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OVERVIEW

This report documents the public comments received during two rounds of public involvement for the 2020
Review and Update of VISION 2050.

Comments from the first round were obtained at the November 6, 2019, Environmental Justice Task Force
meeting and during a formal public comment period from November 18 through December 20, 2019, in the
following ways:

¢ Seven public meetings held across the Region (one in each county) from December 3 through 12

* An online questionnaire that replicated the feedback opportunities of the seven public meetings

¢ A “Community Conversation” event on December 7 with several of the Commission’s community partners

* A meeting of the Hmong American Friendship Association (HAFA) on December 15

e Email or online comment form (note: no comments were submitted via U.S. mail or fax)

Comments from the second round were obtained at the February 18, 2020, Environmental Justice Task Force
meeting and during a formal public comment period from February 27 through April 8, 2020, in the following
ways:

* Four public meetings held across the Region from March 9 through 12 (note: three additional public
meetings and all meetings scheduled with the Commission’s community partners were canceled due to
public health concerns related to the COVID-19 pandemic)

* An online questionnaire that replicated the feedback opportunities of the public meetings

e Email or online comment form (note: no comments were submitted via U.S. mail or fax)

In lieu of the canceled public and partner meetings during the second round, staff held two virtual public
meetings on March 31 and April 1, prepared a YouTube video presentation, and extended the original comment
period from March 27 to April 8.

All comments received were considered by Commission staff and the Advisory Committees guiding VISION
2050 as staff prepared the 2020 Review and Update of VISION 2050.

The report presents in a series of appendices:

* Appendix A: Comments received during the first round of public involvement from November 18 through
December 20, 2019

¢ Appendix B: Attendance records of the first round of public and partner meetings in December 2019

* Appendix C: Commission announcements of the first round of public and partner meetings and summary
materials provided at those meetings

* Appendix D: Comments received during the second round of public involvement from February 27
through April 8, 2020

¢ Appendix E: Attendance records of the second round of public meetings in March/April 2020

¢ Appendix F: Commission announcements of the second round of public meetings and summary materials
provided at those meetings

SUMMARY OF ROUND 1 COMMENTS RECEIVED

A total of 277 unique individuals participated in the first round of public involvement by attending one of the
nine public or partner meetings held in December or completing the online questionnaire. A summary of the
comments received during the first round is presented below.

Responses to Worksheet Questions

At each of the seven public meetings, staff distributed a worksheet to attendees with a series of eight questions
about land use and transportation. This worksheet was also distributed at the December 7 Community
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Conversation and December 15 HAFA meeting, and the same eight questions were asked via the online
questionnaire. The responses to the worksheet questions are summarized below. Note that the comments are
from a self-selected sample of individuals and were not obtained via a statistically significant survey method.

Worksheet Question 1: What types of housing development

would you like to see more of in the Region?

Figure 1 shows the percent of responses for each type of housing development participants would like to see
more of in the Region.

Figure 1
Round 1 Feedback: Types of Housing Development
Participants Would Like More of in the Region
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Additional comments in response to Question 1 included:
* Support for affordable housing (18)
¢ Support for mixed-use development (5)
* Support for a variety of housing types (5)
¢ Support for higher-density housing near transit stops (3)
¢ Support for senior housing (3)
* Support for common greenspace in housing developments (2)
e Support for walkable neighborhoods (2)
¢ Opposition to developing any single-family homes
¢ Support for accessible housing for people with disabilities
* Support for co-op housing
* Support for farmettes
¢ Support for infill development
¢ Support for land trusts
¢ Support for mixed-income housing
e Support for multi-generation housing

¢ Support for passive housing design that minimizes the energy needed for heating/cooling
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¢ Support for renovation of older homes and buildings (e.g. lead abatement)
* Support for tiny homes

¢ Support for townhouses instead of traditional duplexes

Worksheet Question 2: The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would

largely be on lots of /s-acre or less (the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use

category), but most single-family homes developed since 2010 have been on larger

lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is a good idea? Why

do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

Most commenters supported developing single-family homes on smaller lots (83). Reasons cited for their support
included:

* Smaller lots encourage alternative modes of transportation and reduce the dependency on automobiles
¢ Smaller lots tend to be more affordable

* Smaller lots tend to preserve more land as open space

¢ Smaller lots tend to be more cost-effective (utilities, public services)

* Smaller lots tend to be more profitable to developers

* Smaller lots encourage people to use public spaces and explore their community

* Smaller lots support development of public transit

* Smaller lots would allow better racial integration in different communities

A significant number of commenters were opposed to developing single-family homes on smaller lots (40).
Reasons cited for their opposition included:

* Larger lots better preserve the character of rural communities
* Larger lots provide large yards for families with children and for gardening
* Larger lots generate less traffic congestion

Commenters provided the following possible reasons why most single-family homes are being developed on
larger lots, rather than on smaller lots as VISION 2050 recommends:

* People desire larger lots for a variety of reasons (e.g., space, privacy, family activities, natural lighting,
gardening, connection to nature, safety, status)

* Larger housing on larger lots may be seen as more profitable to developers
* Homes on smaller lots may require too many stairs for kids, seniors, and people with disabilities
* People moving from the Chicago area can afford larger homes on larger lots

* Local regulations do not promote housing development on smaller lots and/or limit housing development
on larger lots

* Larger lots are more environmentally friendly

* Smaller lots put a higher strain on local infrastructure

* Demand for larger lots is due to people’s sense of self-importance over the collective good
* Demand for larger lots is due to people’s tendency to self-segregate

* Larger lots are facilitated by approval of sewer extensions, water service, and roadways to serve such
developments

Additional comments in response to Question 2 included:
* Housing and lot size should reflect people’s specific needs and circumstances
* Providing common public spaces within smaller lot developments can eliminate the need for large yards

* Smaller lots may be suitable for urban areas, but larger lots may be more appropriate for suburban and/
or rural areas

¢ If larger lots are developed, they should include accessory dwelling units
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Municipalities should consider allowing smaller minimum lot sizes in sewer service areas
There is an increased need for rental units for younger generations and retiring baby boomers

Housing should be designed in a neighborhood setting and in a way that encourages community
cohesiveness

More education needs to be done in counties that are not receptive to smaller lots
New homes seem to be larger regardless of lot size

Private land managed to benefit stormwater retention, infiltration, and with native vegetation should be
taxed at a lower rate

Single-family development should be as infill and in mixed-use neighborhoods
Smaller lots should be developed to allow space for agriculture

Slow population growth may be causing low demand for single-family homes
Fewer people are buying homes due to lower wages and higher debt

Larger lot development tends to exclude low-income people, which perpetuates and exacerbates
discrimination, especially against people of color and people with disabilities, whom are disproportionately
concentrated in the City of Milwaukee

The process for extending water, sewer, and roadways should be reconsidered, including applying more
stringent criteria focused on reducing regional inequities and de-prioritizing criteria like traffic congestion

Worksheet Question 3: VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the

recommended transit system and identified possible ways to provide additional

funding. Would you support providing additional public funding for transit? If

so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Most commenters supported providing additional funding for public transit (116). Potential revenue sources that
were suggested included:

4 |

Allocate more State funding to transit (10)

Increase sales taxes and/or create a sales tax dedicated to transit (7)
Increase taxes on and/or support from businesses (7)
Increase the gas tax (7)

Increase vehicle registration fees (6)

Implement tolling (5)

Increase property taxes (4)

Reallocate highway funding to benefit transit (4)
Increase development fees (3)

Increase Federal funding (3)

Implement a vehicle-miles of travel (VMT) fee (2)
Implement congestion pricing (2)

Increase funding from out-of-state travelers (2)
Increase hotel room tax (2)

Increase user fees (2)

Generate revenue from developing public land
Implement a one-time property tax increase
Implement an excise tax

Implement a payroll tax

Implement a dedicated income tax

Increase car rental fees
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* Increase fines for driving under the influence of alcohol or other drugs
* Increase parking fees

* Increase rates of all types of taxes currently used to fund transit
* Increase revenue from tourism

* Increase sales tax on car purchases

* Increase taxes on gambling

* Increase taxes on the wealthy

* Increase transit fares

* Increase use of Federal grants

* Index the gas tax to inflation

¢ Obtain sponsorships for bus routes

* Readllocate local tax revenue to benefit transit

* Reallocate parking ticket revenues to benefit transit

* Toax tow lots on every car that is towed

Some commenters were opposed to providing additional funding for public transit (11). Only one commenter
cited a reason for their opposition, indicating they believed the existing transit system is sufficient.

Additional comments in response to Question 3 included:
* Implement a regional transit authority (RTA)
* Increase vehicle registration fees specifically for larger vehicles
¢ Consider the impact of revenue sources on low-income individuals
* Consider revenue sources that do not directly impact residents
* Improving public transit will generate cost savings by reducing the need to expand highways
* Do not increase transit fares
* Bicycles and electric cars should be exempt from tolls and parking fees
* Educate State and Federal elected officials on the benefits of transit
¢ Implement financial incentives to encourage transit use
* Make existing transit services more cost-efficient
* Locate new jobs near the existing workforce to reduce the cost to provide transit services
* Establish a transit foundation

¢ Stop building new or expanded highways in areas that lack transit and affordable housing, which will
incentivize regional collaboration

* Funding for expanded transit is needed to reduce substantial racial disparities in the Region

Worksheet Question 4: Have your transportation options been impacted by

recent expansions or reductions in transit service? What transportation options

would you like to see more of in the Region to better meet your needs?

Some commenters responded that their transportation options have been impacted by recent expansions
or reductions in transit service (22), while most commenters responded that their transportation options not
been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service (49). Commenters provided the following
transportation options that they would like to see more of in the Region to better meet their needs:

* New commuter rail, including between Kenosha, Racine, and Milwaukee; in the 30th Street Industrial
Corridor in Milwaukee; between Walworth County and Milwaukee; and between Chicago and Lake
Geneva (9)

¢ Improved transit to/from employers (7)

* More bus routes (6)
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* New intercity/high-speed passenger rail service to/from destinations such as Madison, the Twin Cities,
and Chicago (6)

* Increased bus frequency (5)

* Increased intercounty transit (5)

¢ Expansion of streetcar in Milwaukee (4)

* Lower transit fares (4)

* More transit service between the City of Milwaukee and suburban communities (4)
* New light rail (4)

* Increased hours of service, including nights and weekends (3)

* Better first-mile/last-mile options such as Uber/Lyft (2)

* Faster transit service (2)

* Free transit (2)

* Improved transit to/from medical facilities (2)

* Increased bike-share options (2)

* Increased ride-share options (2)

* New bus rapid transit (BRT) service (2)

* Additional door-to-door service to senior centers and meal sites
* Better connections between transit services

* Free rides for seniors and people with disabilities

* Improved transit serving smaller communities

¢ Improved transit to/from grocery stores

* Increased electric scooter options

* Increased Metra commuter rail frequency in Kenosha

* Increased transit service to/from UW-Parkside

* More affordable options for seniors and people in poverty

* More bus service to events

* More express bus service

* More on-street bike lanes

* More parking spaces at park-ride lots served by transit

* More reliable service

* More safe, welcoming bicycle and pedestrian environments, especially in underserved communities
* More service/options for people with disabilities

* More shared-ride taxi service in less-dense areas of the Region
* More transit focused on underserved communities

* New Amtrak station in Kenosha County

* New bus system in Walworth County

* New commuter bus service to/from the Highway 67 park-ride lot north of Elkhorn
* New dedicated bus lanes on freeways

* New subway system

* New ftransit service between Lake Geneva and Kenosha

¢ New transit service between Madison, Milwaukee, and Racine
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Additional comments in response to Question 4 included:
* Do not eliminate service on the MCTS Gold Line
* Driving should not be as convenient
* Focus on repairing local roads before expanding highways
* Implement complete streets concepts in roadway projects
* Implement preferential treatment for transit on roadways
* Improve lighting at bus stops
* Increase parking capacity
* Prohibit electric scooters
* Provide options to compensate for slow traffic caused by the Hop streetcar
* Provide additional traffic lanes to accommodate transit services
* Spend less on roads
* Use renewable energy for transit (e.g., electric vehicles)

* Use smaller buses to allow more frequent service

Worksheet Question 5: What types of biking and walking improvements

would you like to see more of in the Region?

Figure 2 shows the percent of responses for each type of biking and walking improvement participants would
like to see more of in the Region.

Figure 2
Round 1 Feedback: Types of Biking and Walking Improvements
Participants Would Like More of in the Region
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Source: SEWRPC

Additional comments in response to Question 5 included:
* Better maintain existing multi-use paths
* Better snow removal from sidewalks and curb ramps
* Bicycle facilities are not used in winter

* Construct more multi-use paths along and through natural areas (e.g., Lake Michigan, woods, wetlands)
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Construct more off-street multi-use paths

Construct more protected and buffered bike lanes

Designate separate areas on multi-use paths for biking and walking

Do not construct more protected and buffered bike lanes if they will increase traffic congestion

Do not construct new multi-use trails if they will negatively impact primary environmental corridors and
natural areas

Do not construct new protected and buffered bike lanes or off-street multi-use paths

Do not prioritize bicycle and pedestrian improvements over building the USH 12 freeway extension
between Elkhorn and Whitewater

Do not widen roadways with additional traffic lanes
Eliminate gaps in the bicycle network

Improve bicycle and pedestrian facilities

Improve bicycle and pedestrian wayfinding signage

Improve pedestrian crossings at signals to ensure enough time for people with disabilities to cross and
add sound signals for visually impaired to know when it is safe to cross

Improve pedestrian signals at intersections
Install more speed/red-light cameras along roadways to improve safety

Install sidewalks and streetlights on Washington Avenue between Green Bay Road and 39th Avenue in
the City of Kenosha

Limit bicycle traffic on streets and highways
Limit sidewalks to high-pedestrian areas
Maintain the right-of-way for sidewalks (e.g., trimming trees/shrubs)

Make sidewalks more accessible for disabled pedestrians by easing the transition between sidewalks and
driveways

Modify the Hoan Bridge to accommodate bicycles

Prohibit motorized vehicles on multi-use paths

Provide an equitable distribution of bike and walking facilities
Provide designated pedestrian/bike paths (e.g., Sanibel Island, FL)
Provide more raised bike lanes

Provide more sidewalks in suburban communities

Repair damaged sidewalks

Worksheet Question 6: What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have?
Is there anything you’d like to see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
Commenters expressed the following bicycle and pedestrian safety concerns:

* Reckless driving (11)

* Vehicle speeds (8)

* Dangerous to ride bicycles on rural roads without bike lanes (4)
* Traffic signals that prioritize traffic flow over pedestrians (3)

* Biking or walking on high-speed rural roads (2)

* Inattentive driving such as texting while driving (2)

* Potholes in bike lanes (2)

* Snow removal from sidewalks and curb ramps (2)

* Bicyclists who do not follow traffic laws
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Bike lanes that are too narrow

Bike/car merging (e.g., Hawley Road, State Street bridge)

Bikes lanes on heavily trafficked roads (e.g., National Avenue in West Allis)
Dockless scooters riding on sidewalks

Electric vehicles that make less noise so bicyclists and pedestrians may not hear them coming
Incomplete pedestrian facilities in suburban shopping centers

Narrow roads for bicyclists (e.g., the Kettle Moraine area of Walworth County)
Not enough traffic signals to slow traffic

Roads that are too wide to cross safely

Roundabouts are unsafe for pedestrians

Sharrows and unprotected bike lanes are dangerous for bicyclists

Sprawling development patterns

Commenters provided the following suggestions for how to address bicycle and pedestrian safety concerns:

Protected/separated/buffered bike lanes (21)

Better lighting (9)

Education for drivers regarding bicycle and pedestrian safety (7)

Bike trails (6)

Education on safe bicycling practices (5)

Bike lanes (4)

Complete streets and/or roadways that prioritize transit, bikes, and pedestrians (4)
Sidewalks (4)

Wider roads (4)

Accessible pedestrian facilities (3)

Speed/red-light cameras (3)

Build the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater (2)
Enforcement of traffic laws (2)

Flashing signals at street crossings for pedestrians and bike paths (2)
Multi-use paths (2)

Prohibit vehicles from parking in bike lanes (2)

Repair damaged sidewalks (2)

Single-use trails (2)

Wider bike lanes (2)

Adequate time for people with mobility impairments to cross at signals
Better paved surfaces

Bublr bike stations

Bus lanes in inner cities

Clearly marked pedestrian right-of-way

Clearly placed signs for pedestrian right-of-way

Consider pedestrians and bicyclists when placing orange construction barrels in Downtown Milwaukee
Enact and enforce helmet laws

Ensure bicycle and pedestrian improvements are made in the central city and underserved neighborhoods
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* Improved pedestrian facilities
* Incentives to encourage people to bike to work
* Local bicycle/pedestrian plans
*  Maintain parkway roads
*  Maps to show bicycle and pedestrian connections to transit
* Marked crosswalks
* More sidewalks in commercial parking lots connecting to public sidewalks
¢ Oscillating sound for visually impaired pedestrians crossing roadways
* Painted bike lanes and crosswalks
* Pedestrian median islands
* Promote biking and walking
* Protected sidewalks along busy streets
* Provide protection for bicyclists and pedestrians
* Public transportation to reduce the number of motorized vehicles on the road
* Raised bike lanes
* Reduced speed limits within cities
* Safer bike paths
» Safer street crossings for bike paths
¢ Separate multi-use paths (e.g., along Highway 20 in Rock and Jefferson Counties)
¢ Shared parking lots at shopping centers to encourage walkability
¢ Sidewalks in suburban communities
* Sidewalks on STH 32 between Racine and Kenosha
* Smaller bike lanes
* Technology at signals that anticipates when a pedestrian is approaching
e  Traffic calming
* Well-connected biking and walking paths
* Wide paved shoulders
Additional comments in response to Question 6 included:
* Bicycles should be on trails not roadways

* Do not construct new multi-use trails if they negatively impact primary environmental corridors and
natural areas

* Should not waste money on bicycle and pedestrian accommodations on rural highways

Worksheet Question 7: What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have?
Is there anything you’d like to see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
Commenters expressed the following automobile-related safety concerns:

* Reckless driving (24)

* Vehicle speeds (18)

* Inattentive driving such as texting while driving (10)
¢ Traffic congestion (9)

* Red light running (7)

* Road conditions (7)

* Dangerous traffic congestion and roadway design along USH 12 between Elkhorn and Whitewater (6)
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* Drivers not obeying traffic laws (4)
* Wide roads that encourage high vehicle speeds (4)
* Painted lines that have worn away (3)
* Construction zones on freeways (2)
* Drunk driving (2)
* Poor visibility of painted lines at night and/or when wet (2)
* Speed limit increases on highways (2)
* Unlicensed/uninsured drivers (2)
* Blind curves on rural highways
* Drivers not yielding to pedestrians
* Drivers that drive too slow
e Hit-and-run crashes
¢ Limited public transit, which results in increased traffic congestion
* Kids stealing and crashing cars
* Large vehicles compared to smaller vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians
* Narrow lanes on rural highways
* Police chases
* Road conditions in neighborhoods with concentrations of people of color and poverty
* Slow-moving vehicles on rural highways (e.g., farm implements)
* Stop signs that are difficult to see and/or are partially hidden
¢ Too many access points along rural highways
e Truck traffic
Commenters provided the following suggestions for how to address automobile-related safety concerns:
¢ Build the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater (17)
¢ Speed/red-light cameras (13)
* Bring driver’s education back to public schools (6)
¢ Enforce traffic laws (6)
* Roundabouts (6)
¢ Better planning for construction projects (4)
* Intersection improvements at USH 12/STH 67 intersection at CTH A and/or CTH ES (4)
* Measures to protect pedestrians (e.g., curb bumpouts, refuge islands) (4)
* Repair potholes (4)
e Stricter drunk driving laws (4)
* Traffic calming (4)
* Bicycle facilities (3)
* More high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes to encourage carpooling (3)
* Road diets (3)
* Alternatives to driving (2)
* Better lighting (e.g., rural intersections) (2)
* Fewer cars on the road (2)

* Improve public transit (2)
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* Promote carpooling/ride-sharing (2)

* Stops signs at intersections (2)

* Turn lanes on USH 12 in Walworth County (2)

* Additional traffic lanes to address congestion

* Autonomous vehicles

* Better paved surfaces

¢ Complete a corridor study for the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater
* Complete streets implementation

* Discourage single-occupancy automobile use

* Driver’s license recovery programs

* Electric car stations

* Fewer traffic signals

* Flashing red lights on stop signs

* Implement vanpooling programs

* Incentivize carpooling and ride-sharing

¢ Light rail on highways

* Measures to get old and toxic vehicles off the road

* “No turn on red” signs

* Opposed to expanding highways

¢ Opposed to expanding highways without also increasing public transit options

* Opposed to roundabouts

* Pilot of 5-10 counties to conduct more frequent safety education programs for drivers
* Provide automobiles rather than buses to workers needing to reach jobs in the suburbs
* Public education campaign to address reckless driving

* Pullover lanes in case of emergencies

* Reduce dependence on automobiles

* Reduce lane widths once autonomous vehicles are implemented

* Reduce traffic congestion

* Require driver’s license to purchase gas

* Require periodic online driver’s testing as a condition for maintaining a valid driver’s license
* Require traffic to stop for school buses in the City of Milwaukee

* Resurface USH 12 from STH 50 to STH 67 in Walworth County

* Road resurfacing projects

* Safer roadway crossings for pedestrians and people with disabilities

* Technology in cars to prevent them from traveling faster than 50 mph within a city

¢ Traffic lanes on streets and highways to reduce congestion

e Traffic signals

e Truck lanes for semis

* Wide shoulders for bicyclists and pedestrians
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Worksheet Question 8: VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the

recommended street and highway system and identified possible ways to provide additional
funding. Would you support providing additional public funding for street and highway
improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Most commenters supported providing additional funding for street and highway improvements (80). Potential
revenue sources that were suggested included:

Increase the gas tax (11)

Increase vehicle registration fees (8)

Implement tolling (8)

Obtain more private sector support/partnerships (7)
Increase State funding (7)

Increase sales taxes (5)

Increase user fees (3)

Charge drivers for the true cost to maintain the transportation system (2)
Increase the excise tax on alcohol (2)

Increase property taxes (2)

Increase the sales tax on vehicle purchases (2)
Index the gas tax to inflation (2)

Implement a vehicle-miles of travel (VMT) fee (2)
Implement congestion pricing

Implement red-light cameras

Increase Federal funding

Increase fees on heavy trucks

Increase taxes on businesses

Increase the use of Federal grants

Legalize recreational cannabis

Allocate more State funding to transportation

Tax the wealthy

Some commenters indicated they may support providing additional funding for street and highway improvements
under certain conditions (15). Conditions needing to be met to obtain their support included:

If the additional funding is used to build the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater (5)
If the additional funding will make roads safer (3)

If the additional funding will improve public transit (2)

If the additional funding will improve and maintain road conditions (2)

If the additional funding will add high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes (2)

If the public is able to determine by majority how funds are allocated

Some commenters were opposed to providing additional funding for street and highway improvements (9).
Reasons cited for their opposition included:

Should invest in public transit instead of providing additional public funding (2)
Public funds are not being spent effectively
Should invest more aggressively instead of providing additional public funding

Unable to afford paying higher taxes
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Additional comments in response to Question 8 included:
* Additional funding should be directed to urban areas with high concentrations of people of color
¢ Additional funding should be spent on local roads not highways
*  Apply tolling to out-of-state vehicles only
¢ Charge out-of-county drivers
* Compare the rate of resurfacing to needs and past trends
* Compensate for the impact of additional taxes on low-income people
¢ Congestion cannot be eliminated and encourages alternative transportation modes
¢ Congestion should be de-prioritized in determining roadway improvements
* Consider revenue sources that do not directly impact residents
* Eliminate wasteful spending
* Funding should be distributed in an equitable way
* Funding should be spent to maintain existing roadways not widen roadways
* Funding should first be spent o maintain existing roadways
* Funding sources should be progressive
¢ Improving the transportation system will attract young people to the Region
* Include funding for bicycle, pedestrian, and transit improvements
* Invest in more environmentally friendly and durable equipment (e.g., snow plows)
* Opposed to spending on bicycle and pedestrian accommodations
* Opposed to increasing property taxes as it increases the burden on residents
* Provide additional public transit funding
* Reduce the salaries of State legislators
* Research best practices for road repair
* Shift highway funding to passenger rail

* Spend less in Milwaukee and surrounding areas to build the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn
and Whitewater

* Switch to LED lighting to reduce long-term energy costs
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Worksheet Question: How did you learn about this meeting?

