congestion under different
scenarios, all of which assume that “smart growth” will be implemented. It is not
possible to ave “smart growth” with freeway widening! The very existence of greater
freeway capacity has the inevitable effect of further encouraging dispersed location
patterns.

In the last several decades, the unsustainability of freeway systems has been
demonstrated. We need instead to invest the billions otherwise going to nonsustainable
freeways, into sustainable public transit systems. Reducing the number of freeway lanes
will begin to disentangle sprawl by making compact, clustered locations more attractive.

For now, I would not object to expenditure of public dollars to rebuild the existing
freeway system without additional lanes. But a truly bold vision, that we ought to be
adopting, sees a phase-out of the freeway system, at least in its urban reaches. This
vision foresees the conversion of freeway rights-of-way into much more space-efficient
transit corridors, with adjoining lands being returned to the tax rolls for high-density,
high value economic activity. There is no reason (other than cultural pro-automobile
bias) why we cannot adopt this vision and get started on realizing it now. The sooner we
start, the less costly it will be to convert our obsolete freeways into transit corridors.

We cannot reasonably expect the large mass of the region’s residents to voluntarily
choose transit---the envir 1ly responsible choice---when public moneys are
overwhelmingly invested in provision for the automobile. But if we disinvest in
freeways---a very attractive option financially—we will in effect be working to

di ile hich is, if I am following all the planning truisms, exactly

what we want to do!

Urban space is simply far too valuable to be wasted on accommodating space-eating
automobiles. We need to begin the conversion to space-efficient transit now, at the very
least by rejecting the widening of any stretches of freeway in southeastern Wisconsin.



June 10, 2002 Ju b b

Southeast Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
P. 0. Box 1607
Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

Re: Region Freeway Plan
Dear Sir or Madam,

1 write to support the staff plan to expand our region’s freeway plan to four lanes in each
direction. There is no question that any plan is going to disrupt some homes and
businesses. With those so affected I have sympathy

Any public project is usually going to have an adverse effect on some persons. The goal
of course is to minimize the number of those so affected plus provide adequate
compensation to these individuals and businesses.

Nonetheless, the common plus for the proposal outweighs the inconveniences of the few
and deserves community suppoit. 1t is amazing how overcrowded our freeways have
become in the past ten years and this project will not solve but rather minimize the
problem as the congestion continues to increase.

Those opposed believe light rail or an increased bus system will sutfice. That attitude is
utopia and is not financially feasible. Do { wish that more would use public
transportation? The answer is yes, but it hasn’t happened and won’t occur in the near
future. Further our streets and nonfreeway highways will be hopelessly congested if we
don’t divest to an expanded freeway system

Please don’t just listen to the naysayers like Mayor Norquist who never liked freeways or
the newspaper architectural critic who only approves of edifices that were constructed in
the 19" century.

Sincerely,
-

N ") )
)}w/w/ j o Fenry—
MICHAEL J. BARRON

3027 N. Lake Drive
Milwaukee, W1 53211

Freeway R uction Study C

Date submitted 6/11/02 6:02:00 PM

Name Martin Collins
Organization
Address 3033 N. Murray Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53211
Comments Please add me to the list of those opposing the freeway expansion. In addition

to my preference to rail alternatives, my lagic is as follows:

If you make it easier for people to commute further away from the city, they
will, If it grows more undesireable due to time increases for commuting, fewer
people will outmigrate. Less outmigration means less gasoline bumned, less
poiution and less pressure against Smart Growth.

Portland has limited growth by laws. We can do it by simply not spending
billions on new roads.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 6/10/02 2:35:00 PM
Name Jeanne Solik

Organization

Address 1824 N. Water Street, #303
Milwaukee, WI 53202
Comments Dear Committee Members:

T am writing in response to the plans to redesign and expand southeastern
‘Wisconsin freeways. As a resident of Milwaukes who regularly uses and
appreciates the soon-to-be-demolished Park Freeway spur, I must nevertheless
strongly urge you to reconsider the current plans to add lanes and expand the
current freeway system. Though the Park Freeway spur is a real convenience
to me, I am willing to see it go if its removal improves the quality of life in
even a small area of Milwaukee. Please don repeat the mistakes of the past,
which we are now trying to correct, by adding lanes to the freeway system.

T ask you to look more closely at the recommendations of the Design Councit
and Walter Kulash, 1am far from an expert in this area, but their arguments
against adding lanes simply make sense. Please don't let ego and territorial
struggles interfere with doing what is best, in the long- and short-term, for our
community. Do not continue with this plan to expand the freeway, putting cars
and convenience ahead of people and homes.

‘Thank you for your time.
Respectfully,

Jeanne E. Solik

Freeway uction Study C.
Date submitted 6/10/02 9:11:00 AM
Name Becky Steffes
Organization .,
Address
Comments Any attempt to build our way out of congestion is doomed to failure, 1

strongly protest putting more money into increasing our freeways. As anyone
who reads the news reports can tell, building additional freeways results in
more congestion, long commuting time, and the false sense that we can build
our way out of congestion. Please advocate strongly for light rail,

“. .. Returning hate for hate multiplies hate, adding deeper darkness to a night
atready devoid of stars. Darkness cannot drive out hate; only light can do that.
Hate cannot drive out haig, only love can do that. Hate multiplies hate,
violence iplies violence, and ipli ina
descending spiral of destruction. . . The chain reaction of evil - hate begetting
hate, wars producing more wars -- must be broken, or we shall be plunged into
the dark abyss of annihilation.”

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

Freeway R

uction Study C

Date submitted 6/10/02 8:30:00 AM
Name Angela McCullough
Organization
Address 246 N. Pinecrest
Mitwaukee, W1
Comments For the record - I am opposed to expanding the freeway system, I would like to
see some safety improvements and the necessary structural work, however I do
not want segments double-decked or broadly expanded. Perhaps some of the
various highways should have two lane connectors instead of one (like 43
south 1o 94 west or 94 west to 45 north). I have serious concerns about sprawl,
noise/air pollution, and the displacement of people/destruction of homes. If a
transportation plan is to be developed - it shouid be an integrated plan that
takes a multitnde of modes into consideration (busing,
bicycles, lightrail/subway/train, etc.)
Freeway uction Study C
Date submitted 6/10/02 6:51:00 AM
Name David Riemer
Organization
Address 5051 W. Washington Bivd,
Milwaukee, WI 53208
Comments Dear SEWRPC:

I am writing to let you know how strongly opposed I am to your plan to widen
existing freeways, and build more freeway lanes, in SE Wisconsin. Your plan
will do nothing but raise taxes, increase sprawl, and degrade the environment.
It is not a plan; it’s a disaster.

Scrap it, and go back to the drawing board.

Sincerely,

David Riemer
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May 6. 2002 ;

1720 E. Capitol Drive S
Shorewood, Wl 53211 B o

Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commisston
P.O. Box 1607
Waukesha, Wi 53187-1607

Dear SEWRPC Representatives,

| am a resident of Shorewood, Wisconsin and would like to voice my opinions about the
freeway study. After reading over the information, | have some concerns. You say that
your study takes into consideration smart land use practices and improved public
transportation. | do not doubt that you used some guantitative method to figure this out.
The concern | have is that not all of these matters can be quantified. There are many
quality of life issues that cannot be measured using numbers. Also, the only thing that
seems to be up for debate right now is freeway expansion. Why isn't our metropolitan
area discussing regional public transportation in the same way it's discussing freeway
expansion?

Before we make these major transportation decisions that will have long-term lasting
impacts on our environment, we should look at the system that these actions are being
considered under. Although SEWRPC is trying 1o do their best, | ‘eel that our regional
transpartation needs are being considered in a piecemeal fashion. | believe that the
Southeastern Wisconsin region would benefit greatfy from a regional transit authority
This way, transportation planning could be conducted in a comprehensive manner,

| would like to add that too much of any one thing can be a bad thng. Perhaps freeways
helped alleviate congestion on the city streets in the past, but perhaps it's time for the
city streets, public transportation, and smart land use practices to help out the freeways
The lack of discussion about these issues is indication that we are relying too heavily on
freeway expansion. It appears that the only actions that will be implemented are related
to freeways. As your study points out, without these other components, freeway
expansion alone will not benefit our region. Furthermore, | believe our transportation
policies skould inctude a public education compaonent on driver safety. Freeway
expansion will not heip encourage good driving practices or reduce road rage. Before
major transpartation decisions are made, we need to create an effective transportation
authority that will implement a comprehensive approach. Now is the time to look at
these issues. before major transportation decisions are made

Sincerely,
. 3 4
(,(,\,\u‘&,(v\ br\u% wBRN
Carolyn Gretzinger ~ S
Freeway R uction Study C.

Date submitted 6/9/02 3:00:00 PM

Name Lee Temkin

Organization

Address Glendale, W1

Comments I am opposed to SEWRPC's freeway expansion plan. While you may have

been commissioned to look only at reconstruction, this is unsatisfactory for m
any reasons. Other forms of transportation should be looked at concurrently to
avoid the pollution and congestion of added traffic. However, even if only the
freeway's are to be looked at, I am ABSOLUTELY OPPOSED to any freaway
work which means the removal of graves. Upkeep is one thing, expansion is
another.

Sincerely, Lee Temkin, Glendale, Wi

Freeway uction Study C.

Date submitted 6/7/02 4:20:00 PM

Name Barbara Kilgust

Organization

Address 1824 N. Water Street, #303
Milwaukee, WI 53202

Comments Dear Committee Members:

1 am writing in response to the plans to redesign and expand southeastern
Wisconsin freeways. As a resident of Milwaukee who regularly uses and
appreciates the soon-to-be-demolished Park Freeway spur, I must nevertheless
strongly urge you to reconsider the current plans to add lanes and expand the
current freeway system. Though the Park Freeway spur is a real convenience
to me, T am willing to see it go if its removal improves the quality of life in
even a small area of Milwaukee. Please don’t repeat the mistakes of the
past—which we are now trying to correct—by adding lanes to the freeway
system.

T ask you to look more closely at the recommendations of the Design Council
and Walter Kulash. 1am far from an expert in this area, but their arguments
against adding lanes simply make sense. Please don’t let ego and territorial
struggles interfere with doing what is best, in the long- and short-term, for our
community. Do not continue with this plan to expand the freeway, putting cars
and convenience ahead of people and homes.

Thank you for your time.
Respectfully,

Barbara J. Kilgust

y uction Study G

Date submitted 6/1/02 10:15:00 AM

Name Orris Strelow
Organization
Address 5374 W. Leon Terrace
Milwaukee, WI 53216
Comments Phone comment taken by Patrick Pittenger 6/7/02 10:15 am.

Rebuild freeway system with all possible improvements, including additional
lanes within the City of Mi through the

Arguments presented by Mayor Norquist about transit being the answer and
the additional lanes being for suburban communities only are not valid. Transit
will never carry the people that an expanded freeway would, and fixed
guideway rail transit in any form is not versatile. Regarding who would benefit
from expanded freeway capacity, many City of Milwaukee residents commute
to jobs in other municipalities in Milwaukee County and to other counties, and
would benefit from expanded freeway capacity.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 6/7/02 10:15:00 AM

Name Christopher Krochalk .
Organization
Address 1504 N Prospect Ave #103
Milwaukee, WI 53202
Comments I'm writing to applaud your efforts to fix design deficiencies and wraffic safety

problems in the existing system. The one area that I can think of which sorely
needs attention is HWY 43 just north of the Marquette Interchange (which I
believe has the most incidents of traffic accidents),

T'm also writing to voice my concern and displeasure that this study is
recommending increasing the number of lanes through-out the system. In
judging from the latest press, this issue seems to pit the suburbs against metro
Milwaukee, and I am not unlike many who live and work in Milwaukee that
say that enough is enough when it comes to building more freeways!!

The cost of extra lanes is a price that goes beyond the amount it will take to
construct. I'm sure you've heard this argument before, however 1 will echo the
many who say that from an economic and social position that this plan will do
more harm than good. How much land are you willing to pave over (extra 650
acres) / take off the tax rolls? How many homes are you willing to destroy
(216)/ businesses to displace(31)? How much more pollution from a century
old technology (the combustion engine) are you willing to inject into the air,
rain down in our water?

All for what? To bring the total bill to $6.25 Billion to shave minutes off of
commute times for suburbanites? That, to me, seems like an incredibly bad
investment in the future of the state’s largest city.

So the question that begs to be answered is when will we have enough roads?
Byi igating SEWRPC's the answer seerns to be "never”,

How about a tougher question? When are we going to have the leadership that
doesn't address a complex question (best way to move people in SE
Wisconsin) with a simple, safe answer (more lanes!!) that only addresses
surface problems and not the root causes?? Transportation is not limited to
cars and trucks. A holistic approach looks at all modes of transportation
including walking, biking and mass transit along with more accurately
distributing the costs to the users of particular modes of transit. Dig deeper and
combat the

Toot causes to increased congestion by incenting people to live closer to where
they work, Right now SEWRPC is doing the opposite, incenting people to live
further and further away from their jobs.

Many say that Milwaukee is on the cusp of a renaissance. This decision will
certainly have an impact on this urban resurrection. Subsidizing the use of the
automobile, while turning a blind eye to the whole system will absolutely do
more harm than good.

C-19



Next issue is the mlwaﬁ

County Transit System and Pari
Transit. It just seems like there 18
noend to taxpayer money waste,
This will shock a few people. We
got this tnformation from 3
employees at the transit system. l
You may need a few puke bags as
‘we go forward.

[‘DJEFE’E[]

‘We will first present the ques-
tions we asked them and their
answers and then our thoughts ont
each.
1. Q. Name of buses?

A. New Flyer - Low Floor
2. Q. Miles per gallon?

A. 5 miles per gallon

) / /‘/ Ty
Me%me Lol Wm, . M"‘/%' 3. Q. Manufactured where? If i cost 1.37 to go from lst
= A. Winnepeg - Manatoba and Silver Spring to 116th and
clLy
e A

- Greenfield, why as an example
do they charge only .35¢7?
Three reasons. They want to
screw us out of our hard
earned money, they want to
grow government and they
‘want to buy votes.

. Cost per bus?
. 228 to 250,000

;
[
:
|
%
f%

People capaclty?
44 seated passengers

. Annual Budget?

. $132,258,493.00 Qur solution: Privitize it or sell
franchises to independent opera-
tors like current drivers. Can you

imagine if NOR KISS alias street

. Cost covered by ridership?
. 38% or $50,250,227.34

L

&
5
s\m%

M

. - ﬂf\n ! car named desire would get his
e W/\W «@9& 8. Q. Cost paid by taxpayers? light rail system built for a half
. [P % o | 62% billion? Instead of 82 million in

M 1 A. County-14% taxpayer costs for buses we would

have another 100 million waste
for their ¢ho cho's. Now the illus-
trious socialist Senator BUR KE
along with the transit union which
BUR KE can buy votes from, have
come up with AN
socialist bureaucracy to set up a
statewlde transit authority they
say to protect bus systems from
funding cuts. If they would set
their bus system up as a business
they would not have to worry

State-42%
Federal-6%

or
$82,060,265.66

,g‘tyt cost, to tax payers
e —————

These are our Thoughts:
UNITED AMERICANS® + PO Box 341333 + Milwaukee, Wi 53234-1333 1 No Problem

oV ER 2. Miles per gallon are to low.
S — Many routes also bave 1-2-3-
5-8 people on & bus. Could use

Just & van and it would cut
down damage to our roads
because the buses weigh so
much.

3. Manufactured in Winnepeg:
BIG, big problem. Taxpayers
ehould pay through the nose
for these buses and the opera-
tion thereof wud unemployed
hard working Americans can
not manufacture them? Tous
that's pure bull.

4. Bus cost. We feel American's
could make a better bus at a
better price, and employ many
more union workers.

8. People capacity? Way to large
i for a lot of routes.

6. Annual budget? 132 million.
Outrageous. Hero again the
Democrats want to grow
gevernment cn our hard
earned tax money.

7. Cost covered by ridership?

_ for nothing. -

Only 38%, more bull. Ridership
\\/:_}ﬁcuver 100% of the cost.

about funding cuts, BUR KE wher
in our constitution does it say the
government will run a bus service
to cart somebody's "behind"
around? It doesn’t. Besides that,
most people don't use or like
buses so American's should not
have to pay 82 million a year for
a few people flying around with
buses. It is not ethical, in fact, it is|
fraud, theft, bilking people cut of
their money. You people with the
amalgamated transit union should
get all your members together to
talk about buying the transit sys-
tem and get guys like the BUR
KES and government out of it.
Run it like any other company
like GM, Ford, G.E. etc., where
their union members earn a good
wage by selling a good American
made union product that people
‘want and not getting something

<
~Get-another Alka-Seltzar'..

This information was gotten and
given reluctantly ;wo different

people in fin;:],nce that cbver_the
Gity of Milyaukee and m?v'm\uxee\
Cothty. -



Freeway R

uction Study C

Date submitted 6/6/02 5:22:00 PM
Name Martha Lunz
Organization
Address 5690 North Dexter Avenue
Glendale, WI 53209 4210
Comments As aresident & alderperson of Gendale, W1, I object to the proposed
expansion of 1-43 through our community. Surely Wisconsin's traffic engineers
are aware of findings that indicate increasing capacities of freeways increases
congestion. We should spend more construction money & incur more
i costs while ing the ion problem? Money would
better be spent on mass transit: better bus service (even if it has to be
subsidized), more park & rides, etc. This would cost less & do wonders for air
quality in the area, to the benefit of all citizens. Leaving the freeways at the
current level (or, better yet, reducing them), decreasing parking downtown, &
enhancing mass transit would be better for all of us, fiscally & otherwise,
Y uction Study C
Date submitted 6/6/02 6:27:57 PM
Name David Juhnke
Organization
Address
Comments Good Afternoon-

1just wanted to say that 1 find it disturbing that there is so much opposition to
rebuilding the area freeways. My feeling on this is that had the freeways been
built as originally planned, we wouldn' be as bad off as we are now, as there
would be other routes of travel throughout the area. This is the only metro
area of this size that I know of that doesn't have an adequate freeway system.
Anyway, I am totally in favor of rebuilding with extra lanes, and am interested
in knowing if there is anything I.can do to help get the supporters heard from.
T'm sure there are plenty of them, but it seems like we only hear from the
opposition.

Thank You

Freeway R

uction Study C:

Date submitted 6/6/02 1:18:00 PM

Name
‘Organization
Address

Comments

Justin Drew

Dear SEWRPC,

My name is Justin Drew and I am writing to voice my opinion about the

preliminary regional freeway system reconstruction study. I am a City Planner
and have worked for both the City of Milwaukee and the City of Hartford. I

am also a resident of the City of Milwaukee.

While I the

to 8 lanes in much of the City of Milwaukee. The cost to the community
would simply be too high. My wife and I looked at homes in the Story Hill
Neighborhood when we were in the market: they are stately, architecturaily
significant, and the neighborhood is thriving. Assessed values are high, and

homeowners in the neighborhood can depend on their home as an investment.

Any loss of homes, increase in freeway proximity, and increase in freeway
noise will have a negative reverberating effect for the whole Story Hill
neighborhood. Milwaukee cannot afford to lose one of its cornerstone
neighborhoods.

I believe that SEWRPC has failed in their overarching duty to provide sound

planning for the whole region at all levels of planning, such as: economic
development, housing, natural resource preservation, neighborhood

p ing sprawl, and multi-modal ion planning.
You have focused only on car-based transportation.

for adding additi lanes th the
regional freeway system, I do not helieve that the freeway should be increased

uction Study C.

F y R uction Study C
Date submitted 6/6/02 1:41:00 PM
Name John Faragher
Organization
Address
Comments 1 work in Milwaukee and live in the suburbs.

