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 A real estate agent of three properties on East Washington Avenue (southeast quadrant) inquired if there 
has been any development on the alternatives. He is looking to help sell the properties in this area. 

 Will the bike easement ever be developed? 

o The study team answered the above questions with a generalized response to have all 
questions and comments documented, stating that WisDOT is currently seeking public input to 
help in developing a range of alternatives for this study. 

General Comment Summary 

A summary of general comments study staff received during the meeting are noted below: 

 Deflection angle on US 51 through East Washington Avenue intersection is compromised. They have 
witnessed southbound traffic on US 51 cross lanes when driving through the intersection (i.e., not 
staying within their own lanes.) 

 Concerns with flooding at Lexington Avenue and US 51. 
 Lexington Avenue is very busy due to the amount of people using it as a cut through. 
 Bad intersection at Rieder Road. Noted many cars wanting to go southbound on US 51 ultimately end up 

heading northbound on US 51 and doing a U-turn at Amelia Earhart Drive. 
 Hanson Road is a bad intersection and noted it is difficult to get onto US 51, especially during peak 

periods. 
 East Washington Avenue will have additional traffic due to the former Gardner Bakery being redeveloped 

as low-income housing. 
 Resident who lives on Larson Court (Southeast corner of US 51/US 151 intersection.) stated it is difficult 

to access downtown from their residence via bike/walking. Resident feels that East Washington Avenue 
intersection is dangerous, and they utilize Sycamore Avenue/Walsh Road/Nakoosa Trail/Commercial 
Avenue route to cross US 51. Resident is interested in a faster option to get downtown. 

 Resident who lives by Sandberg School often takes Reider Road when travelling north and Portage 
Road to E. Washington Avenue when traveling south. 

 Bicyclists cross at US 51 and Pierstorff Street versus Kinsman Boulevard due to limited visibility with the 
hill further north on US 51. 

 Southbound traffic has issue of straying outside of lane due to US 51/US 151 intersection being on a 
curve. 

 Difficulty navigating from Lexington Avenue to WIS 30 eastbound and vice-versa during peak periods. 
Challenge changing lanes prior to the WIS 30 interchange. 

 Requested that Stoughton Road be rebuilt as an urban boulevard concept between the East Washington 
Avenue intersection and the Lexington/Commercial Avenue intersection. 

 Students crossing the road at Hawthorne Elementary School have a difficult time due to visibility issues. 
 A property owner that lives east of US 51 indicated that the area near Lexington and Commercial 

avenues often floods. The property owner stated anytime they get 1” to 2” of rain, the shoulders of US 51 
quickly flood. 

 Several individuals commented that before the WIS 30 interchange was constructed, there was a bridge 
and US 51 went over the railroad. 

 mentioned that the 
bike/pedestrian crossing at Anderson Street could use improvement. 

 The intersection of County CV and Hoepker Road is very dark and not well lit. 
 Left turns at the intersection of Hoepker Road and Ronald Reagan Avenue become difficult due to 

excessive traffic. 
 East Metro Drive/US 51 needs to have a signal added. 
 Very difficult time turning left from East Metro Boulevard heading southbound onto US 51 due to the 

amount of truck traffic at this intersection. 
 , and a US 51 North Study Citizens 

Advisory Committee (CAC) member attended the PIM (he was unable to attend the CAC meeting) and 
shared the following information: 

o asked if specific alternatives were developed yet near Dane County Regional Airport. 
o The general aviation entrance is on Amelia Earhart Drive. indicated that his customers pay 

a premium to be able to get to destinations as quickly as possible. Having a dependable 
roadway network for them to utilize to get to the airport is critical. He supports improvements 
relating to his concerns. 
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o Rick shared that it is important to Wisconsin Aviation that full access be maintained at Amelia 
Earhart Drive. 

o Rick also noted numerous U-turns occur at Amelia Earhart Drive, he believes the reason for this 
type of movement is due to right-in/right-out/left-in access at Rieder Road. 

Mai Zong Vue, Hmong interpreter who attended the PIM, and is very active in the Hmong community provided 
some information/ideas on how to successfully reach the Asian community in the project area. 

 Hmong Institute has a Facebook page and that prior to PIMs, the study team could forward WisDOT 
Facebook posts and ask the Hmong Institute to share them to their page. 

 Active with the Victory Hmong Alliance Church, 602 Acewood Boulevard, Madison WI 53714. She 
suggested project materials be sent to the church with an offer to come speak with members if there is 
interest. Email: victoryhmongwi@gmail.com. Mai Zong suggested we copy her on the e-mail, and she 
would help explain WisDOT’s intentions if necessary. maizong@hmonginstitute.org. 

 We could also send information to the Hmong institute project announcements and other information 
about the project with an offer to come meet with people. http://thehmonginstitute.org/contact. 

 Mai Zong identified the Wisconsin Tibetan Association has a facility near the North Stoughton Road 
Corridor, located at 1502 Parkside Drive Madison Wisconsin. This is another group who should be 
reached out to with an offer to discuss. 

Mai Zong Vue, spoke about best practices when reaching out to Asian populations or cultural centers. She 
suggested reaching out via e-mail with some project information and indicating why outreach and participation is 
important, because a response may not be received from initial outreach. Mai Zong also said a follow-up 
message should be sent a few weeks to one month after the initial outreach. She noted that often after the 
second message a response will be sent, and if nothing is received after the second outreach attempt, do not 
send additional follow-up outreach other than basic project information. 

Written Comment Summary 

Comment forms were available on the study website along with an email address for submitting written 
comments. The date for submitting comments ended Tuesday, November 15, 2022. A summary of the written 
comments is included in Attachment E. 

A roll plot exhibit was displayed to facilitate discussion and receive stakeholder feedback. Comments were 
written on post-it notes and placed on the roll plot map identifying the location germane to the comment. A 
summary of the post-it note comments are listed below: 

Roll Plot Comment Summary 

 Both Sun Prairie and Waunakee have bike paths along WIS 19. Please use all opportunities to connect 
Sun Prairie – Windsor – Waunakee. We’re disappointed to see no bike facilities along WIS 19 near 
Interstate 90/94 when that was reconstructed. 

 Increasing congestion at the intersection of Hoepker and Ronald Reagan. 
 This intersection sees a fair amount of congestion each morning and evening, Hoepker – manufacturers. 
 Connect this bike path to the east over/under US 51 and to Walmart area (note: arrow pointed near WIS 

30 and US 51 intersection). 
 People in these apartments (who don’t have cars) have no easy way to walk to Walmart (note: arrows 

pointing to apartment complexes near Commercial Avenue and from the Wisconsin & Southern 
Railroad). 

 Keep easy access to Zimbrick Volkswagen and related businesses (SW quadrant dealership access 
from Lexington). 

 Going east from the Mayfair Park neighborhood is extremely hard and far to walk or peddle. 
 Intersection at US 51 and East Washington Avenue impossible for pedestrians. 
 Need southbound access from Rieder Road. 
 The noise from US 51 in the neighborhood is terrible, especially when trucks jake brake despite signs 

prohibiting jake braking (note: arrows pointing towards MacArthur Avenue and Rosedale Avenue from 
US 51). 

 Keep tax impacts down. One plan removed $500,000 from Madison tax base at the intersection alone. 
This hurts city finance and city taxpayers. (note: arrow pointing towards intersection of Kinsman and US 
51) 

 E Wash & Rt 51 – Intersection is impossible for pedestrians. 
 Keep easy access (Ingress/Egress) to Zimbrick used & body shop and other businesses 
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 Traffic volume drops off (per WisDOT counts) at Anderson. Segment between E. Washington to 
Pierstorff should be turned urban street with better crossings. Bartillion/Access Street should go away or 
or be moved behind new parcels w/parcels taking access off that street, not Stoughton Road. 

 Consider roundabout out of Crow V31 or V32 to establish "urban" section of Stoughton Road. North of 
Pierstorff can be more highway. (note: arrow pointing toward Pierstorff Street/Bartillion Drive 
Intersection) 

 Too many lanes on Kinsman (<10k veh/day). This makes intersection larger and makes timing the signal 
more “tricky”. 

 Remove all direct access from Stoughton Rd regardless if this is a highway or urban street (note: placed 
near Pierstorff to East Wash). 

 Dark intersection (note: placed on map near Hoepker Rd and County Road CV). 
 Connect these two neighborhoods (note: arrows point toward Prairie Avenue neighborhood and 

MacArthur Avenue neighborhood). 
 Business area along Hwy 51 frontage could be redeveloped as mixed use, higher density uses. But that 

will only happen if Stoughton Rd is more urban and less highway. Make Stoughton Rd an urban 
boulevard instead of a highway. This will make the neighborhood livable and the road easier to cross by 
foot. 

 Connect bike path along Anderson to the SE corner. 
o Bike signal 
o Passive detection 
o Cooling & ext zone 
o Treat bikes like cars 

 Need ped/bike crossings that are not at major roads. Turning vehicles do not yield and it is very 
dangerous. 

 No right turn slip lanes where local roads cross Stoughton. Slip lanes allow no-stop or high-speed turns. 
Very dangerous for pedestrians/bikes. 

 Need a under/over for smooth traffic flow and due to increase in traffic w/trucks!! (note: arrow pointing 
toward the corner of US 51 and East Washington Avenue). 

 Connect this bike path to path near BRT Storage bld. May be more of a city issue, but if project impacts 
that connection, please consider. (note: path referenced is east of US 51 (Stoughton Road) in the 
development opposite of Amelia Earhart Drive) 

 Will the bike path easement ever be developed? (note: arrow pointing toward US 51 near the new Fed-
Ex facility just north of Hoepker Road on the east side of US 51) 
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Staff Attendees 
Public Involvement Meeting 

October 13, 2022 from  4-7 p.m. 
WisDOT SWR Office, Madison 

First Name Last Name Organization 
Dan Schave WisDOT 
Jeff Berens WisDOT 
Mike Helmrick WisDOT 
Michelle Howe WisDOT 
Maria Kruger WisDOT 
John Frandrich WisDOT 
Franco Marcos WisDOT 
Joel Brown HNTB 
Nick Bennett HNTB 
Dan Schrum SRF 
Jeff Knudson SRF 
Brian Lee Revelations 
Zach Freeman Kapur 
Sam Hutchison HVS 
Mai Zong Vue HVS 
Cynthia De Vor De Vor Comm 
Darci Hackbarth De Vor Comm 
Lisa Gerondale De Vor Comm 
Mindy Boyer De Vor Comm 
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For more information regarding this project, please visit our website here. 