Figure 3 shows the percent of responses for the way attendees of the seven public meetings heard about the
meeting.

Figure 3
Round 1 Feedback: How Participants Heard About the Public Meetings
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Respondents that selected the “Other” option provided the following additional ways they learned about the
meeting:

* Through a member of the Commission’s Public Involvement and Outreach staff

* Through one of the Commission’s nine community partners

¢ Through the SOPHIA Interfaith group in Waukesha County

Responses to Interactive Board Questions
At each of the seven public meetings, a series of five interactive boards were on display, providing an opportunity
to provide feedback on the following topics being considered during the 2020 Review and Update:

* Planning for Public Health

* Planning for Equity

* Planning for Environmental Resilience
* Emerging Trends in Shared Mobility

¢ Connected and Autonomous Vehicles

These boards were also on display at the December 15 HAFA meeting, and the questions on each board
were asked via the online questionnaire. At the December 7 Community Conversation, rather than interactive
boards, staff facilitated a series of small group discussions during which staff asked the same questions.

This input activity involved placed dots next to different options to indicate residents’ priorities and adding ideas
via sticky notes. The purpose of the activity varied by topic. For public health, environmental resilience, and
equity, the intent was to better understand resident’s priorities as staff considered enhancing or expanding on
each important issue within VISION 2050. For shared mobility and connected and autonomous vehicles, the
intent was to obtain residents’ ideas as staff considered how these major technological trends could impact or
be incorporated into VISION 2050. The responses to the interactive board questions are summarized below.
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Planning for Public Health Question 1: What are your greatest concerns

regarding public health in Southeastern Wisconsin?

Figure 4 shows what respondents identified as the greatest concerns regarding public health in Southeastern
Wisconsin.

Figure 4
Round 1 Feedback: Greatest Concerns Regarding Public Health
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Additional comments in response to this question included:

* Bicycle/pedestrian safety (4)

* Lead exposure (e.g., water, paint, soil) (4)

* Access to social activities for seniors (3)

¢ Gun violence (3)

¢ Number and quality of bus shelters (e.g., maintenance, garbage cans, snow removal) (3)

* Access to affordable health care/health insurance (2)

* Access to healthcare in the inner city (2)

* Lack of affordable housing (2)

* Noise pollution (2)

* Older housing stock (e.g., lead, asbestos, safety, cost prohibitive repairs) (2)

* Treatment of trauma/stress (2)

* Access to healthcare for people with disabilities

* Aging out of foster care

* Dangerous intersections

* Drug use

* Education on access to fresh foods

* Education on access to medical services

* Emergency situations for people without access to a car

* Lack of a robust network of electric vehicle charging stations
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* Lack of accessible housing

* Lack of accessible taxis to access healthcare

* Lack of bicycle facilities

* Lack of community education regarding public health

* Lack of speed/red-light cameras

* Mental health related to domestic violence

* Mental illness and the Region’s aging population

* Missing mental health appointments due to transportation issues
* Pedestrian accessibility (e.g., curb cuts)

* Public transit access for workers caring for people aging in place
* Reckless driving

* Secondhand smoke in multifamily housing

¢ Serving at-need populations

* Snow removal on sidewalks

¢ Stressful driving due to traffic congestion/delay

* Time for pedestrians to cross at signals

* Unsustainable model for communities to grow using revenues from new development

Planning for Public Health Question 2: What land use or transportation strategies,
if any, would have the greatest impact on improving public health?
Commenters identified the following land use or transportation strategies to improve public health:

* Bicycle and pedestrian improvements (20)

More bike lanes (7)

Multi-use paths (4)

Bike paths (3)

Sidewalks (2)

Widened bike lanes (2)

Bicycle lockers and bike racks at bus stops, especially park-ride lots
Connect bicycle paths and sidewalks to transit stops

Make trails usable throughout the year

Protect sidewalks from traffic

Protected/separated bike lanes

O 0O 0O 0O 0O 0o 0O 0O 0 O

Safe street crossings for pedestrians
o Walking paths in natural areas
* Walkable development (12)
¢ Build the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater (7)
* Improve public transit (6)
* Improve access to healthy foods and grocery stores (5)
* Include green space in developments (5)
* Improve access to physical and mental health care (4)
* Fewer fast food restaurants (3)
* Improve and maintain parks (3)

* Reduce vehicle emissions (3)
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“Last-mile” options to reach employment centers (2)

Affordable housing in suburban communities (2)

Implement complete streets concepts (2)

Co-op markets to encourage local food production (e.g., Wild Root Market in Racine) (2)
Incentives for people to live close to jobs (2)

More mobility options (2)

Reduce automobile dependency (2)

Alternative transportation options

Built environment that promotes good health

Bus shelters

Community centers with exercise equipment and classes

Community gardens

Compact development pattern

Connectivity to improve mental health

Convenient micro-transportation and/or transit that connects major destinations
Development that promotes community cohesion (green space, sidewalks, lighting, public transit)
Divert traffic from neighborhoods with high traffic volumes

Education and incentives to encourage people to make healthy choices
Education on the impact of transportation options on community health

Electric vehicle charging stations

Enforce inattentive driving laws

Explore hydrogen fuel for vehicles

Implement a regional transit authority (requires a change to State Statutes)
Improve air quality

Improve signage for public transit

Improve water quality

Increase shared revenues from the State to Milwaukee

Increased roadway visibility (e.g., more street lights)

Less big box development

Map health disparities in the Region (e.g., life expectancy, infant mortality by race)
Map public health concerns in underserved communities

Minimize roadway expansion

More electric vehicles

More medical facilities in the City of Milwaukee

More stringent emission standards

Porous concrete

Promote transit-oriented development (TOD) (review examples in Canada)
Public transit options to medical facilities outside Milwaukee County

Reduce vehicle-miles of travel (VMT)

Reduce wait time for shared-ride taxi

Renewable energy (e.g., require Foxconn to use 100% renewable energy)
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Replace lead pipes in the City of Milwaukee

Road bypasses around heavily used residential, commercial and recreational areas

Road maintenance

Roundabouts

Sponsors for bus routes (e.g., MCTS Gold Line)

Stricter drunk driving laws

Tobacco-free outdoor areas (e.g., parks, Summerfest, bus stops)

Traffic calming

Transit service to walkable developments (e.g., Drexel Town Square)

Transportation system that allows first responders to respond faster to urgent medical needs

Use technology to achieve cost efficiencies

Additional comments in response to this question included:

Make healthy food more affordable

Increase nutrition education

Account for the role of politics

Include climate change in planning considerations

Provide incentives to increase the number of mental health providers (e.g., TIFs for practices, property tax
breaks for individuals)

Inner city hospitals have become emergency wards

Ensure physical education, nutrition education, and health care professionals are available in public
schools

MCTS workers should be praised for their assistance to those in need

Remove fluoride from tap water
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Planning for Environmental Resilience Question 1: When thinking about the

effects of a changing climate on Southeastern Wisconsin, what do you perceive

as the greatest risk to health, safety, and well-being in the Region?

Figure 5 shows what respondents identified as the greatest risks to health, safety, and wellbeing related to the
effects of a changing climate.

Figure 5
Round 1 Feedback: Greatest Risks to Health, Safety, and
Wellbeing Associated with a Changing Climate
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Additional comments in response to this question included:
* Temperature extremes are difficult for seniors (2)
¢ Climate is the weather and it will always change
* Rain barrels and the deep tunnel may not be enough to handle increased stormwater
* Where people choose to live impacts climate change
¢ State patrol should remove snow from highways
* Seniors have fears about using public transit
¢ Temperature extremes are difficult for seniors
* Temperature extremes increase energy bills

* More frequent and extreme rain events are negatively impacting farmers and increased stormwater runoff
from farms negatively impacts water quality

* Changing climate makes it more difficult to grow organic natural foods, resulting in increased pesticide
use and engineered food products

* Climate change is a hoax; what we are experiencing is normal weather change

* Weather is never going to be predictable
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Planning for Environmental Resilience Question 2: What resiliency strategies related to
land use and transportation should be considered or expanded upon in VISION 2050?
Commenters identified the following resiliency strategies related to land use and transportation:

Install green infrastructure (e.g., rain gardens, bioswales, green roofs, porous pavements, infiltration
basins) (23)

Encourage alternatives to driving alone (6)

Expand clean/renewable energy (5)

More electric vehicles and charging stations (5)

Reduce traffic congestion (5)

More alternative fuel vehicles and supportive infrastructure (4)
Protect and expand green space (4)

Reduce emissions (4)

Build the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater (3)
Increase the capacity of stormwater infrastructure (3)

Less roadway expansion (3)

More walkable development (3)

Reduce urban sprawl (3)

Address agricultural runoff (2)

Improve public transit (2)

Increase wetland restoration and maintenance (2)

More infill development (2)

Prepare emergency preparedness plans (2)

Reduce fossil fuel dependency (2)

Require businesses to retain more stormwater onsite (2)
Restore abandoned lots to natural spaces (2)

Allow recreation uses on stormwater facilities

Better road construction and maintenance

Better road planning

Better stormwater management

Bicycle and pedestrian improvements

Build facilities to accommodate transit users in sudden rain/snow
Close the coal power plant in Oak Creek

Conduct an erosion study of Lake Michigan shorelines and bluffs (study should be conducted by the Army
Corps of Engineers)

Consider wildlife and birds (e.g., bird migration)

Install deep tunnel cameras to monitor storm impacts

Dredge creeks

Educate the public on how to reduce emissions (e.g., recycling, reduce fossil fuel use, and reduce energy)
Educate the public on resilience needs and strategies

Encourage trip chaining

End the use of restrictive covenants and common interest development that limit the ability of homeowners
to grow food or trees on their property

Expand tree planting projects
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Improve the fuel efficiency of older vehicles

Increase habitat restoration

Increase parking fees to encourage alternative modes of travel
Increase zoning restrictions in environmentally sensitive corridors

Improve infrastructure in low-income communities (e.g., weatherization, energy efficiency, energy
ownership)

Limit development along waterways

Incentivize density and transit options in local planning decisions

Maintain and expand pollution control requirements

Maintain buffer zones along water bodies to minimize the impact of flooding
Make all transit free

Prevent Lake Michigan water from being diverted outside the Lake Michigan basin
Protect Lake Michigan from pollution and misuse

Protect public lands from private uses

Provide shelter for vulnerable people during extreme heat and cold events
Redraw floodplain maps to reflect expected conditions in 2050

Reduce energy use

Reduce freight traffic

Reduce the velocity of stormwater entering the MMSD sewer system

Reduce vehicle-miles of travel

Remove concrete to increase water infiltration

Strengthen the Great Lakes Compact

Additional comments in response to this question included:

22

Consider mitigation strategies in addition to resiliency strategies

Improve recycling programs

Incentivize homeowners to use green alternatives

Increase the use of reusable containers

MMSD Water Drop Alerts encourage residents to reduce their water use during heavy rain events
Place requirements on lawn/farm fertilizers, especially near water bodies

Place requirements on roof/downspout runoff near water bodies

Resiliency strategies should be determined by experts not ordinary residents
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Planning for Equity Question 1: In terms of land use and transportation,

what

are the greatest barriers to equity in the Region?

Figure 6 shows what respondents identified as the greatest barriers to equity.

Figure 6
Round 1 Feedback: Greatest Barriers to Equity
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Additional comments in response to this question included:

Access to mental healthcare

Access to well-paying jobs that can sustain a family

Equity in pay (e.g., CEO vs. workers)

Equity is not an issue and this is a political question

Gentrification

High real estate taxes and the high cost of government spending and pension liability
Inequitable allocation of funding

Inequitable distribution of green environments (e.g., parks) and park facilities in the City of Milwaukee
Lack of a jobs/housing balance

Lack of education related to equity issues

Maintenance of park facilities in low-income neighborhoods

Milwaukee not receiving enough shared revenues from the State

People and resources leaving Milwaukee

Process for prioritizing transportation project decisions

Racism

Reluctance of suburban communities to allow affordable housing

Segregation

State control over local revenue generation

State policies regarding mass incarcerations, justice inequities, and limiting expungement possibilities
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¢ Transit service being limited to urban areas

* Weak laws to limit urban sprawl

Planning for Equity Question 2: What transportation and land use strategies do you
think would have the greatest impact on improving equity in the Region?
Commenters identified the following land use or transportation strategies to improve equity:

* Improve public transit (25)

Transit between affordable housing and jobs (3)

Make public transit free (2)

Expand the hours and days of transit service operation

Extend the Milwaukee streetcar to other neighborhoods

Implement a passenger rail service between Walworth County and Chicago
Implement commuter rail service (e.g., KRM)

Make public transit viable in rural areas

Make transit more convenient

More subways

Partnerships between employers and transit agencies to improve workforce transportation options

Smaller transit vehicles (e.g., smaller buses or vans)

O 0O 0O 0O 0O O 0O 0O 0O 0 ©

Special transit for people who work at factories

* More affordable housing (9)

* Build the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater (8)

* Employer-provided transportation to the workplace (3)

* Locate jobs near the potential workforce (2)

*  More “last-mile” options to reach employment centers (2)

* More housing options (2)

* More transportation options for neighborhoods that need jobs (2)

¢ Allow people to live where they want and have easy access to other parts of the Region
* Encourage high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) use

* Establish equity metrics

* Establish requirements for affordable housing and public transit throughout the Region
* Improve access to mental health care

¢ Improve access to quality housing

* Improve passenger rail services

* Improve road maintenance

* Include a map of race and ethnicity as part of the 2020 Review and Update

¢ Limit roadway expansion, which encourages people to move farther from cities
* Map lead issues

* Modify local zoning codes

* More activities in downtown Milwaukee (e.g., theaters, restaurants, shopping)
* More assisted living facilities that are affordable

* More development in the City of Milwaukee

*  More employment options

* More mixed-use development
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More opportunities to mix socioeconomic backgrounds

More small clinics closer to people rather than large clinics/hospitals
More transit-oriented development

Planned higher-density development with accompanying amenities
Provide a public transit option in Walworth County

Redevelop underutilized areas

Reduce traffic congestion

Smaller lot sizes

The process for extending water, sewer, and roadways should be reconsidered, including applying more
stringent criteria focused on reducing regional inequities and de-prioritizing criteria like traffic congestion

Additional comments in response to this question included:

Change leadership

Conduct a study on why the two worst places for Black Americans are located in Southeastern Wisconsin,
what State policies affect this, and how can it can be approached as a regional issue

Educate elected officials in Racine County on race and equity issues
Increase access to fast internet

Increase funding

Invest in public schools

Legalize marijuana with an equity restoration package for those who have most suffered from its
criminalization

Lower costs for food and entertainment in downtown Milwaukee

Make the equity conversation more accessible and relatable to people

Mass commutation of inmates by the Governor as was done in Oklahoma

More co-ops and investments locally

More mobile health centers

More shared services between neighboring municipalities

More workforce training and education

Public transit does not address equity issues in rural and outer suburban communities

Reduce barriers to participating in job readiness programs

Emerging Trends in Shared Mobility Question 1: Thinking about the following examples

of shared mobility that are relatively new to the Region, are there any benefits, concerns,

risks, or other impacts that should be considered as staff updates VISION 2050? (Examples:

Dockless electric scooters, transportation network companies such as Uber and Lyft)

Commenters identified the following benefits, concerns, risks, or other impacts that should be considered related
to dockless electric scooters:

Concerns regarding safety (e.g., helmet use, riding on sidewalks, driver familiarity, potholes, riding
recklessly) (18)

Scooters are not appropriate in rural areas (10)
Concerns regarding scooter parking (6)

o Should not be left on sidewalks (3)

o Need cameras near scooter parking areas
o Need designated parking areas
o

Users need to be respectful regarding where they leave the scooters
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Users need to follow the rules/laws (5)
Only usable part of the year (3)
Concerns regarding a lack of supportive infrastructure (e.g., protected bike lanes, multi-use paths) (2)

Concerns regarding equity (e.g., even distribution throughout the City of Milwaukee, access to smart
phones and credit cards) (2)

Concerns regarding residents damaging scooters (2)

Concerns that drivers are not accustomed to scooters (2)

Need rules governing how scooter companies are allowed to operate in a community (2)
Provides an additional transportation option in cities (2)

Use appears to go down significantly after initial introduction (2)
Users should be licensed and/or vetted (2)

Can be challenging to access the internet in downtown Milwaukee
Comfort levels will improve as drivers and users get used to them
Concerns about the effects on community aesthetics

Concerns about the effects on the environment

Concerns regarding theft

Concerns regarding increased traffic congestion

Concerns regarding scooter maintenance

Concerns that scooters are a waste of money

Could attract younger people to Milwaukee

Could be a low-cost transportation option

Could be allowed on buses to address last-mile issues

Could be paired with more protected/off-street facilities

Could generate tourism revenue

Could improve air quality

Could increase the demand for bike lanes and other bicycle infrastructure
Could provide a “last-mile” option to reach employment centers

Historical regulations regarding scooters and other vehicle types should be reviewed given new
technologies and offerings

Milwaukee is only following the national trend
Not used by seniors
Require scooter companies to provide data in order to operate in a community

Scooters are going to be a temporary fad

Commenters identified the following benefits, concerns, risks, or other impacts that should be considered related
to transportation network companies (e.g., Uber or Lyft):
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Safety of drivers and passengers (14)

Not an affordable transportation option (7)

Reduces drunk driving/driving under the influence (5)
Accessibility of vehicles (e.g., wheelchair and other restrictions) (4)
Driver pay and benefits (4)

Drivers do not receive adequate wages (2)

Drivers do not receive benefits
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Drivers lack job security

Provides a substitute to car ownership (4)

Could increase use of carpooling (3)

Can increase traffic congestion (2)

Can reduce transit ridership, which harms the transit system (2)

Helpful in rural areas where traditional taxis do not operate (2)

Reduces the number of cars in an area (2)

Still need a good public transit system (2)

Can reduce parking issues in some areas

Consider programs to make the cost more affordable (e.g., Washington, DC)
Could partner with public transit providers

Helpful for traveling to/from medical appointments

Helps create jobs

Increases emissions due to idling and driving without passengers

Increases access to jobs

Individual companies should not be allowed to monopolize the TNC industry
May not work for everyone

Not a great option for commuting to and from work

Not appropriate in rural areas

Not everyone has access to a smart phone or credit card

Only cost-effective in urban areas (i.e., too expensive in suburbs)

Regulate TNCs so they provide good jobs and do not compete with public transit
Require cameras for all vehicles

Require TNCs to provide data in order to operate in a community

Should limit how many vehicles are allowed to operate in a given area

Emerging Trends in Shared Mobility Question 2: What other emerging trends

in shared mobility should be considered as staff updates VISION 2050?

(Examples: dockless bike sharing, peer-to-peer car sharing)

Commenters identified the following emerging trends in shared mobility that should be considered:

Car sharing (e.g., peer-to-peer or neighborhood) (5)
Bike sharing (3)

Dockless scooter/bike sharing (2)

Ride sharing (2)

Mini buses connecting to transit hubs

Additional comments in response to this question included:

Bublr Bikes bike sharing program is coming to Racine in 2020
Consider accessibility for people with disabilities

Consider the noise impacts of each option

Encourage group walk (e.g., walk buddies)

Improvement in the accessibility and functionality of electric bicycles would expand bicycling as a shared
mobility option

Must change attitudes in personal transportation options
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* Need to have a foundation of integrity and community trust before any new ideas can work
* Need transportation options that allow flexibility, which public transit schedules do not allow
¢ Options that would reduce traffic congestion should be pursued

¢ Outlying areas of the Region have very limited options

* Ride sharing should be affordable

* The automobile will continue to be the primary mode of transportation

* This question is political and promotes an agenda

Connected and Autonomous Vehicles Question 1: When considering the impact that connected

or autonomous vehicles could have on the Region’s transportation system and land use patterns,
which of the following factors, if any, should be considered as staff updates VISION 2050?

Please share any additional comments on this topic that you would like staff to consider.

Figure 7 shows what respondents identified as the greatest factors to consider related to connected or
autonomous vehicles.

Figure 7
Round 1 Feedback: Greatest Factors to Consider Related to Connected or Autonomous Vehicles
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Additional comments in response to this question included:
* Concern about safety, risks, and liability associated with autonomous vehicles (10)
o Create too much confusion for seniors
o Concern about all the risks associated with autonomous vehicles
o Concern about the safety of bicyclists and pedestrians
o

Difficult decisions regarding whether to hit a vehicle, pedestrian, or another object will be dependent
on sensors and a pre-determined decision tree, which may not be completely accurate or make the
same decision a human being would make

Do not trust autonomous vehicles
Focus on safety

Liability is a huge concern
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o Partially autonomous vehicles could provide safety benefits, but they could also result in less-attentive
drivers

o Risks and liability associated with relying on technology

o Will reduce driver reaction times and the number of crashes, but will not completely eliminate crashes
May be many years until fully autonomous vehicles are available (3)

Autonomous vehicles will still use highways and require capacity expansion (2)

Autonomous vehicles without passengers could increase traffic congestion and impact parking availability
(2)

Low priority compared to other needs (2)

Weather could be a limiting factor in implementing autonomous vehicles (e.g., snow, ice) (2)
Autonomous public transit vehicles will put drivers out of work

Autonomous vehicles could replace the need for high-speed rail

Autonomous vehicles function better on freeways than on local roads

Autonomous vehicles may require wider right-of-way to prevent tall vegetation from disrupting vehicle
sensors

Concern that funding for autonomous vehicles is being diverted from other needs

Concern about access for all residents

Consider how autonomous vehicles could benefit rural areas in addition to urban areas
Consider that younger people are less likely to own a vehicle

Coordinate with TNCs as they transition to autonomous vehicles

Could fund autonomous vehicles with revenue generated by legalizing recreational cannabis
Developing autonomous vehicle technology is costly and will likely result in increased taxes
Economic and social advantages of autonomous vehicles are unclear

Important to have laws and structure in place prior to fully autonomous vehicles becoming available
Invite Google Waymo to drive in Milwaukee to help its algorithm learn and be ready for deployment
Much more research needs to be done before autonomous vehicles are implemented

Need Federal rules and regulations for autonomous vehicles

Public and private sectors need to work together

Should assist the driver, but not replace the driver

Should be part of an integrated transportation system

Should focus on serving the many rather than the individual

Should have less government control

Should invest in public transit rather than private vehicles

Should not be allowed to travel more than 2,000 feet without a passenger

Should not have autonomous trucks

The consumer should have input in the design of autonomous vehicles

There are benefits associated with interacting with strangers using public transit and autonomous vehicles
may lead to greater social isolation
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Comments in Support of Building the USH 12 Freeway Extension Between Elkhorn and Whitewater
Numerous commenters expressed support for building the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and
Whitewater, which is recommended under VISION 2050 (31). Supporters provided the following additional
comments regarding USH 12:

Dangerous traffic congestion and roadway design along the existing USH 12 between Elkhorn and
Whitewater (23)

Economic benefits would be provided by the freeway extension, including benefits to the UW-Whitewater,
Whitewater University Technology Park, Whitewater Business Park, and Wisconsin's tourism industry (6)

Widening the existing USH 12 rather than building the freeway extension would have negative impacts
to communities, businesses, and the environment (5)

In the short term, intersection improvements should be made at USH 12/STH 67 intersection at CTH A
and/or CTH ES (4)

The freeway extension should be built much sooner than VISION 2050's plan year of 2050 (4)
In the short term, turn lanes should be added along the existing USH 12 corridor (2)

Not implementing the long-planned freeway extension creates uncertainty about future land uses and
limits economic development in Walworth County (2)

A corridor study for the USH 12 freeway extension between Elkhorn and Whitewater should be completed

Funding functional improvements to the existing USH 12 between Elkhorn and Whitewater would be
wasteful spending and would not fully address traffic congestion and safety issues

High traffic volumes on the existing USH 12 create noise impacts to nearby properties
The freeway extension should follow the route previously mapped by WisDOT

Not implementing the long-planned freeway extension creates uncertainty for homeowners that could be
impacted by a future USH 12 project

Additional Comments Received

Additional public comments provided via email, online comment form, general comment form, court reporter,
letter, discussions with staff, and the November 6 Environmental Justice Task Force meeting are summarized
below.
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Comments from members of the public during the Environmental Justice Task Force meeting held on
November 6, 2019:

o Local academics, City of Milwaukee staff, and non-profits such as the Milwaukee Food Council can be
a resource for future regional food system planning efforts

o It is important to identify ways to avoid potential gentrification and displacement when developing
transit-oriented development (TOD)

o Milwaukee Public Schools may have recently restored free driver’s education, which could be a factor
in addressing reckless driving