1 find it interesting that many groups are turning this into a contest between
evil suburbanites and the good city folk. In the 1970s and 80s I lived on the
East side of Milwaukee. As early as 1980 I wondered why we had some of the
worst freeways around. In twenty years they have not been improved. The
only major chiange was the opening of 794 south to the airport and the soon
sitly demolition of the Park East Freeway.

T currently am the site manager at a small research and manufacturing site on
Port Washington Road. In the next five years we are planning on making a
substantial investment in a plant (read Jobs) in the Milwaukee area, If the
current trend to destroy or hold onto current freeway design continues I will
strongly recommend that we move our plant to the suburbs. The employees at
this site live all over the metropolitan area. Many currently spend over an hour
getting to work in the morning.

‘While some think that stopping freeways and forcing people out of their cars
(the ultimate goal of many groups opposed to freeway expansion) will force
my employees and myself to move back into the city, it will have the opposite
effect of forcing us to abandon the city.

I do strongly believe that the Milwaukee area needs both a world class freeway
system and a world class public transport system. They are not mutually

exclusive,

Thanks for your time.

Date submitted
Name
Organization

Address

Comments

6/6/02 12:13:00 PM
Dennis M. Grzezinski

3025 N. Farwell Avenue
Miltwaukee, WI 53211

1 am concerned about sewrpc’s proposal to dramatically widen freeways in the
milwaukee area. In addition to the impact upon residential neighborhoods,
businesses, and the like, which has already been given lots of public attention
and discussion, the proposal threatens to dramatically increase the amount of
impervious surface, something which threatens to have serious consequences
for water quality and for water quantity (flooding) in the Milwaukee area, At
last week’s Keep Greater Milwaukee Beautiful annual environmental
conference, devoted this year to water issues, opening session speakers from
both the Wisconsin DNR and the US EPA stated that increases in impervious
surfaces seem to be the most important factors in causing declines in water
quality in watersheds. Impervious surfaces alter the peak volume of
stormwater runoff, the total volume of stormwater runoff, and the shage of the
time-volume curve of runoff, as well as the quality of stormwater runoff. The
results of increasing impervious surfaces include declines in water quality in
streams and rivers, and increases in flooding.

In recent years, the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District, of which I am
a commissioner, has spent hundreds of millions of dollars on watercouorse work
designed to manage stormwater -- with the dual goals of protecting
communities against flooding and improving water quality in area waterways.
In addition to this substantial capital investment, MMSD enacted stormwater
rules last year which regulate new development and redevelopment within
MMSD? service area which involves the addition of 1/4 acre or more of
impervious surface. I understand that the proposed freeway plan involves use
of something on the order of 500 to 600 acres of additional land, and I would
guess that the net addition of impervious surface is likely to amount to a
significant fraction of that acreage.

Last month, MMSD alow impact and one
of the central concepts of hydraulics/hydrogeology that was presented at that

was that " ", or i impervious surfaces have the
greatest negative impacts on stormwater guality and quantity. This is a result
of the ability of contiguous impervious surfaces to transport stormwater farther
and faster, and because there is no opportunity for scattered permeable areas to
slow down, infiltrate, and filter any of the stormwater when impervious
surfaces are constructed in one large, unbroken area, rather than as a
patchwork of impervious surfaces scattered within a larger permeable
landscape. However, to date, I have not seen anything to indicate that there
has been any consideration of the impact of adding such a large amount of
impervious surface to the metropolitan area, particularly when it would be
comnected to and added to what must already be the largest patch of concrete
and asphalt in the region.

These are some of the reasons why I oppose the proposed freeway expansion
plan.

Very truly yours,

Dennis M. Grzezinski
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P. 0. Box 12150
2800A N. Palmer St.
Milwaukee, WI 53212
June 5, 2002

Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
W239 N1812 Rockwood Drive

P. 0. Box 1607

Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

SUBJECT: Written Comments on the Pre11m1nary Freeway System
Reconstruction Plan

My letter to the Editor, printed in the Milwaukee Journal
Sentinel aon January 18, 2002 will act as my prlmary comment:
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Further, I find it interesting that many people living outside
the city of Milwaukee seem to think that they are the only ones
who pay gas and other taxes. I'm still waiting for a report that
will tell me how much money from Milwaukee helps to build roads
in parts of Wisconsin that African Americans will never drive on
or are not welcome in.

How many members of the Regional Planning Commission have no
cars, ride bicycles or walk to work or Planning meetings, and
wait sometimes an hour or more for public transportation?
Compare waiting times at bus stops to the 4 to 12 minutes that
might be saved by widening freeways. Also, I am not talking
commuter rail here. <Commuter rail is neither public
transportat1on nor is it affordable for low or no income people.
It is a alternative for people with cars who choose not to drive.

Thank you for the Hearings. Now prove to us that you have in
fact heard and that this has not just been and exercise in
futility.

(o g

Rose Stietz

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June 6, 2002
Ozaukee County Administration Center, Auditorium
121 W. Main Street
Port Washington, Wisconsin

Name Kt Kellee

Affiliation

Mailing Address W62 NP9 Ghebougan .
Cdmt,wzj wil’ &30

Comment

My tonceen is it the Kumoc on and
off fhe  Gissring snfrom. [dhswe Hhes pamgs

ARE /ocd;;/{{ A %fm%éme/\@ﬁuL@mmz@_wa

o pedestrian +bigyols J&F&?,/ﬂ fhe KMJH{ZM

‘Written comments may be récorded on this sheet, and'on any attached Pages as may be necessary,

at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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Comments on SEWRPC Regional Freeway Reconstruction Plan

Iwould like to begin by saying that I have the highest respect for SEWRPC. They have
had continuing presence in the region for many years and have been a strong advocate of
sound planning based on solid information. I bring these comments to be helpful and
constructive and in the hope we can develop good plans for the future of Southeastern
Wisconsin.

T have two major concerns about the freeway plan. These are concerns about the lack of
a comprehensive approach in the plan and concerns about the methods that were
apparently used to develop the plan.

Need for a comprehensive approach

First 1 have concerns about the process used to develop the plan. I find it strange in this
day and age that the plan only concerns itself with the issue of freeway expansion.
SEWRPC has a long history of developing comprehensive area wide plans that consider
all modes of travel, all types of highways and all types of operational and systems
management tools, This plan seems to me to be a throwback to the way planning was
done prior to the establishment of SEWRPC.

While it appears that other elements of the adopted transportation plan for the region
were included as a constant for all alternatives examined, what was done is far more than
arefinement of the plan. The freeway reconstruction plan talks about huge changes that
will affect the region for at least a half century. Your adopted regional plan does not
include the extensive freeway expansion you propose. You are recommending an action
that doesn’t conform to you own regional plan.

If there was ever an issue that begs to be considered as part of a comprehensive regional
land use and planning effort, it is the question of expansion of the freeway network. 1
wonder what the purpose is of the advisory committee for the regional transportation plan
that [ serve on, if this sort of an effort goes on outside of a comprehensive process.

This appears to violate the basic principles that SEWRPC has advocated for many years.
Some of these principles are: that transportation planning needs to be regional in scope;
that transportation planning cannot be separated from land use planning; that highway
and transit systems must be planned together; that transportation facilities and

must be i d; that transportation planning must recognize
limited natural resources; and that transportation must complement the achievement of
personal and community goals.

In addition, input by citizens and the community was asked for at the end of the study.
A project of this magnitude requires an aggressive effort from the beginning to get citizen
input. This does not appear to have been done.
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The scope of this study was far too limited. Alternatives such as improved freeway
traffic management, arterial signal system enhancement, use of high occupancy vehicle
lanes, express transit services, travel demand management and land use policies should
have been considered. The 2020 transportation plan was done as a simplified extension
of the 2010 plan. These plans are based on data collected more than 10 years ago. The
region needs a fresh plan that considers a wide scope of issues including land use, energy
and air quality. This needs to be done with a radically different process to foster debate
and input from a wide variety of sources. Those parts of the freeway expansion plan that
are not absolutely necessary for the repair of the current freeway system should be set
aside, to be looked at as part of a new comprehensive land use, transportation and air
quality planning process.

Technical Issues:

My second concern is about the technical procedures that apparently were used to
develop this plan. They are not fully described and I have had to make some assumptions
on the process used. The plan appears to use essentially the same travel forecasting
methods as for the 2020 plan which were the same as for the 2010 plan and which were
modified somewhat for the 2000 plan (a different mode choice model) as done in the
1970s. You are recommending an expenditure of 6.5 billion dollars using forecasting
methods that are essentially mid 1970s technology. The state of the art for travel
forecasting has improved substantially since then and the commission desperately needs
to update their methods. While this was promised some years 2go, I find no evidence that
it ever occurred.

Some specific concerns:

Congestion measures: The congestion analysis seems inconsistent with the latest
version of the highway capacity manual. Maximum flow rates on freeways have
increased and the values given in the table 5-2 does not appear to agree with the manual.
Furthermore, the use of terms: “severe, extreme and moderate congestion” are not found
in the manual. They appear to put a spin on the information that makes the situation
appear to far worse than it may be.

Aijr Emissions: Your discussion of the air quality impacts of the freeway expansion
appears to be overly optimistic about the ability to control vehicle emissions. Recent
experience shows that the Congress is reluctant to approve increased fuel efficiency and
emission controls. Optimistic assumptions about the future don’t change the air. What is
needed is a serious i 'y analysis of emissions and of the methods to reduce them
under a broad range of circumstances,

Land use: I find your discussion of the land use impacts of freeway expansion to be
inadequate given the state of knowledge in this field. Your report seems to indicate that
land use and transportation have little relationship. This appears to be in conflict with
your past work and with your own transportation planning goals. The issue of land use
and transportation interaction will dominate planning in the future, and it needs far more

ANSEWRPC comments.doc 6/6/02,3:32 PM 273



analysis and attention. SEWRPC should play a leadership role in helping communities
implement smart growth and a transportation system plan that recognizes land use and
transportation interaction should be part of this.

Crash Analysis: The analysis of crashes on the existing freeway system has no
information about the causes of the crashes and how capacity expansion or safety
improvements would specifically deal with them. This is potentially a 6.5 billion dollar
decision and if safety is an issue, then detailed analysis of the type, nature, severity and
occurrence of crashes should be done to assure that such expenditures will indeed reduce
crash occurrences and are the most cost effective way of doing this.

There are serious questions about the methods used in this study and they could be the
subjects of extensive debate. To resolve them, I suggest a peer review panel examine the
procedures you used in detail to determine if they are appropriate. Such a panel should
have free and open access to your methods and data and be made up of experts in travel
forecasting from outside the region. A decision of this magnitude requires that we be
sure it is correct. Only through such an outside review would such assurance be possible.

A peer review panel will help set directions for you to substantially revise and update
your forecasting process. The state of the art has improved and I hope you have an open
mind to do this. A better process is needed and can be the basis of a comprehensive
transportation, land use and air quality planning effort.

In summary, I feel that the those parts of the freeway expansion plan that are not
absolutely necessary for the repair of the current freeway system should be set
aside, to be dealt with in a more comprehensive effort. That effort should use state
of the art for ing and planni hods and ider a wide range of
transportation and land use alternatives and should consider their impacts on the
environment. Such an effort will help the region grow smarter and be a better place
for all of us to live.

Edward Beimbomn
June 5, 2002
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Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Col
Freeway Study Commitiee

June 5, 2002

| attended the informational session you staged at the
Milwaukee County Transit System's lakefront facility last
month, but had to leave before | could voice my comments
on the project and your apparent belief that we need to add
additional lanes to the system.

| strongly oppose additional pavement for a variety of
reasons:

| have lived in Milwaukee County for the past 20 years and in
southeastern Wisconsin for the past 30 years. | currently live
at 315 N. Pinecrest St., Milwaukee, W1, 53208. | have lived
here since 1993. My wife and | are the property owners.
Before that we lived for five years, as the property owners at
2574 S. 85™ St. in West Allis. We rented in Milwaukee
county prior to that.

I work downtown and have for 20 years. When | lived in
West Allis, | found that my drive to work took longer than |
cared and that when the freeway system was congested, it
took even longer. | moved closer to where | worked. It never
occurred to me that people between my home and my
workplace should sacrifice so | could get to work sooner. |
now live in the city of Milwaukee, four miles from work and
take the bus to work each day. My wife no longer works
downtown, but works even closer, just two miles, and walks
to work on pleasant days in the summer.

What you encourage by continually adding to the system is
to drive people like us out of the city so we won't have to
listen to the drone of semis and cars growing louder. You will
encourage people like us to move further instead of closer
and in turn encourage us to get back onto the freeway
system instead of looking for alternatives in transportation.

| would strongly encourage you to actually stroll through
some of the neighborhoods you advocate destroying so
people living in the outlying areas can get to work five
minutes sooner. | would encourage you to ask the people
you will displace where they will move to accommodate
people from Brookfield, Waukesha, etc. | ask you to talk with
the people like myself about how long it will take them to sel!
their homes because of the noise and decreasing property
values.

If people in Waukesha, Ozaukee, Walworth, Racine and
Kenosha Counties want more lanes to speed them to
Milwaukee, by all means, give them more lanes. IN THEIR
OWN COUNTIES. NOT MINE. I'm not asking them to
sacrifice anything on my behalf. They chose to live where
they do.

Don't blame the need on the truckers. They have a bypass if
they are in a hurry and if they are headed in town, by golly,
they're getting paid. Besides, their rigs chew the pavement
up.

Finally, while | rarely use the freeway system in Milwaukee
County, | have absolutely no problem getting where | need to
go when 1 do. Itis only for an hour or so at each end of
weekdays that it is congested. | cannot see the wisdom of
destroying neighborhoods to the extent you propose to
shave five minutes off a commuter's time when the freeway

system is problem free for 24 hours a day on weekends and
21 hours a day on weekdays. That is a foolish use of money
at a time when the state is virtually broke.

Sincerely,

M@L B

David M. Doe

315 N. Pinecrest Street
Milwaukee, WI 53208
Phone 414-476-8412
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June 4, 2002

Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
PO Box 1607
Waukesha, Wl 53187-1607

Re: Public record on freeway reconstruction study

L am against the SEWRPC plan to expand highways in southeast Wisconsin.
This plan threatens our quality of life with asthma-inducing air pollution, sprawl
and noise. If more and wider highways were the soiution to congestion, then
traffic would be better now, not worse. A Texas study has shown that expanded
highways are not the answer.

The billions of dollars this highway expansion wili cost makes it more difficult to
pay for clean transportation choices like commuter rail, fast intercity passenger
rail, the Milwaukee connector and expansion of our bus system. We should
repair, not expand, our roads. | spend a significant amount of time outdoors and |
believe it is time to switch to modes of transportation that cause less pollution.

| want a comprehensive, multi-modal plan for this corridor that expands our travel
options to congestion and helps provide a future that includes clean air. Let's not
forget to include more options for bicycles.

Sincerely,

Janice L. Franke P ]
5858 South 112" St.
Hales Corners, Wi 53187-1607
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I have been a resident of Milwaukee County for 30 years. I have resided
with my family in Wauwatosa for nearly 20 of those years.

Comments submitted by Rosemary Wehnes, W R
7922 Jackson Park Blvd.
‘Wauwatosa, WI 53213

I am against the plan to widen the highways in SE Wisconsin (6.25 billion)
and also believe we need to scrutinize the high cost of reconstructing the
freeways with design and safety improvements (5.5 billion). Perhaps there
are ways to reduce this cost, by for instance lowering the speed limit.

In Wauwatosa we enjoy an excellent quality of life. We have a great school
system, scenic parkways and trails, and convenient access to local
businesses.

Great strides have been made to improve our community. Examples
include: traffic calming and pedestrian impro ts imp} d on North
Ave, revitalization of the busi district, impro planned for State
Street, plans for an enlarged Hart Park and a State Forest Education Center
on the County Grounds.

Wauwatosa is a prime example of the type of community that smart growth
initiatives are promoting. Wauwatosa offers access to jobs, schools, parks
and businesses within walking or bicycling distance. If everyone lived in
walkable communities, we would not be having this discussion.

The rise of sprawling malls and decentralized housing can be linked to the
huge investment we have made in expanding the highways and explains the
increased miles Americans have traveled in the last fifty years. Building
more and wider roads does not cut the amount of time we spend trapped in a
car, and we must recognize that more sprawl and smog producing highways
cannot fix the problem.

Wrapping around and through Wauwatosa, the preliminary recc dation
is to increase the number of lanes of 1-94 and Hwy-45 from 6-lanes to 8-
lanes of traffic. This plan would encourage increased traffic along the
corridor that passes between Wauwatosa West High School, Eisenhower
Elementary School and Whitman Middle School; exposing our children to
more air and noise pollution.

C-24

The Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission should replace
their freeway only study with one that includes other options, including
commuter rail. A priority should be placed on protecting the air we breathe,
preventing more sprawl, and providing us with options to travel on
congested highways.

This "highway expansion plan” threatens our Wauwatosa resident’s ability
to breathe clean air and the health of 634,000 children and seniors in
Southeast Wisconsin at risk from cancer and asthma causing air pollution.
This plan will degrade our quality of life with additional traffic noise and
may result in the removal of property from the local tax base.

I ask for a comprehensive, multi-modal plan that emphasizes enhanced use
of buses, carpools, trains and bicycles. Commuter-rail is the backbone for
any good transit system and if Milwaukee County wants to continue to be
competitive as an attraction for conventions and tourism, then we need to
offer this amenity.

Let’s not go down the “Road of No Return” that leads to more sprawl and
dis-investment from our communities in Milwaukee County. Let’s forge
ahead with an enlightened comprehensive plan for transportation the SE
Wisconsin for the future of a healthy Wauwatosa and a healthy Milwaukee
County.

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June 5, 2002
Manitoba Elementary School
4040 W. Forest Home Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name TENAM A OLS EN

Affiliation A7 2ttt RES/pE T

Miiling Address /. 20 2 M. [/FRoSPEcr Av 2GS
D, S 3R

Comment
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
{262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June 5, 2002
Manitoba Elementary School
4040 W. Forest Home Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

e Steve Fllmawounice

(203 £ Townged S*
Mailing Address M {wrawkeee . Lu]

Affiliation

S3ziz

Comment

The Spevding yequired to conplobe tiis

Gl'u;wwv{ {)zﬁw« — bott. e Safety/prodernizans,
plan + ‘e Complate wpms&vlp&m -~ s
ELSPRVED :

Tht cost - bepofit Groalisy sunply dpenit
campute. Zn e Short-tesn 1, 9SS
bllion o th.2 Rls. offevs o fews niuites
S imgs e e e Tok = < Femlbt
A »,{M L srad  Aod s« foF of

prerod, L the [by\?;efm Hiae, 'POV\ Wcu\.)
(ead f"""‘f(” © move horao ard busienscs

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood

Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

/f?\(ﬂ»e/ apovt - wheeh wll 'g‘”‘j’h‘* h‘f&Tﬂs

Thank you.