Thank you for signing up to receive updates on this study. If you no longer wish to receive 
updates, please use this form to unsubscribe. 

Unfortunately, this email is an automated notification, which is unable to receive replies. For 
questions, comments or concerns, please use the US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Comment 
Form, and a WisDOT representative will respond to your inquiry. 
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For release September 29,  2022 

For more information contact: 

Michael Bie, WisDOT Southwest Region Communications Manager 
(608) 246-7928 
Michael.Bie dot.wi.gov 

Public meeting set for US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study 

The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) is conducting a public involvement 
meeting to discuss the environmental study of 6.5 miles of US 51 (Stoughton Road) from the 
WIS 30 interchange in the city of Madison to WIS 19 in the village of DeForest. 

The meeting is scheduled for the following location and time: 

Thursday, October 13, 2022, 4-7 p.m. 
WisDOT Southwest Region Office 
(Rock/Dane/Columbia Conference Rooms) 
2101 Wright Street 
Madison, WI 53704 

The purpose of this meeting will be to introduce the US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study, and 
gather public input that will help WisDOT develop the following: 

• Study purpose and need 
• A range of transportation alternatives 

The study will assess how to best accommodate existing and future traffic with a focus on safety 
issues that affect travel along Stoughton Road. 

WisDOT will identify project needs and evaluate a range of alternatives in an Environmental 
Assessment (EA). The EA process, which will include ongoing opportunities for public 
involvement, will lead to the identification of a preferred alternative. 

The public may attend and ask questions regarding this study. WisDOT staff will be available to 
discuss the study on an individual basis. A presentation will also be provided on a continuous 
loop during the meeting. 

Interested persons unable to attend the scheduled meeting that would like to learn more 
information about the study should visit the project website at https://bit.ly./us51north or contact 
US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Manager Jeff Berens at (608) 245-2656 or via email at 
Jeff.Berens@dot.wi.gov. Written comments regarding this study can be mailed to Jeff Berens at 
2101 Wright Street, Madison WI 53704. 

The meeting facility is ADA-compliant and wheelchair-accessible. Persons who are deaf or hard 
of hearing and require an interpreter may request one by contacting the Wisconsin 
Telecommunications Relay System (dial 711) at least seven working days prior to the meeting. 
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To request a Spanish- or Hmong- speaking translator at the meeting, please contact Michael 
Bie (Michael.Bie dot.wi.gov) at least seven working days prior to the meeting. 
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_PIMA Comment 
I would like to know if you could please send me information on the meeting that was held on October 13th. I'd like to have 
some information about the Stoughton Rd North study. It's going on. If you could send that to at 

in Madison, 53704, I would appreciate it. Thank you very much. Bye. 

Response: 
Jeff Berens on 10/18/2022, requested PI Team to compile a PIM Materials Package to send to stakeholder via USPS in 
lieu of their in-person attendance. The package was sent 10/21/2022 with an expected delivery date of 10/24/2022 and 
contained a cover letter thanking stakeholder for their inquiry, (10) 11x17 colored printed PIM exhibits, color printed 
meeting handout and project overview, (3) comment forms, (3) pre-paid envelopes, and (9) pages of the complete 
PowerPoint presentation that displayed on a loop during the PIM. 

_PIMA Comment 
My concern is the severe need for traffic lights at the intersection of Williamsburg Way/Token Creek Lane and Hwy 51. 
Attempting to turn left from Williamsburg Way/Token Creek Lane is extremely dangerous. First you need to get across 
double lanes of Northbound Hwy 51 with vehicles accelerating to at least 55 MPH and be aware of any Southbound 
vehicles turning left in front of you or anyone coming across from the camping store. Complicating matters are cars pulling 
out from the Shell station (some of which make a U-turn at the intersection). Also, semi’s that are coming from Truckers Inn 
Travel Plaza parking lot that are turning left are a danger. I have seen semi’s pull out and traffic on Northbound Hwy 51 
having to come to a complete stop. Second, you need to turn into double lanes of Southbound Hwy 51 with vehicles going 
at least 55 MPH since they have not needed to reduce their speed. It is particularly difficult in the dark because it is hard to 
know which lanes the oncoming headlights are traveling. Then sometimes you have other folks behind you that are 
attempting to turn left and then they cross over and stack up and you can’t see the lanes. At a minimum, a turn lane should 
be installed so you can at least accelerate and then merge into traffic, but maybe that would be problematic as well. The 
alternative of getting out of the neighborhood by trying to turn left from Williamsburg Way onto Hwy 19 is equally as 
dangerous and impossible right now due to construction. I understand that this concern might be better considered as part 
of Interstate project but given both projects are many years in the future and the Savannah Brooks neighborhood density 
continues to grow, and the usage of Token Creek County Park continues to increase, this intersection needs to be 
addressed sooner rather than later. Frankly if the County could purchase the Truckers Inn Travel Plaza and restore that 
area around Token Creek and make it part of the existing park, that would help matters, but the intersection would continue 
to be dangerous. Thank you for considering my concerns. 

Response: 
Jeff Berens responded via PIMA on 10/24/22 with the following. Dear , Thank you for your comments regarding the 
US 51 (Stoughton Road) North study regarding roadway capacity. WisDOT anticipates the study phase to continue through 
2024 and will be hosting several public involvement meetings during that time. The study team will continue sending out 
invites to those upcoming meetings. During this study, the study team will develop alternatives, which will consider the 
needs identified for the study. WisDOT will develop traffic forecasts and design alternatives to address corridor needs, 
including safety and traffic operations. During this work, the study team will be able to understand and share information 
with the public specific to impacts if the alternatives being considered were implemented. To learn more, you may visit the 
Study webpage at https://wisconsindot.gov/Pages/projects/by-region/sw/us51-corridor/northstudy.aspx or contact WisDOT 
Project Manager Jeff Berens at (608) 245-2656 or Jeff.Berens@dot.wi.gov. 
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Summary of Public Involvement Meeting 
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) hosted its second public involvement meeting (PIM) to provide 
residents, businesses, local and elected officials, and other stakeholders information on the US 51 (Stoughton Road) 
North Corridor Study on Wednesday, September 27, 2023. The open house meeting provided the public with an update 
on the study’s progress, alternatives, upcoming study checkpoints and further public involvement efforts. The study 
team also refreshed the public on the original need and purpose for a study on this corridor. A presentation was given 
to those in attendance (Attachment D) about a half hour into the meeting, followed by a brief discussion. After the 
presentation, the open house format continued. 

The following exhibits were displayed during the meeting, along with “Share Your Thoughts” boards for each alternative 
for attendees to place comments on via post it notes. Please see Attachment C for details. 

• Study Limits Map 
• Adjacent Studies and Projects Map 
• Study Schedule and Next Steps 
• Environmental Considerations 
• Project Purpose and Need Summary 
• Study Needs: Roadway Geometrics 
• Study Needs: Safety 
• Study Needs: Traffic 
• Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 
• US 51 Corridor – Proposed Roadway Typical Sections (Roll Plot) 
• US 51 and WIS 30: Diamond Interchange 
• US 51 and WIS 30: Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) 
• US 51 and Commercial Avenue/Lexington Avenue: At-Grade Intersection 
• US 51 and Commercial Avenue/Lexington Avenue: Right-in/Right-out (RIRO) 
• US 51 and Commercial Avenue/Lexington Avenue: Three-Legged Interchange 
• US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Avenue): Conventional Intersection 
• US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Avenue): Quadrant Intersection - Southwest 
• US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Avenue): Jughandle 
• US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Avenue): Tight Diamond Interchange 
• US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Avenue) Comparison 
• US 51 and Anderson Street: Signalized Intersection with Improvements 
• US 51 and Kinsman Boulevard: Roundabout 
• US 51 and Kinsman Boulevard: Signalized Intersection 
• US 51 and Pierstorff Street: Maintain Existing Intersection Configuration 
• US 51 and Rieder Road: Improvement to Existing Intersection with RCUT 
• US 51 and Amelia Earhart Drive: Maintain Existing Intersection Configuration 
• US 51 and Hanson Road: Full Access Intersection 
• US 51 and Hanson Road: Southbound US 51 Left Turn Restricted 
• US 51 and Hoepker Road: Signalized Intersection 
• US 51 and Hoepker Road: Roundabout 
• US 51 and Acker Road: Maintain Existing Intersection Configuration 
• US 51 and County CV: Signalized Intersection with Improvements 

Public Contact Efforts 
WisDOT mailed a postcard invitation on Thursday, September 7, 2023, to about 2,880 residents, businesses, and 
property owners located along the 5.5-mile US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Corridor from the WIS 30 interchange 
in Madison to the I-39/90/94 interchange in the town of Burke. Jeff Berens, US 51 North Study Project Manager, also 
sent an email blast to about 390 stakeholders from the Public Involvement Management Application (PIMA). WisDOT 
also had a Hmong version of the invite created that was dropped to different locations along the corridor including the 
East Madison Community Center (EMCC), along with a “How to Get There” map that was also posted to the website. 

WisDOT sent out a news release to promote the meeting on Tuesday, September 12, 2023. WisDOT also posted the 
PIM invite on the Southwest Region Twitter page on September 12, a reminder the night before the meetings and 
again on the day of the meeting. In addition, WisDOT reached out via email to advisory committee members, including 
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several chambers of commerce, asking them to post the meeting invite on their designated websites on behalf of 
WisDOT. 

Copies of meeting notices and media coverage are available in Attachment B. 

Attendees signed into the meeting either by scanning a QR code with their mobile device or via a laptop provided by 
the study team. Paper sign-in sheets were also made available to any attendees not wishing to sign-in digitally. The 
meeting attendance record is included Attachment A. 

The following handouts were available to all attendees the evening of the meeting and are included in Attachment C. 

• PIM Handout (English, Hmong, and Spanish) 
• US 51 North Corridor Survey (English, Hmong, and Spanish) 
• Comment Form 

o Pre-paid postage return envelopes were also available 

Meeting exhibits, handouts and an abbreviated version of the PIM presentation were posted on WisDOT’s website 
following the meeting, for those who were unable to attend in person. 

Comment Summary 
The following comment summary includes comments that were written on comment forms available to the public during 
the meeting and throughout the 30-day comment period following the meeting, and comments from a roll plot displayed 
during the meeting. Surveys were also available to stakeholders by the study team and results are available in 
Attachment F. All survey respondents live in zip codes within the study limits. 