Commission staff should identify best practices for addressing reckless driving
November and December can be difficult months to attract participants to public involvement meetings

Publicly promoting and discussing plan recommendations will increase implementation of VISION
2050 and Commission staff should expand its communication efforts

Comments related to how the municipal funding structure and local budget constraints are leading to
more urban sprawl:

o Municipals budget have been negatively impacted by decreases in State and Federal funding to local
governments and by corporate tax laws that allow companies to avoid paying taxes

o As an example, the Village of Big Bend is facing a false choice between generating new revenue from
a large development that includes Walmart or laying off municipal workers and reducing municipal
services
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o The proposed Walmart development in Big Bend will result in lost local farm land and will negatively
impact small businesses; a similar Walmart store allowed in the City of New Berlin was developed on
land that had been planned to be green space

Comments related to the diversion of Lake Michigan water to Waukesha:

o Construction of the water pipeline to transport Lake Michigan water to Waukesha will disrupt New
Berlin residents for two years

o Due to urban sprawl and population growth in Waukesha County, green space is being taken for the
construction of large water tanks to support the provision of Lake Michigan water to Waukesha

Comments related to the Commission’s public outreach efforts:
o Improve VISION 2050 outreach and publicity to promote implementation of the plan’s recommendations

o Some of the questions asked of residents during this round of public involvement should be addressed
by experts, not ordinary residents who are unqualified to answer the questions

o Staff should make additional efforts to make meetings more accommodating and welcoming for
people with hearing loss

o Staff should hold more public meetings in Milwaukee
o The public should have been informed of VISION 2050 public meetings via a mailing
City of Milwaukee elected officials are trying to force their ideas on residents through VISION 2050

Extend 1-794 south to Ryan Road (STH 100) and then west to connect to 1-94 between Ryan Road and 7
Mile Road

Implement business-provided rides between stores and transit hubs

Local governments in Southeastern Wisconsin should establish smart-growth policies that restrict urban
sprawl, such as those in Germany and Portland, Oregon, which have resulted in livable, economically
sustainable areas

More highway funding should be spent outside of the Milwaukee area
Need a regional approach to providing transit service to/from new jobs in Kenosha County near 1-94
SEWRPC should have more control over plan implementation

Southeastern Wisconsin should capitalize on its proximity to other assets (e.g., Chicago O’Hare
International Airport, abandoned railroad corridors)

State funding for transit systems has not been keeping up with inflation and the State should allow local
governments to enact dedicated funding sources for transit

The State should be more involved in planning and implementing transit service improvements
Use lighted displays on expressways

Wheel tax being levied for transit in Milwaukee County is being paid by County residents and not by
visitors to the County

When improving roadway infrastructure, preserve the possibility for future multimodal uses of the roadway
corridor

VISION 2050 should accommodate new types of jobs (e.g., business analytics)
VISION 2050 should be open to any new ideas that would improve the transportation system

VISION 2050 should identify appropriate locations, or criteria for identifying appropriate locations, for
extractive land uses, with a goal of avoiding negative impacts to populated and environmentally sensitive
areas
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SUMMARY OF ROUND 2 COMMENTS RECEIVED

A total of 125 unique individuals participated in the second round of public involvement by attending one of
the four public meetings, attending one of the two virtual meetings, completing the online questionnaire, or
submitting comments through the Hmong American Friendship Association (HAFA) offices. Staff asked those
interested in providing comments to review summary materials and provide feedback on main topics of the
2020 Update, including land use, public transit, bicycle and pedestrian, streets and highways, TDM, TSM,
freight, and transportation funding. A summary of the comments received during the second round is presented
below. Note that the comments are from a self-selected sample of individuals and were not obtained via a
statistically significant survey method.

Land Use Comments
Numerous commenters expressed support for the land use component included the 2020 Review and Update
(13). These commenters provided the following additional comments or specific reasons for their support:

Support for increasing affordable housing (4)

Support for mixed-use development (3)

Support for preserving and/or increasing environmental corridors (3)

Important to encourage development that minimizes carbon footprint while meeting people’s needs
Support for a variety of lot sizes

Support for affordable, mixed-income housing, specifically in suburban communities

Support for developing job centers in locations that already have transit service rather than on agricultural
lands

Support for increasing housing accessible to people with disabilities.

Support for protecting land for open agricultural use, particularly as a way to increase food security and
improve air quality through carbon sequestration in nearby high-density areas

Support for providing a mix of housing types

Support for small and medium-sized residential lots near employment centers that reduce the need to
travel long distances

Support for traditional neighborhoods and small lot neighborhoods close to suburban job centers
Support for transit-oriented development
Support for walkable development

Support for green infrastructure, but need to provide adequate maintenance funding

Additional land use comments included:

32

A regional water trail plan should be prepared, which could be further detailed and refined by county
and local governments.

Response: SEWRPC has undertaken water trail planning as part of park and open space plans and for
the Fox River. Expanding these efforts could be considered if requested by county and local governments
in the Region.

Concern that higher-density development is associated with segregation and negative outcomes, such as
low educational attainment, low income levels, low wealth accumulation through homeownership, low
quality of life, and high crime.

Response: Numerous analyses conducted in conjunction with VISION 2050 have shown concentrations
of people of color and low-income populations in the Region as well as significant disparities between
minority populations and non-minority populations, particularly in educational attainment, income, and
poverty rate. The equity analysis of the VISION 2050 land use component found that the recommended
land use development pattern, if implemented by local governments, would allow for the development
of multifamily housing and single-family homes on smaller lots that tend to be more affordable to a
wider-range of households than single-family homes on larger lots in areas of the Region that may have
a shortage of affordable workforce housing. This would increase access to new job opportunities for
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low- and moderate-income households, which would have a positive impact on the Region’s minority
populations and low-income populations.

Consider adding a recommendation that environmental regulations in place between 1980 and 2018 be
enforced for any new development given recent reductions in environmental regulations.

Response: The VISION 2050 recommendations regarding preserving natural resources have remained
unchanged since adoption of the plan in 2016; however, the plan does recognize that implementation
of the recommendations ultimately relies on the actions of local, county, State, and Federal agencies and
units of government in conjunction with the private sector. While damage to natural resources is a concern
and inconsistent with VISION 2050 recommendations, it would be difficult to develop a recommendation
that would appropriately address the many changes that have occurred in environmental regulations
between 1980 and 2018.

Consider identifying an “agricultural zone” or similar so that prime agricultural land is preserved beyond
the year 2050.

Response: A key VISION 2050 recommendation is preserving productive agricultural land, which is
largely found in the Agricultural and Other Open Lands land use category under the recommended
VISION 2050 land use development pattern. Urban development outside of planned public sanitary
sewer service areas identified under the recommended VISION 2050 land use development pattern was
limited to existing urban development or where commitments to urban development had been made
through approved subdivisions or certified survey maps during or before the VISION 2050 planning
process. The recommended land use development pattern under VISION 2050 is also advisory in nature,
and implementation relies, in part, on the actions of local and county government. The VISION 2050
land use implementation measures recommend that local and county governments designate prime
agricultural lands for continued agricultural use in their comprehensive plans and zoning ordinances.

Consider preparing an analysis of food that could be harvested on remaining agricultural lands and the
populations it could feed to determine if we have enough land available to sustain ourselves.

Response: VISION 2050 recommends developing a regional food system (Recommendation 1.15) that
connects food producers, distributors, and consumers to ensure access to healthy food throughout
the entire Region. Developing an analysis of food that could be harvested on the Region’s remaining
agricultural lands and the populations it could feed could be a future implementation activity under this
recommendation. SEWRPC could consider conducting a similar analysis if requested by county and local
governments in the Region.

Consider scaling back development in the updated land use component given the lack of implementation
associated with Foxconn.

Response: The recommended land use development pattern was revised as part of the Second Amendment
to VISION 2050 in response to amendments to local government comprehensive plans that could
support a significant amount of new urban development in the area of the main Foxconn manufacturing
campus. As such, while there is uncertainty regarding how exactly the Foxconn campus itself will be
built, Commission staff believes the amount of development incorporated into VISION 2050 in the areas
directly and indirectly impacted by the campus remains reasonable.

Primary environmental corridors do not appear to match Racine County maps, and it is unclear what uses
are prohibited within primary environmental corridors.

Response: SEWRPC updates primary environmental corridors periodically, primarily based on updated aerial
photography. VISION 2050 recommends limiting development within primary environmental corridors to
essential transportation and utility facilities and compatible outdoor recreational uses (Recommendation
1.10). It is also recognizes that very low-density residential development could occur in upland portions
of PEC. More detailed guidelines for development considered compatible with environmental corridors
can be found in Table K.1 in Appendix K of Volume Il of VISION 2050. VISION 2050 recommends that
local and county land use policies, including comprehensive plans and land use ordinances, incorporate
this recommendation and the related guidelines. VISION 2050 also recognizes that implementation
ultimately relies on the actions of local, county, State, and Federal agencies and units of government in
conjunction with the private sector.

Support for energy infrastructure that can create electricity and reduce greenhouse gases (e.g., hydrogen
fuel cells).
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Support for stormwater treatment using biochar to filter out pollutants from soil and water.

The overall regional plan should include a sustainability component that includes resiliency and a goal of
achieving a net zero carbon and water footprint.

Response: Developing a sustainability component to the regional plan could be considered if requested
by county and local governments within the Region. However, while VISION 2050 does not include a
separate sustainability component, the plan recommendations embody sustainable land use concepts
through higher-density, mixed-use development/redevelopment in compact urban service areas. It does
make numerous recommendations that address resiliency and would help to achieve sustainability
goals, including a section within the land use component devoted to sustainable land use concepts
and development practices. The land use design guidelines further describe sustainable development
practices that local and county governments should consider.

The Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category should recognize common lot sizes in the City
of Milwaukee.

Response: The areas shown in red on Map 4.1 of the 2020 Review and Update report (Land Use
Development Pattern: VISION 2050), are in the Mixed-Use Traditional Neighborhood land use category.
Both the Mixed-Use Traditional Neighborhood and Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use categories
would accommodate lot sizes of 10,000 square feet or less. This would include the typical lot sizes found
in the City of Milwaukee.

VISION 2050 should address the types of agriculture envisioned on agricultural lands and Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operations should not be included in the envisioned types.

Response: Following best practices for all aspects of farming to preserve sensitive natural resources will
be added to the measures to protect agricultural production, scenic beauty, and cultural heritage of the
Region listed under “Recommendation 1.13: Preserve productive agricultural land” in the VISION 2050
Land Use Design Guidelines presented in Appendix K of the original VISION 2050 plan report.

VISION 2050 should recommend that county and local governments include sustainability, resiliency,
water conservation, and/or energy conservation components in their comprehensive plans to address
how they plan to reduce environmental impacts, in order to achieve a net zero carbon and water footprint
by a specific year. These components should contain specific goals and detailed metrics or performance
standards to achieve these goals.

Response: Many local governments and counties in the Region will be preparing 10-year comprehensive
plan updates in the upcoming years, which would provide an opportunity to include or enhance
sustainability goals and performance measures. Comprehensive plans can also be amended specifically
to address sustainability if local or county governments choose to do so. The VISION 2050 sustainable
land use recommendations and related design guidelines could inform these efforts.

Public Transit Comments
Numerous commenters expressed support for the public transit element included in the 2020 Review and Update
(26). These commenters provided the following additional comments or specific reasons for their support:
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Support for recommending alternatives to fixed-route buses (e.g., flexible shuttles, microtransit, and
shared vehicles) when expanding transit in certain areas (4)

A robust transit system increases the Region’s competitiveness with other metro areas (2)

Support for expanding intercity rail connections (2)

Support for extending Milwaukee Streetcar service into neighborhoods beyond downtown Milwaukee (2)
Support for improving and expanding public transit to improve access to jobs (2)

Concern that the fiscally constrained transportation system does not reflect the Region’s transit needs

Need to engage and inform elected officials regarding the importance of funding public transit
improvements, including sharing the benefits of improving public transit identified in the updated equity
analysis

Need to provide accessible transportation options for people with disabilities

Public transit services should be affordable
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Support for adding frequency to the Amtrak passenger rail service between Milwaukee and St. Paul,
Minnesota, and improving reliability by routing freight trains on sidings to allow passenger rail trains to
pass them

Support for additional transportation options for people with disabilities
Support for bus rapid transit, light rail, passenger rail, and intercity bus

Support for expanding transit options for seniors and people with disabilities to access social and
recreational activities and healthcare

Support for expanding transit service to areas outside of Milwaukee County

Support for extending the initial East-West bus rapid transit line to connect City of Milwaukee residents to
jobs in Waukesha County

Support for extending public transit service to the Village of Sussex

Support for improving public transit serving employers within the City of Milwaukee

Support for light rail transit between Waukesha and Milwaukee Counties

Support for the initial East-West bus rapid transit (BRT) line and for expanding BRT throughout the Region

Support for the Regional Transit Leadership Council’s plan to integrate the current transit system with
last-mile initiatives

Support for public transit, but only where it can be operated with minimal public funding

Suggest for pursuing partnerships with transportation network companies (e.g., Uber and Lyft) to extend
transportation options beyond areas served by fixed-route public transit services

Support for increasing the frequency of transit service

Additional public transit comments included:

Concern about the impact that providing publicly funded transit serving large corporations will have on
local businesses

Consider extending the east-west express bus route in western Kenosha County, which is currently
recommended to end in Twin Lakes, to connect to the Lake Geneva Park-Ride Lot and the recommended
commuter bus route serving that lot.

Response: As part of the 2020 Review and Update, staff is proposing to extend the recommended east-
west express bus route in western Kenosha County, which is currently recommended to end in Twin
Lakes. The extension would operate between Twin Lakes and Genoa City, providing a connection to the
recommended commuter bus route along USH 12 that serves the Lake Geneva Park-Ride Lot.

Opposition to current forms of public transit
Opposition to public transit because people want the freedom associated with individualized transportation
Provide more detailed map views of areas affected by proposed changes.

Response: In providing a high-level overview of the proposed changes to the public transit element, staff
decided to describe the minimal changes to the recommended transit service map rather than include a
map. These changes can be seen in Figure 4.2 of the preliminary draft of Chapter 4 of the 2020 Review
and Update report, which was made available for review during the second round of public involvement.
Based on this feedback, staff will try to improve the way it communicates proposed changes for future
public involvement opportunities. It is also worth noting that staff will be updating the interactive map
for the recommended transit system, available on the VISION 2050 website, following completion of the
2020 Review and Update

Support for developing multimodal transit hubs for transit, shared vehicles, and private transportation
(e.g., Goerke’s Corners Park-Ride Lot).

Response: Multimodal transit hubs, while not explicitly referred to as such in VISION 2050, are absolutely
consistent with the recommended plan. In particular, this concept is reflected in the plan recommendations
to provide additional transit and flexible transportation services to park-ride lots. Many park-ride lots
identified in VISION 2050 are in suburban or less dense areas of the Region and would be strong
candidates for multimodal transit hubs. One change proposed as part of the 2020 Review and Update
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is to make it clear that there are a number of alternatives to traditional fixed-route bus service that
could better fit the needs of certain areas, which would apply to multimodal transit hubs. Examples of
such alternatives include shuttles, microtransit, and shared-use automobiles through partnerships with
transportation network companies like Uber and Lyft.

Support for including planned extensions of the Milwaukee Streetcar in the plan and adding extensions
beyond those currently being pursued by the City of Milwaukee, rather than focusing on building a
regional commuter rail network.

Response: To clarify, while the plan does recommend commuter rail lines, the primary focus of the
substantial capital improvements recommended under the public transit element is actually on the
rapid transit lines that create a grid across much of the transit-supportive densities in the Milwaukee
metro area. However, Commission staff has worked closely with City of Milwaukee to balance the rapid
transit corridors (intended to serve trip lengths longer than 2 to 3 miles) with the corridors served by
streetcar (which serves shorter trips due to its slower travel speeds). The extensions of the Milwaukee
Streetcar (referred to as The Hop) currently planned by the City of Milwaukee are incorporated into the
recommended transit element. As the City continues to plan for extensions of The Hop to additional
neighborhoods beyond downtown Milwaukee, Commission staff will coordinate with City staff to ensure
that changes in the planned streetcar network are incorporated into the regional plan, and that the
network is integrated with the other types of transit service recommended under the VISION 2050 public
transit element.

The public transit element does not appear to significantly impact Walworth County.

Response: While the plan does not recommend substantial fixed-route public transit services in Walworth
County, largely due to the lower-density development pattern in most of the county, the plan does include
transit recommendations that would benefit Walworth County residents and businesses. Since its adoption
in 2016, the plan has recommended countywide shared-ride taxi service in Walworth County, which the
County introduced in 2017 and refers to as Wal-to-Wal DIAL-a-RIDE. The plan also recommends commuter
bus routes along IH 43 serving the City of Elkhorn, Village of East Troy, and locations in Milwaukee and
Waukesha Counties, as well as along USH 12 serving the Cities of Elkhorn and Lake Geneva, Village
of Genoa City, and locations in northern lllinois. As part of the 2020 Review and Update, staff is also
proposing to extend the recommended east-west express bus route in western Kenosha County, which is
currently recommended to end in Twin Lakes, into Genoa City to connect to the recommended commuter
bus route along USH 12.

Transit vehicles should be fueled by renewable energy sources

Try to quantify the revenue lost by businesses unable to attract or retain employees due to transportation
and/or housing costs in areas outside Milwaukee County, and compare the lost revenue to the increased
investment required to expand transit to those businesses.

Response: In discussions with employers, particularly through the Commission’s Workforce Mobility Team,
it has been clear that transportation is a major factor in attracting and retaining employees when the
workplace is located in areas with limited or no service by transit systems. In addition, high housing
costs in some areas of the Region make it difficult for lower-income residents to live near workplaces in
those communities. However, there are numerous additional factors related to employee retention and
attraction that make it very difficult to isolate the precise impact of a lack of transportation and/or high
housing costs. While this means that estimating lost revenue is problematic, it is worth noting that studies
typically show that investments in additional transit services have a high return on investment (ROI) and
that improving mobility in general can benefit the economy.

Bicycle and Pedestrian Comments

Numerous commenters expressed support for the bicycle and pedestrian element included the 2020 Review
and Update (26). These commenters provided the following additional comments or specific reasons for their
support:

Support for adding dockless scooters to the bike share recommendation (6)
Support for addressing safety concerns related to dockless scooters (6)
Support for expanding protected bicycle facilities (3)

Support for separating bicycle facilities from motorized traffic for safety reasons (3)
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Support for addressing gaps in the bicycle network (2)

Improved bicycle and pedestrian facilities make the Region more attractive to young people
Bicycling is more economical, which is desirable during economic recessions

Support for separate paths to allow bicycle commuting

Support for using complete streets concepts in roadway design

Support for increasing sidewalks

Additional bicycle and pedestrian comments included:

Concern about safety and infrastructure needs related to dockless scooters

Consider adding a north-south enhanced bicycle facility corridor along Jefferson Street in downtown
Milwaukee.

Response: VISION 2050 recommends that standard or enhanced bicycle accommodations be considered
as the existing arterial street system is resurfaced or reconstructed. Although lJefferson Street is not
considered an arterial street on the regional system, bicycle facilities are still encouraged for local streets
to further improve safety for bicyclists and increase connectivity in the bicycle network.

E-bikes could make cycling more accessible to a larger segment of the population

In Walworth County, recreational paths can only be implemented within a public or abandoned railroad
right-of-way and require property owner buy-in if they encroach on private property.

Response: The off-street path network recommended in VISION 2050 for Walworth County is consistent
with the recommendations in the Walworth County Parks and Open Space Plan in which some proposed
off-street path segments were shifted to on-street routes due to concerns by some communities. The
off-street path segments would generally be located within environmental corridors and other open
space lands and, as necessary, would be subject to negotiations with landowners to purchase land for
these paths.

Opposition to dockless scooters given potential risks
Opposition to reducing driving lanes in favor of bicycle lanes

Question about what can be done to require local development laws to be consistent with the plan,
specifically as it relates to requiring developers to provide and connect sidewalk infrastructure.

Response: As State Statutes mandate that Commission plans be advisory, the Commission is unable to
require pedestrian accommodations be constructed. However, VISION 2050 recommends that sidewalks
be provided along arterial streets and highways in areas of existing or planned urban development. Local
governments are encouraged to construct sidewalks as part of new developments and as part of street
reconstruction projects to further improve pedestrian connectivity between neighborhoods, businesses,
parks, and schools.

Support for walkable neighborhoods, but need to recognize that the livability of an area is influenced by
many factors such as crime and schools

Support for well-connected bicycle and pedestrian networks, but concern about public safety issues that
may make it difficult to walk or bike in some areas

Support for wider bike lanes and increasing bicyclist and driver education regarding safety
The Commission should provide guidance for dockless bike share and electric bicycles (e-bikes).

Response: Although VISION 2050 mostly recommends improvements to infrastructure, it recognizes the
benefits of dockless bike share and electric bicycles, or e-bikes. Dockless scooter and dockless bike share
programs can expand the geographic coverage area of standard bike share since bicycles do not need to
be returned to designated stations. These programs are also effective for short-distance trips and provide
important first-mile/last-mile connections, and may extend the reach of transit services. E-bikes provide
additional value to bike share systems by enabling riders to travel longer distances with less effort,
helping them to get to destinations faster, and reducing physical obstacles to bicycling, such as climbing
hills. These alternative modes help reduce vehicle trips and can encourage people to bike for utilitarian,
commuter, and other short distance trips. Recommendation 3.4 in Chapter 4 will be revised to include the
benefits of dockless bike share and e-bikes.
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VISION 2050 should recommend a network of bike boulevards on narrower, lower-volume roadways in
the City of Milwaukee, particularly in corridors where it is difficult to provide enhanced bicycle facilities
on a nearby arterial roadway.

Response: VISION 2050 recommends enhanced bicycle facility corridors on many arterial streets to
serve as regional connections among several communities. These corridors may include a neighborhood
greenway (“bike boulevard”) on a parallel nonarterial since the corridor includes about two blocks in either
direction of an arterial street. Constructing enhanced bicycle facilities on arterial streets outside of these
corridors are also recommended. Bike boulevards should be considered as an alternative bicycle facility
when a nearby arterial street has limited right-of-way that restricts construction of a standard or enhanced
bicycle facility. Recommendation 3.3 in Chapter 4 will be revised to reflect this implementation of bike
boulevards. Since VISION 2050 is a regional plan that recommends bicycle facilities on arterial streets
and bike boulevards are implemented on local streets, the Commission could assist local communities
with planning for local bike boulevard networks outside the context of the plan.

Streets and Highways Comments
The following comments were provided related to the updated streets and highways element included in the
2020 Review and Update:
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Support for incorporating strategies to reduce reckless driving (8)
Support for the recommendation to keep the street and highway system in a state of good repair (4)

Communities should develop curb regulations (i.e., “price the curb”) to encourage carpooling, ridesharing,
or transit use by prioritizing loading zones over on-street parking (2)

Response: Currently, VISION 2050 makes recommendations under Recommendation 6.2 that complete
street measures be implemented on arterial roadways, which includes utilizing existing parking stalls or
unused or underused curb-side space for providing safer and convenient traffic stops (including bus bulbs
and enhanced stops), to provide bicycle accommodations, to provide safer pedestrian crossings, and to
enhance adjacent mixed-use developments. As part of the update to VISION 2050, staff is proposing
to add a formal discussion describing such practices, called curbside management. The discussion will
also include additional suggested uses of the curbside areas, including flexible loading zones, space for
shared micromobility parking, electric vehicle charging, designated space for mobile businesses, and
stormwater management. In addition, it will suggest that curb regulations are means for communities to
more effectively implement curbside management. Following the completion of the VISION 2050 update,
Commission staff intends to prepare guidance on implementing complete street measures, including
providing guidance on implementing curbside management and curb regulations.