F ik Crenns Wc‘ g %S L\,qu} ﬁq’e""‘j
Complakely eppoimy  fhe fenporny fnocy

‘;’() (,«w\ww Boweght alosuk 1o
LRponSivn, A lek {ofmf', AR NEN Y u“%/he
. Aeor Fed fns ovrea wowdd hove Sped
s FL bllia~r e o ixy . Whet & Collossot

#68961 v10

\waote, How com *Wﬂ’a plnnas

ak CEUR P gapt] Aroign o

SYew w0 o Tha M% oriote,)
fn cyacywm = ond ald of pags

ghs g oo Lt vhoe  copuecd, ﬁmojﬂf/\??
‘%‘\ J‘;g § e LXERNE A Co. 0/6 commumi ey ek
% Eé ar  Attoie F Behait  Shew e

- g‘ i % b’?% Qae,e,wo\jg (\;\o/\/oe

rrioes Erenny

Fel  their Shaleqies wens #Yposzd ao
atwp. Tn Searsis, the jouw t{‘rp%
/(14/&"\11/ &t Nroge ﬁyzu;» ° OQl(/vC«/\f

Lrpmsin,. The shabeqy e lowhm‘ah]p
e Slade anyg b een Aahfef

FERS

spraad.
E%E% r M\b@ t facon- VMAZ/; s P{aw\efs
7 hig - T Those ¢o\/wvwwthA/ ««AAJ
E}?;G\ tTesd 4o e o thag "%ﬁc3ew
T Fe T Stwgr
3 ;§§ R |7 e spoltehe syshen exocedl, o0 <
2;‘? T§ oo s SLW‘”‘/% W T Swsh?-w« _ Haeug i
E g ?'Ti\ §~. Og% OK panS o (PQD"‘S. 7["*1 M«’Qo/
E‘i Aég ; MS&(’/V%O ’f‘/\«y\lx/tm PO Wﬂu“.ﬁ
ﬁ, :fg [N ¥ lLUf W“‘JS f&bwij Swwaﬂﬂy/

b

PR VR S
JHSn):) ay r‘d}w rm

TeTh D
ﬁ*‘q\m}m.
F
2
) pov 2f ,
'g/g/r)«a wode 5 T .

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June 5, 2002
Manitoba Elementary School
4040 W. Forest Home Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name lim,l- Zlne.-
Affiliation ;}““5\} ii%i, %

et
Mailing Address

28 &, Ponkt  fe
;z;zu;m lon, W/ F32/2

On8ligus  oeersim

«T b MA@‘?

208, T mypetf el &

1t7w¢€4‘—7 Adishac I/ Y Vi

% b crisis coamentty Rt by she shi
° ﬂﬁ; rronsy conlf e bl S/M{' 7,80 a
, W/,{ﬂﬂ/‘? vt B ek a fd\fy

C-25

Comment T wely Gt A ste f)/,m;}/?m b.2)
Soing THMKL Ve Cify U/ qu)mé
£ oppase b Ly flansios o 4/7«»»4..2/
Yoo !
/ 2 74 YARY? S
(ommuden pesidimb  a¥ e cact (Awmbed n inppensest
agthre 3 aic_pluhr ¥ pcoome (inguasa tese 7
i . Pass athits Lot s 7S cultyel, Sodd ¥
B il o
S s ) =
Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necess;, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a° SEWRPC staff member. ‘Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.
Thank you.
#68961 V10
2, ith Pppusicg Pt /a//aﬁan, /’{)"’1/ Conshuchine ¥ oty mme
wsts 10 ity SAodd b encooreped Y
Moss  fracgpatetio yetHar rotes G Coorrmufing & even

Y o



WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June 5, 2002
Manitoba Elementary School
4040 W. Forest Home Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name ResidenT

Affiliation

Mailing Address 2558 S. WewiwoerH_ MWE
Ml a e Sgzo

Comment X Coun SoPyepT THE  FNTRE  REDNSTRVLTION AR AS

PLEENTED Dol ZH4 DATE. THRE 15 rity  QWUIESTIYS THE
_ERaad SFTERT M IS i MNEED HE REQESK TR e

2 ) i~ Zal 12 S oA

ALL PR oS 4t ey £ INTERSD £ XITEI)

WERS | A WELl A5 THE Covpmpnh TIEN THE SYSTEIT) SR | T
__SUPmRT DOURLE OBt ©NTH 94 wEST DF THE STAdmm . T BamiE

Y A y) 70 GLs 8L PLERSE.

DD Ny pivg 103 70 THE VEAL ey ! DR FORMARY iiTH

S 2 7 2} wWELL -

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
{262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

#62961 V10

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June 5, 2002
Manitoba Elementary School
4040 W. Forest Home Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

G(ZECMOJ'{ P. WALz yk

Affiliation M LWAUEes PvgLL ScHooLS

Mailing Address & 190 W . LOILRVR. frue My whUed 53220 o
Ww3ag< Gly PLEC EtEhora S31-|

Comment T Teel  “HreX CW onte G ho  rrewndle
atm Yo whinchonss doe & oo Boen

e b Ng ot Louth

e Tyl

y I 200

do Limwcon Pve Contlng,

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

#68961 v10

C-26

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June §, 2002
Manitoba Elementary School
4040 W. Forest Home Avenue
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name Mikﬂ/ %sgu ~

afftation £ h2ea ~ Milic

Mailing Address 629:3 W0 . Stev-emsan
Mialw 5253

Comment

A Lregwa, 1-4 4
Ao Moruete .~ e Zom  Steves o Ak
proges A \wete  a bunch. Peogle
w;) B —doct raling At g b De i 005
Dboud  1wWhere —HJ/ Ave . avd oo
Moy LoV, u\."}l Q\.J/)urfr/.,vl.dos La
|lnr[ BN PPN BVE- . NEE Mioake
Comnnst aCacd  In Pancov rA.C.’I UCho
Llight

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
{262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

#68961 v10

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

June 5, 2002
Manitoba Elementary School
4040 W. Forest Home Avenue

ilwaukee, Wisconsin

Name C/cwcfe U@MO@ @ AN
Affiliation Gﬂi(ﬁiﬁr M 1}&)@}@ ana»\’@rt

Mailing Address 2340 Eacl Alledon Avenue
Cudaly WI_S3110-1016

1Tt ~ QAN ‘l
amck[v oocerJJ@ by new coyumd%fs )CL DI, ef‘

¢ comnidertioms . o other puss trons f aldermehives.

B o poik Awlml’b& will bave 4o accep
st will '
a ceﬁ‘{ idea ‘Hat. Sl)\\s[e OCCupheys CovsS
frucks are St viahle. = for LTCIN
d | Hat d Caccepton < '
‘ﬂw\ od‘et‘. Sp rowz( ,D:/t er vr\se;VL/
i V]IVV\(VQ, ( 8“'163 DPV\' V\LS

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. C may also be sut via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

Thank you.

#68961 v10




1000

i FRIENDS

Board of Directors
Senator Gaylord Neison,
Emeritus Chair

1000 Eriends of Wisconsin, Inc.
Don Last, President

Stevens Point
Bev Anderson, Darlington
Steve Born, Madison
Walter John Chilsen, Weusau
Aren Christenson, Madison
David Cieslewicz, Madison
Emily Earley, Madison
Bob Etlingson, Amherst
Kiistine Euchide, tMonona
Mike Hargarten, Waukesha
Jim Holperin, Eagle River
Charies James, Milwaukee
8ud Jordahi, Madison
Madelyn Leopold, Madison
Gaurle Rodman, Miwaukes
Roger Shanks, Merrimac
Deb Siavin, Middieton
Charles Trainer, Mitwaukee
Jim Van Deurzen, Mazomanie

1600 Friends Land Use fnstitute

Jeanie Sieting, President
Fitchburg

Jim Arts, Madison

Ju Autik. Madison

Dennis Boyer, Linden

Andrea Dearlove, Madison

John imes, Madison

Dorothy Lageroos, Ashiand

Bryce Luchterhand, Unity

Dan Masterpole, Chippewa Fails

George LN. Meyer, Milwaukee

Brian Ohm, Madison

Dan Oison, Green Bay

Bryan Pigrce, Eagle River

Karen Raymore, Sturgeon Bay

Glenn Reynolds, Primrose

Jay Tappen, Eau Claire

Kine Torinus, West Bend

Kim Verhein, Waukesha

Marcus White, Miwaukee

Meagan Yost, Poynette

Comments For SEWRPC Public Forum
By David Cieslewicz, Executive Director
June 5, 2002
Manitoba School

A Once in a Generation Opportunity

‘When the Milwaukee freeway system was built forty years ago,
few people understood how it would transform the landscape of
southeastern Wisconsin. Between 1970 and 1990, the population
of the seven southeast Wisconsin counties grew by 3% while
developed land increased by 38%. The freeway system played a
role in the decline in property values in the central city,
development of farmland and natural areas in suburban counties,
the increased concentration of poverty in Milwaukee and the
resulting decline of Milwaukee public schools, and increased
economic segregation. Now we understand how major
investments in transportation can transform our landscape, our
economy and our society. The need to reconstruct the Milwaukee
freeway system presents us with a once in a generation chance to
rethink how we do transportation and land use and to do it better
this time,

A New Definition of Progress

‘When the freeway system was first constructed it was generally
thought of as modern and progressive. The idea was that
superhighways would save the central city by bringing people into
it. But just the opposite happened. The freeways themselves took
value from the central city and it became further hollowed out with
surface parking lots. Moreover, the freeways were used more for
escape to the suburbs then for coming to the city. Forty years later
it’s time for a new definition of progress. Progress is not always a
wider freeway. Today, real progress can be measured in healthy
neighborhoods, good schools, ¢lean air and water and diversity of
development and people. Transportation should serve those goals
When we ask how we should reconstruct the freeway system we
are starting with the wrong question. The first question should be,
what do we want our community to look like? Once that question
is answered we can match the transportation investments to get the
results we want.

A new economy is emerging. Professor Richard Florida (“Regional Excellence:
Economic Development in the New Economy”, “The Geography of Bohemia”) of
Carnegie Mellon University has advanced the theory that “information workers” are
attracted to places with a high “bohemian index.” That is, urban places are attractive to
many workers in the new, high-tech economy. In other words, places like Brady Street
are good for the economy. Wisconsin ranks last of the fifty states in attracting new
college graduates. (See the 1000 Friends of Wisconsin report, “New Communities for a
New Economy: Land Use Strategies to Excel in the New Digital World” on our website
at www. Ikfriends.org.) What kinds of transportation and land use policies will serve to
foster the new economy?

1t’s time for a new definition of security. Lurking behind much of U.S. foreign policy
is the reality of our dependence on foreign sources of oil. We now import over half of
our oil supply and much of it comes from increasingly hostile places, both politically
and environmentally. An economy that is based on an infrastructure, which is in turn
based on the notion that oil will always be inexpensive is bound for a fall. If we really
cared about economic and national security we would build an economy that is much
less dependent of fossil fuels. If we depend too much on cars and trucks to move
workers and goods, we are placing our national security at risk. What kinds of
transportation and land use policies will increase our economic and national security?

Recommendations
1000 Friends asks citizens and policy makers to consider the following options:

¢ Conduct a complete environmental impact statement. The proposed freeway
expansion will have very significant impacts on air and water quality and on the
human environment. Yet, a complete EIS has not been conducted. We believe the
law requires it and we are prepared to ask that the law be enforced.

e Consider converting some of the freeway system to boulevards and parkways. The
Park East deconstruction is a good start, but replacing freeways with real streets adds
value and vibrance to cities. Planners and citizens should consider replacing more
freeway miles with boulevards and parkways.

o Limit the expansion of freeway capacity. When lanes are added they simply fillup a
few years later. We cannot build our way out of traffic congestion.

¢ Do not double deck the east-west freeway near Story Hill. This would do great harm
to one of the city’s most pleasant neighborhoods and add to suburban sprawl by
driving its residents from the city.

» Consider commuter and light rail and expanded bus service. Even at its most
efficient, a freeway can only move a fraction of the people that can be moved on rail.
As we run out of space to build more freeway lanes, rail is the most efficient and
cost-effective way to move people.

1000 Friends of Wisconsin, Inc. & 1000 Friends Land Use Institute
18 North Carroll Street Suite 810 Madison, W1 53703
ph:608/259-1000 1x:608/259-1621 friends @ 1kfriends.org  www.1kfrignds.org
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Transportation & Smart Growth

Wisconsin’s Smart Growth Law, enacted in 1999, requires state agencies, including the
Department of Transportation, to consider the same land use goals that the state asks
local governments to follow. The most relevant of these are goals 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 14:

1. Promotion of the redevelopment of lands with existing infrastructure and public
services and the maintenance and rehabilitation of existing residential, commercial and
industrial structures.

2. Encouragement of neighborhood designs that support a range of transportation
choices.

3. Protection of natural areas, including wetlands, wildlife habitats, lakes, woodlands,
open spaces and groundwater resources.

4. Protection of economically productive areas, including farmland and forests.

5. Encouragement of land uses, densities and regulations that promote efficient
development patterns and relatively low municipal, state governmental and utility costs.

14. Providing an integrated, efficient and economical transportation system that affords
mobility, convenience and safety and that meets the needs of all citizens, including
transit-dependent and disabled citizens.

These goals provide a vision of what we want our state to look like in the future. Itis
important that we ask how an expanded freeway system would meet these goals and, if it
would run contrary to these goals, it is important to ask what kinds of transportation
options would work to meet them.

Reasons for New Thinking: An Aging Population, A New Economy, A New
Definition of Security

The world has changed since we built the freeway system. Here are three trends that
should make us rethink what kinds of transportation systems we should invest in.

We are getting older. Inthe next twenty years, 77 million Americans will retire. Some
retirees may want an even larger house in the countryside, but many more will want a
smaller home in a community where driving is an option and not a mandate. Moreover,
as people live even longer, they will go through stages of aging. Eventually, they will
want to drive less and to be closer to medical facilities, entertainment and shopping
Already, the boom in downtown condominium development in Milwaukee, Chicago,
Madison ard in virtually every major metropolitan area is being fueled by empty-
nesters. What kinds of transportation and land use policies will serve an aging
population?
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RE: FAIR ALLOCATION OF PUBLIC INPUT ON FREEWAYS ~
JUNE 6éth, — PT. WASHINGTON MEETING

Residents from Milwaukee's downtown and northeast areas seem to
have an influence upon public input into the freeway discussion
that are out of proportion to their population. I am referring to
the area between the Milwaukee River and Lake Michigan and from
Milwaukee's third ward north into Mequon. This area contains the
homes and work places of a fairly wealthy group, as well as most
of the metro areas best cultural, educational, commercial and
recreational facilities. If the I-43 freeway is overburdened,
these residents have pleasant alternative,non-freeway routes such
as Lake Drive, Port Washington Road, and Lincoln Memorial Drive to
use between their homes and the best of everything.

The majority of the metro population does not live east of the
river and for most of us, there is no efficient or pleasant alter-
native to using the present stress inducing and inadequate freeway
system. Please seek out a fair proportion of input from this vast
majority who need extended and expanded freeways.

FROM: Ken Johnson

5170 Martha Drive %
West Bend, WI.

P.S., I cannot attend this public meeting. Would you please
have someone read this letter at the meeting.
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Christine Lorch

Jerry Patzwald

1120 East Chambers Street
Milwaukee, W1 53212

June 3, 2002
SEWRPC

PO Box 1607
‘Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

SEWRPC:

We are disappointed to learn that your preferred option for rebuilding Milwaukee area
freeways includes more money for more lanes of auto and truck traffic and no money for
the creation of a balanced transportation network.

‘We demand that our transportation tax dollars for this project is utilized as follows:

1. Rebuild system with current number of lanes as well as make safety upgrades.

2. Create a master plan that deals with congestion via consideration of mass transit and
bicycling options.

3. Create a plan that discourages sprawl and respects the environment.

4. Design a plan that respects and enh ighborhoods and local b districts.

Please place us on your mailing list so we are aware of future hearings/meetings.

Sincerely,

Christine Lorch
Jerry Patzwald
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SEWRPC

June 3, 2002

SEWRPC .
P. 0. Box 1607
‘Waukesha, W1 53187-1607

Dear SEWRPC:

I oppose your freeway expansion plan. Except for safety concerns, I believe the
freeways should be kept within their present boundaries.

Very truly yours,

”7ELhu$7Cf7Ra¢%ML,

Timothy C. Frautschi
2810 East Bradford Avenue
Milwaukee, WI 53211

WRITER'S DIRECT LINE CLIENT/MATTER NUMBER

FOLEY & LARDNER
414.297.5737 999999-0239

777 EAST WISCONSIN AVENUE, SUITE 3800
MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN 53202-5367
EMAIL ADDRESS.

Hrautschi@foleylaw.com 001.1237848.1

TEL: 414.271.2400
FAX: 414.297.4900
WWW_FOLEYLARDNER.COM
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Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
Public record on fresway reconstruction study

P.0. Box 1607

‘Waukesha, WI

May 31, 2002
To the members of the SEWRPC:

1 am writing to you to express my strong opposition to the SEWRPC plan to expand
highways in southeast Wisconsin. My comments here are for the public record.

The SEWRPC plan is an expensive and ighted approach to g the problem
of traffic congestion in the portions of highway the plan has designated. The plan not only will
intensify the ills of noise pollution, wasteful development, and air potlution—all of which
seriously jeopardize the health of the environment and all living creatures that inhabit it and
needlessly diminish the beauty and value of the life that will be affected by the projected
expansion—but it fails to address the deeper, more far-reaching problem of global warming and
the necessity of devising realistic ies for limiting traffic and i ing_the
quality of our air and our environment for future generations. The plan merely aggravates the
problem it pretends to solve.

It is a signal failure of the SEWRPC that more progressive alternatives to this plan were
not even considered much less developed. I cail upon the members of the Commission to heed
their moral obligation to observe the interest of the public and develop a comprehensive plan both
1o address the foreseen traffic problem in this corridor and to address the necessity of limiting if
not, indeed, improving the quality of our air and environment, Such a plan would have to
consider alternative transportation modes such as commuter rails, a fast intercity rail, the
Milwaukee connector, better bike trails, and an expansion of our bus system. The projected 6
billion dollar cost of the current pian should be used to finance improvements in the existing
highways and a system of transportation that will ensure a livable environment for our children
and grandchildren.

Sincerely,
ety

Marya A. Bradley

2333 N spwt] Aot

Milwadces, WA S320
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Hisroric Concorpia Nurgurors, Inc.
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Milwaukee, Wisconsin

SEWRPC

COMMENTS REGARDING THE SQUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

MAY 31, 2002

Historic Concordia Neighbors, Inc. is a non stock 501(c){3) corporation
that represents the interests of home owners and residents in the Historic
Concordia Neighborhood that encompasses the area bounded by 27" St. on the
East; Wisconsin Avenue on the South; 35" St. on the West; and Hightand Blvd.
on the North in the City and County of Milwaukee.

On May 20, 2002, the board of directors of Historic Concordia Neighbors,
Inc. voted unanimously to oppose the Preliminary Freeway System
Reconstruction Plan adopted by the Study Advisory Committee and to oppose
any plan that would expand or widen the freeway system within Milwaukee
County or that would take any land or demolish any residences or commercial

buildings within Milwaukee County.

In addition, the board of directors expressed great concern that the $6.2
Billion cost of the Plan is excessive; that the Plan does not indicate how this cost
would be financed and whether the Plan would require a gas tax increase; that
the plan does not consider or analyze the social and ecanomic impact of the plan
on neighborhoods in Milwaukee's central city; and that the Plan would promote
urban sprawl which would adversely affect the property values and quality of life

of home owners and residents in the Historic Concordia Neighborhood.

Historic Concordia Neighbors, Inc.
i igl

Mafie Parker

President

3026 W. Wells St.
Milwaukee, WI. 53208

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 6/6/02 9:56:00 AM

Name Dawn Jones

Organization

Address

Comments My name is Dawn Jones, city of Milwaukee resident.

T am writing to express my concerns regarding the proposed freeway
expansion, Iam very opposed to this idea. We already have too many
commuters driving on the roads. We are a metropolitan area and should focus
on systems like the metra and el in Chicago.

They are both convenient inexpensive forms of transit, and in the long run
would be less costly than the 6.25 billion freeway widening plan.

Since our state seems to be so opposed to making our freeways toliways, I see
Do reason to expand the freeways at the cost of city residents,

It is time to bring our city up to date with the rest of the world, and focus on
bener forms of transit, reducing pollution, and promoting commerce to our

downtown area.

Thank you for your time.

F y uction Study C.