 Q&A Summary 

Following the presentation that was given around 5:30 p.m., a Q&A session was held. However, no questions were 
asked. Attendees were directed to continue to view exhibits and speak to study staff members. 

 Written and PIMA Comment Summary 

No comment forms have been filled out or returned to the department as of October 27, 2023. Please see Attachment 
E for PIMA comments. 

 Exhibit Comment Summary 

The following comments (Attachment G) were left on the comment boards for each interchange alternative 
and linked to the corresponding exhibits. 

WIS 30 Interchange (Board 1) 
• Diamond Interchange 

o Comment: This promotes drag racing.  Increases speed related crashes. 
• DDI 

o Comment: Love it! 
o Comment: This one lowering speed is good 
o Comment: Anything that reduces the speed of cars is welcome, so DDI is the way to go! 

Commercial Avenue (Board 2) 
• At-grade intersection 

o No comments 

• Right in / Right out 
o Comment: I think avoiding at-grade railroad and non-typical movements should be the goal here 

• Raised three-legged 

o Comment: Love it!  Fixes many problems 
o Comment: Drain water management is better 
o Comment: Flow seems easiest to use 
o Comment: Seems to be the best N-S flow and access to Lexington Ave 

East Washington Ave (Board 3) 
• Conventional Intersection 

o No comments 
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• Quadrant Intersection 

o Comment: Quadrant or conventional will be more friendly to pedestrians.  It will better connect the 
neighborhoods. 

• Jughandle 

o Comment: while I’d like to see more conflict point reduction, this still looks like the design with the highest 
net positive impact on pedestrians and bicyclists 

• Tight Diamond Interchange 

o Comment: if we add bridges it would feel like the beltline. Meaning it will be very intimidating. 
o Comment: This would work best for my personal use. Less conflict of right of way. 
o Comment: I am concerned with the average driver’s ability to navigate a quadrant or jughandle. I think the 

diamond will be adopted most easily. 
Anderson Street (Board 4) 

• Comment: do we need this frontage road? (This comment references the N. Stoughton Road Service Road 
on the east side of US 51) 

Kinsman Boulevard (Board 5) 
• Signalized Intersection w/ Improvements 

o Comment: this is my preferred alternative, roundabouts could be dangerous to pedestrians 
• Roundabout 

o Comment: Yes 
o Comment: Roundabouts will be way better because they’d balance traffic flow and pedestrians/bicyclists 

Pierstorff Street (Board 6) 
• No Comments 

Rieder Road (Board 7) 
• Existing configuration w/ RCUT 

o Comment: it is already dangerous to get to the Amelia left turn.  The distance between Rieder Rd and the 
new U-turn is too short 

Amelia Earhart Drive (Board 8) 
• No comments 

Hanson Road (Board 9) 
• Full Access Intersection 

o Comment: this is my preferred alternative.  Please keep full intersection access 
Hoepker Road (Board 10) 

• Signalized Intersection w/ Improvements 

o Comment: Consider widening the islands at ped. Crossings for pedestrian refuge areas 
• Roundabout 

o Comment: yes 
o Comment: It would be nice to raise the crossings to sidewalk level for better visibility and slowing down 

traffic before entering the roundabout 
o Comment: Not in favor of roundabout where large volume of trucks go – traffic backs upand lots of car/truck 

conflict 
o Comment: Roundabout would be preferable.  It would be great to add a ped/bike beacon so cars are 

alerted of peds/bikes 
Acker Road (Board 11) 

• No comments 

County CV / Anderson Road (Board 12) 
• Signalized intersection w/ improvements 

o Comment: I’m happy with adding a left lane as long as I can feel safe turning left in the middle lane with 
vehicles on both sides turning left including trucks. 
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o Comment: deer collisions and erratic movements by delivery trucks northbound on county CV is 
concerning.  I’d suggest adding space for delivery vehicles. 

 Roll Plot Comment Summary 

No comments were posted on the roll plot. 

Attachment A – Attendance 
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Public Involvement Meeting Sign-In Sheet 
US 51 Stoughton Road North Corridor Study 
Project I.D. 5410-08-0 I 

Madison College - Truax Building 

(Coriference Room Dl630) 
170 I Wright Street 

Madison, WI 53704 

Wednesday, September 27, 2023 from 5 to 7 p.m. 
Please Note: The information in this document (including names, addresses, phone numbers, e-mail addresses, and signatures) is not confidential, and may be subject to disclosure upon request, pursuant to the 

requirements of the Wisconsin open records law, sections 19.31-19.39 of the Wisconsin Statutes. 

NORTH STUDY 

Please Print 
Oraanization (if any) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 
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Attachment B – Meeting Notices and 
Media Coverage 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study PIM Debrief 

A-333













   

     

 

  
          

               
   

     

         

        
  

  
  

  

          
       

  
      

 

  
    

            
     

    

         
       

          
       

News Release 
Wisconsin Department of Transportation 

For release September ��, 2023 

For more information contact: 

Michael Bie, WisDOT Southwest Region Communications Manager 
(608) 246-7928 
Michael.Bie@dot.wi.gov 

Public meeting set for US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study 

The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) is conducting a public involvement 
meeting to discuss the environmental study of 5.5 miles of US 51 (Stoughton Road) from the 
WIS 30 interchange in Madison to the I-39/90/94 interchange in the town of Burke. The study 
will develop and evaluate options to accommodate existing and future travel demand with a 
focus on safety issues that affect travel on Stoughton Road. 

The public involvement meeting is scheduled for the following location and time: 

Wednesday, September 27, 2023, from 5 to 7 p.m. 
Madison College – Truax Building 
Conference Room D1630 
1701 Wright Street 
Madison, WI 53704 

The purpose of this meeting is to present the updated study purpose and need and gather 
feedback on alternative concepts developed throughout the corridor. The public is encouraged 
to attend and ask questions. The meeting will be in an open-house format, with a presentation 
scheduled at 5:30 p.m. Participants are welcome to come and go as they please during the 
scheduled time. WisDOT staff will be available to discuss the study on an individual basis. 

Interested persons unable to attend the scheduled meeting that would like to learn more 
information about the study should visit the study website at https://tinyurl.com/US51NorthStudy 
or contact US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Manager Jeff Berens at (608) 245-2656 or via 
email at Jeff.Berens@dot.wi.gov. Written comments regarding this study can be mailed to Jeff 
Berens at 2101 Wright Street, Madison WI 53704. 

The meeting facility is ADA-compliant and wheelchair-accessible. Persons who are deaf or hard 
of hearing and require an interpreter may request one by contacting the Wisconsin 
Telecommunications Relay System (dial 711) at least seven working days prior to the meeting. 
A Spanish-speaking translator and Hmong-speaking translator will be provided at the meeting. 
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From: Berens, Jeff - DOT 
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2023 1:23 PM 
To: rsanon@cityofmadison.com; NStevens@cityofmadison.com; 
district3@cityofmadison.com; derek.w.field@gmail.com; 
district12@cityofmadison.com; Info@AmaniForWisconsin.com; 
District15@cityofmadison.com; dinaninaformadison@gmail.com; 
district17@cityofmadison.com; madisonformadison@gmail.com; 
district16@cityofmadison.com; PAndros@cityofmadison.com; 
tlynch@cityofmadison.com; ctmccahill@gmail.com; steves@capitalarearpc.org; 
parisi@countyofdane.com; chawla.yogesh@countyofdane.com; 
Palm.larry@countyofdane.com; wright.jacob@countyofdane.com; 
Schauer.andrew@countyofdane.com; Dunphy@countyofdane.com; Wolf, Michael 
- MUN <bgadmin@blmgrove.com>; TownChair@TownofBurke.com; Jane Cahill 
Wolfgram <cahillwolfgramj@vi.deforest.wi.us>; steves@capitalarearpc.org; 
jwolfe@cityofmadison.com; recallaway@cityofmadison.com; 
MCechvala@cityofmadison.com; tlynch@cityofmadison.com; 
cpetykowski@cityofmadison.com; APrice@cityofmadison.com; 
ccarbon@cityofmadison.com; SBavery@cityofmadison.com; 
souk@cityofmadison.com; DMcauliffe@cityofmadison.com; 
aschroeder@cityofmadison.com; dperez@cityofmadison.com; 
jgary@cityofmadison.com; jhannah@cityofmadison.com; 
jengler@cityofmadison.com; kdonahue@cityofmadison.com; 
mwinter2@cityofmadison.com; skleinfeldt@cityofmadison.com; 
ytao@cityofmadison.com; Dunphy@countyofdane.com; 
violante@countyofdane.com; Draper@countyofdane.com; 
ussher.adam@msnairport.com; Jones.kimberly@msnairport.com; 
kirchner@msnairport.com; slafeber@deforestwindsorfire.com; RickP@WisAv.com; 
Gehrke, Michelle <michelle.gehrke@dot.gov>; Bacher-Gresock, Bethaney 
<Bethaney.Bacher-Gresock@dot.gov>; lisa.hemesath@dot.gov; 
choesly@cityofmadison.com; 
PAndros@cityofmadison.com; info@northsideplanningcouncil.org; 
pw@blmgrove.com; PublicWorks@TownofBurke.com; blauj@vi.deforest.wi.us; 
Heggelund, Eric P - DNR 
<Eric.Heggelund@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Howe, Michelle - DOT <michelle.howe@dot.wi.gov>; Schrum, Dan 
<DSchrum@srfconsulting.com>; Bennett, Nicholas <nbennett@hntb.com> 
Subject: US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Corridor Study: Public Involvement Meeting 
Scheduled 

TAC/LOAC Committee Members, 

WisDOT is performing an environmental study of 5.5 miles of US 51 (Stoughton Road) from 
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the WIS 30 interchange in Madison to the I-39/90/94 interchange in the town of Burke. The 
study will develop and evaluate options to accommodate existing and future travel demand 
with a focus on safety issues that affect travel on Stoughton Road. 

We are seeking community input from businesses, residents, and commuters throughout the 
corridor, with our second public involvement meeting taking place September 27, 2023. 
Attached to this email is the meeting invite and we would appreciate your support by sharing 
this information on your website. 

We included some text language you can include when posting on your website, along with a 
link to the study’s website. We have also included some text for a potential social media post 
on your channels. A social media graphic is also attached. 