Opposition to expanding the capacity of streets and highways (2)
Provide additional emphasis on reducing road capacity in areas where there is excessive capacity (2)

Response: It is recognized under Recommendation 6.2 of VISION 2050 related to complete streets,
that reducing the number of travel lanes on multi-lane roadways that have existing and future traffic
volumes that do not require the current number of travel lanes—called road diets—is an effective way to
implement the bicycle/pedestrian recommendations of the plan and improve safety along the roadway.
Following the completion of the current plan update, Commission staff intends to review the existing and
expected future traffic volume of the multi-lane arterials of the Region, and identify those roadways that
would have volumes such that it would be appropriate to reduce the number of travel lanes. In addition,
following the completion of the VISION 2050 update, Commission staff intends to prepare guidance on
implementing complete street measures, including providing guidance on implementing road diets.

Support for more speed bumps to slow traffic on certain roadways (2)
Support for the updated streets and highways element (2)
Add a discussion about the effects of environmentally friendly automobiles, trucks, and buses

Response: Due in large part to past, current, and future Federal fuel and vehicle fuel economy standards
and improved emissions controls, transportation-related air pollutant emissions in the Region have been
declining, and are expected to continue to decline in the future. This decline is expected to continue
through the year 2050, even with the projected increase in vehicle-miles of travel under the FCTS and
VISION 2050. This impact was discussed in greater detail during the scenario planning and alternatives
evaluation process utilized to originally develop VISION 2050.
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Bright headlights on newer vehicles make it difficult to see street signs, bicyclists, and pedestrians

Concern that expanding highway capacity will increase reckless driving, make it more difficult to achieve
compact development pattern, and reduce stormwater infiltration

Consider converting Good Hope Road in Milwaukee County into a freeway so that freeways in higher-
density areas can be decommissioned and rebuilt as limited-access boulevards or landscaped parkways.
This would include IH 43 between Lincoln Avenue and Capitol Drive and IH 94 east of Hawley Road.

Response: As part of the freeway reconstruction study conducted by the Commission at the request of
WisDOT in 2003, Commission staff conducted a traffic impact analysis on three potential new northern
freeway segments to connect IH 43 and USH 45 in northern Milwaukee County/southern Ozaukee County.
The intent of this analysis was to assess whether a new northern freeway would have a significant impact
on reducing traffic volumes and congestion or increasing traffic volumes and congestion on segments
of the existing freeway system, and thereby, potentially affect the need for reconstruction and the need
to consider design, safety, and capacity addition improvements on any segment of the existing freeway
system. These three alternative alignments included one north of Good Hope Road, one north of County
Line Road, and one south of Pioneer Road. The analysis showed that with respect to traffic impacts on the
surface arterial street system, each alternative was expected to provide a significant reduction of traffic
on parallel surface arterial streets proximate to each of the alternatives, thereby reducing congestion on
certain segments of those streets, and provide a higher level of service to traffic. However, with respect
to the impact of the possible new freeway segments on the existing freeway system, the proposed new
freeway segments would not be expected to substantially modify the routing of traffic, or traffic patterns,
on the existing freeway system and the net impact on reducing or increasing freeway traffic volume
was expected to be negligible. Because the possible new freeway segments connecting IH 43 and USH
45 in northern Milwaukee County and southern Ozaukee County would have little impact on reducing
or increasing freeway traffic volume on any segment of the existing freeway system, they would also
have little impact on the traffic congestion on the existing freeway system and little impact on the need
to address existing freeway system design, safety, and congestion problems. At that time it was not
recommended that a new freeway segment be included for further consideration. Since development
patterns have not changed significantly in the Region since the conduct of the analysis this issue has not
been reexamined. Additionally, it would be expected that conversion of Good Hope Road to a freeway
would have significant impacts to the adjacent neighborhoods and communities. Since a new freeway
segment in the Good Hope Road corridor would not be expected to significantly reduce traffic volumes on
existing freeway segments, the conversion of existing freeway segments to boulevards would be expected
to increase congestion within the existing freeway corridor, and divert traffic from the corridor to adjacent
facilities, increasing congestion on those facilities and reducing safety within and adjacent to the freeway
segment through an increase of congestion-related crashes. In addition, the cost of constructing a new
freeway would likely be prohibitive, particularly given the significant funding gap for streets and highways
identified in the updated financial analysis for the 2020 Update.

Ensure that bicycle lanes are kept in a state of good repair

Ensure that roads in low-income neighborhoods are well maintained

Need better warnings at freeway exits to prevent wrong-way driving

Need to provide sufficient stormwater management along streets and highways

Opposition to the Lake Parkway (STH 794) extension between Edgerton Avenue and STH 100 in Milwaukee
County

Opposition to prioritizing streets and highways over other modes of transportation, but recognize the
need to expand highways for commuters as population growth occurs

Political will is needed to construct the USH 12 extension between Lake Geneva and Whitewater in
Walworth County

Support for expanding highway capacity to address traffic congestion on IH 43 between Milwaukee and
Grafton

Support for improving streets and highways in anticipation of more ridesharing and autonomous vehicles

Support for minimizing congestion on the Region’s freeway system
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TDM, TSM, and Freight Comments
The following comments were provided related to the updated TDM, TSM, and freight elements included in the
2020 Review and Update:
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Support for the updated TDM element (11)
Support for expanding transportation options (6)

Support for the new TDM recommendation encouraging government entities to work with private-sector
mobility providers on possible partnerships (6)

o One commenter noted that these partnerships could be particularly useful for people with disabilities
who are physically unable to walk to a bus stop

Add a recommendation that infrastructure improvements address the risk of climate catastrophes as
a result of ethanol shipments through Port Milwaukee and that the Commission’s planned study on
transportation resiliency to flooding include a discussion about whether to retreat or rebuild certain
infrastructure

Response: The Commission is currently conducting a flooding study of the arterial streets and highways
within the Region with respect to the risk of overtopping during 100- and 500-year events. This study
is the first phase of a larger effort to identify critical transportation infrastructure on the arterial street
and highway system that may need to be hardened to improve the transportation system'’s resiliency to
increased flooding potential from more frequent high-intensity rainfall events. However, even with a
changing climate, it is expected that Lake Michigan water levels will be similar to historical highs and
low into the future. While current FEMA floodplain maps do not show the Port facilities as being within
a floodplain, new FEMA mapping along the lakeshore is currently underway. Should the Port facility
be included in a floodplain the Port will need to consider how their facilities may need to be modified
to mitigate future flooding risk. The Port of Milwaukee should be as a normal operating practice be
identifying and mitigating the risk associated with hazardous shipments through the Port.

Concern about the long-term sustainability of Lyft and Uber and the sensibility of investing in them rather
than public transit

Consider equity related to park-ride lots, specifically using them to improve access to jobs in the suburbs,
and not only serving suburban drivers

Response: Providing access to jobs across the Region within a reasonable travel time, particularly for the 1
in 10 households in the Region without access to a car, is one of the primary motivators for recommending
the improvement and expansion of transit services. In relation to park-ride lots, while these lots are often
used by commuters with jobs in urban where parking is more difficult and expensive than less dense job
centers, VISION 2050 recommends a significant improvement and expansion of existing commuter bus
routes serving park-ride lots. This includes providing more frequent service, serving areas not currently
served, and providing service in both directions throughout the day. A number of the rapid transit,
commuter rail, express bus, and local transit services would also serve park-ride lots. The plan recognizes
that some suburban employment centers cannot be realistically served by fixed-route transit, and also
makes recommendations for programs providing last-mile connections to suburban job centers. In
addition, as part of the 2020 Review and Update, staff is proposing to add a recommendation encouraging
government entities to work with private-sector mobility providers to consider opportunities for partnerships
that work to advance an equitable, affordable, and efficient transportation system in the Region. Within
this new recommendation, staff will emphasize that such partnerships should address service affordability
and explore options to support public transit services by providing first-mile/last-mile connections and
supplementing regular service during off-peak times or in areas with lower-density development patterns.

Support for incorporating the recently completed State Freight Plan, which is being done as part of the
2020 Update

Support for limiting freight networks on local streets to those that serve an existing or anticipated freight
users, in a way that is least intrusive to neighborhoods and local business districts

Support for the freight element, including the recommendation to construct the Muskego Yard bypass

Support for the TDM recommendation to enhance preferential treatment for transit and high-occupancy
vehicles (HOV) through HOV bypass and transit-only lanes as a method to both reward and encourage
carpooling and using public transit
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Support for the TDM recommendation that personal vehicle travel be priced at its true cost

Support for the TDM recommendations that have the potential to reduce vehicle-miles of travel (VMT)

Support for using cameras and sensors for traffic enforcement and creating smart parking networks

Support for using electric vehicles for last-mile transportation connections, as well as expanding electric
vehicle charging stations

Transportation Funding Comments
At the in-person public meetings and in the online questionnaire, participants were asked two questions related
to addressing the transportation funding gap identified in the updated financial analysis prepared as part of the

2020 Review and Update.

Figure 8 shows whether respondents would support providing additional funding for transportation.

Figure 8
Round 2 Feedback: Would You Support Providing
Additional Funding for Transportation?
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Figure 9 shows which revenue sources respondents indicated should be considered to provide additional funding

for transportation.
Figure 9
Round 2 Feedback: Which Revenue Sources Do You Think Should Be Considered?
100
90
Total Respondents: 27
80
70 18 (67%) 18 (67%)
60 0, 0, 0,
= 14 (52%) 14 (52%) 14 (52%)
s 13 (48%)
o 50
L
40
30
20 4 (15%)
0
Sales Tax Wheel Tax Gas Tax VMT Fee Highway Tolling Other
Increase Increase Increase Use Fee
Source: SEWRPC
The following additional comments were provided related to transportation funding and the updated financial

analysis included in the 2020 Review and Update:
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Support for increasing funding for streets and highways, but only for maintenance, safety, and complete
streets improvements (3)

Concern about how the roadway users from outside the Region or State, including freight users, are
sharing the costs of road maintenance

Response: This is an issue that many states are considering as they look for ways to fill the impending
funding shortfalls due to increased fuel efficiency. With respect to the gas tax, users from outside the
Region and State would potentially share in the costs of the transportation system when they purchase
fuel within the Region. This is one reason why the gas tax may not be completely replaced by any of the
other potential funding options discussed in VISION 2050. Tolling limited access highways would also
ensure that all users, regardless of where they live, would contribute to the costs of a roadway.

Concern about the capital and ongoing infrastructure costs associated with tolling
Concern about the potential cost to commuters if a vehicle-miles of travel (VMT) fee is implemented

Concern that funding transportation investments supports large corporations, especially oil companies,
which contributes to the climate crisis and negatively impacts small businesses

Important to demonstrate the benefits associated with providing additional funding for transportation
In addition to funding, shared-ride taxi services depend on volunteer drivers, and more drivers are needed

Need to provide additional funding for public transit to benefit low-income residents, seniors, and people
with disabilities

Open to considering tolling, but it is not the most desirable revenue source
Opposition to borrowing money (bonding) to finance transportation expenses

Opposition to gas and wheel taxes because they are not charged according to vehicle weight, time, and
miles traveled, which is how costs are incurred
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* Opposition to increasing funding for public transit because ride sharing and autonomous vehicles are the
future of transportation

* Opposition to increasing funding for public transit because the demand does not support additional
investment

¢ Opposition to increasing wheel taxes (vehicle registration fees), since the wheel tax is a regressive tax that
takes a larger percent of income from low-income earners

¢ Opposition to a vehicle-miles of travel (VMT) fee because it disadvantages individuals who live in rural
parts of the Region and State

* Stronger language should be used to describe the need for new funding sources to support transit

Response: The updated financial analysis for the 2020 Review and Update clearly shows the consequences
of not providing additional funding for public transit, including an expected decline in transit service levels
of about 35 percent. The VISION 2050 public transit element also clearly identifies the expected benefits
of improving and expanding public transit, which is why the plan recommends more than a doubling
of transit service by the year 2050. Upon completion of the 2020 Review and Update, Commission
staff intends to prepare a summary document that will describe the updated VISION 2050 and fiscally
constrained transportation system (FCTS), including identifying the importance of implementing the transit
recommendations, the level of public support for implementing the transit recommendations expressed as
part of the 2020 Update, and the consequences of not implementing these recommendations. In addition,
staff intends to prepare a second edition of Volume Il of the VISION 2050 plan report—which presents
the recommendations of VISION 2050—to reflect the updated VISION 2050 plan and other analyses
conducted as part of the 2020 Update, including the equity analysis. Also as part of the second edition of
Volume lll, staff intends to strengthen the reasons for implementing the transit recommendations given
the continued decline in transit.

* Support for additional funding to improve road maintenance

¢ Support for directing funding at environmentally sound solutions that contribute to an improved approach
to meeting human and natural resource needs

* Support for fees based on usage, not fixed costs that disproportionately impact non-users

* Support for implementing a highway use fee because it is a more progressive tax

¢ Support for increasing funding for public transit

¢ Support for increasing funding for transportation through an equitable and sustainable revenue source
e Support for increasing the sales tax, particularly on higher-priced items

* Support for increasing the sales tax because it is the most straightforward and is partially paid by visitors,
but it has been politically difficult to implement it

¢ Support for increasing transportation funding for local governments

* Support for re-allocating funding for street and highway expansion projects to support improving and
expanding public transit

* Support for user fees to fund transportation, but need to consider who will be impacted most

Additional Comments
The following additional comments were provided during the second round of public involvement for the 2020
Review and Update:

* Appreciation for the opportunities to attend virtual public meetings and provide input online (6)

* A group of five commenters expressed concerns regarding racial and environmental justice and made the
following comments related to VISION 2050 and its implementation:

o The commenters expressed support for implementing the expansion and improvement of transit
service recommended in the updated VISION 2050. However, given the continued decline in transit
service and minimal expansion and improvement of transit, they expressed the need for Commission
staff to raise more awareness to the public and public officials of the importance of expanding public
transit and the negative and potentially discriminatory consequences of continuing transit decline.
Particularly, they expressed the need for SEWRPC to highlight the broad public support for improving
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and expanding public transit identified during the development of VISION 2050, and to highlight
the importance of expanding public transit for the economic health of the Region, for the health and
quality of life of its population, and for beginning to mitigate the ongoing impacts of decades of
discrimination and segregation.

Response: The 2020 Review and Update of VISION 2050 continues to recommend more than doubling
transit service In the Region by the year 2050, through the implementation of higher-quality transit
services and improving local transit service. However, the financial analysis conducted for the plan
update found that the current and expected transportation revenues would result in a 35 percent
reduction in public transit service and minimal implementation of transit expansion and improvement.
Commission staff presented this information—along with the consequences of not implementing the
transit recommendations of VISION 2050—to the public as part of the public outreach conducted for
the plan update and to the local, State, and Federal officials that are members of the Commission’s
Advisory Committees on Regional Land Use Planning and Regional Transportation Planning.

As part of the 2020 Review and Update, Commission staff will be preparing a summary document that
will describe the updated VISION 2050 and fiscally constrained transportation system (FCTS), including
identifying the importance of implementing the transit recommendations, the level of public support
for implementing the transit recommendations expressed as part of the update, and the consequences
of not implementing these recommendations. In addition, staff will be preparing a second edition of
Volume lll of the VISION 2050 plan report—which presents the recommendations of VISION 2050—to
reflect the updated VISION 2050 plan and other analyses conducted as part of the update, including
the equity analysis. In the section of Volume Il that presents the transit recommendations, reasons for
including the extensive improvement to transit services in the plan and pursuing its implementation
are outlined. These reasons include providing increased accessibility to jobs and other activities, which
would be particularly beneficial for individuals without access to a car. As part of the second edition
of Volume lll, staff intends to update this section to reflect current data identified as part of the
plan update, and to strengthen the reasons for implementing the transit recommendations given the
continued decline in transit.

Based on comments received during the first round of public involvement for the plan update, staff
also intends to provide information on how the VISION 2050 recommendations achieve the plan
objectives under four important themes established during the development of the original plan—
Healthy Communities (which includes public health and environmental sustainability), Equitable
Access, Costs and Financial Sustainability, and Mobility. The 2020 Review and Update report and its
summary document, along with the second edition of Volume Il of the VISION 2050 plan report, will
be sent to each of the local governments of the Region and to the relevant Federal and State agencies,
along with being made available on the Commission’s website.

In addition, staff intends to continue to reach out to the public and to local officials through future
public involvement activities and meetings with local officials, including meetings of the Commission’s
advisory committees. As an example, staff has expressed the importance of utilizing a portion of FHWA
highway funding for eligible transit projects with the Commission’s various Advisory Committees on
Transportation Planning and Programming (TIP Committees) for the Region’s five urbanized areas. This
has resulted in the Commission, working with those committees, along with WisDOT and WDNR staffs,
to allocate over half of available FHWA Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program
(CMAQ) funds for transit capital and operating projects, such as bus replacement and the initial
operating costs for improved or expanded services in Milwaukee County and the City of Kenosha. In
addition, Commission staff has worked with the Milwaukee TIP Committee in utilizing a portion of the
available FHWA Surface Transportation Block Grant Program — Milwaukee Urbanized Area (STP-M)
funds for bus replacement projects.

The commenters expressed support for the conclusions of the equity analysis completed for the
2020 Review and Update related to people of color and people with lower incomes in the Region
benefiting from the transit recommendations of the updated plan and that those populations would
likely experience disparate negative impacts should funding not become available to implement those
recommendations. However, they had the following suggestions related to the equity analysis: a)
analyze the adverse effects of a transit funding gap on people of color, people with lower incomes,
and people with disabilities in the context of the transportation system as a whole (highway and transit
elements together), b) account for the fact that a higher proportion of people of color, low-income

RECORD OF COMMENTS: 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE OF VISION 2050



residents, and people with disabilities are unemployed when analyzing the benefits of highway
construction and expansion, and c) consider the extent to which highway and other roadway expansion
projects have had and/or are likely to have a cumulative adverse effect on people of color, people with
lower incomes, and people with disabilities.

Response: The equity analysis for the plan update provides a system-level analysis of the impacts—both
costs and benefits—of implementing the highway and transit recommendations of the updated VISION
2050 and FCTS—with the latter showing the effects of the continued decline of transit service and
minimal expansion and improvement of transit on the people of color, people with lower incomes, and
people with disabilities of the Region. As the highway and transit systems are functionally different, the
analyses of the two systems are conducted separately. However, when the two systems were evaluated
by the same criteria (such as accessibility to jobs and other activity centers), the same methodologies
were utilized to evaluate the two systems. This allowed for an easy comparison between the effects
of the transit and highway systems under each scenario (the updated VISION 2050 and the updated
FCTS).

A summary of the comparison of the accessibility for transit and driving is provided in the equity
analysis under both the updated VISION 2050 and FCTS. Upon reviewing the summary, Commission
staff determined that the text describing the comparison under the FCTS should be made clearer for
the final 2020 Review and Update report. As such, staff has proposed to revise this text to indicate
that while the highway element would result in about the same accessibility to jobs and other activities
for all residents of the Region that have access to an automobile, the expected declines in transit,
along with the minimal expected expansion and improvement of transit, under the updated FCTS
are expected to generally result in small to significant declines in the accessibility to jobs and other
activities—depending on the activity—for residents utilizing transit. Further, the impact of any decline
in accessibility would likely be greater on minority populations and low-income populations, as those
populations are more likely to not have access to an automobile.

With respect to the second request regarding the evaluation of highways, the equity analysis recognizes
that while people of color and people with lower incomes have higher percentages of unemployment,
of zero-automobile households, and of public transit use (relative to the other modes of travel) than
the rest of the population, the automobile is still the dominant mode of travel for the Region’s minority
population and low-income population. For example, the 2017 National Household Travel Survey
(NHTS) found that 76 percent of the Region’s minority residents make all trips—including for work,
shopping, schooling, social/recreational, and other purposes—by automobile, compared to 86 percent
of the non-minority population. Similarly, the 2014-2018 U.S. Census American Community Survey
(ACS) data show that in Milwaukee County about 70 percent of travel by low-income populations to
and from work is by automobile, compared to 89 percent for populations of higher income. Thus, while
typically at a lower proportion than the remaining residents, the people of color and people with lower
incomes that have access to, and utilize the, automobile for their trips would benefit from improvements
to the highway system through less congestion, increased safety, and increased accessibility.

With respect to the third request related to evaluating cumulative effects, the equity analysis included
estimating the cumulative effects on people of color and people with lower incomes in the Region
under the updated VISION 2050 and FCTS for criteria related to accessibility, availability of transit
service (both extents and quality), highway expansion impacts and benefits, and air-quality impacts.
Following the completion of the 2020 Review and Update, Commission staff intends to work with the
Commission’s Environmental Justice Task Force to review the equity analysis for potential changes
for the next update of VISION 2050 in 2024. As part of that review, consideration would be given to
whether the current criteria utilized are appropriate as is, should be expanded or improved, or should
not be utilized further. In addition, the review would include consideration of new criteria to be added
to the equity analysis, including criteria related to housing/transportation costs and economic effects.

The commenters suggested that it should be made clear that not providing enough funding to improve
and expand transit, especially while expanding highway capacity, has a potentially discriminatory
effect and that transit expansion needs to occur simultaneously with highway projects.

Response: The updated equity analysis concluded that the reduction of accessibility to jobs and
other activity centers under the FCTS would particularly impact people of color, people with lower
incomes, and people with disabilities, who utilize public transit at a rate proportionally higher than
other population groups. The analysis further concluded that, should the amount of available and
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reasonably expected funding for transit continue as estimated under the FCTS, a disparate impact
on the Region’s people of color, people with lower incomes, and people with disabilities is likely to
occur. Given current limitations at the State level on local government revenue generation and on
WisDOT'’s ability to allocate funds between different programs, the ability for the Region to avoid such
a disparate impact is dependent on the State Legislature and Governor providing additional State
funding for transit services, or allowing local units of government and transit operators to generate
such funds on their own. This conclusion is also summarized in Chapter 4 of the 2020 Review and
Update report and will be included in the summary document for the plan update.

o The commenters suggested that Commission staff reaffirm the obligation of the State of Wisconsin and
other recipients of Federal funding to mitigate adverse effects on people of color, people with lower
incomes, and people with disabilities, and that mitigating measures should include improving and
expanding public transit and giving higher priority to plans, projects, and services that directly benefit
people of color, people with lower incomes, and people with disabilities.

Response: With respect to the 2020 Review and Update, the equity analysis states that avoiding the
disparate impacts on the Region’s minority populations, lower-income residents, and people with
disabilities that would be expected under the FCTS is dependent on action by the State Legislature
and Governor. Such action would negate the need for any sort of mitigation, as the disparate impacts
would have been avoided.

With respect to individual projects, any potential impact—positive or negative—to people of color
and lower-income residents needs to be identified during preliminary engineering for any project
utilizing Federal funding. Should negative impacts be identified, implementing agencies are required
to consider alternatives to avoid those impacts or to mitigate the impacts if they are unavoidable.
Commission staff is often asked to serve on technical advisory committees or are asked to comment
directly during preliminary engineering of larger highway projects, especially those where capacity
expansion is being considered. Should mitigation of impacts be found to be necessary as part of those
projects, Commission staff would work with implementing agencies to identify necessary mitigation
measures—particularly should it relate to mitigation via plan implementation. As an example, long-
term transit improvements could be identified as a mitigation strategy for freeway projects in urban
areas.

o Ensure that offsetting benefits are included in VISION 2050 to counter the long-standing, racially
disparate, and adverse effects that these communities have suffered.

Response: Implementing the transit improvement and expansion recommendations of VISION 2050
is expected to result in a more than doubling of current service levels, well beyond the service levels
of 2010. As indicated in the updated equity analysis, implementing those recommendations would
greatly benefit the people of color and lower-income residents of the Region. However, as previously
indicated, implementing the transit recommendations is dependent on action by the State Legislature
and Governor to either make more transit funding available or permit local units of government and
transit operators to generate funds on their own.

Engage more stakeholder groups in the process (e.g., corporate leaders, small businesses, faith
organizations, K-12 schools, universities, county organizations) (2)

Response: During the original VISION 2020 planning process, Commission staff conducted extensive
public outreach over a three-year period. The process was guided by the Commission’s Regional Land
Use and Transportation Planning Advisory Committees (comprised of local and county government
representatives from throughout the Region, as well as representatives from relevant Federal and State
agencies), and involved working with its Environmental Justice Task Force, eight community partner
organizations, and nine task forces on specific topics. Through this process, staff engaged many of the
stakeholder groups included in this comment and continues to work regularly with many of them as it
relates to plan implementation and obtaining input on changes to the plan. Staff is always willing to discuss
the plan with any interested group and has given numerous presentations to a wide range of different
groups since the plan was originally completed, including regular presentations to students at multiple
local universities. In addition, the Commission’s Public Involvement and Outreach (PIO) Division engages
additional stakeholders, community-based organizations, and members of the public throughout the
year. PIO maintains an expanding list of over 100 target organizations that serve as a formal distribution
network for information about Commission planning activities. These organizations serve low-income
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areas; areas predominantly consisting of communities of color and targeted ethnicities; people with
disabilities; women'’s groups; veterans; seniors; and/or communities or neighborhoods where issues
related to employment, transportation, land use, economic development, housing, and environmental
deterioration relate directly to the Commission’s planning efforts. Staff will continue to explore expanding
its stakeholder engagement and is always open to specific ideas and opportunities to help facilitate
implementation of the plan.