Date submitted 6/6/02 9:30:00 AM

Name John Krause
Organization
Address 3900 E. Iona Terrace
Cudahy, WI 53110
Comments Comment take by phone 6/6/02 9:30 AM.;

Would rather move graves than elevate any freeway segment.

Acquire additional land to rebuild [H 94 and TH 43 north, south, and west of
the Marquette to provide additional median space for future implementation of
light rail in the medians.

Light rail should be implemented because of air quality concerns.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Database Records

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address
Telephone
E-mail

Comments

Freeway R

6/6/02 11:46:00 AM
David F. Stowe, M.D., Ph.D.

Medical College of Wisconsin

dlstowe @mew.cdu

Dear SEWRPC members:

T wish Lo go on record as generally non-supportive of the SEWRPC proposals to
spend billions of dollars 1o expand the [reeway system in the Metro arca. 1
support only a limited rebuilding of the existing system without additional lancs
in any di s. I is wo expensive, gobbles up busi and green space,
and the henefit of lane expansion will not significantly affect commute times.
More lanes will only encourage more wasted time driving, air pollution,
frustration and an archaic mode of travel.

1 would fike (o know who the lobbying eroups are that you are being influenced
by. Is it the trucking lobby? The road builders lobby? It appears from the
news that you are not listening 1o the general public’s cries for a better balanced
transportation system, The last attempt o put ogether a batanced sysiem in the
lust 10 years had advanced much farther than now. The new polls show that
even the non- Milwaukee counties in the region (by an average of 50%
approximately) want greater emphasis on public and rapid, non-auto,
transportation systems. Lets plan for this century, not the last.

T strongly support that a large portion of the federal and state monies for our
regional transportation system must go (0 develop limited commuter rail and a
light rail system at least as starter line in Milwaukee County from the city
cenler, o the airport, to UWM, the Milwaukee Regienal Center, and on to
Waukesha. There are Metro arcas smaller than ours that have cxcellent rapid
(non bus) transportation systems. Car pools don't work and the bus must share
the road wilh the trucks and c: Properly owners pay for the upkeep ol
roadways outside of the gasoline tax. Trucks damage the roads and do not pay
their share of maintcnance via diesel taxes.

Fuel taxes must be used (o fund all transportation, not just road building.
How can this group, the SEWRPC, be so narrow-minded? The atlected
counties must begin o work together rather than go their selfish ways. Think
about your community, not your SUV.

Sincerely.

David F. Stowe
physician/scientist
Medical College of Wisconsin

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address

Comments

6/5/02 11:25:00 PM
Jeff Bentoff
‘Water Tower Landmark Trust Inc.

2628 N. Lake Dr.
Milwaukee, W1 53211

T am writing to oppose any widening of existing freeways or creation of a
double-decker freeway. I believe that SEWRPC’s plan should instead include
new, attractive mass transit alternatives such as light rail. 1 agree with the
ACLU and Mayor Norquist that widening freeways in Milwaukee
discriminates against city residents like me. SEWRPC should revamp its plan
to eliminate any freeway widenings / lane increases and double deck freeways.
The plan shouid also include better mass transit options. Less important than
moving traffic a few minutes faster through Milwaukee is to preserve existing
neighborhoods, including housing, businesses and quality of life. Milwaukee
should not become merely a place between here and there for commuters. All
transportation actions should increase, not decrease, the value of my city’s
neighborhoods. The current SEWRPC plan would greatly decrease the Story
Park neighborhood and other parts of Milwaukee and should not be approved
or implemented.

Sincerely,

Jeff Bentoff, President of Water Tower Landmark Trust Inc.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submittcd
Name
Organization
Address

Comments

6/5/02 9:21:00 PM
Linda Bybardt

2909 N 77th St.
Milwaukee, WI 53222

Please Don'.

1 am a dedicated city dweller and I support the proposals of Walter Kulash to
improve transportation planning through more thoughtful and mature means
than widening freeways and negatively impacting neighborhoods at
exhorbitant financial costs. Among my favorite suggestions is to promote flex
schedules so that people are not all clustering their commute around the same
hours.

Personally, I work from 10 to 6 because that suits my productivity and life
balance. My employer graciously recognizes that as a win-win schedule.
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uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization

Address

Comments

6/5/02 4:22:00 PM
Cathy and Quentin Rose

3481 N, Lake Drive
Milwaukee, W1 53211

To Whom It May Concern;
T am strongly opposed to the proposed freeway expansion.

- Experience has shown time after time that when a freeway is expanded "to
relieve congestion” it merely accords expanded use of the freeway,

- This would aid sprawl development. We already have trouble with the
storm sewers. More development wilf only expand that problem as well as

increase the number of cars using the freeways.

- 'We in the city of Milwaukee should not bear the brunt of people who live in
the outer areas to accommodate them. They moved out there. Deal with it!

The first reason is of course the most important. It is "if you build it they will
come.”

DO NOT APPROVE THIS!!
Sincerely,

Cathy and Quentin Rose

uction Study C.

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address
Comments

6/5/02 1:35:00 PM
Tom Maloney

E-mail received by webmaster@dot state.wi.us at 6/5/02 1:35:00 PM then
forwarded:

I would like to voice strong opposition to your plan to widen the freeway
system in Milwaukee County. I think this is the easy way out and shows very
little creative, out-of-the-box, thinking on the DOT’s part. There is no reason
to spend that kind of money to support more urban sprawl. The congestion in
Milwaukee in minimal. "If you build it they will come", but that should not be
the driving force in long term policy decisions. You need to provide
alternatives to residents who would be more than willing to save our city from
your planned concrete jungte.

Remember your plan to clear a large swatch through the city of Milwaukee so
you could extend your freeway system out over Lake Michigan back in the
60's? Believe me guys you don' have all the answers!

E-mail received 6/6/02 12:53 PM:

1 am writing to share my strong oppesition to your SE Wisconsin freeway
plan. Milwaukee County does not need additional freeway lanes. The cost is
exhorbitant and will only welcome more urban sprawl, The planning
commission needs to come up with some bold new ideas to offer commuters
and travelers in SE Wisconsin, This concrete jungle that you are proposing is
not only unsightly, but will diminish the quality of life for many residents of
Milwaukee County through noise and air pollution. 1am extremely opposed to
your plan in the interest of reducing suburban commute times by five minutes.
 you build this monstrosity it will be used, but it shows very limited creativity
on your part. You need to consider a much broader set of options.

By the way, do you remember the pian to clear a large swatch of land through
the City of Milwaukee to extend the freeway system east and out over Lake
Michigan and south paraliel to the shoreline in the '60’s? The absurdity of that
plan becomes more and mor¢ clear each day. 1 only hope you consider that
your current freeway expansion could be equally absurd.

Freeway R

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address

Comments

6/5/02 11:09:00 AM

Doug Turmer

T have not been able to attend the meetings concerning the upcoming
reconstuction of the Milwaukee area freeway system but I would like to take

this time to express my support for the plans to expand the system to 4 lanes in

both directions. It makes no sense to spend billions of dollars to rebuild a
freeway designed for 40 years ago.

An expanded freeway system will make it easier to get to and from Milwaukee,
which will encourage people in the suburbs to go to downtown Milwaukee and

will make it easier for busi in to stay in Mil People
are going to live where they want io live, and the Milwaukee ought to do
everything possible to be encouraging people to come visit, work, and live
there; an expanded freeway is a good step in encouraging people to go to
Milwaukee.

Additionally, I must also express my great disappointment that the Park East
Freeway demolition has begun. The only effect of the demolition T can see is
to hurt the area at the end of the spur that is currently doing very well.
Thanks for your time,

Doug Turner

uction Study C

F  J
Date submitted 6/5/02 9:59:00 AM
Name Lynn Broaddus
Organization
Address 537 North 67th Street
‘Wanwatosa, WI 53213
Comments 1 am unable to attend any of the meetings regarding the proposed freeway

expansion, but want to submit my comments to be part of the public record.

In short, T am opposed to any expansion of our existing freeway capacity.
Such expansions simply increase our reliance on single occupancy vehicles,
and encourage further suburban sprawl. Repeated experience has shown that
increasing highway capacity simply increases the load, and then brings
congestion right back. We are smarter than this, and need to demonstrate it by
NOT expanding our freeway system.

Instead, we need to put our transportation dollars toward forms of
transportation that everyone can use (whether they can afford, or are able to
drive, a car themselves), and which are in concert with Smart Growth efforts.
This means increased bus routes, increased frequency of buses, and potentially
light rail options. By building more freeways we would foolishly subsidize
those who choose to live far from work, and who choose to drive their own
automobile. This is their choice, and we do not need to subsidize it by
destroying the character of our close-in neighborhoods, and doing further
damage to the environment we all share.

Please listen to the people - abandon plans to expand our freeways, and put our
transportation dollars into modes that support Smart Growth, environmental
protection, and neighborhood integrity and character.

Thank you

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address

Comments

6/4/02 8:41:00 PM

2013 Ludington Ave.
‘Wauwatosa, WI 53226

Dear SEWRPC,

‘We firmly and adamantly OPPOSE the widening of the freeway system in
southeastern Wisconsin.

The cost of widening--in economic terms alone--is not worth the minimal
differences it will make in commuting times.

The costs of widening in environmental terms are unacceptable.

‘Widening will only increase sprawling development, which will negate
whatever minimal advantage is obtained by the widening in the first place.

Widening will only increase what is already an overdependence on the
automobile for transportation, which in turn will lead to increased air pollution
and dependence on oil.

‘We have travelled to cities like Atlanta and Los Angeles and we don't want
southeastern Wisconsin to follow in those footsteps.

‘We SUPPORT alternative solutions to the problem of freeway congestion,
pecially ive modes of i

We SUPPORT studying all alternatives, including light rail, commuter rail,
improved bus lines, etc., to determine what would work best for Milwaukee.

We SUPPORT regional planning which emphasizes preservation of nawral
and agricultural areas, smart growth development along mass transit
transportation corridors, watkable communities, and safe and practical bicycle
paths for commuting as well as recreation.

‘We SUPPORT efforts to educate the public about the virtues of mass transit,
and planning such as outlined above.

Freeway

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization

Address

Comments

6/4/02 8:32:00 PM
Ed Anderson

5036 N, Ardmore
‘Whitefish Bay, W1 53217

Let me register my opposition to freeway expansion plans. I believe it is a vast
wast of money in an attempt to get people to work a few minutes faster. Even
these benefits will likely evaporate when people using alternatives cusrently
switch to the new freeway thereby evaporating all the supposed benefits.
Taxpayer money should not be used to encourage more suburban spraw} which
this would further. All other cornmunities that try to expand their way out of
congestion realize this is 4 bottoraless pit - you sink more money for no gain.
Lets find real alternatives that really work and reduce pollution. Lets not
follow the failed model of Californiz and their buge freeways.

Freeway R

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization

Address

Comments

6/4/02 8:22:46 PM
Carrie Lewis

2753 N Hackett Ave

Milwaukee, WI 53211

I am against SEWRPC’s Pave SE Wisconsin plan to expand highways to $6
billion. This plan threatens our quality of life, I want a comprehensive, multi-
modal plan for this corridor that expands our travel options to congestion.




Freeway R

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address

Comments.

6/4/02 3:08:00 PM

Joan Evans

June 4, 2002

To Whom It May Concern:

T am very opposed to expanding Milwaukee's freeways by adding lanes. I urge
SEWRPC to look at alternatives that will not increase urban sprawl and impact
negatively on neighborhoods.

Please seck the input of the public before you finalize plans.

Sincerely,

Joan Evans

Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization

Address

Comments

6/4/02 12:27:00 PM
Deborah Darin

3007 N. Farwell Ave.
Milwaukee, W1 53211

Please do not adopt the plan currently favored by SEWRPC to expand the
highway system in Milwaukee,

Please consider approaches that will cost less, lead to better use of land and
money, and ultimately create REAL solutions to increased traffic.

Develop a plan that encourages less sprawl, more transit options and less
dependence on automobiles. For those who do drive, encourage land use
options that require fewer commuting miles.

Expanding, widening, and otherwise dumping millions of dollars into the

“free” (!} way system is not an answer to long-term growth and planning issues.

1 wish so much that our city and metro area could be more like Montreal,
Toronto, Portland, San Francisco, and less like Detroit, Chicago and other
places that have been destroyed or compromised by sprawl.

Please do not hack up existing neighborhoods -- haven't we leamned that much
from the past?!

Please use your power in a visionary way. We in Wisconsin have an
opportunity, as our population grows, to become a real model of sane growth,
unlike other places in the U.S. where it is really too late to undo the damage of
the past.

We are all in this together, but the citizenry doesn't always feel that way.
SEWRPC has a responsibility to listen and truly fead. Please find solutions
that help our communities grow without being dominated by the automobile.
‘We can't afford it -~ and we must rely on you to choose a better way.

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization

Address

Comments

6/4/02 8:24:00 AM
Ronald and Judith Wishman

5771 Oakwood Street
Greendale, WI 53129

1 think the expressway system should be expanded with additional traffic

lanes. Also, to alleviate in a beltway exp should
‘e built around the Milwaukee County circumference so that traffic with
destinations other than the City of Milwaukee can traverse the area without
traveling through the city proper. 1am sorry that the original expressway plan
that was started in the early 1960’ was never completed.

In regards to mass transit, a plan must be devised that moves working people
to and from jobs, students to and from colleges/universities, and tourists to and
from the ballpark and other entertainment spots. Mass transit should not
merely service the tourism business,

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address

Comments

6/4/02

Jim RosenBaum

601 E. Day Street
Whitefish Bay, W1

Comment taken by phone by Commission staff 6/4/02:
Sceptical about the praposed widening of freeways in Southeastern

Wiscsonsin; concerned that additional lanes would be oniy a short-term
solution,

Supports the collection of tolls on the regional freeway system to make transit
service more competitive.

Freeway R uction Study C
Date submitted 6/3/02 9:46:00 PM
Name Kathy Luttkus
Organization
Address Milwaukee, W1
Comments You do not widen highways to min wetlands and other precious land for
people to shave a few minutes off their commute time. A longer comumute time
is the price one pays for moving far from an urban area. Mass transit is the
answer, not freeway expansion. Is this your vision - master plan - for the
furure? Simply widen and build more highways as the population expands? It
is short sighted and ignorant.
F y uction Study C
Date submitted 6/3/02 8:57:00 PM
Name Cookie Anderson
Organization
Address 3033A S. Shore Dr
Milwaukee, WI 53207-3007
Comments Hello.....

1 am against the proposcd frceway cxpansion or any other expansion plans.
There are too many vehicles on the road as it is and the pollution and noise and
amount of cars will only increase, What we need is light rail to help people use
cars less and conserve energy resources. thank you.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 6/3/02 4:53:00 PM

Name Richard A. Eggleston

o C ications and C Outreach C:
Wisconsin Alliance of Cities
htp/iwww. wiscities.org

Address 14 W. Mifflin $t. Suite 206
Madison, W1 53703

Comments.

These comments are personal in nature and do not represent any official
position of the Wisconsin Alliance of Cities. However, they do rely heavily on
a study for Wisconsin i ities Inc., the i and
research arm of the Wisconsin Alliance of Cities.

In "Wisconsin ns: Regional C ic Growth and
Environmental Protection,” authors Myron Orfield and Thomas Luce, of
Metropolitan Area Research Corp exmne the economic and cultural
situation in seven of Wi areas, including

‘Wisconsin.

The study, completed in February, finds that "the Milwaukee area is
consuming more and more land -- and taxing itself to pay for it -- even though
the region’s population is growing very slowly.”

Between 1970 -- when the Milwaukee area’s freeway systern was shiny new -
and 1990, the urbanized land area around Milwaukee grew by 14 percent,
while the region’s population actually declined by 2 percent, Orfield and Luce
found. (chart, page 8, Wisconsin Metropatterns)

For the Fox Valley, which has seen tremendous growth in freeway miles, the
change has been more dramatic: a 59 percent increase in urbanized land area
and a 25 percent decrease in population density in the urbanized area. (table,
page 38, Wisconsin Metropatterns)

In the Milwaukee area, the communities that pay the largest price in terms of
lost tax base, community disruption and deteriorating quality of life resulting
from the proposed freeway expansion -- Milwaukee and the inner ring of
suburbs — have the lowest capacity to raise revenues to provide services, while
the beneficiaries of the freeway expansion pian are the ones that Orfield and
Luce found have the highest tax capacities: the outer suburbs in Waukesha
County and those just north of the county line in Ozaukee County. (chart, page
6, Wisconsin Metropatterns)

"There are many costs i with i and i ient growth,”
Orfield and Luce wrote. "Valuable and sensiive open space is destroyed ...
traffic ion increases. Exp public i is built on the

urban edge, while existing facifities within cities are underutilized."

Without debating the issue of which came first, the chicken or the egg, it is the
itls that Orfield and Luce identified in Wisconsin Metropatterns - “sprawling

on the edge, ioration in the core, by
income and race, and growing fiscal disparities among local governments” --
that the freeway expansion plar appears to exacerbate.

Now is the time to consider transportation projects based on how they affect a
community, not how they affect commuting. I invite SEWRPC to work with
Myron Orfield and Metropolitan Area Research Corp. to do so.

Freeway R

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address

Comments

6/3/02 3:15:00 PM

Nicoie Teweles

1 think expanding our freeway system is a very bad idea.

We need to plan to benefit businesses and business districts, and our
neighborhoods. We need to plan to respect the environment.

Tt is irresponsible to spend this amount of money on expansion of a system
which will end up harming all three of these concerns and then become
inadequate again in a few years.
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Freeway R

uction Study C:

Date submitted
Name
Organization

Address

Comments

6/3/02 1:58:00 PM
Thomas Betz

10507 W. Rae Ave.
Milwaukee, W1 53225-3231

Sirs:

Please stay the course and implement SEWRPC'S Pave SE Wisconsin plan. 1
work for Mass transit. T know what a boondoggle it is. Expanding mass tansit
is a huge "black hole" of resources. Don't cave to the multi-modal forces.
Piease remember the silent majority of citizens who realize that "CAR IS
KING". It replaced the horse and buggy. You couldn't draw people to mass
transit even if it had no user fee, Deal with REALITY not some "feel good”
myth.

Regards,
Thomas Betz

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 6/3/02 12:39:00 PM
Name Randy Gschwind
Organization
Address 3024 N. 55th St.
Milwaukee, WI 53210
Comments This is NOT a good plan. It is not good for the City of Milwaukee and it is not
good for Wisconsin. It is not even good for the suburbs. In fact, it is not a
plan at all, it is more of the same WisDOT mentality that is ruining our
beautiful state. It will cause more senseless destruction of the environment
and not help congestion at all. The solution is not more and bigger freeways,
as has been proven over and over again across the country and the world. The
solution is urbanization, clustering, living and working in the same place, mass
transit. Understanding and encouraging visionary solutions is what a planning
agency should be doing, not gutting the core of the region it is supposed to
serve - ruining the environment and eliminating urban housing, Your vision
seems to be to make this southern California. We need a better paradigm.
Please try to think outside the box and redraft this plan to encourage less
traffic, not more, and less destruction of the environment,
Thanks for the opportunity to comment.
F y uction Study C
Date submitted 6/3/02 11:32:00 AM
Name Robert J. Klus
Organization
Address
Comments SEWRPC-

Over the last 50 years of the United States we have continually made the same
mistake, Building freeways with the idea we can make our lives easier.