Website Text Language: 

The Wisconsin Department of Transportation invites you to attend a public involvement 
meeting for the environmental study of US 51 (Stoughton Road) from the WIS 30 interchange in 
Madison to the I-39/90/94 interchange in the town of Burke. 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) Public Involvement Meeting 
Wednesday, September 27, 2023 
5 p.m. to 7 p.m. 
Madison College – Truax Building (Conference Room D1630) 1701 
Wright Street 
Madison, WI 53704 

Please see the meeting invite or visit the study’s website at https://tinyurl.com/US51NorthStudy 
for more information. 

Social Media Language: 
MARK YOUR CALENDAR: @WisconsinDOT will hold its second public involvement meeting for the US 51 
(Stoughton Road) North Study on Sept. 27 at Madison College (1701 Wright Street). 
Visit tinyurl.com/US51NorthStudy to learn more. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. Thanks. 

Sincerely, 

Jeff 

Jeff Berens, P.E. 
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Major Studies Project Manager WisDOT 
SW Region - Madison Office 

(608) 245-2656 
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     Attachment C – Handouts and Exhibits 
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Attachment D – PowerPoint Presentation 
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Attachment E – PIMA Comments 
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WisDOT Nov 2023 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study – PIM#2 PIMA Comments 

Comment 13 
Name: 
Email: 
Phone: 
Address: Madison, WI 53704 
Date: 09/24/2023 
Level of Support: Less In Favor 
Response Requested: Do not send me a response 
Topics: 
Comment: The footprint of the road should be maintained or shrunk. It is untenable to 
continue creating costly, unfunded liabilities for maintenance and repair long into the future as well as 
incongruent with the need to pivot away from driving due to the climate crisis. 

Comment 14 
Name: 
Email: 
Phone: 
Address: Madison, WI 53714 
Date: 10/03/2023 
Level of Support: Less In Favor 
Response Requested: Respond to me by e-mail 
Topics: 
Comment: make sure to prioritize pedestrians and byciclists. Do not divide our 
neighborhoods, especially at E Washington and Stoughton Rd (option one or two would be ideal...less 
impactful. Vehicular bridges tend to be harmful to ped/bikes). 
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Attachment F – Survey Results 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study PIM Debrief 
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) PIM #2 Survey 

Q1 Please enter your first and last name (optional). 
Answered: 5 Skipped: 1 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 10/23/2023 10:24 PM 

2 10/9/2023 9:22 AM 

3 10/2/2023 1:54 PM 

4 9/30/2023 6:13 AM 

5 9/29/2023 6:59 PM 

1 / 38 
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) PIM #2 Survey 

Q2 Please enter the zip code where you live (optional). 
Answered: 5 Skipped: 1 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 53704 10/23/2023 10:24 PM 

2 53714 10/9/2023 9:22 AM 

3 53714 10/2/2023 1:54 PM 

4 53714 9/30/2023 6:13 AM 

5 53704 9/29/2023 6:59 PM 

2 / 38 
A-428



      

  

         
   

  

  

  

  

  

US 51 (Stoughton Road) PIM #2 Survey 

Q3 Please enter the zip code of your place of work (optional). 
Answered: 5 Skipped: 1 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 53716 10/23/2023 10:24 PM 

2 53714 10/9/2023 9:22 AM 

3 53703 10/2/2023 1:54 PM 

4 53711 9/30/2023 6:13 AM 

5 N/A 9/29/2023 6:59 PM 

3 / 38 
A-429



US 51 (Stoughton Road) PIM #2 Survey 

Q4 Which mode of transportation needs the most improvement? Select 
one or more. 
Answered: 6 Skipped: 0 

Car 

Bus 

Bicycle 

Walk 

Truck 

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100% 

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES 

50.00% Car 

      

  

        
 

   

   

 

0.00% Bus 

66.67% Bicycle 

33.33% Walk 

16.67% Truck 

Total Respondents: 6 

4 / 38 
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) PIM #2 Survey 

Q5 Are there aspects that negatively affect your quality of life? 

Answered: 4 Skipped: 2 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 The evening rush hour is often times very frustrating. 10/23/2023 10:24 PM 

2 Speeding 10/9/2023 9:22 AM 

3 Vehicles sometimes get to drastic high speeds at the intersection of each washington and 10/3/2023 12:14 PM 
stoughton road. There are limited bicycle and walking paths to get across eash washington and 
stoughton road, not necessarily at the intersection but in general. Near pierstorf and stoughton 
road intersection, there is an area in the median where people regularly take u-turns in an 
unsafe manner. 

4 Yes, I live fairly close to USH 51, and it is a barrier to reaching destinations on on the opposite 10/2/2023 1:54 PM 
side of the highway. I also drive it on a fairly regular basis, and the current design encourages 
people to drive as if they are on a freeway instead of a street through neighborhoods, a 
college, and many businesses. 

5 / 38 
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Attachment G – Exhibit Comments 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study PIM Debrief 

A-465



A-466



A-467



    

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

     
 

 

 

 

 

Attachment H – PIM Photos 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study PIM Debrief 
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Summary of Public Involvement Meeting 
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) hosted its third open house public involvement meeting 
(PIM) to provide residents, businesses, local and elected officials, and other stakeholders information on the US 51 
(Stoughton Road) North Corridor Study on Thursday, April 18, 2024. The open house meeting provided the public 
with an update on the study’s progress, recommended alternative, upcoming study checkpoints and further public 
involvement efforts. The study team also refreshed the public on the need and purpose for a study on this corridor. 
A presentation was run on a loop during the meeting (Attachment E). The city of Madison provided a 
representative as well to present their Northeast Area Plan including their own recorded presentation and about 
seven (7) exhibits. 

The following exhibits and roll plots were displayed during the meeting for US 51 (Stoughton Road) North. Please 
see Attachment C for details. 

• Study Schedule and Next Steps 
• Study Limits Map 
• Project Purpose and Need Summary 
• Study Needs: Traffic 
• Study Needs: Safety 
• Study Needs: Roadway Geometrics 
• Environmental Considerations 
• Adjacent Studies and Projects Map 
• US 51 and WIS 30: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and WIS 30: Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI) 
• US 51 and Commercial Ave: Three-Legged Intersection 
• US 51 and Commercial Ave: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Avenue): Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Avenue): Jughandle 
• US 51 and Anderson Street: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 – Pierstorff Street to Rieder Road Realignment 
• US 51 and Kinsman Boulevard: Roundabout 
• US 51 and Kinsman Boulevard: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and Pierstorff Street: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and Rieder Road: Existing Conditions Improved with RCUT 
• US 51 and Amelia Earhart Drive: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and Hanson Road: Full Access Intersection 
• US 51 and Hoepker Road: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and Hoepker Road: Roundabout 
• US 51 and Acker Road: Existing Conditions Improved 
• US 51 and County CV/Anderson Road: Existing Conditions Improved 
• Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 
• US 51 Corridor – Proposed Roadway Typical Sections (Roll plot) 
• US 51- City of Madison Northeast Area Plan Presentation Sign in 
• US 51 North Presentation Sign-in 
• US 51 North Sign-in Board 
• Welcome Board 

Public Contact Efforts 
WisDOT mailed a postcard invitation on Monday, March 18, 2024, to about 2,900 residents, businesses and property 
owners located along the 5.5-mile US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Corridor from the WIS 30 interchange in 
Madison to the I-39/90/94 interchange in the town of Burke. Jeff Berens, US 51 North Study Project Manager, also sent 
an email blast to about 396 stakeholders from the Public Involvement Management Application (PIMA). 

WisDOT sent out a news release to promote the meeting on Thursday, April 1, 2024, with area state legislative offices 
included in the distribution. WisDOT also posted the PIM invite on the Southwest Region X page 
(formerly Twitter) on Friday, April 10, 2024, a reminder the night before the meeting and again on the day of the meeting. 

Copies of meeting notices and media coverage are available in Attachment B. 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study PIM Debrief Page | 2 
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• Spoke with one woman who lives in the Hawthorne neighborhood. She was curious as to why we have the 
shared-use path on the east side of US 51 between Commercial Avenue and EWA. She is wondering if the 
path could be placed on the west side. I explained the rationale for why it is proposed on the east side and 
encouraged her to leave a comment so we can investigate it and address it. 

• Spoke with one individual who was interested in a roundabout at Pierstorff Street. He also had questions 
about the median-separated left turn at the east leg of Kinsman Boulevard. 

• Spoke with various other folks with general questions about the corridor. One gentleman was very interested, 
listened to the presentation and said he would review the exhibits online and provide his comments through 
the website. 

Study team member Zach Freeman with Kapur, Inc. 

• I talked with the owner of . He had concerns about the removal of his driveways and the restriction to 
only one driveway for two parcels as he currently has 3 and uses them all. Garbage collection uses the main 
building driveway and comes at 4 a.m. so that the truck can pull in, collect garbage and then back out onto 
US 51 before continuing north. The truck comes early as this would be difficult to do with the daytime traffic 
volumes. The other parcel to the north is used for all his food and beverage deliveries. They pull in the south 
access point, back up to his delivery door on the north side of the building and then leave out the north 
entrance. He also mentioned that to use the “combined” driveway would make it very difficult for deliveries 
and trash collection based on the turning maneuvers. At that location, there is a billboard that he allows and 
is paid to have on his property. Last, I asked about parking capacity, and he said he typically will have 
enough parking, but Klein’s has been kind enough to allow parking in that area if he gets busy. 

• Prior to the PIM starting, I talked with about the alternatives, specifically at East Washington 
Avenue, but also the area from Commercial Avenue to Anderson Street. She was mostly concerned about 
the improvements to the bike/ped facilities and to hear what others had for comments. She felt it might be a 
good idea to add another north-south crossing for the jughandle option. Also, she was wondering if there 
were any grade crossings planned. It was explained that at this time there are not any planned crossings 
other than what is already provided with the jughandle that allows for the north-south crossing by going 
under US 51, but that may be something that gets added in the future if found to be necessary. 

• I talked with the owner of . He said he is one of only a few businesses that remain on 
that block. He is concerned about having his driveway combined with the neighboring property. His property 
has been for sale for about a year and a half. He had a sale almost locked in and on the day of the closing 
the buyer backed out as he felt there wouldn’t be enough space left for his business. He also said that 
several others have been interested, but once they find out about the upcoming project, they lose 
interest. He also said the owner of many of the adjacent properties (company out of NY) has come to him, 
but they are not offering him a fair price for the property. He noticed that the Jughandle option was a 
relocation for his property, so he went to talk with John Fandrich at the meeting. 