A detailed study is needed on the effectiveness of the investment in the Foxconn manufacturing campus
to better understand the economic impacts, other outcomes, and what makes an area attractive beyond
the presence of jobs

Response: While the second amendment of VISION 2050 incorporated land use changes and
transportation improvements related to the Foxconn campus in Racine County, the plan does not take a
position regarding the investment made to bring Foxconn to Wisconsin. A detailed study of effectiveness
of that investment could be conducted separate from VISION 2050 if requested by the affected local and
county governments. Commission staff could potentially assist the appropriate agency if a separate study
is conducted.

Broaden the approach for the plan to look at the built environment and the systems it supports from a
public health perspective, and respond to community concerns such as living wage jobs, access to fresh
food, public safety, affordable housing, quality education, climate resiliency, and equity

Response: VISION 2050 recommendations were developed to address a series of plan objectives that fall
under four important themes: Healthy Communities (which includes both public health- and environmental
sustainability-related objectives), Equitable Access, Costs and Financial Sustainability, and Mobility. Based
on comments such as this one, and feedback received from elected officials, local government staff, and
other stakeholders since VISION 2050 was adopted in 2016, staff will be providing more emphasis on
the four themes and their underlying objectives within the recommended plan. Specifically, feedback
such as this comment has identified a need to improve the understanding of how the recommended
plan addresses objectives related to public health, equity, and environmental resilience. Objectives under
these topics are addressed throughout plan recommendations under various elements, but are not always
clearly identified as such. Feedback garnered through an interactive public participation activity during
the first round of public involvement for this effort helped further identify priorities and answer questions
related to these three specific topics. To respond to this feedback and enhance the awareness of the
four themes in the recommended plan, staff will incorporate more information about the plan objectives
into the recommended plan, which will be presented in Chapter 1 of the Second Edition of Volume llI
of the VISION 2050 plan report, to be prepared following completion of the 2020 Review and Update.
In addition to VISION 2050, other elements of the regional plan also address concerns related to the
environment and affordable housing.

Concern about the uncertainty related to using 2050 as the planning horizon. Suggest reviewing the plan
every 3 to 5 years to keep the plan current

Response: While Commission staff recognizes the degree of uncertainty related to planning three decades
into the future, federal regulations for preparing a regional transportation plan require the long-range
plan to have a minimum 20-year planning horizon. The regulations also require the plan to be reviewed
and updated every four years, which staff is fulfilling through the 2020 Review and Update and will fulfill
again in future updates. The next update will occur in 2024.

Consider the impacts of any recommended changes on county and municipal services
Need to consider how to include pandemics in planning for transportation.

Response: At the time of this response, it is clear that the COVID-19 pandemic is resulting in a decline in
travel and an impact to the economy; however, it is too soon to understand how commuting patterns, the
economy, and other activities of daily life may change in the medium- and long-term. Commission staff will
continue to monitor the impacts that this pandemic may have on the plan in this regard, discuss changes
that may be needed as a result of potential long-term impacts, and be available to assist communities in
their response as needed.

Provide data on seniors and include them in the equity analysis

Response: In terms of travel patterns for seniors, staff completed a separate analysis during the initial
development of VISION 2050, which looked at some more aggregate travel habits by generational
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cohort. Specifically, Table 5.14 of Volume |, Chapter 5 (page 278) of the VISION 2050 plan report shows
the modal share by generation from the Commission’s 2011 and 2001 regional travel inventory, which
indicates that a significant proportion of the population age 67 or older travel by automobile and less than
1 percent travel by transit. However, the plan recognizes that the existing transportation system may not
meet the needs of the growing population of seniors who may be unable or prefer not to drive and many
plan recommendations would benefit seniors and support their ability to age in place, including more
walkable development where residents would live in proximity to many of their daily needs and significant
improvements to various types of transit services. The plan recognizes that one of the consequences of
not addressing the identified gap in funding for the recommended transit system is a reduced ability for
the Region’s residents to age in place as their ability to drive declines.

With respect to the VISION 2050 equity analysis, minority populations and families living in poverty are
specifically included in the analysis to comply with Federal requirements. In addition, people with disabilities
and families living in twice the poverty level—other transit-dependent populations—were included in the
analyses conducted related to transit. Following the completion of the 2020 Update, Commission staff
intend to continue to monitor the travel habits and patterns of the Region’s senior populations, and to
work with the Commission’s Environmental Justice Task Force to determine whether and how analyses
related to seniors would be incorporated into the equity analysis of future updates to VISION 2050.

Support for the updated plan and increasing efforts to implement the plan’s recommendations
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WAUKESHA COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS — DECEMBER 3, 2019

Figure A.1 .
Comments Submitted via Worksheet Distributed at the Nine Public and Partner Meetings
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE —

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Redeorn, Focummg o O Futuee

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Single-Family

J Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

J Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

Qg llec Iafc are bettar,
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be consjdered?

= Pays w0 Taxes, FEN-EX vays wo Fuxes. b-jﬁrf_—ﬁ ART
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4. Have your tronsportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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WAUKESHA COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 3, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like fo see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

%Pm%eded or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
0O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe) )
% qgh'z dunes |leregqse ’[I*\? duality 91[ ] n-{E ﬁﬂfl Enhuafe
P\'ﬂ'-{l]'i.r'l"f n;q!uu ‘ [

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these goncerns? .
e%kT‘Q'-?. dnos .':’Qﬂif'af't'ﬁt ir’ﬂm +he 5{“9"“1'_5 A4 1n
ReJlor, Colorgdp” |

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
moi;g of in the Region to gddress these concerns?

Fer bods Sqak® WO wore 4.};1 _{FJLMI ’lmif INLFRASES

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvementsZ If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? : .

?;1‘. \pudireh t {Cwﬂﬂrﬂtfrﬂn_& }ww. il (X F:[{ﬂ. N ‘Hﬁﬁ
ufj Tey  As neJder hefore. Fajv FaxaFin i« FThe W Ansu/or

1 8 LJM‘{I;.H_?T_. _{lﬂguli Lime ‘E‘FPM Thim -

¥

Name: !ﬁm BV\ h i n : Date: ) =4 = 9/2 0 !9
Address: § 1 f . |‘(ﬂ*‘fhlr’lﬂ? Pr. Email: 5 E}\L}l’v.ﬂq“g L/;{h[;‘."..{,.fm
Muw fBorln, £315) '

How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail O Website JFlyer/postcard ﬂﬁhd in Newspaper
ONewspaper Arficle Radio or V. OJWord of Mouth U Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

5
VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE &

| @ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Rlegewy, Focusirsg on O Futine

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Q/SEngIe-Fumily

& Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
D/r&:Itifnmiiy

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of 4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a ?ood‘ idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being devel ped on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think, should be considered?
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If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs? :
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?#
(check all that apply)

ﬂoteded or buffered bike lanes

idewalks

(- Curb romps or other accessibility improvements

O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you hove? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail UWebsite Flyer/postcard UJAd in Newspaper
O MNewspaper Article Radio or TV L Word of Mouth Ell‘éher (please specify) ‘SQPH.I: A

oo A & Fa ot =
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Rexpion, Focusng on Our Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

H Single-Family (AFFGJ-:U«[:* LJ_S

d Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Ys-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

s . Blcars PRIFIT P9t Boise + CABNR. JUELT/ce = il
SR Mo RECSDINGT AR AFEIEPARCE Wogits

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Yos . Shirs THE At TAx (0 URBA ARGA &

4. Have your fransportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

W
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

“d” Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
" Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

& Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region fo address these concerns?
BIKE  PaATIAL SROLINC NTleEaeT

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
| Cle =F & CAUS Tpoou4NS IRAILL BE AW B0 WV
Al AT PLAk TRAFEIC T IMET

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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Name: T im W IBOEC Date: i,"r_/.‘ﬂ /I A\
Address: (LS etao A1NE Email: —+ :
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How did you learn about this meeting? HEmail OWebsite O Flyer/postcard JAd in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article QO Radio or TV dWord of Mouth O Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

!

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE =

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Cine R, Foousrky on O Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like o see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

- Single-Family
W Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
Comumen AN %Ccmmmbum$ 151

O Other (plegse describe
noad <0 M) 440

v

b

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vs-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is

a good idea? Why do you think mpst single-family homes are bei eveloped o er lots?
KA e =y Ty
PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public

funding for transit? If so, are there | amcufur revenue gources you think should be considered?
i ol | -
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options wnufd you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? p\ d
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region2
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

0 Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please ﬁscnhm g&.}_b G;E‘jhﬂ o mﬁ E : Q i :
GROT 0 AR5 e [ ) v

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to

see more of in the Regiop to address these concerns? -
. a

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see

R ISR VR duges bl

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you

think should be considered?
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How did you learn about this meeting? UEmail JWebsite JFlyer/postcard %{i in Newspaper
ih‘l:wspuper Article QRadio or TV. OWord of Mouth U Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Crwe Regeon, Focusng on Oue Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family

O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

0 Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-fomily homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good n::hau? Why du you ihrnk&mosf single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

’f 1 | h i.
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
fundm 'F(JE transit? If so, are there pnrhculur revenue sources y-::-u 1h1nk should be considered?

{ W A g ddi pobhbe fondive G Aron

[ |

4. Haove your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs?
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
{check all that apply)

»Ef Protected or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
1 Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
~& Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use poths
O Other (please describe) .
Mok flashing A ke [0ed AT 104, $I 1~"--‘,'\» WAIRE. 4700 (8 rross e ol Aotds

" (homPit Fleciivg o ned by fla 35 g &t mnnd )

. Whaot bicycle- and/or pedestrian-reloted safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
\ see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

o

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

:f"' e i -:,-lil ':.-J: "B k?‘l-.l'\ -"l i A f I a5 Lo H": '_'JI L IJ r dar, !

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
ond identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Date: ;'kl}'(? f | o1
[ []
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? LEmail O Website OFlyer/postcard [ Ad in Newspaper
OMewspaper Article ORadio or TV Word of Mouth U Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE (¥

| @ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Rexpory, Focumrng on Ol Fotoee

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

ﬁ Single-Family

O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of s-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighberhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most sirigle-fumily homes are being developed on larger lots?

Mote. gCopot™a  \Odern (50 ST oo T Mt
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system ond
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

K
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)
- Ohanil prexctediay!  TTRAR MY
0 Protected or buffered bike lanes T e ‘L 1 k- cacwanes vk
O Sidewalks e X Edls e \ \
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements Mo ) N jas '
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6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? .
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? ;
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
1hinlishou!d be considered l o g
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Mame: Date: |/ ||{3)’ !rﬂ
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? UEmail OWebsite Flyer/postcard JAd in Newspaper
U Newspaper Article URadio or TV. O Word of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE @

_ 9 Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

e Regery, Focvmng o O Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

0 Single-Family
U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

a Diher (please describe)

il U pvs mdome MM? Tk ﬁ4ﬂ¢%

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of "i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood lond use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 hu&? been on larger lotéf Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is

a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
A-lead No- Poople lle spgoe- ifoid foneide
{5 - %_?&A_ud,d‘:',l-f rfl.-t’ﬂ:ﬂﬂr- Oreds T ;Y?-:.-d -'ifll.t"-d"l..-l.fr.ﬁﬁ’t'_.r v
PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding/Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit?f so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

‘l.,? — {:?L"u__-
&L Ftend cal 2
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

‘-Mcfﬁmw = ¢'~§Lbef¢1&§ 'r’i;uby f/jq.--:‘vfé Ef’ﬂ AJ--';?:”,ML

(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

0 Protected or buffered bike lanes

& Sidewalks

0 Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

d Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS
1 ]

7. What types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

£t Mot Y A B A i ) AN A -*J.-/‘/f = AL L s Ny
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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MName: g / ? ; & :.i P "/r ) Date: 4 /;’.r’{ §
Address: (/353 SYLS: \ifen Joer Ve Be Email: _KSchwy o bhiee @nu# Ll

IJL/IH M._A{(;,.{’lm_, 4.‘:.'/; s 53 er

How did you learn about this meeting? @Email Website Flyer/postcard U Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article URadio or TV. U Word of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE (>

e Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Chres Reguory, Foousrg ot Qe St

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
{check all that apply)

O Single-Family

d Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
d Multifamily

U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of -acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a goad\ idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

f\ \ [ :! 24 bz T 1
" ] D J 1
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

- ™ T

0 P TR

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs? )

Il | _n"""f |'I|II'J | v [ A Wy lE LR ,.f"J:. ! Ty

(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What fypes of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

H Protected or buffered bike lanes

Bl Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
‘i Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

& Multi-use paths

O Other [please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
Pl EESHA ( JE Hicheayt ave Foo DaNGELnJS g’; emne A4 | kg
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

.I'";'IE'I' j‘I'J ‘f’- r "lf,":-'-l f-,_.'.,"'- N A ¢ ‘-_""{‘ Ny i A > _f --'i Y. _II_ § A ;r" Il r!'ll':'-'- e
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

lrd j g ! N EF / ;‘rl'l'\ X<
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MName: f Al Copel- £ Date: /£ /-,
- ¥ ¥ = Y b . Iy ) F |
Address: A ‘i,",q-_ Qb 7% Frotttdens /W Email: __Js¢. gl /f, (= Gnear /. (37

35

How did you learn about this meeting? WEmail UWebsite J Flyer/postcard ﬁm:l in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article URadio or V. OWord of Mouth U Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

| g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Reguow, Focusing o Our Futune

LAND USE

1.

What types of housing development would you like o see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family

U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O multifamily

U Other (please describe)

The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3.

70

VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?

If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs?
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

g)’.lniecied or buffered bike lanes
Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

% S e wo\E S LU= Ch2a V3 AL Yo |
'-—..1' [ WAy 3\ I'ﬁ\ WA \a ) (% \l, I‘\E‘ :i_l‘l'l Tl I-. Lk bty
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to aoddress these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Mame: '[t Ve '\f‘:l-"h "k\\; v\ Date: JZ2-5= iq
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? UEmoail OWebsite UOFlyer/postcard OAd in Newspaper
ONewspaper Article O Radio or TV. OWord of Mouth  Other (please specify) U ooy Lo o0 ob
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Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

9 Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the disploy boards.

e Revpowt, Focusarsg on Cer Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Single-Family

U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Q Multifamily

U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on kll'gel; lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered? 5
g ’ - | A rex f er=dt sl CH T e d e

i
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs?
E

(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN =

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

U Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhonced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

B8 Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

o e, ot i o o

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

2 =

8. YISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: ~_~ -~ I IVWY Y Date:
Address: : ? Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? U Email QWebsite Flyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article ORadio or TV. OWord of Mouth 0 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE -

9 Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Reguor], Focusng an O Futune
=)

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

,H;Single-Furnily
O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
CE Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a gnud idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

s j.f: e v S w-"? Faan /f" SAG l"t?/ b S Ly faaded /575 fer ‘?”/f;’”/{"
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for ir:msit.a If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

¥

L -

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?

If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

T Faan ;'-J-:' " -\LI_!‘ ! 5 JII\-GL-i {"||r FIH‘ £1 t-C-fL(_n’J-{ﬁ{_ Fog P r;_f.‘l_-;'L f{—f
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN S

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
[check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements

O Enhonced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

O Other [please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? - _ ;
rapst- STheet n The  Black. Clatto are—toratly Tevodfe wilh (o7 holec
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

lre s 47_ ) LL.'C‘,rJL-‘\"‘ ¢ Afere Se T 7/7“ / ;;-/_i L] LEALEED oL /ié'«!.:—;
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Name: é""":‘ Wil 1":';'“«1{' Date: ;"A/ ‘f_-/ ‘7
Address: _£/¢ 5 _ff A A eae Email: {ive & vicdory (__’,_, yf_/;;:?;..f},,?
Kewosha , v S30¥3

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail OWebsite QFlyer/postcard 0 Ad in Newspaper
U Newspaper Article ORadie or TV. U Word of Mouth [ Other (please specify) Lrbom [ea p

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE B

2 | @ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regeor, Fodusieg on O Flutue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

A single-Family
O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Yi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
tunding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs2
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN .

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
[check all that apply)

,ﬁ) Protected or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

| s I

Smatter puke Tanes

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

1= [ I 1l —
- TN MWfJ YOO — Wiladareal. | A0 1 2G0/Ct
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you

think should be considered?

Nome: %M%HAM owe: 2] 5] 14
Address: [(—] "{t_-/ mail: Sh !’.".?S‘ff;f’l !
NSk W 62190 J

How did you learn about this meeting? L Email OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article O Radio or V. OWord of Mouth 0 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE S

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Recpor, Fewusng on Our Flfure

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
{check all that apply)

U Single-Family

Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
W Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Yi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
@ good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

ey, Aeynge oo« LA NoXl4 —

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended tronsit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Ay A —
!

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? Ay o> .
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN c,

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements

O, Enhonced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
ulti-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: CL_LIF ) )-.M*"‘"\ Date: 'f-:-}— - p — A i
Address: 2921 -3 s Email: Lo At .43 A @ YN\E'P.

How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
ONewspaper Article O Radio or TV & Word of Mouth 0 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

e

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Flease complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regrorn, Focusing on Our Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

?ingle-Fumily

E}”O'fﬂm“?' (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

SN D \\C—f'iﬂ—-"' LoV S - MOrry Recn fed . pACri

4[“("-; WMAAT S

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified @ gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible woys to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

A

{\\1‘1 !t‘{".‘ t ‘lr_\‘ L I l-xlk'l‘l:_—‘-\. II". ) ?\' ) 1.“"1: oA ‘—‘-r'!.-'l'_" ‘IIJT:_I PR E., .J'l_rJ

Aoy X O

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

TN\ o \xa\‘f\“?'xm\h O AWASINGSE Rouw A E S

PMare s oSt Do ® —T6 o Nevk S

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

«

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O-Protected or buffered bike lanes

& Sidewalks

@ Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O-Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other |please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? s there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

SHe&TeArA o &N DAL SAEN oA TtThe L odd S
T 1

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

ll\“ﬁl'“‘k; — DL‘\‘\\‘ ':J“-I SN ‘lll-a\"-k 53 L) C asE O L Oinne |J'rl. I EA AN

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think iigoult;l_ be considered?

o ol 3 i i.l I"t R ™ o - Ay, ["n_- i U ‘.‘_ \l \ i.',llll‘ﬂ‘-. A 1 kY ]_

\ - | 1
Name: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? O Email OWebsite OFlyer/postcard QO Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article O Radio or TV @Word of Mouth [ Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.
O Regporn, Focresing on Oor Furure

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
O Other (plegase describe)
WV x e - JNP C | | (D € [

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

T M A L i j‘: & dhexoed orarr d -J-:hrf' ”-kr 7% | Lé.’-_:'{ CiL e I
fhinnle 4le Uomne/ will Y wore ol -Adabl! hi — helcue
thed pubbia. My ;G‘Jlfu L ALAL cleve hagiler glse Ay

L lougS A ' F':"-"-* H\é""'l‘:}'. | f/ ' - /
Famil4s wa b poec P71 VACY.
PUBLIC TRANSIT 7}

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

= Lo il '";ulrlfr’-‘*--r b

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region fo
I::eﬂe[ meet your needs?

I

No . Mekr tjh 19 b Lake Geneve Qcac,

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN B

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
H# Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe
uL::F{' C ttm:l o Lalee II‘M[L_L(_-{_J,'____\_ , Uore  [ernt [+
A twipddd boree,  pad dhepohn Vet landS ]

#

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
ru;m

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Ve T said Suglck
f i ]

Name: rlll.l ILL""'A'k Niesen Date: I)_,"'j ]r {
Address: 4510 174  Aue Email: ﬂa {4* Nusraidsesd (é
Koo~ WT “_} § I~ i ,\; ladai

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail Website OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
0O Newspaper Article O Radio or TV ElWord of Mouth @ Other (please specify) | )il | oo ot
o

Thank you for your feedback!
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-

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE )

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regeoey, Foousang o Oor Fotue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
& Two-family (e.qg., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
8 Multifamily

B Other (please describe)

i " L e (b
LA BT vl Lk i

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of -acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

[Tt Lo ¥aos B Jey Y

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

i3 [ & L = L ahe it i 1
ot sl d ALIF 1 e, T

bt fir pali ¥ el 0.

2
T

Perhsge The §
T Gdoed Mode g

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? :
T'r-i v = 1'*». T Tk, WL 50 " iv'i-ﬂ-' a'll“" n —fKgtive - /Y [ “h-‘-{._ o rEA

;.‘L\th*-"%\; h Ay i \

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN <

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Profected or buffered bike lanes
kKl Sidewalks
& Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
8 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
& Multi-use paths
1d Other (please describe)
Maee o'\t ge ¥y et Sacen . PPN W 2 o

L]

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
bebsy longeeny  nys At & "-.J'.I"ﬂ.-'_.‘.-. i Jh.-[:*:""."' = Slewne { --‘.x,.u. v b Ta 'r"'—'-,
anc i }I\n‘% of Ay \_II_ +loct 52 [l 181 ll\lr g itle iy Yoo d

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
& _Faed Gendl hows (Sucduce pila- .-rL}C-.'uk L€ ey Mool d w i Ase gis *'(
{06 vy g Arfyie ek l'ﬁ'-h\n.:_j " “'\-"Izi.r.l'th.'nth'- ~ M frf_}w'ir;-u'—n_}_.; Heedald

o f.. r.lk i||,..-"'\ . h-’.'-'\:. uf :.-I'\L_ ..; ' .'.'h\-* ,.Ilv'['l.ﬂs. .-,1{-#. .,-fr“.‘- - r,r'jl; L"IE..A, f'.._.-, i a’f
:'13#“.'*__ ;:.,_{'..r’r; W

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? : ,

(e peeeh ;1".'-_,'1' f Ii"'-.s:'-. € Dy SreT Aon '[ Jii tire '{, fi J': pASE e Srirwet alin #'- U:L
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Name: -_:"’h:'iw ¥\ {::_ L5 s Date: /4 /';-/'“f?
Addresﬁ: QT_}_J__ i-t'«. 5/.{-.“'{ 3-!’ Emnil- _L;l‘];’h..-_?'% J;.I: f(-'-"l - i {-"‘F:I( _
Roowe wa S S3402

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail OWebsite QFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
ONewspaper Article ORadio or TV. OWord of Mouth B Other (please specify) [/, . J'I o

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE i

9 Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Cirwe Regiort, Fooumsing arn Our Fufve

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

W Single-Family

Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily
U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is

good idea? Wh}r do you think most sin Ie family homes are being developed on larger lots?
C L.‘r’>.4—\l LS pepdecy v gpin e (d f"L‘\, -Efu_.lhaf:l T"Ut” 1_
I i

(}MM&:H* 75 N 1V < 2 2 STV 7D

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are iherfaﬁlculnr revenue sources you think should be considered?

WS, A 0 VE WML

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
I so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

heﬁ r meet your | needs?
), L 7S Iva Jﬂ-r:u A

({over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 9

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

\E{Proiec'red or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
R/Muhi-usa paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

ek [1ahdha

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related saofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
e Nannng o (nstuchmn Do Yets
IS Y 9rp) T nd (AN SARe

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? . e

L"j“' > ahut HUVCENALS SAUE.  <AXLS

Name: \it-*\“""{"{é wind -~ 1™ #"“---EL Dote: |45 =3¢ J'q..
Address: Email: _ K AAVICS 3 () rv. Ao

How did you learn about this meeting? UEmail UWebsite OFlyer/postcard Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article QO Radio or TV. OWord of Mouth  ElOther (please specify) Ly i1 (ot {'3,;-\:’:"-- ¢
jac L o e hyshd

Thank you for your feedback!

RECORD OF COMMENTS: 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE OF VISION 2050 — APPENDIX A | 87



KENOSHA COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 5, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

| g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Oine Reguor, Foousirkg o Cur Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Single-Family

& Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
{the Small Lot Traditional Meighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you 1hmk most single-family homes are being developed on Iurger lots?