And in many ways they have including: interstate travelling and linking
business. In the mean time we have destroyed the inner guts of our cities.
Tearing away businesses, land, street grids and residents, By offering truckers
and travellers shorter travell times, we offered up our cities souls. No longer
do we have strong neighborhoods of Itailian, Black and Irish citizens that
existed before. No longer is the City of Milwaukee easily travelled with 4 way
street grids. But you can take the very long 9 mile tip on 94 before you get out
of the City limits and save an extra 5 minutes from Downtown to Brookfield.
SEWRPC is now planning to spend 6.2 billion dollars to save me another few
minutes. No, Thanks. On the other hand why don't you take a billion to widen
and lengthen 43 all the way to Eagle River so I can to my $300,000 Cottage on
the lake and not have to Jook at the poor, white, undereducated trash that live
here between my eastside house and there. Then do the same thing so I can get
to the Delis and Minneapolis for the weekend. Then take what ever is left and
give it to the City of Milwaukee and Milwaukee County so we can continue to
strengthin and build what was destroyed. 50 years ago when we built major
highways throughout our cities without understanding the consequences.
Today we know what can happen. Dont let knee jerk reactions decide our
cities fate. I do not want to pay 6.2 billion dollars and I do not want to see our
GREAT city scared one more time!

Freeway uction Study C
Date submitted 6/3/02 11:11:00 AM
Name Jeff Fleming
Organization
Address
Comments To whom it may concern:

I offer the following comments to the Sewrpc freeway study.

Expanding the existing freeway system capacity would be a significant
mistake. The proposals under consideration make an incorrect assumption; the
fact is, expanding highway capacity does not MEET traffic demands, it
CREATES traffic demands and, in turn, more urban sprawl.

I have a home northeast of West Bend in the town of Trenton. I appreciate the
rural character of Trenton, and I am very concerned that, by making it easier
for people to commute by car to Mi {or or ygan),
spraw] development in my neighborhood is inevitable.

Transportation plans need to reinforce destinations. And building more and

bigger highways fails to reinforce destinations such as the city of West Bend.
‘What freeway expansion does is reinforce the trend toward sprawl. It would
make far more sense to develop intercity rail transit.

People who favor the status quo jump to the mistaken conclusion that rail
transit would not be used sufficiently to justify the cost. Unfortunately, as
tore and bigger freeways are built, the likelihood of establishing a successful
rail ransit system here becomes less likely. Before moving to southeastern
Wisconsin, I lived in the New York City metro area. T took rail transit every
day, and I know from personal experience how such systems benefit a region.

My ion: stop freeway
i ing before we comp
southeastern Wisconsin.

and develop good alternatives to
destroy our great rural areas in

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted
Name
Organization
Address

Comments

6/3/02 9:18:00 AM
Amy B. Fritz

929 N. 33rd St.

Milwaukee, WI 53208

Hello -- As a resident of the City of Milwaukee, I would like to express my
opinion about SEWRPC's ions for the ion of the
freeway system in SE Wisconsin,

1 did attend the Public Meeting at the Downtown Transit Center on May 22,
2002. I read the displays, asked guestions of SEWRPC personnel, listened to
the presentation and public comment. 1 did not comment at the hearing but
took home copies of the Study Newsletter to consider.

At this time, T would like to voice my opposition to any reconstruction beyond
replacement of the current system.

My reasons are many but primarily hinge on wise use of public monies to
benefit the greatest number of citizens.

Having lived in and visited other areas of the country, I do not think that the
level of traffic congestion on Milwaukee freeways warrants a $2.8 billion fix.
The cost/henefit ratio is out of balance.

The issue of furure traffic increases should be addressed by more and better
public transportation and by encouraging residents to live closer to their place
of employment. If people want to live in Delafield or Brookfield and wark in
downtown Milwaukee, they should take public iransportation of expect to
spend some time sitting in traffic.

A strong educational system (MPS has cut back on art and music education,
school nurses and counselors, has eliminated teacher mentors, increased class
size) is much more essential to the quality of life in SE Wisconsin than cutting
5 or 10 minutes off of commute time and has more far reaching effects. (By
the way, I am not associated with MPS in any way and my children are grown.)

T understand that SEWPC has factored into its study an increase in public
transportation but I believe that it took too natrow 2 vision of what could be
possible, using even a small portion of the nearly $3billion that would be saved
by going with the "Replace-in-Kind" proposal.

There are many other reasons not to expand the system but I'm sure you will
hear them again and again from others as 1 know of no individual who is in
favor of the proposal.




Tim Maher
4115 West Highland Blvd. Apt. 7
Milwaukee, Wl 53208-2784

May 30, 2002

Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
P.0O. Box 1607
Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

Now that you are soliciting public input an your freeway expansion plan, |
would like to submit my disagreement with your plan to expand the freeway
system in Milwaukee. In my opinion, it is a very shortsighted plan and is much
too expensive. it does little or nothing to benefit our community. We do not
need more lanes. If you look at other major cities that have increased the
number of lanes, you will see that it doesn't give the benefits one might
expect. Traffic definitely increases, and the increased lane changing can
actually slow traffic down. Adding additional lanes will increase urban sprawl,
hurting our environment and economy. It will also take our tax dollars away
from alternative modes of transportation that we need badly.

I've looked at your traffic congestion chart comparing 1999 traffic to that
forcasted in 2020; $6.2 billion, 8 lanes and 18 years later, congestion levels
look almost identical. It doesn't even address the increased pollution due 1o
increased traffic. This is not an acceptable solution. [ cannot support a plan
that is so expensive and disruptive to our community for so many years with
only minimal reduction in travel time.

Tim Maher

3 May 29, 2002

Dear SEWRPC,

This new $6.25 billion dollar all highway plan is the wrong highway for Wisconsin to go
down. A multi model, transit including approach would not only be significantly
cheaper, but would increase the quality of life in southeast Wisconsin.

An all highway approach to transportation will impede economic development downtown
while increasing pollution throughout the area. Having a summer internship in the heart
of downtown has shown me first hand how unpleasant it is to have to suffer through 194
to get home everyday. This situation discourages businesses from locating downtown,
which is a highly desirable place to work in all respects aside from [94. Many people
who are partial to the automobile, have never tried a healthy transit system. However, 1
would bet that most people would prefer a relaxing train ride home to a congested
freeway after a long day of work, if a viable train were made available to them.

The cost of solving our traffic problems through freeways alone is just too high. $6.25
billion is just too much money to spend for this. The environmental and quality of kife
impact is just too negative. Double decking 194 out of downtown will guarantee the
permancnt destruction of the neighborhoods around it. The additional traffic will do
incredible damage to the air quality. As pointed out by the Sierra Club, many children
suffer from asthma induced by this air pollution. This includes my sister, who was
diagnosed with asthma after moving here from Virginia.

A multimode largely transit based approach will meet the growing transportation needs of
our region and improve our quality of life for well under $6.25 billion. 1t will allow for a
more carefree commute for its users, while minimizing negative impacts to the
environment, [t will increase the viability of southeastern Wisconsin as a place to do
business. It will also increase the encrgy cfficiency of our region, muking our economic
health less vulnerable to world events.

In addition to maimtaining our current roads, this multimode system should include heavy
and light rail, local and express buses, and increased hike and pedestrian infrastructure.

The Milwaukee Connector should be built, going to IJ'WM. the airport, and a park and
ride at the fair grounds. Suburban commuter rail should be implemented in a manner not
only designed to carry suburban residents to downtown jobs, but aiso to carry wban
residents 1o suburban jobs at focations such as the New Berlin industrial park on
Cleveland Avenue. Finally, the Midwest I ligh speed Rail Initiative should be
implemented. This will bring the major cities of the Midwest closer together, making the
region more aitractive 1o business

In addition to maintaining our city’s award winiting urban bus system, suburban express
buses should be utilized. These long distance style buses (as currently operated by
Wisconsin Coach lines and Riteway) should scrve destinations such as Mukwonago and

Menominee Falls. Local shutile buses should be used to go from the train station to the
TITWM campus and various points throughout downtown. Tnfrastructure should be put into
place that will encourage walking and bike use both within the suburbs and the city. such
as bike trails, suburban sidewalks, and improvements to the skywatk downtown.

Tt is my hope that the Southcast Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission will have the
foresight to sec beyond the current over zealousness that America has toward the
automobile. Although the automobile undeniably has a place in American transportation,
it is highly overused. The consequences we all suffer in terms of higher taxes,
environmental damage, traffic mortalitics, economic obstacles, dependence on ofl from
unstable regions, longer more stressful commutes, urban sparwt, and a lower quality of
life will become much worse with the $6.25 billion proposal. So let us step toward the
future and take Wisconsin there with us. Let us choose transit!

Vice Chair, Mitwaukee Party B
University of Wisconsin- Milwaukee

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 6/1/02 8:11:00 AM

Name Daniel W. Zarwell
Organization

Address

Comments To: Ken Yunker

Milwaukee has done nothing for over 40 years. The politics has destroyed
the city. It is so conservative because the people in the government wart to put
all the extra money they make in there pockets when they retire. the
government has given away Milwaukee for money. They have chased out all of
the manufacturing. You put Freeways in so people can go to the outer fimits to
work.

This is a great opportunity to show the rest of the United States what can
be done with a city to rebuild the city. We do not need a war to rebuild.

Money is not important when it comes to planning a program for
reconstruction. Why is everyone talking about money? Could it be these
people are Bureaucrats that work for Milwaukee?

You are a great speaker and have everything organized perfectly and you
are a positive person. You are doing your job perfectly for your cause of
rebuilding the Freeway. You would be a good stock broker.

‘You can sell the stocks but do not give a dam about the fundamentals of
the corporation.

After hearing your speech I realized that giving you my letters was a bad
idea.

Sorry 1 wasted your time. I bet you throw the Jetter in the waste basket and
did not read them.

Thank you anyway, Dan

WAUWATOSA GLASS CO. INC.
4648 W. STATE STREET
MILWAUKEE, WIS. 53208
Tele: 1-414-258-9080 Fax 1-414-258-0462
zarwelld@aol.com

03/21/2002
Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
P.0.Box 371
Milwaukee, Wis.53201-0371 Fax 414-223-5444

Subject: The Morning Mail

Subject: Removal of Marquette and Stadium Interchange, the Daniel Hone Bridge is
necessary to Milwaukee people on the south side to get to the North side of Milwaukee.
The bike path on the Hone Bridge is not necessary. A separate path with little bridges
should be made for them. This is less dangerous. Bikes should not be on any auto paths.

Reason for development of expressway system.
Movement of military from one side of country to the other
Confine the different parts of the city into sections to stop any revolt by the
citizens.

Reason for removing Marquette and Stadium Expressway.

All most ail traffic that uses the two interchanges moves through Milwaukee from
Chicago to Northern Wisconsin. This is true for the Stadium interchange. (If you are a
smart driver you will notice that going through Milwaukee is faster than going around
Milwaukee to Madison.) The Expressway from Down town to the Zoo interchange is not
necessary for people in down town Milwaukee to get to Madison. All though it would
seem that they need this exit.

Actually the biggest reason for removing the Interchanges is Money. If you have
transportation on the ground level you do not need bridges. Bridges are very expensive to
maintain. ( Maybe when you can make Composite Bridges in a factory bridges will be
cheaper to maintain and when a piece falls apart you can ship it and replace it with in
hours.)

Replacement of Expressway.

The Expressway should be replaced with beautiful boulevards for locat people in
the neighborhoods can move around. Transportation from down town Milwaukee to the
Zoo interchange can move just as fast on a boulevard. ( Probably faster without having to
wait in line with traffic from outside Milwaukee getting in there way.)

Light rail ( Movement on tracks not on the roads.) wonld get local people to
specific location faster than on the Expressway. Light rail should be brought in from
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Chicago. ( The Chicago people know all about light rail.) Chicago has on of the best
public transportation systems in the world.

Effect of new Boulevard system:
The effect of boulevards to replace the freeway is to create faster movement for
city residents with in the city.

Article in the Milwaukee Journal written by Retired City of Milwaukee commissioner of
public works of Milwaukee, Mr. David A. Kuemmel.

1 do not know how to be diplomatic about this statement but I will try.

Mr. Kuemmel, Have you ever read up on the history of roads in large cities?

Have you ever read up on the science of traffic engineering?

How could you make a statement of ignorance as you did in the letter to
the Milwaukee Journal on 4/5/20027

How did you ever get to be a Commissioner of Public works of
Milwaukee?

Conrary to your remarks, larger roads do not increase traffic flow. Traffic
flow will stay the same no mater how small or large the road. I said traffic flow. ( That is
speed.)

People never change, Only Technology changes.

What we need is a new city logistics plan to make a new city. We haven’t done anything
10 help movement within the city for over 50 years. We can not have a family oriented
city by moving people from Chicago to Green Bay through the middle of the city. They
have to go around the city. We build a nice city and they will stop here.

How would you like your neighbors to go through your house. From the front door to the
back door all the time to go to the grocery store?

Daniel W. Zarwell
President of Wauwatosa Glass Co. Inc.

Copy sent to Mayor John O. Norquist

WAUWATOSA GLASS CO. INC.
4648 W. STATE STREET
MILWAUKEE, WIS. 53208
Tele: 1-414-258-9080 Fax 1-414-258-0462
zarwelld@aol.com
May 12,2002
REQUEST PROPOSAL:
1 request a speech against the rebuilding of the Marquette and Stadium

Interchange. To take it all down and put in Boulevards. To completely rebuild the belt
line around Milwaukee.

FREEWAY HEARINGS:
Time:4 PM to 6:30 PM
Place: May 22 - Downtown Transit Center,909 E. Michigan St.
Place: May 29 - King Community Center, 1531 W. Vliet St.
Place: May 30 - Northwest Senior Center, 7717 W. Good Hope Rd
Place: June 5 - Manitoba Elementary School. 4040 W. Forest Home Ave.

SPEECH:

How would you like it if your neighbors across the street would walk through
your front door and go out your back door to get to the grocery store?

Do you know where all the traffic comes from on the Marquette and Stadium
Interchange? It comes from Chicago and goes to Green Bay and vice versa.

Do you know what the main function of the Marquette Interchange is for? It is the
main interchange for traffic to go through Milwaukee to other cities like Madison and
Green Bay and the outer suburbs.

‘What have all the Interchanges in the middle of Cities done to the Cities in the
United States? They have destroyed the inner City and made them economic deserts.

Every major city in the United States has become a lower class inner city
economic desert. The city itself is in the middle of a transportation corridor and the
inhabitant can not move under or over the highways at ease. The People who live in the
City live in a Castle and the surrounded by a mote of Expressways. The Street people live
in the small privet businesses and under the bridges.

If you want a healthy Milwaukee City you have to take down the Marquette
Interchange and put in boulevards.

If you want 2 Moat of Expressways put them out around the City and get them out
of the center of our environment so the citizens can integrate with the Blacks, Mexicans,
Whites and all nationalities. The people of Milwaukee do not want separate nationalities
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to be prejudiced against one another. We do not want alf the Mexicans stuck in there
cull- de-sac on the south side. We do not want the Blacks to be stuck in there cul-de-sac
on the North side. We do not want all the Polish stuck on the south side.

The Expressways are very important for speed. We have to go as straight and as
fast as we can to get where we want to go.

Does an aircraft travel on the ground? No it is way up in the air as far away from
people as it can get.

Keep the Expressway out through the Zoo Interchange and around Milwaukee.

Milwaukee is not like Chicago. It has never been like Chicago. It is a Suburb of
Chicago. We are not located on the end of Lake Michigan for ground transportation
terminals.

Studies have been made in New York for years that larger roads do not stop
automobile congestion. People are People and instinctively they go where there is more
traffic because everyone goes there to drive so expressways in the minds of people say it
must be a fast way to get somewhere but everyone thinks this way and so the highway is
congested with everyone thinking that way.

Everyone goes to Summer Fest because everyone thinks it is a lot of fun but
maybe the ball park is more fun.

«

SUMMATION:

The 1894 loop should be completed somewhere along Good Hope Road or Brown
Deer Road from 43 to Highway 45. Make them 4 lane roads one south and one north.

All inner city Expressways turned into Boulevards that allow cars and trucks to go
45 miles per hour.

Public transportation on light rail coming into the city from Chicago should be
brought into the city off the roads.

Lighted and wide pathways for bicycle an pedestrian should be made off the
roads.

The high cost of rebuilding the Expressways will cost future generations more
money than they will ever have in the future to pay for repairs on the repaired and
upgraded Expressway.

Milwaukee has done absolutely nothing with its Infrastructure for the last 40
years.
this is very good. We now have a chance to build a City like no other City in the United
States. We are an ancient City in the United States because of our conservative thinking.
Now let us do the right thing for our children and clean up our house.

AS A FOOT NOTE:

You plan to put up a elevated west bound lane over the Expressway to
save the cemeteries. Have you no respect for the living? What are you thinking about.
Are you nuts? Take care of the living and move the graves if you are going 1o screw up
the Expressways.

Signed: Daniel W. Zarwell



WAUWATOSA GLASS CO. INC.
4648 W. STATE STREET
MILWAUKEE, WIS. 53208
Tele: 1-414-258-9080 Fax 1-414-258-0462
zarwelld@aol.com
May 17,2002

SUBJECT: Infrastructure

1 bave been reading and hearing so much negative comments on the development
of the rebuilding of our city it makes me sick.

Every city and town in the United States has been building up there city and every
one here wants to keep this city as is and let it rot.

You have to look at the world from the top down. That is form the general to
particular. Can’t you people of Milwaukee see what is going on in this world. Why is
your head stuck in the sand.

Do not get your past, present and future mixed up. Of course, maybe you only see
the past. That is to bad.

My Great Grand Parent came to this country in Watertown in 1850. The first
thing the city fathers did was put in the sewers. My Great Grand Father did this. Do you
know why? The average maximum life span at that time was 45 years old. After the
sewers went in the life span went to 65. How do you like that? There was no good
medicine at that time.

The roads were just as important. Watertown was the center of the farming
industry.

That is the past.

‘What about the present?

Milwaukee is all roads. You like that?
Milwaukee is ranked 175 out of 200 for the development of business. Do you like

that?

Milwaukee children can not even get a good job to pay there rent and get married.

Do you like that?

0ld people are moving into Milwaukee and are driving around (slowly). They
park on my lawn because they can no see. The park in the middle of the street because
they can not see the curb.

The children have to take there bicycles to work. It is very dangerous. How would
you like to take your bike to work on any road?

The United States has free trade with other countries so there will not be any wars
with them. Do you think we will ever have any new industries in the US to feed our
children?

Should we close off trade and go to war and kill our children?

Ms. Amy Crotts
¥ 3065 N. Oakland Ave. Apt 207 ° !

Milwaukee, Wi 53211,
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Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 5/31/02 11:06:00 AM

Name George Jacobi
Organization
Address 2375 N, Wah! Ave,
Milwaukee, WI 53211
Comments T am a resident of Milwaukee, and have just been informed of the so-called

plan to augment the cemented area of the county by adding freeway lanes and
double decking 1-94. 1 am a qualified Engineer with past experience in traffic
flow analysis via computer models.

T have never encountered a so-called plan so out of touch with reality, with the
experiences of other cities, and with the desires of the citizens.

I love my car as much as the next person, and enjoy travel. But I do not want
to live in a city like Detroit. If I did, [ would move there. I recommend that all
who contributed to this cockamany set of ideas move promptly to Detroit,
before ruining Milwaukee.

1 will support all efforts to derail the attempt to waste taxpayer money in large
heaps, to benefit no one, except perhaps purveyers of concrete and steel.
Expect a political upheaval without precedent!

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 5/31/02 10:24:00 AM

Name Mr. & Mrs. Robert Elsner
Organization
Address 2420 N. Terrace Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53211
Comments We are strongly opposed to the proposed widening of the SE freeway segments

under consideration. We want to decrease urban sprawl rather than encourage
it. Thanks for your consideration.