• I talked to two ladies that came to the meeting together regarding the Commercial Avenue area. They 
disagreed with the alternatives. One lady thought the Three-Legged option was better as it was safer for 
traffic, bikes, peds and potential future trains. She commented that she understands that it costs more than 
the other, but doing a project like this, cost should not be a factor when it relates to safety. The other lady 
thought the simple improvements were good and that she would be fine crossing the intersection; however, 
indicated she still would likely head to Fair Oaks to go north and cross East Washington Avenue. Both ladies 
preferred the DDI at the WIS 30 Interchange. 

• A couple was very concerned about the increasing population of coyotes and foxes in the area and how 
many are dying from US 51 traffic. They indicated that there is a healthy population of them south of WIS 30 
that crosses back and forth over US 51 between nature areas. They wanted to see if some kind of culvert 
could be put in that would allow the animals to cross under the highway. They both preferred the DDI 
alternative at the WIS 30 Interchange. 

• I also talked to several other individuals and couples to explain the alternatives to them. Several liked the 
improvements to the bike/pedestrian facilities. 

Study team member Noah Leonard with SRF: 

• Five individuals expressed concern about the flooding at Commercial Ave. 
• Two individuals expressed concern with the Jughandle alternative, citing that the new roadway connection to 

Prairie Avenue would draw more traffic to the Hawthorne neighborhood (a con for them). 
• One individual expressed favoritism towards the roundabout at Hoepker Road. 

o This same individual, as well as their spouse, asked about whether an interchange was considered at 
Hoepker Road or not. 

o This couple also asked about the inclusion of County Road CV and Hoepker Road in this study. 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study PIM Debrief Page | 4 
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o They requested a raised on-street bike lane in addition to the off-street shared-use path. They showed 
us pictures of the bike facilities in the Netherlands. We discussed the differences between the 
Netherlands and the U.S. 

o Throughout the discussion, I encouraged them to provide written comments and take the online survey. 
• I talked to 10-12 other attendees and answered general questions about the exhibits. 

 Exhibit and Roll Plot Comment Summary 

The following comments were left by stakeholders in attendance on the exhibit boards via post-it notes. 

Purpose and Need Summary 

• Comment: safety for all modes on and across Stoughton Road 

Purpose and Need: Safety 

• Comment: Excessive speeding/racing a problem 

Purpose and Need: Traffic 

• Comment (Post-it pointing to year 2022 Conditions map for Kinsman, Anderson and EWA): This looks bad 
but how long does this last? 

Environmental Considerations 

• Comment: Need to allow safe passage of wildlife, underpasses? 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 

• Comment (Post-it points at the existing underpass of WIS 30 west of the US 51/WIS 30 interchange): Illegal 
activity reduction to allow safe passage 

US 51 and WIS 30 Interchange: Existing Conditions Improved (Board 1) 

• Comment: Need wildlife crossings under road? Wetlands separated by 51, coyote and fox 

US 51 and Commercial Ave: Three-Legged Intersection (Board 2) 

• Comment (Post-it near the three-legged intersection): slip lanes are dangerous for bikers and pedestrians 
• Comment (East leg of Commercial Avenue to Wal-Mart): probably don’t need 4 lanes on commercial 
• Comment: I like grade separation at RR for future Amtrak line; also keeps Lexington smaller 

US 51 and Commercial Ave: Existing Conditions Improved (Board 2) 

• Comment (Post-it pointing to North Stoughton Service Road and Lexington Avenue intersection): get 
adequate intersection sight distance 

• Comment: Slip lanes are scary/dangerous for pedestrians 

US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Ave): Existing Conditions Improved (Board 3) 

• Comment (Post-it near Schmedeman Avenue intersection): Signalized ped xing at Schmedeman 

US 51 and US 151 (East Washington Ave): Jughandle (Board 3) 

• Comment (Post-it near Schmedeman Avenue intersection): Add signalized ped xing otherwise Schmedeman 
xings require 15 min detour 

• Comment (post it points to Zimbrick Volkswagen): Need ped crossing here. People will cross to keep from 
going out of their way. Make it safe 

US 51 and Anderson Street: Existing Conditions Improved (Board 4) 

• Comment (Post-it points to eastbound Anderson Street right turn): Large radii will increase drive speed at 
conflict point. Consider signalizing ped xing (use Ring 3 on EOS controller) 

US 51 and Kinsman Boulevard: Existing Conditions Improved (Board 5) 

• Comment (Post-its pointing to the west leg median location): This feels unsafe to me, yikes! Left turns to the 
left of the median seems counterintuitive 

US 51 and Kinsman Boulevard: Roundabout (Board 5) 

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study PIM Debrief Page | 6 

A-478



        

         

       
 

     

    
        
         

   

      

      

           
   

      

 

• Comment: Love the roundabout but volumes on Kinsman don’t necessitate 4 lanes. Esp. w/ roundabout at 
Pierstorff 

• Comment: Prefer roundabout with separate bicycle facilities. Would also be better for pedestrians. Less 
conflict w/turning motorists. 

US 51 and Pierstorff Street: Existing Conditions Improved (Board 6) 

• Comment: Make this a roundabout too to relieve traffic pressure and Kinsman 
• Comment (Post-it points to SE quadrant): Make this crossing possible for people walking + biking 
• Comment: A roundabout here would alleviate traffic on Kinsman and serve as a “gateway” to slower more 

complex part of Stoughton Road 

US 51 and Rieder Road: Existing Conditions Improved with RCUT (Board 7) 

• Comment (Post-it points to the US 51/Rieder Road Intersection): Preference for Hanson Road alternative 
configuration w/acceleration and deceleration lanes 

• Comment (Post-it points to RCUT): Getting to the left turn lane at Amelia Earhart is hard enough – this is too 
close to Rieder. The right acceleration lane is strange. 

US 51 and Hoepker Road: Roundabout (Board 10) 

• Comment: Love the roundabout 
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Corridor Study PIM Invite 

Greetings from the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT), 

The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) invites you to a public involvement meeting for 
the environmental study of the 5.5 miles of US 51 (Stoughton Road) from the WIS 30 interchange in 
Madison to the I-39/90/94 interchange in the town of Burke. 

This meeting will be in an open house format with a prerecorded presentation. You may attend anytime 
between 5 and 7 p.m. to view the presentation, speak with a study team member and provide feedback. 
The city of Madison will also have a prerecorded presentation and a representative available to provide 
updates on the city’s Northeast Area Plan. Materials WisDOT presents at the meeting will be available 
on the US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study webpage following the meeting. 

Date: Thursday, April 18, 2024, from 5 to 7 p.m. 

Location: Madison College – Truax Building (Conference Room D1630) 1701 Wright Street, Madison, WI 
53704 

The meeting facility is ADA-compliant and wheelchair accessible. Persons who are deaf or hard of 
hearing and require an interpreter may request one by contacting the Wisconsin Telecommunications 
Relay System (dial 711) at least seven working days prior to the meeting date. If you require a Spanish-
or Hmong-speaking interpreter at this meeting, please contact WisDOT Southwest Region 
Communication Manager Michael Bie (email Michael.Bie@dot.wi.gov or call 608-246-7928) at least 
seven working days prior to the meeting. 

If you have questions or are unable to attend but would like to learn about the study, please contact: 

Jeff Berens, P.E. 
US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Project Manager 
Jeff.Berens@dot.wi.gov 
608-245-2656 

You can also learn more on our webpage at https://tinyurl.com/US51NorthStudy 
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News Release 
Wisconsin Department of Transportation 

F or release April 4 , 2 420 

F or more information contact: 

Michael Bie, WisDOT Southwest Region Communications Manager 
(608) 246-7928 
Michael.Bie@ dot.wi.gov 

P ub lic meeting set for US  5 1 ( S toughton R oad) North S tudy 

The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) is conducting a public inv olvement 
meeting to discuss the env ironmental study of 5.5 miles of US 51 (Stoughton Road) from the WIS 
30 interchange in Madison to the I-39/90/94 interchange in the town of Burke. 

The public inv olvement meeting is scheduled for the following location and time: 

Thursday, April 18, 2024, from 5 to 7 p.m. 
Madison College Truax Building 
Conference Room D1630 
1701 Wright Street 
Madison, WI 53704 

The purpose of this meeting is to present study updates and gather feedback on the detailed 
alternatives and the WisDOT recommended alternative. The public is encouraged to attend 
anytime between 5 and 7 p.m. and ask questions. The meeting will be in open house format, with 
a prerecorded presentation. Participants are welcome to come and go as they please during the 
scheduled time. WisDOT staff will be av ailable to discuss the study on an individual basis. The 
city of Madison will also hav e a prerecorded presentation and will be on hand to discuss updates 
to the city s Northeast Area Plan. 

Interested persons unable to attend the scheduled meeting that would like to learn more 
information about the study should visit the study website at https://tinyurl.com/US51NorthS tudy 
or contact US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Manager Jeff Berens at (608) 245-2656 or via 
email at Jeff.Berens@dot.wi.gov . Written comments regarding this study can be mailed to Jeff 
Berens at 2101 Wright Street, Madison WI 53704. 

The meeting facility is ADA-compliant and wheelchair-accessible. Persons who are deaf or hard 
of hearing and req uire an interpreter may req uest one by contacting the Wisconsin 
Telecommunications Relay System (dial 711) at least sev en working days prior to the meeting. If 
you req uire a Spanish- or Hmong- speak ing interpreter at this meeting, please contact WisD OT 
Southwest Region Communications Manager, M ichael B ie (email Michael.Bie@ dot.wi.gov ) at 
least sev en working days prior to the meeting date. 
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    Attachment D – Roll Plot 
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Not in Favor 

Status Done 

2024-04-24 
Respond by Email 

2024-04-30 

Not in Favor 

Status Done 

2024-04-30 
No Response Needed 

Not in Favor 

Status Done 

2024-05-04 
No Response Needed 

Status Done 

2024-05-06 
No Response Needed 

Not in Favor 

Status: Done 

Additionally. the Greater Madison MPO 2050 plan aims to foster an integrated multi-modal transportation system. One of the priorities of our WisOOT study is to improve 
bicycle and pedestrian accommodations along the corridor. A shared-use path for all ages and abilities is proposed on the east side of US 51. Bicycle and pedestrian accom­
modations are also being proposed at all the signalized intersections between WIS 30 and Hoepker Road. We are also considering introducing an urban cross section and 
reducing the speed limit for the southern section of this corridor between WIS 30 and East Washington Avenue. As part of this study. we also consider projected economic 
development and adjacent land use. in addition to coordinating with our partners at city of Madison who are developing a Northeast Area Plan. If you have not done so, please 
visit the study website at https://tinyurloom/US51NorthStudy. Here you may take the surveys. download. print and view materials from previous meetings. If you have any 
other feedback or questions. please do not hesitate to contact me directly. Thank you. Jeff Berens. 