VL Neyar faiitral A Volrsaeee bl aDinas s b | (e lets o [ Sl 2 ]
1 1 ¥ ",

=] AT S

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there purhr,ulur revenue sources you think should be considered?

DCEN (e

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

i G ks -
Tt Loy T R

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN | &

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

E{ Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

Lol I Y ]
T -

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

| i v AATAA o FaviETOLLe IS WAL ec ™ 1 | Puags T vy T/

e’ = 1",

i h®

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements?2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

W Ao oy RN [ ‘f.- -|_ s d 1_.L" i

Name: Miaaa e D ses— Date: |4 /D [2014
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail OWebsite 0O Flyer/postcard _I:IAd in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article ORadio or TV OWord of Mouth @ Other (please specify) Ui om0 o\

Karna % Pocuk

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

e Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Cine Region, Focousesg on Oue Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family

Q Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

& Multifamily

U Other (please describe) | S . \
| T W Yyl YL '

-~

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

L . LY ! 1l AN ¥y Y T 1 Y \ ’ 7]y g7

{

P F .
[ \ L T 4

I"Y‘i TATL " 1 LA 1A W I.#'_,'."-. i [ o 1'- ¥ L f Y el | B
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular reyenue sources you think sl:{nuld be considered?

U!I'-:- / -.I,' J l 5y | '.!I.I." al 4 AL (A ™ A 4
- ]

\ i y § & A AN s adled

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region fo
better meet your needs? | | | \

| (4 WILPCY Ty J ¥l 4
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(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN T

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

/&l Protected or buffered bike lanes

- Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

@ Other (please describe) | _
W AN g e VAN RO LGN : /
L I'x \, G\an W YR
\Y

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

—f l gl # ]
- | [ ! &

S (. & *FLIY i

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

. "
11 4 L Tal " L | L t A ! il

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? . 1

Name: Fring¥ i \ i NQNG a Date: Blis

Address: ' |y ; ,f-y,}. Olcad D) H 205 Email: LY aboa il 5L

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail QOWebsite QFlyer/postcard D Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article Radio or TV. OWord of Mouth & Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback! L
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regpicr, Foousing an Ok F

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
@ Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

A Multifamily
@ q#her (please describe)
Atforcl el Nousy \L, LE e~ b gl Wby

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on lorger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is

ood idea? Why do you think most single-family homes ure being developed on larger lots?

Vogoll 1ML 4o <pracy v o9 Wey o o el y"" b,
- \ R s 11

I LT -"lti' fohng LY £ !r‘_"'-- G- ﬁl o IJ" i L

T

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

i |

T m AR uosede (Y, Lk 't e bedeart 42 ren Y

Canl  taen, Moy LT-EL-.JL ‘-A_, ile TR J

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
I so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs2

Lich¥Tai l‘--’”“;u L Dol s

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN | 2
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Protected or buffered bike lanes

Sidewalks

Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

Other (please describe)

oCCoooog

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? .
C:J_' of -\ ol _'_:—]- L 1l ':I\ e 7 HhOY s L Ta g [OGpels oot

\ [
AN Tt = LT ) W Y 1&,._ TR

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

[\'I-\. L '-Gfk deeofe. Cicdp o RSy Yaps, by

1 L]

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements?2 If so, are there paorticular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

T ) Secevd A S

Nome: __oone 1N\ Rinal A Date: _{)-5- &1
Address: 272} [aSealle Shead Email: _\ogndes Lo (@ htihes

I?\-'. CirnQ I|J-‘-.J'_-£ FF‘-‘- 7 ‘:)._ I

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail OWebsite UFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article O Radio or TV. OWord of Mouth O Other (please specify) | 1| -

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regport, Focusng on Our Futue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
g)wc--ﬁ:lmily (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily

T e, o fonad

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of '4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-fomily homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do, you think most single-family hunz are being developed on larger lots?

] AOF P anse Lo a ;m
s Peoply (nd o Lo o~ ciees g7 ,Jc,.e‘i{
YL o) A, ey L S T2 Clente {M;% 4
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for j{:nsrtz Ifs a thara purhr.u[ur revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your neey:l 2
Vs

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN \2
5. What types of biking and walking improevements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

{Pmiecfed or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
Curb ramps or other occessibility improvements
@ Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
U Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to

se% of in the Regipn tg address these concerns?
5 D oot e/

S0 Yhat fgp Condyf” el
o bueth [fzell . [Fn AL
Ll tapen Celee, . =

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

Hlo Faodite Flctad 7] Feittili—
7, 7] Sy =

£

]

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Wﬁﬂ_‘:ﬁbﬁﬁ L&LUJ Date: [2/¢ i‘ (4

Address: ]E)\gt-f JLus et S+ _ Email: LL_}Q‘}'I(MQfﬁ‘wﬁj@]ﬁfﬂﬂ@-"\lﬁ{_m
Rapser , W $3405 ’

How did you learn about this meeting? U Email EIW;B:J{e O Flyer/postcard [ Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article ORadic or TV OWord of Mouth Other (please specify) '\.)\“u’\ﬂm

Thank you for your feedback! \’\W
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regyort, Focusng on Oure Futue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Single-Family

O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

l, WAL

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

11 .-l_ C N YR iy ._,,'z,'.ll,.{ alr |'-.'/" i AT

=

ol g U
'II:;.l"il‘”'I. - r L_.r\ { A E .ll'u L “..l'.. -”"-L.L" —
| AN o Venodivadftao 2 | vy amdle-

AAf QL K nionis Stop | Aepor v Ahvade i cgled Al

4} Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

B Vv

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN <

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lones
O Sidewalks
[J Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
Other (please describe) Qurb L dvound OF dri S Munindg
Moke_Frathe camsS 10 s [,_I[ lghits o 2 '

|
6. | What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? |Is there anything you'd like to
ee more of in the Region to address these concerns?

.-'. IM 4 ! "\'.'l'l

As0 Nxnd hroken  SlAdp (WALKS

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
I sind IJ hint by 0 Nt ANd i Acady 35

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

T " T = . 7
ik Aol i A Py Fir?s i R ATE % Ta f Y +£ L £
DL 5 ! Liad 02 riy |||'_,' 1 .4 vLAE i TATL. T ,";"-. }
) I
MName: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail Website 3Flyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article O Radio or TV PWord of Mouth O Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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v

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE '~

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regpor), Foclmrsg on Owur Fulure

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

0O Single-Family f -5
~d Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
& Multifamily

U Other (please describe)

j£ L

- ; I+ i £ L
i 2 — : " o —
- - (},
o d ok g e )

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of ':-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots: Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea?Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

2% o Ll PP S - T |

P N PR EA J = - - 2 i e 5, —

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways fo provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

1 . t ! . | O ¢

I

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN )
1=
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region#
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

" Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
‘O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-reloted safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements?2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? dEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
ONewspaper Article ORadio or TV O'Word of Mouth O Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE '~

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

e Region, Focusineg on Our Futore

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Single-Family

~“BeFerosfamily (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
o good idea? Why do you think most smgle-fnmlly homes are being developed on larger lots?

'I,"\L“* L SR A 4t 5 L £ & i |._,- i -'J-:'L-.-Ir ;I +d g a4
L] v I F
";_"J' Bl '.j' \afes 1- Vi N T f".\ g SAAS Ly LT i & "_:?. [ P | 104
{I'px- Lir |'|" ‘._I.lii e LJ et f‘r',- lee P BT .
PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gop in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
fundlng for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

S

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? " .

o b I & L D bubtic dHans VYral T (Mefva

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN [
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

%l Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
H Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

™ Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

MName: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? O Email OWebsite O Flyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
QO Newspaper Article QRadio or TV. UWord of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE \FF

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regior, Focusing on Our Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family

Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of s-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do )Inu think most si |e-ﬁ:|rn||':.f homes are being developed on larger lots?

A./ [ .-l-"' f_““uf jrlHL-f' \.--.- "_{"'f_./"-:‘_ oy s
e e e e o e
[Ag 1':{':.:-"-' A \#'&Z“CC‘!fl\.i /
PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
fundi g for }runm)(jf so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

:Lr’p’ & i'f(:in;m{ l‘ic% l‘f IV A g

! 'U‘{” LGuH THCP e (109 o fapch o CWMENLLTY
i :} — ¢\ ‘.t AL L {4 1 3\?"'..:(‘& » r.;’:_ 'ﬁ :j'irt’| ""{" ';]j’ *./r

SO Mo

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

r/?.f:'.-‘r(' ffl. 1S

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN |

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

/B’Eroiedad or buffered bike lanes
U Sidewalks
‘" Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
~ O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
‘Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

nome: _[Ng Beun e bate: [ 5~ | |
2 2 A o ; = T A P

Address: 5 (-2 5 S eA .x_j.*\_-_n;:_ Email: 22 e NN e E‘fx OR rocua, /
(it K, w 53/40 . c

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article ORadio or TV. OWord of Mouth [ Other (please specify) ([ { <= 4 {7/_;_ g hg‘
< 7

-

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regron, Focwseng on Oore Futine

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

E Single-Family

O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of "s-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family J’iomes are being developed on larger lots?

’mx_ cmall e A e g berhd S < P red he ek
[Hat Loy byrigow - [ Brich b fossts v T (Ao et pot—

| f-.;?. { ..1_}_- | 4 L L e

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 12

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

O Other [please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to

see more of in the Region to address these concerns? / _
'((} Kes 2 :Lc ot Llrr‘--'i g~ tL..--r\}I—Iu' feactS o i ¥ ok
L Jie  Vonsl lane S Vi

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
}}Jc.... L Digkre bt clria™y

i

. i

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? BEmail OWebsite UFlyer/postcard U Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article U Radio or TV. OWord of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

Q Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.
O Regeon, Foousing ont Oue Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
({check all that apply)

gﬁingla-Family

Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
E{ Multifamily

U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a gpod idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

/4 Abre (ofs Ore plt v people whn de J"l_'.!_-_{ unad 49 My~ A
Matnene.e tny Mwpe Tpapls " Laes Jodfs Hir Bl why 1]Ce
Yl ¢ AJ  OF ANt ‘*i;'.fimt!'u-'_ 2

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

ﬂ-"& Mg Difses Fle) Noy s / : '»f’f;.r}'r drt_ a3/ mei? EH fj'f’ri-?- (al ML
0r) e iwf.-{? P A3 f“i;.,;{;fr Cl Al L5517 gp s .

4

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? w ’
IMaller Dysses : l!J AL 556y ‘J‘f'lfl [ ridn WO~ / N Fr"i Pa _l"“{r"';./

P

{over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN =l

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?

?\1 all that apply)
Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements

O,Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
MMore. Vedh S

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional

public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: | I .h_f 1"If'| ,:"'\.'| 0P e Date: fi./f j_/ ,?
Address: )/‘J i /;/ 4 (47 5 ;3; e Email: Jf&/ a f// uh;_ e r—’/m? P tp [oCa
Aeus. uf' oL (L 2/ )

How did you learn about this meeting? Emoil OWebsite O Flyer/postcard U Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article [Radio or TV ord of Mouth [ Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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20

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

9 Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Cine Fegport, Focusng on Our Futive

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Single-Family

Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multitamily
U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

Ves

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Theremse in Pl blh'e J’I_‘_n‘%u--l?r“- cttatian Yo drras \whive _}n'h:.. are

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN -
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

A Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

1 Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
U Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

U Multi-use paths

U Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region o address these concerns?

f“:m(}g--%—}; ol dreao 4 woret nhe lamso

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
Teuck lanes (sewmi)

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Mame: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? UEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper

O Newspaper Article ORadio or TV. O Word of Mouth O Other (please specify) UL ¢an Loy ey

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

9 Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Oine Regpon, Foouming o Oue Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

B/Si' ngle-Family

U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily
U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
Adon't Fote\ly Aisa grel Noweysy T ok f s gqoedd
A0 heene WepaeS ool 0 lercer |ots 1o dine _Ngme,
{J- g S ""H.—L-( glaily hr'l +Z:’ g'I'*f'lr'-' f’f'-f. e ﬂ {TFC:‘{:M S M J:MJ

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sgurces you think should be considered?

A€ T A vue € P:E‘;—f'ﬁ'ir"'(' ~ TS oL ~Nvens Por S e o AP
SWenlLd e (Noyidod Loy e Pidol o <pclhh @
ﬁﬂ\;LH-’h e A YWetdsy'S tﬁ_::}_.l:p'"':.\ -, (=votory ':-:Jl\-cwp-aﬂuk—w [CE gl

J =) -

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

ND —’h’c-ﬂﬂ-ﬂr*k-cv en g eyt 0 b c*““"'r—""f’w-‘t'"'c‘(
1 L] ¥

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 2

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes
_XSidewalks
j?urb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

XA

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-reloted sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

i ’
T weldd  lile o sex mmerg Dadely, vweaSepes klcnu.mn-;,
Dl 0V oo Vetludes of% Mo Gad . freSed, Ty
e ey & Gr ¢ G oo w07 O\ i J
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you

think should be considered? _ ==
\j O i § wtvl cj; Cms (Lﬁ-f VH AL nlL-. ":j._J}:.;"C:{E =] -‘Jé; & ‘_{_ »‘..’-m‘ﬁj
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Name: %WL{’(& L\:‘"\\\‘Uﬂ’btc:a Date:
Address: _ Llis 1Bt _ B Emoil:
Kenostae (23 H3I43

How did you learn about this meeting? UEmail OWebsite QFlyer/postcard U Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article ORadio or TV. OWord of Mouth [@Other (please specify) LR K

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE ==

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Reguon, Focusag o Oure Futue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

PoETe T P S e g o Tir dabd o
L(M‘)}f ivts axe B4 s = o J*"AWJ‘"‘I{\ 1 mJu LY ¢ H TH"T
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

l\gnl Jood L ppeo b dbe ora
T ok gmulal by adas & bant o dvan feomnm VoonSia o
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(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN
.
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

A Protected or buffered bike lanes
A Sidewalks
» Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? )
S o heli apned Qry. contast 08 1o vt $HS 240,
whean Lighding 13 a ‘caf--{ﬂ.ﬂ-**t Qo0 :_See_juf /(SIS

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concams?
Vot helps 4 dodeciofion of ShorS ad. ba spfedy cpncecng
as ux’ﬂtr 05 rﬂiax' f"i’._xfﬁ‘f:.slm M{_mé. bre e S-S £ sa bl A
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

WA . T oomild s ot A bhloarel & waplic d r-rr.mﬁ'
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Name: Lz ?“jlﬂ\%(_?\”\ Date: 1.»3." '}} IQ
Address: iﬂ_a! D ,fj-:u{a]dgga_ [ ﬂ}k (0D Email: |,z , @ ]%LY\/JJ LUWEF;;‘I’YI-:JCLMEB
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How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail O Website OFlyer/postcard dAd in Newspaper
UNewspaper Article ORadio or TV. OWord of Mouth  C3Other (please specify) _| s ]’T_g,h Lo aminiC
o

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE °~

| @ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Oine Rexpory, Focussg on Chr Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

U Single-Family
O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily
O Other (please describe)
JELENDE P ,4/’;:,,@ EEL/LIENCT Js FEY W7o ""J/"f/ il
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- . _f}-—gl ; e

Lyl 5 AE = Eaa ..y’/—ff i aesr e 7 S LA L
2. The single-family homes recommend&d by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
o good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

T2
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

J ArtiEvE LriZigpe VOJ (aok LT iy et G Erd P
[ASTE £/, =8 AD D

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your naen's? _ .
- e - — - -
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(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN -2z

5. What types of biking ond walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ _Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

0 Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-reloted safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

A CETEASED GAES ind =Sl&Eiadkm H 2
gAYy T E ST /
ENCLLEM EnlT DE Lo MET [ P’

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
ENFCRLENMEAN T e LUES oF L4 - [€ LEET oy =
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified @ gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

t L=
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Nome: IAfridirsy’ TJE ALER S Date: |2/ _';/x 5
Address: 24¥2¢o 75 77 Sy Email:__jacldzerfeynbrod. com
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How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Arficle O Radio or TV. OWord of Mouth E(Other (please specify) /" <24
LEAEE

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE °

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.
O Reger], Foousig on Oour Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Q Single-Family
U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

J_Multifamily
QI Other (please describe)

I weuld ke 4o See a  rban censer Lor folks of
ik el rQnr: L,

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of "-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

N A

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways fo provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

NA

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

A

{over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ;_Ll

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
B/Mulii-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

NG

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

/A

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing edditional
public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be cqnsidered? :

")"'f?ﬁf I (J-'-’-ﬂ:t Knpyw yve -,,-w.-u.fJ I |‘,‘x e -1 g [ e oot 13-,

Name: R vien Le € Date: |2-5-19
Address: _AQols 3¥h o4 reey Email: Pey4on ]e&‘;'ﬁ'c} il com

How did you learn about this meeting? O Email OWebsite Flyer/postcard U Ad in Newspaper
ONewspaper Article ORadio or TV GWWord of Mouth 0 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE =~

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regear], Focuming o O Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

3 Single-Family

U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily \
0 Other (please describe) :

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

proye tho Bolsepvics
1

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region fo
better meet your needs?

i il e o
Al o : —

({over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 25

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

&) Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

8 Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

N !
o WA -
ATED e \ O

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Mame: Date:

Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmaoil O Website O Flyer/postcard QJAd in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article O Radio or TV OWord of Mouth [0 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation _ :
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @

by SEWRPC staff.
One Regron, Facusing on Owe Fueune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region2
(check all that apply)

E.I{)Single-anily
Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

g Multifamily )

< Other (please describe) = ~ N
LESY 'r—}fr'\f [ S ity [Jhoo /I K¢ ol
\,-JST,# Vi "t- f"z _{—”"I} 1 {'_}-")EAJ' 1) 2N

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

| S :
%«U{’;, A [ acT 7 FAad ;Lﬁ}j

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4 " i — _ ; — PSP
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

— / -~
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (|

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?

(check all that apply)
= —_ =i 2 1'|:\" : _'__qfh}
Q Protected or buffered bike lanes -, 7 jio7] ‘\\ i \ f—ﬁ/i

O Sidewalks e
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

. Other (please describe) T,
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6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything yo-}’dﬁée to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

s o RN R
1Z8Lg . MoV GCTwle IREATLE HbhdleV A/
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: fu CRop l:‘\ A (] ¢ I':J}'r"':_' }/ Date: /2 j}’(’

Address: _?-?.’L,r_:'*-? f Lo 3 Email: _—‘l,,:;l a.ate 4. 1 i_;'.'-'ﬁ!.,-—f ,
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation 2 0 a
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

O Regpon, Focuseg o Oue Fudure

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region2
(check all that apply)

4 Single-Family

4 Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is

. @ good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
h e i ?:5.*1 Us ﬁl_‘ll £ L.L[L- 'L-.bhu,-Uﬂ'-LL‘H- e Cagp O -.f".t '-LJ .-*.ﬁ MAT O -LE;EL r
] T AT &y d G I."l 'f At :'/ Hegar Hy Tiy l({f AL ALk U_(T‘FE_TJ(’

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

_."\L'- PLI T Lkii\'l, u'-""{""' ) d L{A,\,L(’L f—fki;_ I ‘n‘-'{“t"[fi'\ For ard i 1 .'-"I LA LA .-r'!'::t
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service2
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN -

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Protected or buffered bike lanes

Sidewalks

Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

Other (please describe)

cooooo

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

MName: Date:
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE visioNii

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation |
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff. premspncedimme 2

Jrwe Regwary, Foousisg o  Frauem

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

X Single-Family

B Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
d Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
I:I:I good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service2
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN =8

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Protected or buffered bike lanes

Sidewalks

Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

Other (please describe)

Oooooo

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highwoy improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Date:
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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H
2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation :
Please complete the following questions during the presentation ' @
by SEWRPC stoff.

Oine Regeor), Focussewy on Owe Futue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

E{ Single-Family

J Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Yi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (4

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

3 Protected or buffered bike lanes

i Sidewalks

% Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Q_Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

- Multi-use paths

0 Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? b
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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Name: Date: / )7/ /7
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!

RECORD OF COMMENTS: 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE OF VISION 2050 — APPENDIX A | 127



COMMUNITY CONVERSATION WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 7, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @

by SEWRPC staff.
O Rexporn Focisming o e Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

U Single-Family

Jd Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

d Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lofs. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think r;}ost single-family homes are bf{fng developed on larger lots?

j}:;}, ‘.‘:',,L' ‘;"‘E‘." ?/f.f _Il & —=J 27 ) fFl i }'{J.a". fzri-] l} { / F :‘(r"li Llif:(-;'f} R
F

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue 5F|urces youw think should be considered?

(Ophoten A | | "ﬁ 2o M >+ (lorri E [ Comnectiveg F
!'j-aﬁ_lllf{\ Ani o Tredf P PBasviine - /h e les | Tradol

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN &V

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

B/meeded or buffered bike lanes
idewalks
é;mh ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
0 Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? ,
li\r:'l'. [ Jlf".lli_" #in I-_:I'L( ('-"—"’ i fjf'”':"—'". /f-':ll /’;-"r." f"’f.f /—'?"' .{{_.— /'.l-".r’"d:(-
¥ inea rcchfess "..ﬁr':’-f-:? ’ =

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in fhe Region to address these concerns?
I,( flgtle sy drwig g

J

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

' < 14 B T B
Name: //-r_"'fi-"r‘!]hf‘fhfr H"; _ Date: KJ:.{- T /_f(}
Address: 7265 1. Sy 1 [fle< Email: s (0 flseet . orf
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @

by SEWRPC staff.

O Reguory, Fooummg on O Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

E/SinQIEAFurniiy

Q/Two-fumily (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (plecse describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN \i

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Protected or buffered bike lanes

Sidewalks

Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

Other (please describe)

ocooooo

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrion-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
meore of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified @ gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Date:

Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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Worksheet Questions for De:embef ? 2019 Communihr Cnrwersuimn
Please complete fhe follnwmg questions during the preseniuhonl ,»" Faa
hy SEWRPC staff. |. / AL
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1. What types of huusmg devalopmant would you like to see more of in the Region? [ i 733
o MY 1 -
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O Single-Family

E Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses) Lrosas

B Multifamily

& Other (please describe) T | : ) T
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2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of '/s-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on Iorger lots?
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3. VISlON 2050 prevmusf]r |danhf'red a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and T
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding fer transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you t think should be considered?

j, Wl AR Va8 O LR 2 1‘(4‘. {A G By /1:’ [ ;4.‘1- “.{Irf L Ay 4’;}/;(« -fszr-".a’ﬂrﬂ'!
f_ G Pl bgs = 3 i ,’.f.‘,:.r.f.u.-:--' “';"'" -.f-—"‘.?..‘l_-rl Zaia g e X ﬁ b _ZJ( poga, TN — U
i '-" { _l'-' SF ‘f . ol -.j'-"- ". & g-'.--,i’ g /\."JJ 12 .)Ifo-’-'/-'!r -./-.l‘l 'i 2 A1 rJ.'J = .::-..‘?;—"_'.";':\r ’_',J'- 4
:.I e 1 J'.I ; ;P.I‘" yiha gt &L }r l = 2 .. -
—— U7 J!}Hf;'. T O e T = 4 S fl,j E ‘)J-rj‘ AT T _f: .-_h- i T‘u s 7 ,_ln-wil
s ! "y = L

’ ,;-11* ...L_-_)'? ol = 7s Haky _!.,r‘, e 1)
4. Have your trunspnrrahon opnons been impacted I:n',-' recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like fo see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

""—""*:' .. "I/ Ll — Jdp *‘-r--'-.r{'.-'-‘,'rf{ -.:-f/' g S J-Ifl_ At e G
a -‘-;;:_.h 7 "h_._ ndils bt ¥ RY, wpn) i Tg_& ./._rffL 40 _,.l:l-r g by & g /“?
Sy = = b Bl m— = e F i
A TAata 1{_54—-"1'- = T B P *.—d-'.-'-';-.z;'«r_ .».}__.ﬂ" CLf s -
——— = e —_— - - - :
;I;-". Bt gl 0 g T RN “{l'- Z .1_{ Loyt Lo iy _?:-; o i s o O AP\ f L i) ]
A : F ‘ / . ; 1 L ) L
W e B PEY Rt iAo d AL o Al ) fen L A DT
- 1 t
|
- | LI/ - J > | P f; - Y =3
! - -+ Ll ) s J FOfs P& mes
{ ¥yl T r-i-_{- £ L i FAF."
LAA h o o 1 il T Te ('ﬂ"ﬂl’) L

132 | RECORD OF COMMENTS: 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE OF VISION 2050 — APPENDIX A



COMMUNITY CONVERSATION WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 7, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (72
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?