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 30, 2002
Northwest Senior Center
7717 W. Good Hope Road
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name Les /éf;mu; <K

Affiliation

Mailing Address P4 42 A Goldeads de Jr

L) Izzr ey L3223
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

#68961 v8
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Comments For SEWRPC Public Record: Freeway Reconstruction Study, Public Forum
By Rosemary Wehnes, Sierra Club Conservation Organizer

Sierra Club John Muir Chapter

May 30, 2002

The Sierra Club believes that widening the freeways will increase air pollution in SE
‘Wisconsin. We are presenting our comments at the Northwest Senior Center because
there are 122,000 adults 65 and older in Milwaukee County who are at risk for health
complications from breathing polluted air.

More people either come to emergency rooms or die of heart disease during air pollution
episodes, according to Russell Luepker, cardiologist and Professor at the University of
Minnisota.

Based on EPA’s most current data, Milwaukee County ranks among the worst 10% of all
counties in the U.S. for cancer risk from hazardous air poltutants, like the carcinogen-
benzene. And 76% of the air cancer risk is from mobile sources (cars, trucks, etc)
(www.scorecard.org).

Why are we promoting driving more often and further distances by adding freeway lanes,
when we should be adding more efficient transportation choices, like commuter rail.
Sierra Club is against this plan to widen freeways because it will bring more sprawl, air
pollution and premature death to our senjor citizens.

The very title of the study, “Regional Freeway System Reconstruction Study,” shows its
limitations. The recommended "highway expansion plan" calls for more lanes of roads to
respond to projected increases in traffic. This plan does not include land-use and multi-
modal transportation components. It does not address problems like sprawl, air pollution
and the need to preserve neighborhoods. A plan that is projected to cost 6.25 billion
dollars needs to take a more comprehensive approach.

The Wisconsin Chapter of the Sierra Club has a range of concerns about how this study
has been conducted. These concerns range from the method in which projections have
been made for the volume of traffic and air pollutants released under the different
alternatives to the narrow focus of the study and the lack of public input during the initial
phase of the study. Comments previously submitted by the Sierra Club last August are
also resubmitted as part of the record.

In communities from Milwaukee to Wauwatosa to Brown Deer, residents work to
improve on the quality of life they enjoy. Our families benefit when provided quality
schools, scenic parkways and trails, and convenient access to local businesses and jobs.

Great strides have been made to improve our communities in Milwaukee County.
Several examples include revitalization of the business district in Wauwatosa, the
Calatrava addition to the Milwaukee Art Museum and plans for redevelopment of the
Menomonee Valley.

1t’s easy to take these amenities and efforts for granted. However, we need to remain
alert to projects that might not be in the best interest of our communities.

The preliminary recommendation to pave another square mile of Milwaukee County in
the name of saving commuters five minutes or less, at a cost of $6.25 billion is one of
those questionable projects. Consider just one example of what this plan costs. The $800
million needed to add more lanes is equivalent to building 2 more Miller Park Stadiums.

The claim in the freeway reconstruction study, that commuters could save even 5 minutes
in driving time from downtown to Hwy 45, is a claim that should be questioned. The
study does not inctude any projections for traffic actually generated by the widening of
the road. Research by Mark Hansen, a professor of civil and environmental engineering
at the University of California, found that over a five-year period, a 10% increase in road
capacity results in a 9% increase in vehicle miles traveled.

For example, $140 million was spent in improvements on an Eisenhower Expressway
project in Chicago and travel times remain virtually unchanged. IDOT spokesperson,
Dick Adorjan, said “What really surprised us is the fact that we’re handling significantly
increased amounts of traffic ... which is basically holding down the greater time savings
we thought would have been achieved.” (Chicago Sun Times, 5/16/02, Drivers still can’t
like the Tke) Adjusting the numbers to reflect “induced demand™ would reduce and
possibly eliminate any commuter timesavings on freeway segments widened in SE
Wisconsin.

There has also been no discussion of how many years it will take to recover the time lost
during construction delays based on the different alternatives.

Including an increase in raffic volume based on “induced demand”, for the alternative
with additional lanes, would result in i ased air emissions of asthma inducing ozone,
global warming CO; and toxic air pollutants, such as benzene. Failure to differentiate
in projected traffic volumes between the alternatives is a serious deficiency of the
freeway replacement study.

This "highway expansion plan” threatens the ability of our loved ones in many
neighborhoods to breathe clean air and the health of 634,000 children and seniors in
Southeast Wisconsin at risk from cancer and asthma causing air pollution. This plan will
degrade our quality of life with additional traffic noise and will result in the removal of
property from the local tax base.

The Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission should replace their
fregway only study with one that includes other options, including commuter rail. A
priority should be placed on protecting the air we breathe, preventing more sprawl, and
providing us with options to travel on congested highways.

Recommendations

1) Sierra Club asks for a comprehensive study that includ

= A multi-modal
bicycles.

h that iz h d use of buses, carpools, trains and

PP P

= Land-use as a component of the study to protect and enhance our neighborhoods,
retain jobs close to where people live, and control sprawl

* A cost comparison analysis of health impacts resulting from air pollution, based on
various alternatives that include other transportation choices, such as commuter rail.

2) Severely restrict the expansion of freeway capacity. Additional lanes will just fill up
in a few years and result in increased noise and air pollution.

* Expanding lanes inside Milwaukee County will reduce the quality of life in
neighborhoods close to the freeways, harm the health of those who live along the
freeway corridor, and drain resources from existing communities by contributing to
sprawl.

= Expanding lanes only outside Milwaukee County will result in traffic bottlenecks and
wetland and farmland destruction.

3) Conduct a lete envi, impact

Cc on n Wisconsin Regi Freeway System Reconstruction Study

Sierra Club, John Muir Chapter
Rosemary Wehnes, Conservation Organizer
August, 2001-Resubmitted on May 31, 2002

The Sierra Club recognizes that there is a need to reconstruct parts of the aging freeway
system. This is an opportunity to add safety features to correct problems such as:
substandard entrance and exit lane lengths, inadequate shoulders, difficolt curves and
grade changes, and left hand on and off ramps. This is also an opportunity to analyze the
mix of transportation modes, incorporate improvements and expand transportation
choices.

As transportation planners consider alternatives to meet the transportation needs of
Southeast Wisconsin into the mid-21" century, several concerns need to be addressed.
These concerns focus on whether segments of the freeway system should be expanded to

accommodate additional lanes of traffic. Primary concerns include impacts on air
quality, induced travel, land use, noise levels, the ability of local roads and parking
facilities to handle increases in capacity, and public expenditure on alternative modes of
transportation.

Air and Noise Pollution

The quality of the air we breathe is a concern to all of us who have watched children
struggle with asthma or friends suffering from the effects of cancer. Even healthy
individuals ave reminded of the air pollution around us when they see the ozone alert
warnings or look at the snow banks along roadways as the winter progresses.

‘We have made improvements in reducing the air pollution from fixed sources. However,
air pollution from mobile sources continues to rise as more people drive more miles per
year. In addition, due to the prevailing winds, the air quality in Southeast Wisconsin is
already burdened with poliutants from the Chicago metropolitan area. This is particularly
a problem along the Lake Michigan coast where the temperature difference between the
land and water can set up a re-circulation of the air currents. Consider a few studies and
the implications for the health and wellbeing of residents of Southeast Wisconsin.

v Highways and roads create a cancer corridor for children. A new study from the
Journal of Air and Waste Management, done in the Denver metro area, shows that
children living within 250 yards of streets or highways with just 20,000 vehicles per
day are six times more likely to develop cancer and eight times more likely to get
leukemia. The study looked at associations between dist ighted traffic density
of 750 ft, and all childhood cancers with measurements obtained in 1979 and 1990.'

¥ Similar results were found in a 1997 study done in England. According to the
Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health, a cancer corridor has been shown to
exist within three miles of highways, airports, power plants, and other major
polluters. The study examined children who died of lenkemia or other cancers from
the years 1953-1980. It found that the greatest danger lies just a few hundred yards
from a pollution facility and decreases as the distance from the facility increases.?

In Southeast Wisconsin, the rates of hazardous air pollutants are even higher than in the
rest of the state. In Southeast Wisconsin, the top four counties with added cancer risk at
least 100 times “safe levels” were Milwaukee, Waukesha, Ozaukee, and Kenosha. All
four counties had an added risk of cancer over 400 times “safe levels.” Milwaukee
County was the highest with 1000 people per one million at an added risk.}

! Pearson et al. (2000). “Distance-weighted traffic density in proximity to a home is a risk factor for lewkemiz and other
childhood cancers.” Journal of Air and Waste Management Association 50:175-180.

? Knox and Gilman (1997). “Hazard proximities of childhood cancers in Great Britain from 1953-1980.
Journal of Epidemiology and Community Heaith 51: 151-159,

* www.scorecard.org/env-teleases/hap/state



=County # of people in Average % of the air
county who face a| individual’'s |Poliution with the| cancer riskis
cancer risk that is | added cancer highest from trucks,
100 times safe risk per contribution to cars, mobile
levels set by the 1,000,000 above! cancer risk sources
Clean Air Act. safe levels
Milwaukee 901,013 1000 Diesel 76%
Kenosha 148,255 730 Diesel 84%
Waukesha 363,866 720 Diesel 79%
Racine 186,037 690 Diesel 79%
'Walworth 87,620 600 Diesel - 85%
Ozaukee 82,903 590 Diesel 87%
Dane 432,488 540 Diesel 85%
Washingto 117,545 530 Diesel 84%
n
Sheyboyg 110,294 460 Diesel 80%
an
Wisconsin 5,276,303 550 Diesel 78%
Total

This material is at scorecard.org, A website by Environmental Defense.

These findings are consistent with many parts of the country. Many areas are 500-
1,000 times too polluted for safe levels, according to the EPA. That means more people
will get sick and die from more air pollution that comes from more cars and more sprawl.
In Wisconsin, Milwaukee has concentrations of cancer-causing hazardous pollutants that
are higher than Wisconsin Rapids in central Wisconsin, which is consistent with higher
vehicle emissions in the Milwaukee area.*

The freeway study mdxcates that much of the capacity expansnon can be done in the
right-of-way, although t will require land purchase. However,
segments of these freeways n'averse highly developed areas and the proposed widening
will exacerbate noise and proximity problems already encountered in the urban area. For
instance, residents of West Allis already contend with high levels of noise from the
Speedway and adding additional lanes on 894 to the zoo interchange will add to this
problem and should be fully considered.

Congestion, Land Use and Induced Demand

* Wisconsin Urban Air Toxics Monitoring, A Summary Report for the Period July 1997-June 1998: pp. 44-
45. WI DNR www.dnr.state.wi.us/org/aw/air/monitor/wuat9798report. pdf

The traditional method of relieving traffic gridlock is to expand the current road structure
to include more lanes of traffic. Numerous studies by the Transportation Research Board
show that you cannot build your way out of congestion. Hansen and Huang reported that
a highway with two lanes in each direction if expanded by an addmonal lane in each
direction will use up 90% of the new road’s capacity within four years.S

The capacity of the road is used up because the new lane of traffic appeals to drivers who
would otherwise not use the congested route; therefore, the route b as

as before. The appeal of this new lane of traffic depends on its designation. “If the new
lane is designated for high occupancy vehicles (HOVs)... it will attract fewer vehicles”
leading to a free-flow type of traffic.” Seven similar studies show the same results. The
increase in traffic, however, is only one problem. The long-term effects are that “the new
roadway capacity stimulates more sprawl and motorists move farther from work and
shopping, the total induced travel rises from 50 to 100% of the roadway’s new

capacity.”

A study done by the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) shows that an increase of 10%
in the size of a hxghway network like this is associated with a 5.3% increase in the
amount of driving?  The TTI study goes on to make the point that increased length in
car trips is the leading cause of traffic congestion, which in tum leads to more air
pollution”.

Capacity Problems

Increasing the capacity of the freeway system and subsequent induced demand may result
in increases in traffic on adjacent local arterials and stress existing parking facilities,
particularly in downtown Milwaukee. These impacts need to be considered.

Transportation Funding

1t is imperative that adequate funding be made available for public transportation and that
these needs be idered as part of a multimodal transportation plan.

The 2002-2003 biannual budget for transportation will spend $4.5 billion for total
transportation costs, and $2.2 billion for state highways with a proposed 13.3% increase
over the fiscal years 2001-2003. Money spent on public transportation (buses, train,

transportation budget, money for public transportation increased just 4% from the
previous year.®

Comprehensive Study of Envir 1 and S dary I

The Southeastern Regional Freeway System Reconstruction Study includes a
recommendation to increase the number of lanes of traffic from 3 to 4 lanes in each
direction on Hwy 45 from the Zoo Interchange in Milwaukee County to Washington
County where Hwy 45 splits with Hwy 41, Considering the current high traffic volume
and the health implications from exposure to air pollutants, a more appropriate action
would be to provide alternative forms of transportation that will reduce the output of air
pollutants in this corridor and also consider providing incentives to those who leave their
car at home.

Looking at Hwy 45 from the Zoo Interchange north to the Milwaukee County line, we
find that a large portion of the City of Wauwatosa and parts of the City of Milwaukee and
West Allis are located within 3-miles of this Highway. Numerous parks, schools and
hospitals are within 3-miles of Hwy 45 in Milwaukee County. For instance, Hwy 45
extends between Wauwatosa West High School and Whitman Middle School, with their
heavily used athletic fields, exposing students to high levels of air pollutants. We urge
that in considering alternatives, the study needs to seriously consider the environmental
impacts and their effects on our children.

Incorporating New Visions of Land-Use in Planning

Planning infrastructure for the future, such as freeways or rail lines in Southeast
‘Wisconsin, needs to be on the cutting edge of urban design and innovation. In several
areas of the country improvements have been made in the areas of land use planning. The
Monterey Bay Area of California is promoting mixed-use }and policies, walking and bike
friendly designs, and public transit improvements. Baltimore, Maryland, has started a
Smart Growth initiative to target “State funding and economic development to areas
determined by local governments to be growth areas—.g. ‘Live Near Your Work’.”"!

Planners at SEWRPC continue to assert to the public that they have incorporated
increases in transit and land-use improvements in their design plans. The public needs to
know what these plans are. A multi-modal approach will allow citizens to evaluate
whether the plans adequately address future transportation needs of the area while
minimizing environmental impacts and risks to the public health.

Please Contact Rosemary Wehnes for further information: 414-453-3127,
rosemary.wehnes@sierraclub.org

*® Wisconsin Fair Share Coalition. Governor's biannual transportation budget 2002-2003.
' OTAQ Voluntary Guidance on Air Quality Benefits of Land Use Policies and Projects. By John M. Hall.
USEPA, Office of Transportation and Air Quality. p. 5.
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.
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Written Comment
Public Information Meeting and Hearing
Southeastern Wisconsin Regional
Freeway System Reconstruction Study

May 30, 2002
Northwest Senior Center
7717 W. Good Hope Road
Milwaukee, WI

Alessandra Foster
9006 N. 70" St.
Milwaukee, WI 53223

Comment:

Any modern city worth the name offers public transit for all its citizens: those too old or
disabled to drive, those too young to drive, those who do not own a vehicle. Such a city is
committed to providing and encouraging use of fast light rail (metro/subway/tube),
frequent accessible bus service, and even bicycle lanes, in and to all parts of the city.
Milwaukee has no such vision or commitment, and therefore is lacking any real
modernity or vibrancy.

When I first moved to Milwaukee in 1994, an acquaintance said: You can't live here
without a car. That is pathetic. I cannot think of a large major city I have visited, in the
U.S. or Europe, that requires a citizen to have a car in order to get around. The
acquaintance was correct. I lived on Brown Deer Road and applied for a job, also on
Brown Deer Road. I found that I would need to take three different buses, and that the
one-way trip, seven minutes by car, would take me an hour and a half!!!

Here are my recommendations:

1)} Repair freeways where needed with NO widening of lanes, NO added lanes, and NO
destruction of neighborhoods or residences. Where you need to change a confusing sign
(as the Brown Deer exit sign is) or change a dangerous exit ramp (as the Brown Deer one
is) do so with minimal disruption of the neighborhood. For safety, reduce speeds,
increase penalties for drunk driving, require vision testing and driver re testing every few
years for license renewal, and actively encourage car pooling and alternative methods of
transportation.

2) Provide more buses, more frequently, and to more places. My local Frequent Flyer is
excellent but, if one doesn’t want or need to go downtown in the early morning, one must
walk (or take a bus) to Northridge Mall to catch the Metrolink — a longer and more
circuitous route. The same problem of infrequency plagues the FF returning from
downtown.

Comment May 30,2002 Page2

3) Provide light rail. It’s a shabby argument that not enough riders use the cute little
downtown trolleys. Provide real travel, from downtown to Brown Deer, from downtown
to Brookfield, from downtown to the airport or the South side, advertise it, give it time,
and just see if people will use it. If it’s convenient, clean, fast, and saves vehicle owners
parking and freeway struggles, not to mention concerns about driving when exhausted or
after drinking, why wouldn’t they use it? Ifit widens the employment and travel
opportunities for those without vehicles, why wouldn’t they use it?

4) Keep working on the proposed bike routes, and bike lanes being included on new -
streets as well as old streets being re paved or re painted.

The real answers to why Milwaukee will not summon the vision to commit to
transportation that serves its entire population, rather than merely private vehicle owners,
are answers I may not want to hear. They certainly don’t have to do with not wanting to
spend money, because that is exactly what freeway expansion will be doing. If we’re
going to spend money anyway, why favor only one part of the population, vehicle
owners, who cause accidents, congest traffic, pollute our air, perpetuate our dependence
on oil, and become overwhelmed by road rage? Why not spend it to make Milwaukee a
truly modern midwestern metropolis? The better our public transportation, the less our
unemployment because more people can get to more jobs, the less our disabled or elderly
are stuck at home, the more our tourists can get around (and spend their visitor dollars),
and the prouder we can be. And of course, with alternative public transport, the safer our
freeways will be with fewer drivers.

Let’s spend our money to be more than just a pasted-on showplace of million-dollar
condos and Calatrava exteriors; let’s spend it to make Milwaukee a great liveable major
city from deep within — for all its citizens and for visitors too, a city where no one ever
tells a newcomer: You have to have a vehicle to get around. Now that’s a city I could be
proud to have adopted!

Thanking you for giving me the opportunity to express my strong feelings of opposition
to your proposed freeway expansion,
I am sincerely,

O smcindin forsTin

Alessandra Foster (Tel. 414-355-3386)

A bus rider

A bicycle rider

And a vehicle owner who hopes never to have to drive on a 6 to 8 lane freeway
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Fi y R uction Study C

Date submitted 5/30/02 6:13:00 PM

Name Bridget Leahy

Organization

Address

Comments. Suhbject: Are you Nuts?! 1 mean, come on! What happened to ‘care for mother

earth™?? What you will be doing is taking away clean air, clean land, and
quietness in that area. And why not use that 6 Billion to HELP the earth, rather
help DESTROY it.

Thank you for listening, Bridget Leahy

Freeway uction Study C

Date submitted 5/30/02 5:51:48 PM

Name Rory Padley
Organization
Address 3303 S. New York
Milwaukee, WI 53207
Comments DO NOT CUT UP MORE MILWAUKEE NEIGHBORHOODS SIMPLY

FOR THE BENEFIT OF THOSE THAT CHOOSE TO LIVE IN THE
OUTSKIRTS OF THE METRO AREA. PRESERVE THE QUALITY OF
LIFE FOR THOSE OF US THAT CHOOSE TO RESIDE IN THE CITY.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 5/30/02 11:42:00 AM

Name Rosanne & Ray Greenwald
Organization
Address 5663 N. 93rd St.
Milwaukee, WI 53225
Comments We are residents of Milwaukee County and definitely agree with the freeway

expansion project. The freeway in Milwaukee County is out-dated and if we
need to spend money for repairs, it makes sense to add more lanes to
accommodate traffic.