Comment Summary 
I live at I am very concerned about the changes proposed on straightening the curve of the highway as it relates to my property. The highway wiU be 
even closer to my home which increases traffic noise and Ughts from traffic towards my home becomes increasingly unpleasant. The elimination of a good portion 
of the wooded area magnifies this problem since there is Less of a barrier. I am concerned with future increased traffic. poUution. and noise pollution from cars. Also. 
this wm significantly decrease the value of my property since you are taking some of my property and also moving the highway closer (this has already happened 
once with this house.) Also. there is a special needs child that lives a'll■■■■■and this is a safety concern for them. Who wiU be maintaining Leo Circt.e if it is 
moved. Madison or the Town of Burke? Is my property to remain in the Town of Burke or will it now be Madison? I think it is an impractical proposal from our standpoint. 
to have our two homes on Leo Circle affected this negatively once again. It wm be undesirable to live there and impossible to seU the property with these changes. 

WisDOT Response 
He� 

The US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study team appreciates you 
reaching out regarding your property a and the potential changes to US 51. The reason that we are evaluating flattening the curves near your property is that 
they do not meet current design standards and there is a history of run-off-the road crashes in that area. Flattening those curves \Mll help address this safety issue. We wiU 
take your concerns into consideration and can investigate ways to potentially reduce impacts to your property as the study moves forward tf you are interested. I can put 
you in touch with one of our WasDOT Real Estate representatives who can discuss what factors are taken into consideration when WtSOOT determines compensation for real 
estate acquisition as part of a transportation project. Specific to your question as to whether your property would remain in the Town of Burke. your parcel should remain with 
that municipality. 

WtSOOT projects do not result in changes to local jurisdictional boundaries. Please let me know if you have any additional questions or comments. Thank you, Jeff 

Comment Summary 
I attended the US 51 meeting at MATC. I appreciated the effort put into the maps. I saw too much emphasis on �hrough-pur and not enough emphasis on what the 
City of Madison is trying to accomplish. I worry that population studies are off by massive amounts and over-predict the need to expand highways and roads. See 
WSDOT and highway SR-520 for examples. Roads are also extremely expensive to maintain. It would be better to spend this money on public transportation. Mad­
ison is building denser communities and trying not to sprawl There's a goal of reducing VMT. This would not accomplish that. It would remove property that could 
be taxed and put more infrastructure costs on our long-term books. with no benefits towards creating environments that are good fOf' denser housing and mixed­
use buildings. There's also too many elements that would introduce hazards for bikers and pedestrians. We should be making it as easy as possible fOf' bikers and 
peels within cities. Roads are great. they should get people to places quickly. Streets should be slow and for building wealth. I do not understand why we are trying 
to "enhance• (I think it makes it worse) US 51 when there is a perfectly great highway Less than .5 miles away that has faster speeds. The closer we get to the city, 
the slower people should be moving and priOf'itizing peds and bikers. I also do not support slip lanes. We should reduce those as much as possible. I appreciate the 
effort. I think we can use tax dollars more efficiently that can generate wealth for the city (and state). save mOf'e lives, and make people happier. With this current line 
of thinking, we are only creating more reasons for people to have 30 minute• commutes. My support for this project is for prioritizing peds and bikers over cars. 

Comment Summary 

Please prioritize pedestrian/bike safety and infrastructure! We don't need to expand the north section of 51 that runs parallel to 1-90. Gps guidance already routes 
people around 51 to l-90, I would love to see this section of 51 reduced to improve local residential connectivity and safety. (Crossing 51 is dangerous!) 

Comment Summary 
Many of the access points to 51 should be eliminated and shifted elsewhere for the safety of everyone. It's honestly wild that you can pull out of a Walgreens 
parking lot and directly onto a US highway. These businesses shouldn't have direct access to the Highway. instead they should be on local streets that feed to the 
highwa 
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Public Involvement Meeting 3 Survey 

Q2 What organization do you represent? (optional) 
Answered: 7 Skipped: 19 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 5/6/2024 4:18 PM 

2 5/6/2024 3:35 PM 

3 5/6/2024 11:53 AM 

4 5/6/2024 10:18 AM 

5 5/5/2024 11:56 AM 

6 5/5/2024 10:54 AM 

7 5/5/2024 10:38 AM 

2 / 20 
A-561



          

  

    
   

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Public Involvement Meeting 3 Survey 

Q3 What is your job title? (optional) 
Answered: 8 Skipped: 18 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 5/6/2024 4:18 PM 

2 5/6/2024 3:35 PM 

3 5/5/2024 11:18 AM 

4 5/5/2024 11:16 AM 

5 5/5/2024 11:13 AM 

6 5/5/2024 10:57 AM 

7 5/5/2024 10:38 AM 

8 4/25/2024 1:29 PM 

3 / 20 
A-562
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4 

5 

6 
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Public Involvement Meeting 3 Survey 

Q5 Please share any additional comments at this interchange: 
Answered: 11 Skipped: 15 

# RESPONSES DATE 

The shared use path improvements are welcomed, but efforts to increase road capacity are 5/7/2024 8:24 AM 
counterintuitive to street safety and will increase the financial burden on the city. I would like to 
see more aggressive improvements to encourage walking/biking instead of increased road 
capacity, especially since this is based on nebulous (and often incorrect) traffic projections. 

I would like to see a car capacity reductions on our city's roads. The city has a goal to reduce 5/6/2024 4:27 PM 
VMT and I think that the only way to do that is to reduce the capacity of the roads to induce 
development and transportation demand that is not car centric. We can then use that newly 
available right of way for bus lanes, bike lanes, pedestrian infrastructure, etc. 

What is the data source and confidence interval on the traffic projections guiding this 5/6/2024 11:56 AM 
recommendation? I support infrastructure that deincentivizes individual motor travel—so, I’d be 
in favor of arriving more slowly by car if I’m able to arrive more safely as a pedestrian or public 
transit rider. 

Reducing vehicle speeds and volumes is the best way of increasing the safety of pedestrians, 5/6/2024 10:22 AM 
people on bicycles, and those in cars. Reducing lanes crossed for cyclists is a good start, but 
I'm concerned about the additional westbound lane added. 

We should prioritize pedestrians/cyclists/public transit over creating more vehicular traffic. 
Slapping a mixed use path on the side of a highway seems like a poorly thought out idea, and 
asking pedestrians to walk across a highway is incredibly dangerous. Safety is my top priority, 
and I do not feel safer with even more vehicles on roads, that only makes me less safe. What 
is the plan to pay for the maintenance cost of this plan? many DOTs drastically overestimate 
future traffic that will accumulate. Have we reviewed our traffic models to even see if they 
have been accurate over the past decades? 

5/5/2024 8:07 PM 

In general, I support not expanding roads and support focusing on the safety of pedestrians. 5/5/2024 2:04 PM 
The best way to alleviate road congestion is to support other forms of transportation so there 
are less cars on the road. Additionally, expanding the area the road takes up will result in 
greater costs for maintaining the road and less revenue from the area due to that land not 
being able to be used for businesses or other buildings. 

I like the addition of the shared use bike path, but adding more lanes to an already huge road 5/5/2024 1:03 PM 
isn't a great idea - we'd be better off removing lanes and slowing traffic to encourage people to 
spend time in the area, not zip through as fast as possible (drivers can use 90/94 if they want 
speed - Google already routes you to the interstate rather than 51 most of the time). 

I'm concerned that Wisconsin DOT needs to build a string of more reasonable gaps between 
their previous projections and actual growth rates to make these projections not be irrational to 
use as a basis for such construction. Can you please update the materials to show, 1) all prior 
projections over the last 20 years in the state, 2) all prior measures of those same roads, 
showing the gap between the projection and the actuals? I'm asking for a pause for such a 
projection to be made. Until then I don't understand the basis by which you are increasing my 
taxes to build a road of unknown usefulness. 

5/5/2024 12:00 PM 

Love the new shared path and overpass. Crossing unsignalized right turn lanes on the shared 5/5/2024 11:21 AM 
path looks scary. Highway speed and driving behavior of highway drivers does not consider 
looking for pedestrians trying to cross. 

DOTs across the country reliably and grossly overestimate demand projections. I would prefer 5/5/2024 10:47 AM 
to see this interchange safer for pedestrians and cyclists, but if the options are to keep as is or 
change to a diverging diamond, I suppose keeping it as is would be my preference 

Very good 4/25/2024 1:45 PM 

5 / 20 
A-564
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Public Involvement Meeting 3 Survey 

Q7 Please share any additional comments at this intersection: 
Answered: 9 Skipped: 17 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 The shared use path improvements are welcomed, but efforts to increase road capacity are 
counterintuitive to street safety and will increase the financial burden on the city. I would like to 
see more aggressive improvements to encourage walking/biking instead of increased road 
capacity, especially since this is based on nebulous (and often incorrect) traffic projections. 

5/7/2024 8:27 AM 

2 I would like to see a car capacity reductions on our city's roads. The city has a goal to reduce 
VMT and I think that the only way to do that is to reduce the capacity of the roads to induce 
development and transportation demand that is not car centric. We can then use that newly 
available right of way for bus lanes, bike lanes, pedestrian infrastructure, etc. 

5/6/2024 4:28 PM 

3 The increased footprint and wetland impacts of expanding the number of lanes is concerning to 
me. Given that many state DOTs greatly overestimate the amount of future traffic in their 
projections, I'm not convinced that these projections are accurate. Have we calibrated 
WisDOT's traffic models to match their past over-shots of utilization? I think that railroad 
signals and increased safety of pedestrian crossings is important, but adding additional lanes 
undercuts these safety measures. 

5/6/2024 10:27 AM 

4 We should prioritize pedestrians/cyclists/public transit over vehicular traffic. Encouraging 
people to quite literally walk across a highway is incredibly dangerous. If there's pedestrian to 
cross a highway, then there should be a pedestrian bridge to enable actually safe crossing. 
Many DOTs overestimate traffic projections. Has WIDOT reviewed models to ensure that they 
are actually accurate. 

5/5/2024 8:07 PM 

5 In general, I support not expanding roads and support focusing on the safety of pedestrians. 
The best way to alleviate road congestion is to support other forms of transportation so there 
are less cars on the road. Additionally, expanding the area the road takes up will result in 
greater costs for maintaining the road and less revenue from the area due to that land not 
being able to be used for businesses or other buildings. 