(check all that apply) 10

. Protected or buffered bike lanes - o0 ppcca? nnde o “H o gty
Sidewalks Techiting o puidaon. 2107 .

8. Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements : . P

‘B Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian slgnuls Uitdeons spmacigh Bms Fo1 deanbled b 1o

‘O Multi-use paths el gecind figral For Aend Zn fospt ./ :

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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7. What fypes of automobile-related scﬁei}r concerns do g.rou hf::».nar2 Is there un;rthlng you*d Ilka fo see
more of mihe Region to address these concerns2 .= ,,. . ../ [ Capr & SOmh |
_a_.f_"r{ '/'f-f Z j 0 B G gl S -. WP I 3 ad VT "-'/.::'I it ff X
L A f.-, . 3 o ,- ‘) * 2 3 fCcd ) i ellaran " i i § Aded .L_ ) iy
 Beas walid g piinnied Dhe o Koo ndsao =L -,.-' Lo YAl ¢ r'.-". g
TiaoR Qucpwma bl [ f8 o i foia doncer ey '
X0 " 4o st oppn A Hiad S Letns f_/ cidi T :I/p’ ff,«, :\
. r ,f f[_, / !

8. VISIDN 2050 prewously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and hlghwny system
and identified possible ways fo provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional

public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are ihere purln:ulur revenue Sources you
think shauld be cunsldered? FHALR D e Qo
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation
Please complete the following questions during the presentation ' @

by SEWRPC staff
One Regeon, Facuang on Owr Futues

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
3 Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
O Other (please describe)
S - [[' ol - . e o . ,*--'.,_-: - | Coxp 'r..u.,fl v Pt o
-"":' " ' v :"- .'..g_.- il i . -_._:L-“J-.. ‘J'J/"..- 'J

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of -acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood lond use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified o gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Fetivl ol [ronsyt  Fouadetiec

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN P

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

8 Protected or buffered bike lanes
Sidewalks
| Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
& Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
@ Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe)

i V " a : 1 [ i
il 1 ol il 1 Lol Lj i §1 g I Pk o g g T |
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6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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e ! ¥ g il g8 gt Ay A A
- -

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? -

1 J
L 4 a4 { - il ]

L i

NIy |

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highwoy improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

j_=t-l-x.j|'.-- \L.:-..‘*. bk

1

MName: I\ L o L Date:  ji/7/11]

Address: 1244 N MW H - 32l Email: mfleomf

Thank you for your feedback!
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7
2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION &
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation o~
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff

O Regvan, Focusang on Owur Futuee
LAND USE
1. What types of housing development would you like fo see more of in the Region?

(check all that apply) : )
Eality Arzrerym tdo pellf

O Single-Family 5 o2 ; A o

i LA AL Eng SLLLLA A LT

U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses) /F b j’:(;ﬁ’{ M‘ﬂg. f ol i
Multifamily v i) _,_frf_n?_ﬁf ey T F

O Other (please describe) _ Nl s ,--:'?ff‘-*’f«r‘;;/ .
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2. The single-fomily homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be"ﬁ‘lb@nf Ya-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on Jarger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your tra 5porf¢sﬂ'ic- i

n options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs » .
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

4 Protected or buffered bike lanes : ;
& sidewalks — @iy cedirndran) qrias Hae pYZe N Jle il e 2 G e s
HE Curb ramps or other ‘accessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe
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. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? B _
J twdg plrpaes o 422 g LrAivalh. pn frto b fermg [1ts24 of TELE
T 208, D0 11) 1418 N2, G0 (Irrnid e la VTP LAAD L) 7Ll BRI 245
Al tlins, 12 . Flv IAafdd 0 Vaop o had NPurind O 0P 1gc0s)
P1godts o L1adizon fp wAlE o 4490010 Dritnd 4 p)all, diin) 244 G0E
o Ut fd0an, N CAI A ALL LI RALD Wy Ih =
. —~ - — : S £ 0
Ré-.f”-"ffﬁ---"' Al @t ‘ Caetd ¥ qaw 447200 s.’.».frx.'l-{ftf.h?-:f.f»:‘.{f.cp?f& a
STREETS AND HIGHW. ‘I"SI ,-ff‘/.‘{&ﬂ'/”fc"fddf + Oha 1. Wwabt. Autrpalically?
. TGk eloc .'rdJrf/" LLeat)) : . &
7. What types of automobile-related sufety cancel‘.r/ﬁ‘ o yﬁ:u{huvei‘ IJs’ there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? - - A
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding forithe recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be:;nnsida ed? .
(s ts pleAlie Qimdimg Qlogieel Ly pro albsoiié) + et
AnoZidole el - 4o (08 Ty AAL1 A2, 2B A0 (1L D AirA0 1
ile) (RLndy AP .:{ﬁfzf‘fé:’ » AYE";
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Name: D,fk'l.r = {,, LEp Date: | 151G .
Address: $% 7 WESTLAKE DR Email: YOCAvVo@ dove @ f}mu;l .
GREENDALE WL 53129 CoOm

Thank you for your feedback!
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Cr
2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation

Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff. e Tk et i e s
LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Single-Family

Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily

0O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of s-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

[ I

/ 3 l' ! ft-:J .Ir 1"
(Ol | i =~ | HAo [ g
= I I; %dv IlrJ" lI'EII'IF‘{_ l}@
|
PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

7

7 Alet s ALY, AL ' . £ rin e

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

,Ef Protected or buffered bike lanes

@ Sidewalks
Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

o 72,40 ey
AY. ¢ 4l g2 rRE Boed N7 Lo T CiTop JAc

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

o __Dearrni])

F

el 05 € N i =

8. VISION 2050 previously identified o gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additienal
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Vi e : e Date: | . 4
Address: i & . Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation 2 0 5.
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

Chrw Reypon, Fooussrsg ort O Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
{check all that apply)

& Single-Family

d Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

i F 4

£

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

£l i ' 1 7 ) u T

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs?
7 / Ly o

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (1)

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like fo see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

" Protected or buffered bike lanes

& Sidewalks

& Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
- Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? e
A/ L =/ A ;

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

> i { e Yy

i

Name: .. 1 ! { iz, Date:
Address: | AT vl Email: !

Thank you for your feedback!
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N

2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation 20
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

Cine Reguon, Focusng on Owre Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like fo see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
g” Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily
13" Other [please describe)
.-*i e o 2L

2. The single-fomily homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of -acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good ir.#:? Why do you think mus!{inglei«t:mily homes are being developed on larger lots?

LIES M= 2 o il (X Eto>eec
s ng‘éri:"" DO (Ao

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

WES iz ace (s TAy

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transpertation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? -
L“"-ALJ:T"ET... }24&-; — O\ buer Q;Lza_.

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

E/Froiecied or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements

0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
meore of in the Region to address these concerns?

/
tect AMAaZZowiniiE o LinwT SpoeEesdy L._"(_-—-*fi-‘-'?_“'rﬁ';}
Pip TN

8. VISION 2050 previously identified o gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you

think should be considered? s
j—;;__,n.,;; =SE {‘Ti‘r{-.- ] ANL
—+ dudgasvar o Luv by op)

Name: "—‘\-7‘:7:1-_-.?-&{ E:"':‘Jh.\(_,-!'ﬁ So Date: _J F“{T/ (7

Address: oy, S, o= S— Email: l{fl\u.:—'r-*e'{l ) i‘::@_’i.l;é,huu o™
— —
{2 anite ) wr 57132

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation |
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @

by SEWRPC stoff, _
Chree Regpor, Foclmng on O Futume

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
J Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily

O Other (please describe) / < .
ACECRIDAB[E T <D/ & Mead{s«Wn (ACOmR, ~NAVI@S
by coandy e Miren) [Bud husa..

| /
2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of /:-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is

a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
fecPle LRAT 0 Do edCfusiVe Iud fclude Tlovs
Veelrich Sulpucbs
NIMBAISM

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
tunding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

C-_F':':," ~ IL—_-..-_'.} £ _ o L [ . e = r?.';_?
' Rosconal ThaUs ] AuThpv) I';f’ i

- IH!"'I [@s b Aaiun Ty

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? : -
Nogh 14 L\\Emlﬂ_i\ W '?LL\L?\,F\:*. N e A -GNR SEN I[P,

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

o,
i

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
check all that appl [ ..M (AL ¥
{ dal > CORS\ l;f\;_» N =N T’-{\ th- LL \?,nh ks L'\C_i
5 Protected or buffered bike lanes ~ ;\U :;"l\ P A5 W e~

Sidewalks
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
U Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
d Multi-use paths
U Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like fo
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
Connecl e

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?, f o >
craas AdVing — vwy stoe [1aGle  Pass on The ¢ GG T
DA 'ic-lfl'"i'i LAAA S }ﬂ:‘ 1 sake. ) A .

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? —’CAL _ ‘ .

7T NO = ~NEBED Puplic TRANSIT

Name: Date:
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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rfl 1)

2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION \
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation Y -
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

Ciner Reguon, Foousng on Our Futuee

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
J Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

Other (pleas describi} -
: Lo, Hopsc :-Illi: i‘*’\i_-'“' u’!.‘B_ [o {_'—‘L(.r\“\ .r'v:{./)lﬁr‘t_*-ﬁ.j i".'_,l(). ’-—»mq

._'.ﬂ Uy Jt)f‘"_‘;

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-fomily homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good Edeﬁ? Why go you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

ayvaller 0%, By bk ere sotlivient S for pn g rtece :m-r-?;

Hﬂupk— H;ur :-E‘.-“‘l{ul' i-,;, .ﬂ.ﬁ.‘;'f ‘g"‘ﬂ'{ w!b.f AT re e -.H\': ,I‘;- Ilr\al-:,hw‘ ,J_.q_f_
JEW\'].ELE l'\(.ti:‘.":ll'léu P\"'\’J"C m,.l N 2 x.?.hh:m.. ._n.i. { L,\. [ l!r'l.Luﬂu"* Arkdly & doa
Ul cenkty i

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there icular r; venue sources you ﬂlipJ( should be considered?

Yc"‘). A ineceste | A\ ‘B\E:Q RM Hale I‘L'-‘:n | & X

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs? : _ . S

Yos Fﬁba‘n{k‘ We> a™\ (f _Juwng ¢ ysed H\» MCT b APpdos.
L ;'*.\ Wl\f—'*/‘l(\\h -" 4 LS ul’_i': \& r}('l Liflll\'-' ¢ 4 Iu-....{(.f-‘\l I.'iu'!-' e lﬁd'—l"-lﬂ—'ﬁ qd
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 1
UL
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

% Protected or buffered bike lanes
Sidewalks
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
 Multi-use paths
Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to qlr.ldrass these concerns? il _ \
lralic,, coos Vo Dikes con Lo @ oy O (J.uu’ NNy O Ll‘[-,-c:ﬂL
r‘x-”'il {ﬁ'-l}':.-l'}'f L'-*a"\ o [u’ii?-,_. {:.u‘{f.'l!"il f.rJJ'ul.-“l‘-"'- Jif\,lti'{ rL:?.L‘ll.' Irrl'-f"‘l{ f”cjrf\\.l

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
mor 1nf in the Region to address these concerns?
ONC ™ i"L’ SA S LT PR

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? 7= - e

\{{“.H | u;.;xulaj . bnerawg A '\{ ;d.: SL&. laX

Mame: (__T{;l‘-fﬂ}{ﬁ @ |f':',L/l (‘)L il Date: [.2.} Uf’ ||L| _
Address: 7 b0 ( J LL-’f. l'ﬂt VEGN I"TJ:/{ WL Email: i"-'\'..:.lLL-'c"“:t'C \l%(. (:":.”"}M_J”"t—f'- Lo

Grentidd WTY 533220

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation :
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @

by SEWRPC stoff.

Oie Regecry, Foousing o Our Futum

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Single-Family

& Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood lond use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes _nre.bjing developed on larger lots?

'-}[—r e YTy Ol l".'l_. i La s L= i 0 X i £ “"- 1 Ll | h= — | e Yig "’-.L\. T':l"'.—
£

g o) AT Ao Ve . o % A iy \ l--A\J'-lll‘ S R PR u TR T XD
\"'II R . vz il P h—r ! L: = Gy I'lI an . \: ||‘ e LA R =

AT

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Mes

1Y

4. Hove your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?

If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs? .

|,_|| ¢ S N L) DA L\ i b I". B G € e s A8 ey | II Lx 2L _f{
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{over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN T,

3. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

3 Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
U Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

=
41— 3y o it DWW £ N '.I,u.' 5

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? l
i L R | & L L . |. - :' F Lhd b Wi |

i By 1 Y 13" £ j b i Ly e i IO Y Y LS i i
Y LI ! ]

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think fhnuld be considered? i

1

Mame: Date:
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation :
Please complete the following questions during the presentation | @
by SEWRPC staff. ) . .

Ve ;'Lf Eﬂi/( TN iée A’lW e Cne Region, Focusing an Cur Future
LAND USE Ml vrubee

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
{check all that apply)

O Single-Family
-, Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
ﬂMuHifumﬂy

Q Other (please describe) - ; . =
. i ffyf;&é/ & afuf B Loy K £ ﬂn/
1S Ccloc Jo ;ﬂu Ll ¢ Ticu i"fﬂﬂj« T F7 b+

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of '-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

Negr T Suv pp tn?fi SMgle  Lapwing
_ﬁﬂ Lu;:v A4 S {J'.H/ A rts {'_""Ju{ - Heye N 4
Ao cavse Mo " Maber Mo  gleidaolo
b Aot familyy MU~ coml Lo —cupq
MO, » Prcientt " gqang w01e g loadable_

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

= TAY veWelea) ™Ma  gve uglve A dieed 2y Thaet
25K amM_amoJut T‘Vm‘?" well Seyve Va2
Prov A :’3!4":—?—?&#/(/ fubli ¢ Ufr '.-L.:{,,'S ;L:'U ThezarCs

g ¥ i
= lncvléwrt [axey N [l vel e £u reliezzes”’

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs? 1 :
f)v bl Ty s 9 r‘lﬁ?éq,pvt 7o gub UV b
Ao Ol —T7> Lyl ong ) W
Db ly | e |08 [ dupdo yier ) 7 qu
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (il

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Protected or buffered bike lanes
& Sidewalks
JA Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths
U0 Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

Vo Healns -{r"_n' m/r 1L:-.57 PR L‘—t' E+H 'cfﬁi licee l:

— local (0 pvpiym bicuc bi
W, A 2T ot Iﬁfﬁtb’k’}f" /

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automabile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see

more of in the Region to address these concerns? /)
= oMo Te e ﬂt“c-{ﬂ,/ L4y ' "f?/ vt £
v 1 ¥

— FE Wlavea. o plec 'T;f(.;,-q}ﬁ:zf"cr fre et

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you

think should be considered? ) '
— Tax Cov poralieeres
— "L_;“A.r"f dr”x.rj"ul - oM lH Lr;il_.ill."xf (C_ff;"g
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Name: _veunidso ). E‘fﬂi’r"‘?&f"ﬂf Dote: __I2 [ 7 /f (f
Address: hlYy B | ™ T Email: 207iguc 2sea ff,fe‘.a;_,q,/ﬁ—a oL
Milnater. NI S BZ2)T

Thank you fer your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE visiondin

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation Y
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff

O Reguort, Focusmg on O Butune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

¢é a a bl e
™ Single-Family — thet's piid “f‘f""‘{
J Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of (//s-acre or less )
{the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-fomily homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good |dm?Why do you think most single-family homes are I:emg developed on larger lots?

— Lep s wd.n.-'lu—_a-. ff-a-_-..l-m-c-ﬂ tikone " weialbiots -
A '__,Mq_.r / q i
J a

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would Id you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

é’_](a_d.a WEWM Ti gl Aol it the Ltats Hhewa bailolicr kg ck,
WO iynecelre _peade toget o “EA/(R" ,a.a,..e 42 Y ur’ Pt a
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better eet your neads?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (N

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

QO Protected or buffered bike lanes

@ Sidewalks— cftae—tf eca + Sorem” e TP
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements — Ade et “*"“—'f‘u' r{

0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

0O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
- } L..e--ri’a-jmm_ TP DY ey g,..{;-re—w{ “-'I.J-fﬂ‘rf f;_e_.ﬁ_.,._..-q__. o c#‘z‘*ﬂl‘*ﬁ] ot
J'ﬁ"‘-ﬂ"—ﬂ-f s ;ﬂf-’.& i = ST 7

T,

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more_gf in the Region to address thes Z concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revem?a?ources you
think should be considered?
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MName: /024—/ ,Aé};—“ Date: /2/0 7/

Address:  _Sra s AL M. & J'{rf; s S, F otz Email:  reses @f_‘;m.i’:é'?nnfu.‘- G2 vH
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation

Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

Cine Revpor), Focusmg on Oor Futore

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

3 Single-Family

J& Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
A Multifamily

& _Other (please describe)

o r,_n;_;-! L) Yy 54 X
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] 7

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

o= s U alis ) ccady b vanst T udina, A 1S % ¢ Les tmsl o/ 0th
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN Yol

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

3, Protected or buffered bike lanes

3. Sidewalks

&. Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
/& Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

A, Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

\ i Ty et \ A \ =t | \p o
] ) ] J b ] = VVE Vo O

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

NMame: | g Pl Sadangiy Date: s
Address: \LATN ISy Email:_ycince . ¢ .

Thank you for your feedback!
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1)
2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE vistodis

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation :
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC stoff. .

O Regeon, Focusng on Chr Futuee

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Single-Family
&l Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

Multifamily
O Other (please describe) T ; S
Wl hafd (s pame oo g [ benA r't-"szf.i Nusing wnits

A A M Vle 1 TAL] ThonTies n Twe i/ 0t
1 — ]

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a.good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
Ltdes - d lpcliadelin Swppvy ine KdSsCA & For ﬁ 01 hans |k
@’) ediutiod TS Bimnds Fv Jl1p7a € hone
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to

better meet your needs?
Aore OUC puudes S Dl dansth fies gp gpan
Vall Initar- (i, yraAl +D (immecE 7 [th —= Clanl [hes

VLo mue Toudes Fv 2Pl SuEey
E; 4 £ 11 i r‘-.i.-r ¢ l'.f- |!r‘|r{./‘|/ | 11 r_',_; } ir i .flr' 1 l'}‘f} (Er "-,-"'lf".u

(over)

156 | RECORD OF COMMENTS: 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE OF VISION 2050 — APPENDIX A



COMMUNITY CONVERSATION WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 7, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (14

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks
/-G- Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

4 Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Name: Date:
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation )
Please complete the following questions during the presentation ' @
by SEWRPC staff.

Che Recpcyy, .'-r-'l"-h'T_-'J oy O Futiee

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family

JA Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

-

Fins JAond 8 F 2 £ PN VS /i el od i — . I
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

) T il G ] L g A & = ol 2 4 i e . |

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

i
g

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

g Protected or buffered bike lanes
Sidewalks

0O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
)a(.:s:nhunmd crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns#

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? .
[ YL M NE YRAAIN B FHFTT E4 0 (AN LTTLCFAL

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

ot A | F ol = T o
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation |
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

Cine Reguory, Focusang on O Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
d Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O mMultifamily

Other ‘(pleuse describe

2l devele g ot s & '.-".'-.rt-_'
] LI )

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

M, st ;-I Sl AN [l Al M i_."-i-l}-l' |""‘ rj" i & "rr praaull SreS T

aad. lpil { Yol Ay
| 17 ]

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

TYes Tk

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 3,
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

I Protected or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
d Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
0 Other (please describe)
Atecae Yo\ 4 v ifn.ri ) V1 [ow

pe T Liderieny | b\ Aot

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to

see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
L& &l . I Vaz—iian 2 |~ 8
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

1 9 4
| # i1 L i s s = sl

et A &gk JiEy, o ] e Y |
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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Address: Email: bopete (s € lasepe el Lo oot oy

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @

by SEWRPC staff.

O Reguan, Focusng on Owr Futue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Single-Family

® Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2, The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT
3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and

identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

.{- [ ] ,.-'l: . ‘.'_'1 i |.E| E'{':i
] T ¥

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (2

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
¥ Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region fo oddress these concerns?
}I-..-"'I.J\,. l: '\a‘--Lﬁ X ,ll.\__f-{_-'w-t'.r‘_-‘: "..-M WA}
|

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

i

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? 1

A ) , 0. f__‘(
A e Y b |
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation

Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

O Rgory, Foousing ot Our Future
LAND USE
1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
yu Il that apply)
Single-Family
J Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

1@ 00l g
2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less Sk
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed -
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots2
WS S ANS Lo WU By N Mpdocg ¢ L a Cthey NDVIeo & {he Gl e
Cor 150w _Fncadaun Lo Wb rwions [anad g

=

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered? .

(W LN A A vty Yol g asdedss A= | kgD Lo h ' o
ettt I A e LY P '
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in fransit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs? | . _
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (22
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see Tqre of in the Region fo address these concerns?

ATy e Al \, U‘..u_.'.l; L g 1'-._;L|‘\q'; | dAy i -J'In-[:-‘c-!J J' |' Lo A rt '.[‘.H_-'
= By MR Yo Y20  uowen
STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? : \
3 P Wy, DO Ve Sos 4 Bamel L n@nd )

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

L '.“ 3\5'.:_'._.\':\ n,.\.ln:-k.f-...'n."-, L v Ve "’\L\'\ § Dok 1V = ;- aar i A ¥ \]
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Name: 8 s B Date: "-"I |\. Ay,
Address: Email: S\haNa Umle s 30\ lsd
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Thank you for your feedback!
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L: I..
2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation 2 0
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff. vy Wyl W
LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

W Single-Family
& Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

i | Multifamily
O Other (plegse describe)
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2. The smgle furmly homesirecommended by VISION2050 would largely be on lots of '/4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is

a good idea? Why do you think most single-family ho es are balng dave d on larger !Eisa
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3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there pumcul r revenue sources you think should be considered?
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’ &fm’ ,c?rff-#w L j [9Creaiiay, Letel ,’d‘i’/“/g“"%

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region fo
haﬂer meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN )

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

"B Protected or buffered bike lanes
O Sidewalks
4 Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
* Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths
4d' Other (please describe) .
/i mf“ﬂf‘/“”? LA zr/‘;;g e s /M%

6. What bicycle- and/or pedesiriun related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to

see m of in 1he Re ion to dressi ese concerns?
_/}E Mr w/ﬁw é,«/ceﬂ.dwsft

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see

more of in the Region to address these concerns?
/éf Y (‘_-_mys &Q/%; jfgmi(Mf

[ uc 3 r— £ AL : _5.};;4 ad_p

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be consjder.
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation I
Please complete the following questions during the presentation 3 @

by SEWRPC staff.

e Regon, Facusang on Our Futune
LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

d Single-Fomily
g Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily
d Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good ided? Why gb you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would yousupport providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs? : i )
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (&
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

)K Protected or buffered bike lanes
Sidewalks
Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
_,Ei. Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths
O Other (pleose describe)
z

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

T Hunk folowind e "cnuplede Streck=" waclel 4 1ncietge
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? ,
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation

Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

O Regeory, Focusrsg on Oy Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

U Single-Family

A Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
" Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

WL ni€d to think haw o cfeclt COM N 116 “It’{_I I_,I.rf.-r'(“‘-'—/

B Dl o fOGG suproiE 10 fapch Oy,

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

L wiant wy Yaxel v by opied Ho ercate puddst hansportabon
L tL bax Whe ' nedn  bowps  shoudd ey bassd ne pasd

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation optiens would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (26)

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

3 Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

E. Multi-use paths

‘0 Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

oy Gt o detnud s 5 DIk s and Pl Mmana/ Wi ru_a':,f bl
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TR l:.'-.la}l'i_!_"‘--"r". TL dgand fiad thi GoaDiwgn 1 I:.rr ALy n_Thi
Tae ] l."!n 1 I..J'_.ﬁl.l'l Latt C4 rl_‘-+f_ ghs reialiy s .1 j..-f, i | el Lt Al LR r -ll_,-

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. Whot types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation : :
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

Chrwer Rengacy Fl.'h'lf'.}ﬂ:‘? ot D Fufore

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
J Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily
Other [please describ . > ; i iy o
F Dl \ed) Lo-cost Serupl afyup Living oM ue combmed
Heenjetvl(es bt Lo b Kids Tpv e in ™ Evppe 10 Telp tarle— a0

: ! 5/ M it
2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most 5}ng$a~fnmil-,v homes are being developed on larger lots? 4
briye /5 4 [rGK | the Ciftre foonpmy hes beel g rard
LA e e, Db 20 Sege/i- consmels, Thic i< Wt Y Y 4y —The
—YlgaeTy 7:’;‘{*” e s '?4;};';'4 e Hyre hedle ./ aut giv/
Colronmeselly “er sigerfo . Lytge todte 7l Foget zrv @ Jaer
- i : o r“" ',‘;,'-‘j::-- '_.'fq":;,ua. = FEE

e

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
+unding;fr transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

W neéet wiale A ’f;?s’;# for- $%mp- 45 pladite el izd
L ifen 11 sl ll e VR aippdl " MHE = 7 gERSG L —
dud_ wbrs Copdiy (006 Fple > Pkl g5 L jsx Jo7 o7 K

2 L gy 2 i

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service2
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

et mbzstity INAGY Y tien LA Y8
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN gg,

o ——

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region? ‘:
(check all that apply)

b

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

;/Mulﬁ -use paths
Other (please describe)
Ltk Ve ale 2oy el o thew Wy ) 7
nesq ‘~r:' f-"“f" oy £ r//f ff" UV = i.f‘ LRops 47 /1’[4-':‘1‘1 o ?fur..‘-’ Ef:_?‘_/faLf
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see more of in the Re%:n to udd;ess these concerns?
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7. Whaot types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? oo ,
-tfq‘./ fiﬁ.&-ﬂ‘ g Fffb‘fj{_'_ L—’éf}qf j{..f_..-' -f.":l{fﬁﬁ?flii

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you

think should be considered? / | 2l
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation 20 5. 1
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC staff.

e Reguor, Focumng on Our Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Single-Family
@ Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
o Multifamily
O Other (please describe)
L IEE o ot Hor Honci ive Hevesvavs mst i c'f;‘f;mw/; or wehns
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2

2. The single-family homes'recommended by VISI would largely be on lots of Vs-acre or less 7. ...
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed™,
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is_ ™
a good idea? Why do you think most ﬁp_g_l_a-fumily homes are being developed on larger Iaisi_ff"*/f'r’/";_f__'f'
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PUBLIC TRANSIT il

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
/{/ﬂ;’g; _;'I-'- e -‘;‘* S et f ."-ﬂ,:v.-*/x"- g FRBIP et D i --X-ﬁ /}f:/
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service? ‘

If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 25

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

: ffered bike lanes

& Sidewalks - \

) Curb ramps or other accessibility improvqn:genﬁ-“‘.
/@ Enhanced crosswalks/pedesirian signals
O Multi-use paths i

O Other (please describe) P _

v LAl s B e aney den” -/f”/f:_,,- o
7 e

i

é. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these con:agns?
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in-the Region to address these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation
Please complete the following quesfions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC stoff.