People are not going to use commuter trains enough to offset the outrageous
costs associated with this mode of transportation and buses are just not
convenient enough. Parents with errands to run and children to pick up need
the convenience of their automobiles.

We fully support the freeway reconstruction proposal.
Rosanne & Ray Greenwald

5663 N. 93rd St.
Milwaukee W1

MAY 38 °@2  81:1@PM MILWCCOMMUN(SER(CORF P.1s1

May 30, 2002

SE Wlsconsin Regional Planning Commission
Public Record on Freeway Reconsiruction Study

To Whom It May Concern:

1 am again;t SEWRPC'’s Pave SE Wisconsin Pplan to expand highways for $6
bll}lon. This plan threatens our quality of life with air poliution, spra.wl and
noise. The billions of dollars this highway expansion will cost r;lakes it’rnore
difficult to pay for clean transportation choices such as commuter rail.
commuter bike lanes, and expanding our bus system. We should impr,ove
not expand, our highways. '

Iwanta c.ompfehensive, multi-modal plan for this corridor that expands our
travel options instead of perpetuating the unhealthy one that overwhelms

0%16]}" possibilities. We need Jong-term, sustainable solutions, not just band-
aids:

Sincerely,

Maurz Leahy

1460 Church St.
Wauwatosa WI 53213
414-453-4972

mawraleshy@hotmail.com (preferred contact}

RICHARD AND KAREN BOWEN

i 9 o May 28, 2002

SEWRPC
P.O. Box 1607
‘Waukesha, WI 53187-1607

Dear SEWRPC Members

We are deeply concerned about the Commission’s plan to expand freeways in and around
the city of Milwaukee.

We are particularly concerned that the need for improved and increased mass transit is
almost completely ignored in the plan.

‘We feel that expanding freeways will decrease the quality of life in Milwaukee by taking
land away fromn the tax base by destroying homes and businesses

We aiso feet the 6.2 billion dollar cost is not money well spent when the tratfic
congestion will be almost the same 20 years from now. To reduce traffic congestion we
feel that more money and effort should be put into mass transit. Cittes like Portland and
Vancouver have mass transit systems that are economical, safe, reliable alternatives to the
automobile. All of their citizens use these systems, not just the economicalty
disadvantaged. We feei the Commission should study and learn from these examples and
others like them, and begin to help build a similar system in the Milwaukee area.

‘We would appreciate a response to our concerns and suggestions.

Sincerely,

~ g o 5

y L 2
Coteeit ann oo __
Richard and Karen Bowen

4272 Norri 87 STReET € MILWAUKEER, WI 53222 @ (414) 535-0402 € ariadne@dias.net
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, an_d left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rock_wood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

‘Thank you.
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Freeway R

uction Study C

Date submitted
Name

Organization

Address

Comments

5/28/02 12:23:00 PM
Gregory Kleffner

Network Services
Virtual Care Provider, Inc.

1 am a resident of . 1 commute to-and-fre
each day. I am pletely in favor of ildi ing the current
freeway system. What I would really like to see are express lanes, but I don't
know if they are included in the plan. Also, any plan should make sure that
there are no exits from the left lane. That is one of the biggest contributors to
the problems we have now.

Unfortunately, T will not be able to attend any of the Public Meetings, but I
did want to voice my support. I also included my response to some of the
people who are trying to stir-up opposition against the plan.

Thank You for your time.

Gregory Kleffner

-—--Original Message---—

From: Kleffner, Greg

Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2002 12:01 PM
To: "Webhelp@ci.mil. wi.us”

Subject: Freeway Expansion

1 read the newsletter regarding freeway expansion. What a bunch of whining,
socialist drivel. Don' bother telling me that Norquist voted against the plan.
‘We all know that he lacks good judgement. In fact, several years ago, Norquist
was. i dead-locking T ion planning for the 1-94 corridor
because he insisted on having his moronic, toy train be part of any plan.

The irrational fear of urban sprawl is really denial of what truly causes it.
Excessive taxes, horrible public schools, incompetent leadership of law
enforcement, and liberal, self-serving politicians. You're just frustrated
because you can’t build a wall to force pecple to stay.

As a daily commuter to downtown, you cant tell me that the plan would only
save me five minutes. T know that is a lie. And forget about bicycles, buscs,
and trains. They are all ridiculous proposals for me and many people who
commute. Give the people what they want, expand the freeway system, or
waich as more people leave and Milwaukee dies some more.

Gregory Kleffner

Freeway

uction Study C:

Date submitted 527102 4:33.00 PM
Name Kevin Haass
Organization
Address 2340 S. 57th St.
West Allis, WI 53219
Comments As a Milwaukee County resident, I would like to register my support for the
expansion of our current freeway system to 8 lanes in Milwaukee County.
Our freeways system is incompletes and obsolete in its current state. Without
expansinn to § lanes, the severe congestion that will be faced by drivers years
from now will cause them to wonder why the freeways were not expanded
when they had the opportunity in 2002.
Fi y uction Study
Date submitted 5/24/02 7:09:00 PM
Name Todd Schroeckenthaler
Organization
Address 720 W. Rock Place
Glendale, W1 53209
Comments Hello,
T have a question regarding the resurfacing of the stretch of freeway taking
place on I-43 near the intersection of Port Washington road and Hampton Ave.
I was at a public information meeting at the Lincoln Park Community
Community Center before the project began. I asked if the surface of the
bridge over the Milwaukee River and the overpass near Capitol drive would be
resurfaced with a material that did not have the same "loud hum" that it
currently has, They assured me that it would be resurface with a smoother
material that did not give of that "hum” that the grooved pavement currently
gives off. They have resurfaced much of that portion of the freeway and those
areas have still not yet been changed.
Are they still going to be resurfacing those overpasses with pavement that is
not grooved and does not give off that awful sound?
Thank you
Freeway R uction Study C.
Date submitted 5/24/02 9:38:00 AM
Name Munzer Haidar, P.E.
Organization Ayres Associates
Address N19 W 24075 River Wood Drive, Suite 300
‘Waukesha, WI 53188
Comments The existing freeway is inadequate today and in desperate need for a major

reconstruction. The system is operating over capacity today. It will only gets
worse if we do nothing. In order to meet the current and future traffic demand,
I am strongly in favor of the $6.2 billion Reconstruction Aliernative. The
economy of SE Wisconsin and the state of Wisconsin depends on
Transportation as a main element. Since its reconstruction in the sixties, this
freeway system did not receive any major reconstruct project. Safety is also a
major concern of mine. This outdated system is not providing users with
adequate expected safety of a freeway. Actually it is dangerous to drive on
this system,

Thank you for the information you have provided me yesterday at the Public
Information Meeting and Hearing.
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ROBERT J. BAUMAN
808 N. THIRD ST. #327 | MAY 2492002
MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN 53203

" " srn3PC
| am writing to express my strong opposition to the Preliminan-F v

System Reconstruction Plan (the "Plan”) adopted by the Advisory Committee.

 am a self employed attorney who has maintained a downtown
Milwaukee office at various locations for 25 years. In addition, | am a homeowner

who lives on the near West Side of the City of Milwaukee.

1. The Plan is Fiscally Irresponsible.
The proposed expenditure of $6.2 Billion is outrageous and reckless. An

expenditure of this size will require either tax increases or the delay or
cancellation of other regional and state highway and transit projects. Yet there is
no discussion about where this maney will come from and what trade-offs will be
required. Most other public services are facing level funding or cut backs
because of fiscal constraints and the public’'s resistance to paying higher taxes.
However, this study assumes that money is not an issue. If this were a study of
transit improvements and it did not discuss funding scurces, the Study would

receive universal condemnation.

2. Stick it to Milwaukee.
The Plan sticks it to Milwaukee once again. The Plan proposes to take

658 acres of land and demolish 216 residences and 31 commercial properties.
Much of this impact occurs in Milwaukee. The Ptan does not propose to

compensate Milwaukee for the lose of tax base, population, or jobs.

The cruel irony is that the Plan will also accelerate urban sprawl which
has already devastated the Milwaukee tax base and has already caused the loss

of jobs and population in the city. The Plan will exacerbate this process. This

study has completely ignored the social and economic consequences of
freeways on the central city and other urban areas in the region. As far as

Milwaukee is concerned, the Plan is economic and social suicide.

3. The Alleged Benefits do not Justify the Cost.
The alleged savings of minutes of travel time, even if true, cannot possibly

justify an expenditure of $6.2 Billion. Moreover, the study seems to assume that
increased capacity wilt not increase freeway use. This assumption is suspect
given the experience of other cities which suggests that expanded capacity
attracts more vehicles resuiting in little or no improvement in travel time. What
then? Expand from 8 ta 10 lanes, 10 lanes to 12, efc, etc. Where does this end?
Does this study actually assume that there should be no limit to capacity, that no

expense is too much to save a minute of travel time?

Safety benefits are amorphous and highly speculative. Safety is ultimately
in the hands of each motorist and truck driver—if a curve is too tight or sight lines
are too short, the respansible driver slows down and exercises greater caution.

If present concitions are so unsafe, why not decrease the speed limit, increase
the enforcement of traffic laws, and increase accountability for unsafe driving

behavior. These measures would not cost Billions of dollars.

The Study seems fo assume that the only way to achieve greater safety is
to spend Billions of do'lars to make design and engineering changes to the
physical infrastructure. It is impossible to build the perfectly safe highway so
how much is enough? The Plan cites certain design standards developed by the
highway ‘ndustry and highway agencies. But why stop there if saving lives is the

goal.

Safety is the type of goal that can justify any level of expenditure because
it can be argued that each additional dollar will improve safety. Safety issues are
also uselul in that opponents to the Plan can be characterized as being
insensitive to safety—very clever. Safety may be a useful goal, but it is a useless
measure. There are so many variables in the safety equation that it is impossible

to objectively measure a unit of safety or determine what that unit costs.

4. The Study Reflects a Paradigm that is not Sustainable.
The level of costs being discussed in this study makes one fact

inescapable: the current paradigm of transportation and land use planning is not
sustainable. In 20 or 30 years are we going to be proposing safety and capacity
improvements of $20 or $40 Billion because the $6 Billion upgrade does not
meet new safety and design standards and congestion increased despite the
capacity enhancements? s this not an endless cycle of congestion, expansion,

more congestion, more expansion ad infinitem?

Given the amount of money being discussed here, it is incumbent that
SEWRPC do its job of long range planning and not just see how much spending
it can recommend. It would indeed be refreshing if for once this community's
leaders did some thinking out of the box and questioned some of the basic
assumptions upon which this senseless and open ended highway building binge

is based.

Robert 1. Bauman
May 22, 2002
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Goodwill Industries Waukesha Community Center
East/West Conference Room, 1400 Nike Drive
Waukesha, Wisconsin
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood

Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. C.
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

may also be

Thank you.
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May 23, 2002
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at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

,
Thank you.
ank you. g

b i i
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May 23, 2002
Goodwill Industries Waukesha Community Center
East/West Conference Room, 1400 Nike Drive
‘Waukesha, Wisconsin
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Comment

‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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May 23, 2002
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‘Waukesha, Wisconsin
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Affiliation

Mailing Address
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments, will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwooed
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

Thank you.

COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY REB.
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East/West Conference Room, 1400 Nike Drive FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY
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’ May 23, 2002

Name  Jerpy £ LAURA Hettone Goodwill Industries Waukesha Community Center
T East/West Conference Room, 1400 Nike Drive

Affiliation Res et T ‘Waukesha, Wisconsin

Name (Cegaen /M Eiipng
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax

Thank you. (262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.
COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY REB. Thank you.
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FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY
May 23, 2002
Goodwill Industries Waukesha Community Center . . May 23, 2002 .
East/West Conference Room, 1400 Nike Drive Goodwill Industries Waukesha Community C.em"
Waukesha, Wisconsin East/West Conference Room, 1400 Nike Drive
' ‘Waukesha, Wisconsin
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left

‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
at the registration table or given directly to 2 SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
accepted through Iune 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax (262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org. T Jou.
Thank you.
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left at the registration tble or given directty to a SEWRPC statf member. Additional comments will be YEARS
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments, will be accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood :
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 lelg Rocklwocd Drive, P.O. Bux 1607, Waukesha., Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitied via fax
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax (262) 547-1103 or c-mail at {reewayswudy @sewrpe.org.
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be

accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Cx i

may also be via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.
Thank you.
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.
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#6961 v5

T am dJotaddy oor)mpri fo_Hhis —Preeway

X rans Dof'\<‘f'0/\

dy



WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Name PEB Rinpuisy

Affiliation 1 Ti2EA

Mailing Address 3192 (&) €, 250 St
Mitw, Wt 5325

Comment OTeR C1Ties How e Shpws (18 THAT Yeu CArRDT BUitp
Mok waY puT  of Cendestion, DY TS |\ MEM THAT
ADOITIDRAL LadEs Wittt DT EUMINATE CONGESTIOM

L WONLD Uee o SEL A GREATER EFFbRT MATDY To
PROVIDE |NCREASH> AUTURRATIE  TRANSEDETATION

PTG, 1Lk, LIGHT Epit, BUS, Biek, VAN TOL , CARIRDL . o

Ten-2| LEGIsLaTion REaumees ALL (OMMUOIT (BS

To BeComt mMULT{—MODAL. 4, 2 Baluion  foR Loaie
WHDENING Sepms T B FrorR MANMSEMIAT o=

T PORTATION —
PURBIUCS MONES, 46 THIS MO Spute> BE SPEST

To MEGY | MPROUE: MODp~ Pectss o ML Percers
1P Tre Recom - NoT TUST THosg VL A TombBI1ES,

‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices. W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

Thank you.
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PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY
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Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be

accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax

(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.
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WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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on this sheet and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.
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SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room

909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
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WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
WRITTEN COMMENT
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May 22 2002
Downtown Transit Center, Harbor Lights Room
909 E. Michigan Street
Milwaukee, Wisconsin
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

Thank you.

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 5/22/02 12:30:50 PM

Name Henry Sifuentes
Organization
Address 3505 W.Mt Vernon Ave

Milwaukee, WI 53208

Comments T have not organized acommittee yet but I am in the process of doing so. As a
homeowner on the block north of 1 94 I feel that this plan would effect us. 1
would like to organize a group of homeowners to voice our concerns.

FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY HEARING - MAY 22, 2002

This is about the proposed freeway leg that would connect 1-43 and US-45 at or near
Good Hope Road (or some other corridor), to complete the originally planned bypass that
began with the construction of 1-894. I believe it is necessary to complete that bypass now.

The primary single problem that plagues the planners of the Marquette interchange is the
overwhelming amount of 1-43 southbound traffic into the interchange (and return traffic of
the same semi's and commuters). The proposed changes in lanes and ramps will soften the
merging and congestion chaos somewhat, however that dogs not address the tratfi¢ overload!

The only way to reduce that load is to complete the bypass. A large share of those 1-43
commuters and truckers are headed to destinations west-Wauwatosa/Brookfield/Madison ~.
or south--Racine/Beloit/Chicago+. Their return trips are to Mequon/Sheboygan/Green Bay +.
They would sell their souls to avoid the Marquette, avoid Milwaukee and save time and
frustration. A study conducted last year concluded that completing the bypass would divert a

"minimsal" amount of traffic away from the Marquette. [ am sure it would divert a significant
amount, and that last year's study was flawed either in method or interpretation. 1 am asking
that it be re-examined (or do a rew study) by a new and impartial group.

This segment was in the original freeway plan four decades ago, and proposed a few
times since. but never built. It is obviously a vital and integral part of the Marquette
interchange, since its presence or absence dictates the traffic volume the interchange is
forced to handle. However in the current reconstruction program It has been displaced from
the Marquette discussions and assigned to another group, which must also complete plans
for a huge stack of other projects scattered all over the Southeastern Wisconsin counties.
cities. villages and townships. This bypass proposal has been lost in the shuffle.

| am sure we would be forced by necessity to build this bypass leg next time around 1n
order for the Marquette to survive. We must do it now before those corridors get filled up
with numerous new nursing homes, condos, businesses, churches, and who knows what
else. Each will be much more troublesome to displace, and unthinkably more expensive and
upsetting than the few that will need to move this time. We must just do what's best tor the

most people. present and future.

1 would be pleased to know what you think.

Charles Stewart

1626 N Prospect Ave #2106

Milwaukee, WI 53202
414-224-1055

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 5/22/02 12:07:00 PM

Name Aaron Orear

Organization

Address

Comments T am writing to voice my extreme displeasure with the proposed freeway

expansion plans. They are misguided, wrong-headed notions that spell worse
traffic and economic trouble for an already beleaguered city.

There is an obvious correlation between wider roads and more traffic. The
wider and easier a road becomes the more people will decide that living at the
end of it is feasible. The more people who live at the end of a road, the more
traffic there is on it until they all scream for wider roads and the process
continues. Just how wide do you want to make this freeway? How long will
added lanes hold the flow? If you use additional lanes as a band-aid for the
issue of sprawd you'll accomplish nothing more than fostering more sprawl.

My major complaint with widening freeways, however, lies not in traffic
patterns. I live in the city and could care less how many hours some
subdivision~dwelling knob spends sitting in his tin can. My issue is fair play.
‘Who are we widening these freeways for? It sure isnt for me, nor anyone like
me who lives and works in the city. We're widening the roads for those

if knobs who work. and then take their money and
spend it in the boonies. The money leaves when they go home at night, That
money doesnt get spent in the downtown shops, it doesn't pay for groceries in
a city grocery store, and it certainly doesnt grow our tax base. So, essentially,
we're being held up - a smash and grab - and now we're being asked to help pay
for the getaway car, Not only that, we're being asked (o park this getaway car
on our own lawns and to knock down buildings to accommodate it.

Is this fair? Of course it isnt. Were there such a situation on the Mexican
border youwd hear all these same subdivision knobs yelling about keeping
American jobs for Americans. But when it’s their own fat wallets in question
they want a quicker drive home. Now I don't suggest that we impose a statute
insisting that all Milwaukee workers live in Milwaukee. (Though it woutd be
nice, eh? Keep white flight down, wouldnt it?) But} do suggest that if
someone wants to work in the city and live in the boonies he should expect a
long drive. Iassume that anyone moving out that far owns and can read a
map - they know what they're getting into. And for the people who moved out
there hefore the mad rush - did you honestly expect that you'd be the last ones
to move out of the city?

I think it's criminal that the people of Milwaukee, who have stuck by their city
and not left for the suburbs, should be asked to foot the bill for a freeway that
will only make it easier for our money to leave the community. How DARE
anyone suggest that we give up land and money, and a chance at a really good
eransit system which WE could use, to finance a freeway for outsiders.