5/5/2024 2:17 PM 

6 I like the shared-use path, but we should be prioritizing the safety of pedestrians over the 
speed of cars - adding more lanes inherently makes streets more dangerous to cross as a 
pedestrian because you're spending more time in the intersection. 

5/5/2024 1:06 PM 

7 There appears to be no mass transit integration into an intersection that has clearly become 
too frequently used to warrant single occupancy vehicles. You need to start over. 

5/5/2024 12:01 PM 

8 Sidewalk and shared paths have interactions with slip lanes. These need to be no right on red 
and signalized to be safe. 

5/5/2024 11:25 AM 

9 This is a tough call for me. A different type of intersection would involve wetland impacts and 
just take up a larger foottprint of land. However, being able to go under 51 on Commercial 
might be much safer for non-motorists than going across the current wide intersection 

4/27/2024 9:11 PM 

7 / 20 
A-566
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Public Involvement Meeting 3 Survey 

Q9 Please share any additional comments at this intersection: 
Answered: 10 Skipped: 16 

# RESPONSES DATE 

The shared use path improvements are welcomed, but efforts to increase road capacity are 5/7/2024 8:32 AM 
counterintuitive to street safety and will increase the financial burden on the city. I would like to 
see more aggressive improvements to encourage walking/biking instead of increased road 
capacity, especially since this is based on nebulous (and often incorrect) traffic projections. 
The Mineral Point and Junction Rd intersection is mentioned as a similar geometry, which is an 
awful intersection to operate as a pedestrian and cyclist. Additionally, this plan would reduce 
overall tax revenue from the newly acquired land, so how does this project not cost the city a 
large sum of money in the future? 

I would like to see a car capacity reductions on our city's roads. The city has a goal to reduce 5/6/2024 4:28 PM 
VMT and I think that the only way to do that is to reduce the capacity of the roads to induce 
development and transportation demand that is not car centric. We can then use that newly 
available right of way for bus lanes, bike lanes, pedestrian infrastructure, etc. 

I frequently run errands through this intersection and I would like to see it become more 5/6/2024 11:57 AM 
human/pedestrian friendly. Car throughput is less important to me than robust public transit 
options and evidence-based pedestrian safety measures. 

I am incredibly concerned about the plan to increase the number of lanes and pave over the 
incredibly valuable urban land in this part of the city, which is projected to grow in population. 
More lanes will make the road harder and less pleasant to live around for the future residents, 
and hamper future development. The county and city both have goals of reducing VMT by 15% 
over the coming decades. Increasing the number of lanes and building even more road will 
undermine this goal. We should not be building new lanes, especially on the basis of WisDOT's 
traffic models which have historically predicted far more utilization than appeared in reality. 
Additionally, I am concerned about how this lane expansion will impact the city and my takes. 
How much additional money will be required to maintain these expanded roads in the future? 
And how will the city make up the tax revenue lost from the land which will be taken away from 
these roads and their surrounding features? 

5/6/2024 10:34 AM 

We should prioritize pedestrians/cyclists/public transit over creating more vehicular traffic. 
Slapping a mixed use path on the side of a highway seems like a poorly thought out idea, and 
asking pedestrians to walk across a highway is incredibly dangerous. Safety is my top priority, 
and I do not feel safer with even more vehicles on roads, that only makes me less safe. What 
is the plan to pay for the maintenance cost of this plan? many DOTs drastically overestimate 
future traffic that will accumulate. Have we reviewed our traffic models to even see if they 
have been accurate over the past decades? 

5/5/2024 8:07 PM 

The jughandle option sounds good due to improving safety for pedestrians and bikers. 5/5/2024 2:17 PM 
However, the additional space taken up by roads concerns me. I'd prefer to see similar benefits 
for pedestrian and biker safety without expanding the roads. 

I'm concerned about maintenance costs for this plan - have they been accounted for? Will the 5/5/2024 1:10 PM 
city be able to afford the maintenance at this intersection? 

You need to start over on this plan. East Washington is too problematic for pedestrians. I want 5/5/2024 12:03 PM 
to live in a walkable city and this just moves things even further towards a drive through city 
without local businesses or community. Why destroy that? 

We don’t need more land being consumed by highways along a major transit corridor. With 5/5/2024 11:29 AM 
Madison BRT, we can handle additional commuters in this area with the current footprint. We 
need a continued focus on TOD to continue making this a more livable area. Shared path has 
very long routes due to underpass. Double right turn lane feels very dangerous for a shared 
path unless we have no right on red and signal priority to not force pedestrians and cyclists to 
take multiple cycles to cross. 

Both of these options condemn far too much land, but the jughandle option takes up for land 4/27/2024 9:16 PM 

9 / 20 
A-568
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Public Involvement Meeting 3 Survey 

by far. I don't see much improvement for bikes/peds. There's just as much road to get across 
either way, but with the jughandle taking up so much space, potential destinations will be that 
much further away. 

10 / 20 
A-569
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US 51 (Stoughton Road) North Study Public Involvement Meeting 3 Survey 

Q11 Please share any additional comments at this intersection: 
Answered: 9 Skipped: 17 

# RESPONSES DATE 

The shared use path is welcome, but I worry about the bike lanes that sandwich cyclists 5/7/2024 8:37 AM 
between lanes of traffic. If you've never ridden a bike on this type of bike lane, I encourage you 
to try it to understand the degree of discomfort and lack of safety propagated by this 
infrastructure. I would rather see more aggressive improvements to biking/pedestrian 
infrastructure than being concerned about optimizing traffic throughput. 

I appreciate the emphasis on bike and pedestrian safety and comfort. This should be a much 5/6/2024 4:31 PM 
higher priority than vehicle throughput. 

We should prioritize pedestrians/cyclists/public transit over creating more vehicular traffic. 
Slapping a mixed use path on the side of a highway seems like a poorly thought out idea, and 
asking pedestrians to walk across a highway is incredibly dangerous. Safety is my top priority, 
and I do not feel safer with even more vehicles on roads, that only makes me less safe. What 
is the plan to pay for the maintenance cost of this plan? many DOTs drastically overestimate 
future traffic that will accumulate. Have we reviewed our traffic models to even see if they 
have been accurate over the past decades? 

5/5/2024 8:08 PM 

While I prefer roundabouts when driving, once they have multiple lanes within them, they 5/5/2024 2:17 PM 
become quite confusing and unintuitive. Additionally, roundabouts take up more space. I 
support the existing conditions improved alternative due to being safer for pedestrians and 
bikers. 

I really like the additional bike/ped infrastructure in this plan. 5/5/2024 1:13 PM 

roundabout option looks incredibly dangerous in an area with a mens shelter and so likely to 5/5/2024 12:07 PM 
have a lot of pedestrian traffic. In particular, drivers will strain to look over their left shoulder 
and so not pay attention to pedestrians coming from the right. This is a common mistake 
made by traffic engineers. One solution would be to take the road down to 11' and a single lane 
where pedestrians cross so drivers must look forward, and so see pedestrians. 

This looks decent as long as signaling to prevent right on red and reasonable crossing times 5/5/2024 11:30 AM 
for pedestrians and cyclists is done. 

Any roundabout where bikes/peds have to cross more than one lane of free-flowing vehicle 4/27/2024 9:20 PM 
traffic at a time is inherently unsafe. Especially this style with its sharp angles that create poor 
sight lines. That said, the "Existing Conditions Improved" isn't really improved. I know you all 
have fantasy-based traffic projections, but in reality, traffic on 51 has been decreasing on 
many segments, and otherwise staying level. An improvement to this intersection would be to 
simplify it, not condemning more land to add more turn lanes. 

Love Round About to keep the traffic moving 4/25/2024 1:47 PM 
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Q13 Please share any additional comments at this intersection: 
Answered: 9 Skipped: 17 

# RESPONSES DATE 

Why does 51 need 7 lanes (north side of the intersection)? Can that be reduced to reduce 5/6/2024 4:33 PM 
pedestrian crossing length? 

A second left-bound turn lane just before said two lanes merge doesn't seem necessary. The 5/6/2024 10:37 AM 
safety improvements for bikes can be accomplished without prioritizing cars turning faster. 

We should prioritize pedestrians/cyclists/public transit over creating more vehicular traffic. 
Slapping a mixed use path on the side of a highway seems like a poorly thought out idea, and 
asking pedestrians to walk across a highway is incredibly dangerous. Safety is my top priority, 
and I do not feel safer with even more vehicles on roads, that only makes me less safe. What 
is the plan to pay for the maintenance cost of this plan? many DOTs drastically overestimate 
future traffic that will accumulate. Have we reviewed our traffic models to even see if they 
have been accurate over the past decades? 

5/5/2024 8:08 PM 

While I prefer roundabouts when driving, once they have multiple lanes within them, they 5/5/2024 2:17 PM 
become quite confusing and unintuitive. Additionally, roundabouts take up more space. I 
support the existing conditions improved alternative due to being safer for pedestrians and 
bikers. 

I like the shared-use path, but I'm concerned the additional turn lane will make it more difficult 5/5/2024 1:15 PM 
and dangerous for pedestrians and cyclists to cross. 

this is fine 5/5/2024 12:08 PM 

Good addition of sidewalks, signal needs to prioritize pedestrian safety not car throughput (no 5/5/2024 11:32 AM 
right on red) 

Again, the multi-lane roundabouts are inherently unsafe for anyone other than motorists. 4/27/2024 9:24 PM 
Especially "spiky" ones like this. However, regarding so-called "improvements", Hoepker Rd is 
one lane each way to either side of this intersection. Why are you all widening it to three(!) 
lanes at the intersection? And 51 southbound is two lanes, but at the intersection it becomes 
5?? 

Round About!! 4/25/2024 1:47 PM 
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Q15 Please share any additional comments regarding the RCUT: 
Answered: 3 Skipped: 23 

# RESPONSES DATE 

1 We should prioritize pedestrians/cyclists/public transit over creating more vehicular traffic. 
Slapping a mixed use path on the side of a highway seems like a poorly thought out idea, and 
asking pedestrians to walk across a highway is incredibly dangerous. Safety is my top priority, 
and I do not feel safer with even more vehicles on roads, that only makes me less safe. What 
is the plan to pay for the maintenance cost of this plan? many DOTs drastically overestimate 
future traffic that will accumulate. Have we reviewed our traffic models to even see if they 
have been accurate over the past decades? 