O Rgeon, Focusieng ot O Fufure

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

U Single-Family
U Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side fownhouses)
@ Multifamily
& Other (please describe)
a5 fHeues

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

r_!Jrﬂ 5
Hileriddan s fodurdy K FC clitkeme e

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN (‘_“‘ ]

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?

[check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

& Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to

see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7.

Whot types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like fo see
more of in the Region fo address these concerns?
S gl IR s TEL J',I.:,l‘!l

VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional

public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

Mame: Date:

Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

€%
2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION
Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation 2 0 a
Please complete the following questions during the presentation @
by SEWRPC stoff. i e B
LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
d Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

4 Multifamily
Bl Other [please describe)
N._‘.‘-,,..E_j L2 Xy .00 = 5 __1"| vievahbot oo \ X

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of s-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots-Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? 'Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

L

i

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional fundiné.LWouId you support providing additional public
funding for 1ran5ii$4H‘ so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

ffL\' e & o . ¥ w3 Ok Y aelebvrvond) oo ek ALY g RO AL Y ioenga t
T = T

f o™ [ i
(2 N8N 0awe £ 0 e g 3 Y MNWavicanid Aty T 9@ cebaaheel Yo gl el x'-_.i{n'l-j
— - \

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

G2 Yoo, Yransi Y- gapied L tlean  Apno ettt ST s
\ ] e L 5 T =
Ty iy Whi e I £ g g~ Hmedg,on>
- .:...-'—-__ S >
& Soved, xOo geclosyvgqns . vac v de s Laedal ke
— \\,_\_‘—.___,_,-o-l"'f, L] e 1 i 1
(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 50

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?

{check all that apply)

L Wil "I"u. \ A2V oy et ! T ) o
ﬁ Protected or buffered bike lanes - - e e Caael Toslenel THEAEEY
O Sidewalks ol CpneidiSon ®Earuds
O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements e '
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals = No wodded hegl chei
3. Multi-use pﬂihs — 0 A O N L W el =7 ot 0ieydes

O Other (please describe) — -

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to

see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

j o o\ e - LO S o ATTE L & 0@ CrANE 0y Kp Oec) }‘kxl\-'i'l
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ETEEETS ﬂND HIGHWAYS S ool VGOV WAtk

1

7. What types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

AL S T i ot Yo Y T Ly € =1 AT ~‘t::

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified pnssnhle ways to provide additional funding. Would you suppoert providing additional
public funding for street and highway :mprovernen’ts? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? —

Ny A1 SO0 O '1“-}1,,“ Lo {N LAALEAN] L8 02y [ 2=
i
i
MName: Date:
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE ViSOt

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation
Please complete the following questions during the presentation g
by SEWRPC staff.

Chrwr Regyon, Facusrsg an Oure Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

_U Single-Family
Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily
U Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-fomily homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

)
P o . | P Dt — L 3 I e T e Ty & | C £ g AL g

& A E
= Frr i = r ¥ ¥ 2 £ S

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

Ly 2L = M Ak a0 Ko ot i AR & d

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

LA B i bt M e 20T e - E pan f_ o ] £ ot TP fot s o

(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN l' '1\

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

ﬁPrnteﬂed or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
& Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

7 =0T & ¥ e e LS — T Lt &

4 il g e dor £ st

= i i e Failll = AL ensit i 5 Lo i Lk ) T o i g
- i

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

¥ =T i o £ - o fer { B i g [ L ¢ Jff.
7
Fal Pl ! il 4 T W ol FE . el 4 il 1 2 ‘.!ll
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

/ l -
s WL I Q. add y e e '
] 7 .
MH g [ Fi' r ,-"Il_' 3 27 L i r
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Name: f | AICEE Date: / - :'f !
Address: /& | 0 A o< Email: 2 Jsrery fo y £

Lis i 2T

Thank you for your feedback!
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2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE VISION e

Worksheet Questions for December 7, 2019 Community Conversation
Please complete the following questions during the presentation g

by SEWRPC staff.

Cine Regeor, Foousng on O Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Single-Family

"B Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of '4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category], but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you suppert providing additional public
funding for transit2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN @

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Protected or buffered bike lanes

Sidewalks

Curb reamps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

Other (please describe)

Looooo

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvementsz If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

MName: Date:
Address: Email:

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Ore Regeony, Foousirg on O Futue

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

| | ] ."' f f i I F T
E Single-Family — “all '!I‘* ?“--ﬂ/! Leenid ““}f. ntheael ( -3) . lefa B
Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side- by-side townhouses)
H Multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of '4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a guad idea? Why do you think most single-family homrs are being developed on larger lots?

]|\.-.L X z_ﬁ ' ]'_ A A ‘i_,,lr =9 f*iu- — mm..{j. --LILGL

¢ -g.'f
ad

i f':'.i'.-cf".f»'.-l"- i u-i:
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
fundmg for transit? If so, are there particulor revenue sources you think should be considered?

ch. : -"r- - ‘{V’Ef_hcf s h'fl i’l (24, |.n;.5'( Hr\f— }"1.5_1_ "'--1./'(-

f_z‘n:'}{'i Lo feet s
’

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?

If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

.""1? 21 £ £ 7"-':.4'}/ /’ ,ﬂ"_‘ (f’ i .—_’Q'/ ‘{ - -:g"—'f/- ATtk :‘/
if'l |r BPTLTCE ) "f{::: e G .
i
(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN \

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

@ Protected or buffered bike lanes

A Sidewalks

& Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
& Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

3 Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? " -
j: _E 'I.,'r . FLALL AL~ e --_‘;-,__-_ f'q_:' A f_]'u'{_.- L. j'f.({l_( f{a
Ligdler  etadiiqed, f»ﬂlgb A b piterera. R Lo dnd beids Lo ).

Y ]

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

| e O W };‘ g A ,. 'l'-"- -l:--i" A 1’- {5, L AEAL /Tl LS A L e T L 1/(. /’l -""r: lJ‘f g7
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8. VISIOM 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? f

Wae — w.jﬂi,'l_ & cengejeni ;-.!11,4 CLLA
i g
- b - ~ .-
Name: \-—"‘L'- TV, [ C:"-'E \‘l"—-'h'\_\. \ { 25 DD“GI Ill A— /'q -;"{-l"llr {R 1
oo ¥ y : i L, @l eacan .7{ [ d
Address: _7|\ Ctun"rfu-*._ U..'ru.f' Email: << [ ”ch Emipleasartiti. ¢
— [ i

-

WMeogd Flssat & 53 HOZ

How did you learn about this meeting? lﬁfmnil UWebsite U Flyer/postcard [ Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article QRadio or TV QWord of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions os you review the display boords.

Cine Regpory, Focusrg of Cur Ftune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

p: | Single-Family

M Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of /i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

Thew e mgglde for o ronst of bgustin gftieins If:rr'r.'.'JJ.l.'L B dondi- Papatly Lomp Undge 8350, 000, Lot sng
il ol oy Maged |{-| A0C pfgUliraata Loty TGPt Pl s b sizor fMus Fllhl'. should copfiles sl An areilli e
patacnne Dot Sogor pnd sraviaine Dot wibihe e ey SEANGH GuRsy

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation eptions would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 7

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

Protected or buffered bike lanes

Sidewalks

Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

Other (please describe)

oooooo

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified @ gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

MName: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? UEmail ) Website OFlyer/postcard HAd in Newspaper
U Newspaper Article ORadio or TV. O Word of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE -

| g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

e Rewpors, Focumryg on Chor Fufune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
& Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
O Other (please describe) X
LfSie) Ly y A Wa

y yar.{trf.,ﬁf;

B, LTS j Ol P Foagndidy Lo

7
2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
Lpma ller L6109 pue i niabre A et g lididaliln D Lom)

gy P L ,I' » A P Frr
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pe. i byl Leg o ff;i;t:c‘#

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible woys to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there parficular revenue sources you think should be considered?

s e J.rf':'u M.-H{i?'f JIF.»"‘."'r j;&:{? B b Lia . f‘ (ILM—EI:JJ_*’ Lledép, Sl =

4. Haove your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like fo see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?

N /4

(over)
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Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN =

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Protected or buffered bike lanes

@ Sidewalks

@ Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
B Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other [plause describe)

(e diits £44 L4t R4 pDalttig. 121 24 fzli n"/ AL :m_ H;
;;L:")’—:.f y Yrip Kon J{f/i.-‘jf’ }_P~ I CTR®. rE-j/ Vool da eraia { /f’{'r/f;.:—;ffp,-j

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
Dedio g Xopl Viehy 4 UM H g /z‘m)‘"

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

f Lol Ad YR e sop. A e bzl g (roesfs, JoH 26 Qe
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways fo provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

(lody Lreed Qorpcad Aiptere e ?f"iii'i’ifiﬂlﬁ):fgi’ Aod Lrpia btos

Name: & Vie “\ z’ Ad rE ] Date: __ /.2 ﬁtf w o 4

Address: %‘_t SN ITY, Emeil: o —hoadck [s70. edd
T oy TS e N -
Ci ame. AL 27907

How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article O Radio or TV @Word of Mouth 1 Other (please specify) _JLlch by

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE T

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regeory, Foousrsg on Cur Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

® Single-Family «  met dirmt Y3 ad—d coly
O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
® Multifamily

O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a gnod idea? Why do you think most smgle—ﬁ:mlly homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
fundl }‘; for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Hove your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN ,_]

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Protected or buffered bike lanes

H Sidewalks

B Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other [please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you suppert providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard [ Ad in Newspaper
UNewspaper Article ORadic or TV BWord of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE =

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

One Regior), Foousng on Our Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family

8 Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

W Multifamily

O Other (pleose describe] A : ‘ . ; .
AL desl WG ]fﬁ- AR ARAE g’u:a”ff“ Visw il &mﬁgiﬁ-ﬂﬁqwﬁu&'

/e wopd) o Coglrliyer dpegod Livisadtie

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of “4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
o good idea? W? do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

e I Yelete Cpdrd Ouge Saedl Lol s, Mr; na2 ) e dewpvectril v
{B.EJ' Lo - g . swelllur Lot coull be, 'J

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? Ig so, are there particulor revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN =
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Protected or buffered bike lanes

& Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

J Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concernse
ﬂuuarw”f ) Db e SEPA u* bte s TrUl m:; ‘_r;_)f:ﬁ; (o S 1'-"_{&'_'-
u’u, ", dee vtk Gq f-,.u_fm e cag whilegd 0 G4 iﬂéﬂ.: Spndl0 fo .

JLJ:H ol %luf_ff-tk frem mare. panmabidng

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? o ;o
Y Gleople. § ost JTeg b e s Ay i Gttt 56800 Y5t hguar
'f"'c»ﬁxfhlli&'.} -... 'blf':lu" / - il s
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways fo provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional

public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

[
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Y o .
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How did you learn about this meeting? [,B{Ernml OWebsite QOFlyer/postcard [ Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article ORadie or TV OWord of Mouth Lﬁoiher (please specify) _| Nk

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE “

| @ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.
Ore Region, Foousing on Our Futune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

B Single-Family
& Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

8 Multifamily
& Other (please describe) / 1T
ﬁ T u--{l g Y ¢ s e BT T 'r_ A Y, ._'_;Ir"ll Lond AL ONA ~.... [Fal "_i; I:_}{'_' -
s

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of '4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

W‘"’.. . P _-'I‘!" f s o e Dl =t LA 5 (o el b \WeRw 2 rf..--r-;"'u £ 4 ':‘F_I._
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region fo

better meet {fuur needs? . ]-'I
I ’ H Lt - f = = b [
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Protected or buffered bike lanes

4 Sidewalks

0 Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
& Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

2 Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns? A |

f G { . ro b . ,-.'__l . | 1 b
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspoper
ONewspaper Article ORadio or TV OWord of Mouth O Other (please specify)i™ [« T . (&

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE =

9 Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Begior, Fodusrig on Our Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

'R Single-Family
Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
Multifamily

O Other (please describe , )
G onallie( Hﬁ? _Q bt mee c“\t’:m'&tj ; N‘;U‘{LU&.

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
({the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?_

5. feocleqre tov botirn 6< mary dhildren op bauing Sicgle family
e on g f{:}ﬁ;'r lets wndles [;.‘Jm Ous ) (COWeS J )

PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particylar revenue sources you think should be considered?

L suged add rero | 'undlm] Lo ouplic 4mrﬁiﬂ'1«15:m'ﬁh

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe, What transporfation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN 5

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

‘E\ Protected or buffered bike lanes

3, Sidewalks

N Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
& Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

5§ Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe) . .
Rewng abe o orove aben He Gramaeity. wHbed
lm_r.'nj g Cf% In e @aclic beber fr ¢hple adfcdie nurbnmend

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
Tt pore_pretetions ‘oo fedetaars and Hikers
ﬂ‘uim{fﬁ - Ahit entuy rr%“ 2 Qe B 4 deap doun

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? R
T love dhe ‘arddiet” concept, dhirgsthel encourage
welndes 4o peve ak a ale ceeed'<b Hald pedesttiare, arg
bic EJP_ fiders can feel saée' ]

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?

= A .
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Name: [}fllllﬁ. (mr;f: Date: i&] 1 {ZC['T
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How did you learn about this meeﬂng?ﬁ\Emuil O Website mFlyarfpusfcnrd OAd inﬁewspupq{
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Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE <

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Orie Regeony, Fodusing on Our Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Single-Family

O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

QO Other (pleose describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of 4-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

(’2"‘ land wse 145 a aapd tden Jeogle pfelia boly ands ll’ll-‘-—
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified o gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you suppert providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

"L-k*lf-_'f" *]lc.'\-!t::' ,I Lahee "l'l'ti*-ﬂd

4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transpertation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN o

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

h-‘ Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements

. Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
if.c"!'l E'r l'lL.\u_.rl Jifpaves o r_-._u--‘H\. sodeby wwarninepand g u".r_']__';- Lil
et o iia ".Jf'l:"'r}n:’r 2. t-Jc#u.er-a.m,I\ Wz a id &

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
moEa of in the Region to address these concerns?

o

8. VISION 2050 previously identified @ gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements2 If so, are there particular revenue sources you
Hli/-\k should be considered?
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MName: .I_t‘.irl.’tkﬂ.\ - JTNED : Date: f i Ay i r'“_?
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How did you learn about this meeting? EEmail OWebsite O Flyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
ONewspaper Article OJRadic or TV O'Word of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE A

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Regeon, Foousmig on Ok Fufure

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O _Single-Family

Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O multifamily
O Other (please describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?

A, oo . L 1Na. That TR_ Yoaja 19 H‘:;

‘?fLiiﬂ-Lbf[\k Lon 40 Dl aing 3] vend . $¢ opll
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

WAL I Nken,  Enndelo Ml oh DU ¢ pyvdd Wrd Ea
/ J«Julﬁ_‘ ‘W] Tt pAC i Pl ofld, et
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN a
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

& Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

I:I -Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

ﬂ/ Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related sofety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Regmn to address, these concerns?

L Na [épl (2N 7 lu-; g7 'e’fﬁ‘ M" fridict g Thg
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8. VISION 2D5ﬁ prlwnusly identified o gap in fundlng for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highwu].r improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you

think should be cor si erad?
4 ¥ -ﬂ *I "' “I’ § . ”""fr':"- P TR
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Name: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard Ad in Newspaper
UMNewspaper Article QO Radio or TV E'Word of Mouth [ Other (please specify)
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Reguy, Focusmg on Do Fufune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

B Single-Family
A Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily

0O Other (pleocse describe)

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Yi-acre or less
{the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homjs ’?ra being developed on larger lots?

gl Copet = pupall SNaslvrey Lo e £ A gal ety
7 " # 7 3 ’
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you suppert providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?

4. Have your transporiation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
hal’tﬁr meet your needs?

oA Tl A A

{over)
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BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN |
[

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Protected or buffered bike lanes

O Sidewalks

B Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements

)8 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrion signals

O Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe) ’ yy _ : -
':jf':‘:.\ LS f = L*""\ ‘Ar/ --*-:r,!':. ” ,.u*.—a_,.{ :.,_f _/zi :'_{’:: { 1"-'.;:-{_--]'_ &
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6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?

v’;’: e »-{/.! A {"q_‘a? &N off £ e "T-’: f e ---f"{}- oar T ({(‘-l"f "-"'L"L'L-'f'-‘f. &
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified @ gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additienal
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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Name: Date:
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? O Email OWebsite O Flyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article QRadio or TV Word of Mouth 1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE '

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.
O Regpon, Focuseg on O Fufune

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

O Single-Family
O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or Sldﬂ‘ by-side iownhmls_a_sj )

O Multifamily — —
O Other (please describe) :
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2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Yi-acre or less
{the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhoed land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a gond idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger !of&?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like fo see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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RACINE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS — DECEMBER 9, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN
i\
5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

(. Protected or buffered bike lanes

i Sidewalks

O Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements
O Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

E Multi-use paths

O Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you suppert providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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How did you learn about this meeting? OEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article O Radio or TV OWord of Mouth & Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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OZAUKEE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 10, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

g Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Rexpory, Forusing an Our Future

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

B Single-Family
O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
O Multifamily
O Other (please describe
Y g v 3 1 s, ¢

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impocted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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OZAUKEE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 10, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN |

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check oll that apply) ' {

L L & : VBl LAl

A Protected or buffered bike lanes ~ (T
g Sidewalks
Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements :
@ Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals
O Multi-use paths : . i
O Other (please describe) . T gl
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6. What bu:ycle— undfar pedesinun reluhad s:nfefy concerns da you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the R&gnon to address these concerns?
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you suppeort providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered?
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Mame: Date: ,-I L Xl‘““ X" 9
Address: Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? O Emoil \ﬁWebsiie OFlyer/postcard O Ad in Newspaper
O Newspaper Article ORadio or TV. OWord of Mouth [ Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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OZAUKEE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 10, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.
Cine Region, Foousng on Our Futune

LAND USE

1. Whot types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

ﬂi Single-Family ¢ 0Fordolows
QO Two-family (e.q., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

O Multifamily
O Other (please describe) : )
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2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Vs-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
a good idea? Why do you think most single-family homes are being developed on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
furldrng for 1rf.'|nsrtE If so, are there particular revenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your transportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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OZAUKEE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 10, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN p

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

. Protected or buffered bike lanes

Jd_ Sidewalks

4 Curb ramps or other occessibility improvements
0 Enhanced crosswalks/pedestrian signals

U Multi-use paths

U Other (please describe)

6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns?

8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended street and highway system
and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
think should be considered? .
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Name: ¢ 0 Q OO Date: \ol- l'.u: - ||:’1|'
Address: (>0 ‘('hr-'.-". "L_MI‘ Email:

How did you learn about this meeting? JEmail OWebsite OFlyer/postcard [ Ad in Newspaper
ONewspaper Article O Radio or TV | BWord of Mouth (1 Other (please specify)

Thank you for your feedback!
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OZAUKEE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 10, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE

| @ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

O Rlegeor, Focuseg on Our Futise

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

;";‘If’ LEz }Jlri & &noSn -f-.fll,w f!l 3

& Single-Family -
O Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)

ultifamily
Other (please describe) . .
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2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of i-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighberhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lots is
- ood idea? "'«r"'4v'hg.-r do you think most Si.“!g|E4'|"l.‘III'1I|1,F homes are being davaluped on larger lots?
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PUBLIC TRANSIT

3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are there pnm:utpr revenue sources yuu 1h|nk shaul‘d be cnnsidered3
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4. Have your transportation opﬂons been umpude:f b}r rece expansions m/:'educiions in transif service?
If so, please describe. What transportation options would you like to see more of in the Region to
better meet your needs?
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OZAUKEE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 10, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN >

5. What types of biking and walking improvements would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

© Protected or buffered bike lanes

W' Sidewalks in lecel | f -

@ Curb ramps or other accessibility improvements —> rf‘ \e o l" ¢ 5t -'*f b "* e 2 el
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6. What bicycle- and/or pedestrian-related safety concerns do you have? Is there anything you'd like to
see more of in the Region to address these concerns?
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STREETS AND HIGHWAYS

7. What types of automobile-related safety concerns do you have? |s there anything you'd like to see
more of in the Region to address these concerns? :
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8. VISION 2050 previously identified a gup in funding for the réfcommended street and highway system

and identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional
_~public funding for street and highway improvements? If so, are there particular revenue sources you
[ " think should be considered?
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How did you learn about this meeting? Eﬁgﬁuil OWebsite UFlyer/postcard \Hﬁin Newspaper
ONewspaper Article O Radio or TV OWord of Mouth 0 Other (please specify)

(prondew 115~ [ = Thank you for your feedback!
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OZAUKEE COUNTY PUBLIC MEETING WORKSHEET COMMENTS - DECEMBER 10, 2019
Figure A.1 (Continued)

VISION 2020 REVIEW AND UPDATE L

@ Worksheet Questions for December 2019 Public Meetings
Please complete the following questions as you review the display boards.

Chvner Riegpory, Fouaing con Oor Fugure

LAND USE

1. What types of housing development would you like to see more of in the Region?
(check all that apply)

U Single-Family
< Two-family (e.g., duplexes or side-by-side townhouses)
U Multifamily

Other (please describe
o m\HiM, ‘H(UL OqMQW,PWJfMMMCHHM

2. The single-family homes recommended by VISION 2050 would largely be on lots of Yi-acre or less
(the Small Lot Traditional Neighborhood land use category), but most single-family homes developed
since 2010 have been on larger lots. Do you think developing single-family homes on smaller lofs is
a good idea? Why do you think most si:}(gle-hmfly homes are being developed on larger Im\g
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PUBLIC TRANSI
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3. VISION 2050 previously identified a gap in funding for the recommended transit system and
identified possible ways to provide additional funding. Would you support providing additional public
funding for transit? If so, are the particular reyenue sources you think should be considered?
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4. Have your fransportation options been impacted by recent expansions or reductions in transit servic