C-49



1324 N_Nowbell S
%A'.a 2o Aood
s

SEWRPC

PO Brye 6o

Waukiads WT 53107 —10 %

Daun. SEWRPL,

I ermpese SEWRPLE Lol Mg O

nlan. ’?r’r" bo bad ;{A—/ i
et oty latds v Hi

#.41,5 irnaaends b chaudd AL

7 e
1E.S1 enstsal QARAA 2ol
natling M
/ o/
G)?KMI/A o
Canat ’ %/ép‘ <

Caral FARKES

|5
p B LTS May 7o 20072
J
weezwe (LY Com

IORNEN AT

o] T SEWRPG ety e G Gien el
e T C.M!T".,&‘F’Igﬂiﬁ&ﬂ_'f'gaf_ﬁaufgua;__

Jcamu _u,w'"ﬁt Mee T a8 an :Fbiémﬂ%,ixfn@d_jﬂ_

SC_ ML il . TE 5n|é Fou MEJ ThogghTe
Ock._The . wuhidlT, _ T
YGW" ide,o 83 _TTo e, Pr:\/!o{ /m’ur:!p/\ Th"-c_
:Fr“eee;ufc}-‘_fs ﬁ'.aq_'f_,_..({l_h__ﬂﬂ-‘i'l"wn*: 'ﬁu’l‘.mut‘J‘er
S AparT naTurele Lands W esses . awan o T

,,,A,e,sﬁ’iﬂ wfs m.credémgﬁnllhm\lv\noo{. C'lr"eal.:l_j'_

J J -
—More__uiban 3prawl” and desmeny e Thel
_INNEY Ty ML m,mm,ﬂ., TR

caureofs AT e o e oy
o Toae on s, whar wind ot -

I R
......{.LL@SQL cZubgTauces. and_on Alcahal, i

lhoae e PQQFLB_}_bQ,Q,h f'd@w'»laj.ulj;ﬁq
Nt g, ¥ on Thin Mesey aras o™
o TTreest £ Fhe saene Teu julﬂ“"ﬂ\f_ﬂq!Q_—-
T opegioal Tax base -TL <. ,@ﬂ,s&fp&nh&mﬁ;
ey CreaTs ‘_Tf;k_@;_l. ore . fredu et

.._?Z’.Q_LA_..A&MG.OALM};.%__-._W._ R AL ok CpeaTe

___Tpn:q:? f_’\}ui e k’_ dand _[}4 Cire AL S AT

Poll el A d Fgue A POLL»{T[.PQF\L. LT

C-50

Uuwsr Ccree hilgwn seerh £rom
fﬁxgim%ig, r{-&qf&r,,,, er] dq&tﬂgi_,@;vea _
G LL { Y. 15 ,,CILSQ - ,C.'J(‘J’fimﬁ, -
— DU {:}‘E _i'{(LeJ_ Tl pipes . of Al

_ “those. _Peop Le, jj—zﬂ,,,,ﬁief‘ﬂ

e ——
Sing Le: —occupat]T I

and  all. Thase. Se,m_}JSS ——ﬁ aTs Wheve ~
_ L,barj,,,POLL@‘Q_LL:;_;,Aqok4uLk1L,Q Joube

e Courag ’Q’j More _zie PolluTis oub¢

—also. Coulimg . Mom‘,;&mam,,,KeaLTl\,Frmr L[,qg;:r
ZowWhicho will Tean: evenmMire Moned owT

a1

3

ai

e Doc el n'\c,,_,lg&;%}&;?&# e,
L 4\ ! \ ) L

et 2 T aeon reTioeer: [Tuteg on o lin
Awwmf,_ T con T _alored X Your XG0 2 Eill ol

e

,\@xp@m,,me_ even Hf Spread ouwd oven
2o ,\/,_g ars . T _doubT . Jew uch ;Lf,,‘;gz\?g__
\awe,

M_A/law%

peop lor wsald_ e oills /@;j-é

J)\E’}LT&)&(’,&. ] L,‘rkmuﬁh_ﬁLCgI: RYVES DR % S—
. TThA LN LOUAl e Y pu... O e,h—:?ﬂzgﬁ, bmmj)eu& -
— Engineers Fom sty UP- Wirh _ary lmone.

o dumb _ideas ,_oq

L.

2N

T

P

_ V § _;}iA Ve _ j OJA_T}) Q;/;i}dﬁaji CQLJﬁI‘M 10\ La $ .

_u_amnoumced That iTo will ot _huild g _
the

L More—free wes's . Th = KNowl_ThaT fthe
[ b \ATLO’ R — 0. exX P cx./y\,otlz\l:,aT

I ?M,ewovjs d AQ&VQJ__

e End ,Pngbw_,,—f\_r,, q,.T,,,,QLe, aTe sMong
2 Problems o fidamces | cCang eSTioN
— My\,ba/vx,.LSp o b Aj_k,ﬂiﬁ polluzion

_ux Soclab 11!317;5,'.L'-T7 eTe o AT

foyt”

STudies avrewnd The cowntny have

lproved. . That Appiie Lanes To {:\'\Qaeww.IS
i 0{0631/3 T wo( L TraFFie SV\‘DLOCK —_— Qk‘ -
L ilcrease 1T - The More TralFre Cames

| CreaTed ‘TFQ More Peo_PLQ, &o— sm‘r-o\[-_rfaeil
Ldax _f‘oj use Thew _hence More. 8”4“
LoCk —more Qo/\)j{é?‘zuu ) more desTrecton

7, of busidesses and homes, LQ,&DQM\j 7o

a devisraTion of The. Tax base -

. 1o — -t

_ HMW'T \/oq Lem“d c&sow‘f TLL Mil—
Waukee CoumTy Board Pemsion pl‘qS(‘,o,
amd  The Tax-Foqer YRUOLT 7T CreaTed?
- Do you WamT The Sawm e Thaiq T8 OCCup
with Your ‘rLL—Tﬁouth—ouu’ ideds 7 Ave You
JusT CoMiNg our  with These Bull

?DLO/VLS To. J\,\_STF(\( 7/ow obscen _h‘/d"l\

selarmesT  oR ARG wou all WSlan
Ao M SubsTance abuse— T_winder !

JJ‘ ~UWe NeeD proarewms Which Wil

Limir urban S praw 7 and TratFic g -
Lock . we Neep M green ~belts”
acoun d ’F‘LQ Unban area u)l\ﬁe)\Q_,
developument would be tesTricred-
we veed Fublic TramnsponTalion
Urban  remewal awmd developronT




woe &S wWell . as . prvate GIQ\?QLop/b!em‘(: Lifke
rweodl The mNew  aud old BmLoélio) o
2477 Ve hab . .Cond{}()&,,,be_ﬁﬁ, buiLT _aro m0f .
1 downTown milwankeel wzaean. -
s Milwaukes _canneT be Clospd
o amah ,{sj,/\lowad by The Subucban —
CounTies PreTending That 17 doesy/T
<x(sT. Milwaurxee 3o dern and Mofle
civitized and humane av,cﬁrT Thopt
© usly  RTruwg-ouT, urban Spragl
CATieg. - - Lﬂ/\/e, _Bereoxbie 1,,NQ«u) Renlfy
G s wWauKketha, - 'Ting farThers out
R 7/% W T2 o @ Pasch The iNFaSTmC'V\WQ,)
‘r'f/,b;. OML«.‘ ﬂ,Fﬂ.,,,\/law, do s omevease],
CosTS s SRRV
— i ,CAA;D while Fou Mav w5 Thar| _
6 JusTify A,/M,m_,;glewie,gT T o] .
L Think Mo Tax Porent s owill gg |
G\,Lo&ﬁ, with Your bcjus (deas /) N

SN CAsE youo arer all addicred T
The: Talk-Radio. " know ~NoThiigsoff
e - Mil Waukee = MeDia /\/towKeT,X Mcufoe R
;u,,7@m Need  Ta_ L’LI@,L,O&,, T_L(Q(,’,T/\“. TL\,_._
Seabout P.ub LIL,,T_MMSP,ONKWON) S\} ISTerer 5

g ®

e | ,'147_,__7(04 ,Pr\o ba.bl“_ﬂf_‘f._‘rd-/kvﬁ L,(hdl,_wiﬁ—_

‘Carns S-Sl ‘s ,Truck ),Argp(_wgy moﬂd
. buseS i But have ou _ever pdden
_,,_Q‘,TQ%NT;LL&LJ';L@L_AL,, Teansit buser”
- “these )LSIOAMWA,QA—Q(—ML——-——
,,,,.,ELﬂMiS}lELJ _all arcund ﬂwum‘[y\_\f_x_.,

Agselm Whe s Mark & e (ow el ] aund)
dYohaeles  sheea \&;L,Spﬁr,._v,__, LE,;Q LTl
foabouTal 1ight = pail . AnDd_sasme Somg

SUCLIE LI
-
- .

ol cuTies . ThaT hase iT pi
—_—
—_—

Ao e il sd o LAY
o Soaw O’Q&jojLo g,,,AﬂjeL‘eSTWSmMJ:S%—,——
| SogcremenTe _ amd  he. Bou Areals RART.
_( Los Angeles — Samdego . avd The B
L Avea also kubMTemem@s}, S
A —P@fJLM\i_;LQS_QC»Wo&G&EfF\«& ,Lfa.LI,_m;(,,,
I sysresn L ch K*OP ,:Q)cgw«d;nl\ﬁ) while
Lwnrs _urban_Spradl 4s20 7 Allowed To.

e OTher cities. wdh L(Q ht ol _cwme
| =471 LQKQ/;CJ’C:(,#,D%\L&L,_-STLLQL(_@_‘V_
[idinneaPalic= ST Paul i 2eTTufa ont )
v DALLaS . Newd. Geleams ﬂb/A,T.,,QAAJ.—._T -
_.l_t o QL@:,LMQEY_BL&:E\EgLQ_}“ B.asTe o Nead
welo f o Hork - philadelphiay Ballinone
e b WashasgTom - DG and of
R —Course. — CL\TQC\:\OW Wl ey )‘QT -
P B 'LZSL\T‘ et 2and, HHe,A.V\{ Rail "

0 AMuUT e Tra'nNS .2

ML These ciies with LahTRal

_amd .oTher . b lic TramsporTaTon” Sy grems

_Are Swm&&ﬁgmf D alesTinG _ Cpe dSial
CiNuwmbers_sf Tustrated  drideke. Froam

- Sisgle —occupant—ushices despte Whar he

—local . Talk=radio . blow-—thaeds _Sod .

Jr_ITL%‘LS}\T —paitl. M‘QMM&T ER Trefinls
e REpemSive. To DoveloP® Kl_The Jhovt
o Prun but ~ueny. cheag R rhe (b X S

e Roud  Omd ‘I‘L‘zﬂ G TTaaS PorT /M M%—
— aove  people. ' Than The freaweyl 1

5
— CANL T be wilUva T hadb

Y TAKQSA,,NI‘&.QQ\,;_{_D;?SQT & g ood _ mETropoliTo,
2 L’ﬁk’f ,,,mm,s~(srw_.,ﬂ,%«LMmeea QTrn awa.

<

e e T Ty To 000 D olrﬁ).’,%, 0
qf,:rl\g,,j/\AiLwaKae,,,‘Av\eov -Fvwa,e_wmjzi

e W th all_The ¢ raties an o

0t Roadht. Cars . awmde o TrwkS  dl ,’% .

o tia 10 1S AAP Hicoued- The Sbesa|

das LMz, . AnyoKind _of | weothtr
N e : “Taa L qecrers A Ro ad=rage Aevens

—=Y A thease — diers _whe. Swees)
SMA i :F)mﬁ:;gl:o,mé,,fto, Lore. . CodTnlfic

Seoble N wsT T8 qeT-. one _ Car Lhead af-o-Tipe,

Fr%wcwl 57

S BN~ Bjork Lund

. . 5006 W Bewnder RD.ZFF 92

A Lond Ale.  WISCon S N

Goancing  of Pu

E3217_

T You WanT To Make The ‘G\lﬂ.\x)mlj
safer  geT The 'Craties ofF —he madjj
TiekeT Thewn into Speed-Latir-Conplibuce
— — The Sawme for AW ~those miT Tail Jews
oy 6o— 75 m.P-H o feeT Behia
\)6/1/\ [QLQ, OJ\M& O‘F‘f*{'\e’\m N LLT‘IQX @F
5 —i(0 6f MonL aT a Time —— ¥ ou
wonder \AJL\T Theve awve accidemtd o,\\‘d\{

O K. “Tive had M WT&ADR
o Reoue - . Aen T wanT G QEPamSion
of The frazswoys or Suburban Urbon
o SProwl (075 o{ifmssr'ﬁ% ugly

N T wenmT P\AI’.}(,TQ ¥

TranmSpo cTeTionl and re velopmenT™ of
—_— The CFr»( of milwauxkee hw:u&o\{.\}

e Leocal jobse To Local PQOP\L% .

e

Last bur - NoT LeasT T ot
‘7ou e/mjlﬁlwf‘lsr‘r’a :DWQLOp _\rQﬁJ_iSTrf;
- fGOLm_? v Th  healisTro WCNMOLQ,
[ ~Thaw ¥ Youy

C-51



C-52

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 5121/02 7:52:00 AM

Name Joan Janus
Organization
Address 1624 N. 60 St.
Milwaukee, WI 53208
Comments Since you are looking for public input into freeway development 1 would like

you to take my thoughts into consideration. I am opposed to freeway
expansion on the grounds that it will increase urban sprawl , not decrease
travel time and congestion, and add to air pollution which is a serious problem
already.

1 favor a transportation system that includes all modes of transportation
including efficient and convenient mass transit. Takes into consideration air
quality and protects us from huge tax increases.

Sincerely,
Joan Janus

Freeway Reconstruction Study Comments

Date submitted 5/20/02 2:27:00 PM

Name Miriam Reading

Organization

Address

Comments 1 am strongly opposed 10 solving iraffic congestion problems dirough the

addition of lanes to current freeways. I agree with every single point raised in
opposition to the current plan. Time after time, in area after area, the building
of more highways and freeways has simply led to more traffic, more people
riding singty in cars, drop in the use of public transportation, increase in air
and water pollution, and negative impact on the quality of life. We should be
encouraging those strategies which encourage people to live closer to work,
rather than in ever widening circles. This proposal increases the use of
gasoline, and all the costs of a far flung infrastructure. In fact, other than those
who construct highways, I can see no benefit ac all for the current proposal,
Sincerely, Miriam Reading

uction Study C

Date submitted 5/19/02 11:12:00 PM

Name Jerry Dagen
Organization
Address 3126 N Fratney St.
Milwaukee, WI 53212
Comments Sent: Sunday, May 19, 2002 11:21 PM

To: Philip C. Evenson
Subject: no freeway expansion

‘We do not need any more roads built in Wisconsin.
‘What we really need is better mass transit.

If we spent as much on mass transit as we did on roads, we would have a first
class mass transit system that people could rely on.

Sincerely,
Jerry Dagen
3126 N Framey St
Milwaukee, W1 53212
jbd1967@aol.com
F y uction Study C
Date submitted 5/19/02 4:20:00 PM
Name Ed Cimermancic
Organization
Address 3617 S. 14th St.
Milwaukee, WI
Comments Commissioners:

Turge you to reject the plan that is being proposed to drastically expand the
local Milwaukee area freeway system. The area needs a much more balanced
transportation systern in the years ahead for the following reasons:

1. Additional freeway lanes will only relieve congestion temporaily; ‘if you
build it, they will come.” More lanes will mean more cars to the point we'll be
back where we started in a few years.

2. Additional lanes will displace too many people and properties, and
contribute to more unnecessary urban sprawl (and related loss of more green
space) and air pollution.

3. Greater reliance on the private automobile will make us even more
dependent on Middle East oil; sooner or later, we will become hostage to
threats of a cut off of this oil supply.

4. A more balanced transportation system would much better assure that lower
income urban residents have greater access to jobs that are only available in
outlying areas.

5. Building more freeways will result in huge tax increases that will not, in the
long run, be offset by greater transportation efficiency. These tax resources
would also be diverted from building more efficient modes of public
transportation. (People can be weaned from the private auto, as demonstrated
in other cities the size of Mil if the public ion is designed to
be user friendly, efficient and convenient.)

Many local private and public officials have gone on record as opposing the
proposed freeway expansion plan, for the above and other reasons.

Thank you for considering these views,

uction Study C

Date submitted 5/19/02 12:00:00 PM

Name
Organization

Address

Comments

Gretchen Schuidt Doege

315 N. Pinecrest St.

Milwaukee, W1 53208

1 cant think of anything sillier than spending $90 million and double-decking a
freeway near a healthy urban neighborhood so that people can get to
‘Waukesha County five minutes faster.

Wil the state accept responsibility for cleaning freeway debris near the the
cemeteries near Story Hill? Will it pay the increased property maintenance
costs expanding the freeway will inflict on homeowners?

If freeway standards are a concern, closing the westbound Mitchel! Blvd. on-
ramp makes a heck of a lot more sense than double-decking the freeway. 1
would hope the state would not spend that money only so westbound Brewers
traffic can have a quick shot home. Those of us who live in the area deserve
more consideration than that.

Thank you.

Name MA Y

OCAL
WRIFFEN COMMENT
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 16 2002
Racine Gateway Technical College, Great Lakes Room
Racine Building, 1001 S. Main Street
Racine, Wisconsin

Owen. Thavies

Affiliation

Mailing Address

Comment
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be

accepted through
Drive, P.O. Box

June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax

(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

Name v

COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY REB.

AL
WRITFEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 16 2002
Racine Gateway Technical College, Great Lakes Room
Racine Building, 1001 S. Main Street
Racine, Wisconsin

Affiliation

Craug Hell
-

Mailing Address

Comment
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax

(262) 547-1103

Thank you.

or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY REB.



WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 15, 2002
‘Washington County Fair Park Pavilion
3000 County Highway PV
Polk, Wisconsin

Name @é& rge LDI/M&) &

Affiliation

Mailing Address %/¢#FK / k//l
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Comment

Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY KRY.

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 15, 2002
‘Washington County Fair Park Pavilion
3000 County Highway PV
Polk, Wisconsin

Name KETTH BRag~

Affiliation

Mailing Address [ (0 PATHE<LA D
ST ey T 5 50F0

Comment
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood

Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may alsc be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

)

Thank you.

F y R uction Study C

Date submitted 5/14/02 5:33.00 PM
Name Shauna D. Mayes

Organization FTJOP Contact
Community Service Facilitator
Joumey House Youth and Recreation Center

Address 2212 West Greenfield Avenue
Milwaukee, WI 53204
Comments STOP THE EXPANSION OF THE FREEWAYS!!!!
Freeway R uction Study C

Date submitied 5/13/02 9:47:00 PM

Name Scott Zielski
Organization

Address

Comments SEWRPC,

In response to your recent announcement to expand the local freeway system T
have one comment. It’s about time! Qur freeways are in desperate need of

‘we need additi lanes, exits, lanes, and new freeways
to provide better access to the city. As a professional who uses the freeways
every day, I support ing them to the additi traffic
flow.

Scott Zielski

Metro Milwaukee resident

OFAL
WRIFTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING

SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 9, 2002
Elkhorn Gateway Technical College, Room 112-
100 Building, 400 County Highway H
Elkhorn, Wisconsin

Name Steve Slut kg

Affiliation

Mailing Address

Comment Complote the USH 12 é(’réewzuf
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worthern arest of Wolworth Co aud the Gty 6
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpe.org.

Thank you.
COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY REB.

#68961 v2



CCAL
WRIFFEN COMMENT
PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 9, 2002
Elkhorn Gateway Technical College, Room 112-
100 Building, 400 County Highway H
Elkhorn, Wisconsin

Name gxt EA, {EA—

Affiliation

Mailing Address

Consplete ncerned that
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Comment

‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 NI1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

COMMENT TAKEN AT REQUEST BY REB.

#68961 v2

WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 9, 2002
Elkhorn Gateway Technical College, Room 112-
100 Building, 400 County Highway H
Elkhormn, Wisconsin
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Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.

#68961 v2
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WRITTEN COMMENT

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING AND HEARING
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN REGIONAL
FREEWAY SYSTEM RECONSTRUCTION STUDY

May 9, 2002
Elkhorn Gateway Technical College, Room 112-
100 Building, 400 County Highway H
Elkhorn, Wisconsin
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‘Written comments may be recorded on this sheet, and on any attached pages as may be necessary, and left
at the registration table or given directly to a SEWRPC staff member. Additional comments will be
accepted through June 14, 2002, and may be sent to the SEWRPC offices, W239 N1812 Rockwood
Drive, P.O. Box 1607, Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607. Comments may also be submitted via fax
(262) 547-1103 or e-mail at freewaystudy @sewrpc.org.

Thank you.
Freeway uction Study C
#6¥ Date submitted  5/6/02 8:06:00 AM
Name Carolyn Boehmer
Organization
Address
Comme