5/5/2024 8:08 PM 

2 I don’t really have any idea on the pros and cons of this. My main concern would be issues 
caused by driver behavior because they are unfamiliar with this. 

5/5/2024 11:35 AM 

3 Great idea!! 4/25/2024 1:48 PM 
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Q16 Please share any comments related to the other intersections along 
the corridor: 

Answered: 9 Skipped: 17 

# RESPONSES DATE 

I'd like to prioritize pedestrian safety over vehicle throughput. "Adding or extending turn-lanes" 5/14/2024 5:46 AM 
does the opposite - it is intended to get more vehicles through the intersections more quickly, 
and it is less safe for pedestrians that will have to cross more lanes of vehicles. 

This part of the city feels incredibly inaccessible by bike and foot. Many of the "improvements" 
laid out here do not adequately address this, mainly by providing suggestions that increase 
road capacity, which inevitably conflicts with any safety improvement and discourages other 
modes of transportation. I strongly support approaches that would improve the walkability and 
bikeability, making the area more of a destination for people to prosper, instead of focusing on 
moving vehicles through the area. With increased capacity for vehicle throughput, the city is 
also financially burdened by increasing maintenances costs, not only from future road 
maintenance, but increase impermeable surfaces that require more storm water maintenance. 
Are these costs really worth the minutes of time that would be granted to drivers? The city has 
clearly outlined green streets priorities, and this area of the city should be no exception to this 
vision. 

5/7/2024 8:47 AM 

I think adding lanes is a mistake. We should be trying to reduce car lanes wherever possible. If 5/6/2024 4:35 PM 
we are serious about reducing VMT as a city/county, we can't keep adding capacity to roads. 

Adding additional turn lanes increases the danger for people on foot or bike to cross the street 5/6/2024 10:39 AM 
by exposing them to additional cars which could run them over. I'm generally opposed. 

We should prioritize pedestrians/cyclists/public transit over creating more vehicular traffic. 
Slapping a mixed use path on the side of a highway seems like a poorly thought out idea, and 
asking pedestrians to walk across a highway is incredibly dangerous. Safety is my top priority, 
and I do not feel safer with even more vehicles on roads, that only makes me less safe. What 
is the plan to pay for the maintenance cost of this plan? many DOTs drastically overestimate 
future traffic that will accumulate. Have we reviewed our traffic models to even see if they 
have been accurate over the past decades? 

5/5/2024 8:09 PM 

In order to let the area thrive, it's more important that people are able to use it as a destination 5/5/2024 1:21 PM 
(spend time at businesses, walk around, etc.) than to be able to zip through as fast as 
possible. We also want to encourage people to cycle or walk instead of driving, but most will 
only do that if they feel safe, and expanding roads with more lanes will do the opposite of 
making people feel safe. Personally, safety is my top priority - I'd rather go slower if it means 
there's a smaller chance of me hitting a cyclist or pedestrian. 

I support keeping signalized intersections where they exist, and signalizing intersections where 4/27/2024 9:28 PM 
the cross-street may now warrant it. I live near a freeway section of 51, and we hear it 
constantly, even 1/4 mile away. I don't wish that on anyone. 

Two lanes turning east from 51 at 30 4/25/2024 1:50 PM 

I don’t think any major improvements are needed 4/24/2024 9:36 PM 
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Q18 What additional comments do you have specific to improvements 
along Stoughton Road? 

Answered: 14 Skipped: 12 

# RESPONSES DATE 

I support lowering the speed limit, but that needs to be combined with designing the road for 5/14/2024 5:57 AM 
travel at that speed. We should prioritize safety over optimizing vehicle throughput, even if that 
means that during rush hour LOS suffers. We should especially prioritize the safety of the 
most vulnerable people - pedestrians. Adding lanes, especially slip lanes, is antithetical to 
pedestrian safety. 

This part of the city feels incredibly inaccessible by bike and foot. Many of the "improvements" 
laid out here do not adequately address this, mainly by providing suggestions that increase 
road capacity, which inevitably conflicts with any safety improvement and discourages other 
modes of transportation. I strongly support approaches that would improve the walkability and 
bikeability, making the area more of a destination for people to prosper, instead of focusing on 
moving vehicles through the area. With increased capacity for vehicle throughput, the city is 
also financially burdened by increasing maintenances costs, not only from future road 
maintenance, but increase impermeable surfaces that require more storm water maintenance. 
Are these costs really worth the minutes of time that would be granted to drivers? The city has 
clearly outlined green streets priorities, and this area of the city should be no exception to this 
vision. 

5/7/2024 8:47 AM 

There are too many car lanes 5/6/2024 4:36 PM 

As mentioned in previous comments, I would like to see Stoughton Road become more 5/6/2024 12:03 PM 
accessible to car alternatives. As I seek to reduce my household’s carbon emissions, it’s 
discouraging to frequent a thoroughfare seemingly designed to necessitate travel by fast car— 
not to mention the fact that there is virtually no part of Stoughton Road where I feel safe 
walking with my kids, even though many of our frequent errands are easy walking distance 
along the corridor. Please consider pedestrian, bicycle, and public transit infrastructure. It’s 
worth it to me to arrive a little more slowly if it means preserving air, soil, and water quality for 
my kids. 

We should be prioritizing people on foot, bikes, and transit over allowing cars to move faster 5/6/2024 10:42 AM 
(often at the expense of the safety of the former). It's heartening to see some small pedestrian 
and bike safety improvements in these proposals, but they're immediately undercut by the 
multiple lane expansions which are proposed in these plans. Growing population density, the 
urgency of reducing VMT to address climate change, and pedestrian safety make it paramount 
that we halt highway expansions in our city. 

If speed limits get lowered, then WIDOT needs to design the 51 to be driven at a slower speed, 5/5/2024 8:11 PM 
(narrower lanes, less open space, etc). Motorists will drive as fast as they feel comfortable 
driving, and ignore any posted speed limit signs. The design of the road inform prevailing 
speeds, not numbers posted on a metal sign. 

In general, I support not expanding roads and support focusing on the safety of pedestrians. 5/5/2024 2:17 PM 
The best way to alleviate road congestion is to support other forms of transportation so there 
are less cars on the road. Additionally, expanding the area the road takes up will result in 
greater costs for maintaining the road and less revenue from the area due to that land not 
being able to be used for businesses or other buildings. 

Reducing speed limits are a great idea - have other speed-calming measures been considered, 5/5/2024 1:22 PM 
such as narrower lanes that will encourage people to drive slower? 

when you reduce the speed limit, you need to make the 80th percentile speed get down to 35 5/5/2024 12:11 PM 
by moving in trees, narrowing lanes, making more interesting/less straight driving, and more 
obstacles to drive around. I'd rather have the natural speed be 35 than the posted speed and 
so I'd encourage you to start with this change even if you don't change the posted speed. 

I like the effort to improve pedestrian and cyclist safety though am worried about whether 5/5/2024 11:42 AM 
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signals will be configured properly to make this safe for pedestrians and cyclists. We need to 
avoid multi cycle crossings and right and red to make it safe. When I see multistage 
crossings, this can result in over a minute of additional time waiting to cross and people get 
impatient and cross anyway, but this can be extremely dangerous due to fast moving traffic. I 
like lowering speed limits, but we need to consider design changes as well to make it feel like 
you should slow down. I think we should look into using funds for purely pedestrian/cyclist or 
transit improvements. A little investment there would pay off a lot more by reducing car traffic 
volumes over marginal improvements to heavily car centric infrastructure. 

11 The interstate runs a few miles east of 51. The highway would better serve the community as 
a lower speed main drag that supports pedestrians, cyclists, and public transit than its current 
state as a thoroughfare that cuts through the city and adds little to the city and its residents, 
either culturally or economically. 

5/5/2024 10:54 AM 

12 I live near a freeway section of 51. We hear it constantly from 1/4 mile away. No one else 
should have to deal with that. If anything, we should be slowing 51 down, and freeing up the 
land adjacent to it for much needed infill development. There's nothing to say that a state route 
can't also be a vibrant 25 mph commercial corridor. 

4/27/2024 9:30 PM 

13 Should be three lanes on 51. Round about at Kinsman, Rieder road and Hoepker road. 4/25/2024 1:52 PM 

14 A roundabout is needed at the kingsman bulvard intersection. The vertical alignment and sight 
distance when turning is impossible to judge 

4/24/2024 9:38 PM 
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7. Other Intersections 

" \ 

There are several intersections along the corridor that only have one proposed build alternative 

and that is to maintain the existing intersection with minor improvements, such as adding or 

extending tum-lanes. The reason that these intersections are proposed to maintain their current 

configuration is that they are not anticipated to have any safety or operational issues in the 

future, or the minor improvements proposed would address any known issues. These 

intersections are Anderson Street, Pierstorff Street, Rieder Road, Amelia Earhart Drive, Hanson 

Road, Acker Road, and County Highway CV. 

Please share any comments related to these intersections: 

A-583
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Please enter your first and last name ( optional) 

What organization do you represent? (optional) 

What is your job title? (optional) 

t. WIS 30 Intercbanee 

At this interchange location, there are two build alternatives are u nder consideration: the Diverging 
Diamond Interchange (DOI) and the Existing Conditions Improved. The recommended alternative is 
the Existing Conditions Improved. 

On a scale of 1-5, how strongly do you support the recommended alternative for the WIS 30 
Interchange: Existing Conditions lmp1·oved'r (1 - not at all supportive, 5 -very supportive) 

2Q 3 4 5 

Please share any additional comments at this interchange: 

2. Commercial Avenue/Lexington Avenue Intersection 

At this intersection location, there are two build alternatives under consideration: the Existing 
Conditions Improved and the Three-Legged Intersection. The recommended alternative is the Existing 
Conditions Improved. 

On a scale of 1-5, how strongly do you support the recommended alternative for the Commercial 
Ave/Lexington Ave Intersection: Existing Conditions Improved? (1 -not at all supportive, 5 - very
suppoo )

� 2 3 4 5o

Please share any additional comments at this interse.ction: 
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8. Speed Limit 

The study team is investigating lowering the speed limit of US 51 between WIS 30 and East 
Washington Avenue. On a scale of 1-5, how strongly do you support a reduction of the US 51 speed 

limit from 45 mph to 35 mph between WIS 30 and East Washington Avenue? (1 - not at all 
supportive, 5 - very supportive) 

2 3 4 cD 

What additional comments do you have specific to improvements along Stoughton Road? 
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