
As I am unable to attend the upcoming planning meeting Feb. 29, I would 

like to register my opposition to the proposed extension of the Lake Parkway 

(http://www.sewrpc.org/SEWRPC/Transportation/LakeParkwayExtensionStu

dy.htm ). 

 

Based on the available information in the preliminary study, I am personally 

opposed to the extension for the following reasons. 
 

1. Benefit not worth costs. The primary benefit is an estimated 5-minute 

increase in travel time between Highway 100 and Latyon Avenue from 15 

minutes to 10 minutes. This benefit has not been demonstrated to be equal 

to or greater than even just the estimated capital costs of $207.2 million, 

not to mention any unquantified negative externalities accompanying this 

project. This is first a question of values--how valuable is that extra five 

minutes considering all the other issues facing state and local governments? 

Do "we" really need to get from point A to point B 5 minutes faster (what is 

the equivalent social dollar-amount benefit to gaining that five minutes for 

the forecast 9,000 to 29,000 people who would make use of this amenity?)? 

Intuitively, to me, those five minutes are not worth the project and I 
question the allocation of resources for such a project. But even if decision-

makers disagree with my values about the worth of that five minutes, to 

make a valid economic judgment about the merits of this proposal, the value 

of that 5 minutes needs to be cast or converted into a dollar figure so that 

apples-to-apples cost/benefit comparisons can be made. 

 

2. Negative, short-sighted land-use impacts. My primary criticism of this 

proposal is the impact to the environmental corridor. Ironically, railroad and 

utility right-of-ways seem to have inventoried and quasi-protected a 

significant swath of "natural" areas in this country over the past two 

centuries of development. This happens to be the case with respect to the 

railroad line right-of-way that would be converted to highway in the 

proposal. A Google Maps satellite view search will nicely visually 
demonstrate the amount of contiguous or semi-contiguous green space that 

currently exists underappreciated  along or proximate to the right-of-way. 

Bulldozing through this area with a 130-foot-wide highway, not to mention 

moving the power lines, would disrupt those areas and decrease their value 

for wildlife, for stormwater retention, and as recreational park space 

adjacent in two areas of the city of Oak Creek--which would be a quality-of-

life mistake considering anticipated population growth in the southern 

suburbs and the need for these suburban communities to make use of park 

space as population and other development pressures increase the social 

value of such spaces. The preliminary report cites SEWRPC's evaluation that 

41 acres of primary environmental corridor would be impacted, 27 acres of 

wetland, plus 20 acres of park/recreational land. It's not clear from the 



report whether these figures overlap, but at a minimum, considering the 118 

acres of right-of-way acquisition required, 41/118 means that 35% of the 

project encompassing the existing right-of-way impacts environmental 

corridor. That's a high percentage of disruption. I would intuitively argue 

that this land is more valuable to our society from an ecological and 

environmental health standpoint than it would be as highway, when hidden 

costs are factored in, especially in the context of the proportion of 
surrounding developed or to-be-developed land. But even if decision-makers 

disagree with my value of the existing and potential future alternate land 

use to the null alternative here, the value of this land from its environmental 

and social standpoint ought to be cast or converted into a dollar figure so 

that cost/benefit comparisons can be made. Particularly of concern and 

attention ought to be its stormwater retention value, not only locally with 

respect to possible flooding and infrastructural damage if additional 

impervious surface replaces soils and vegetation, but also regionally with 

respect to increased pressure on already strained sewer conveyance systems 

and already-stressed waterways. 

 

3. Other negative externalities. I am a Cudahy resident (since 2005, before 
that I grew up in Milwaukee's Bay View neighborhood) and I am a regular 

user of the Lake Parkway and know firsthand the traffic patterns of 

Pennsylvania Avenue, College Avenue, Layton Avenue, etc. I know when 

Pennsylvania Avenue is congested, but even with traffic patterns twice or 

three times worse than what I have experienced during heavy use (which is 

frankly not that often, mainly during rush hours), I am willing to sit in traffic 

or use an alternate route if it means smarter land use with respect to the 

existing railroad and utility right-of-ways (by not doing this project).* I also 

regularly use the streets and trails in the area for biking. The proposed 

project footprint seems that it would disrupt the Oak Leaf Bike Trail in at 

least two significant areas that would negatively impact something that is 

and was a positive resource for me and many other cyclists, walkers, and 

joggers (which also has an overall human health impact and relates to what 
actions government can do to keep health care costs down by promoting or 

incentivizing healthy lifestyles as opposed to incentivizing sedentary ones 

more based on automobile transport). Right now, the trail heading south 

from the Oak Leaf Parkway is a meaningful "urban flight path" for those of 

us who, especially during warm summer months, enjoy biking "out of the 

city." I often bike away in this direction, in combination with routes along 

Pennsylvania and Nicholson avenues, and end up on Racine County 

highways in the midst of farm country (even though suburban uses are 

encroaching there as well). Only when you get as far as west as I-94 (which 

the state has recently already sunk ?billions into expanding [while opting not 

to invest in a regional rail transit option that would not have had any of the 

negative land-use impacts listed above but would have demonstrated many 



of the intended benefits in terms of making regional commutes easier]**) do 

you again feel the constraint of intrusive, intensive highway infrastructure. 

By extending 794 to Highway 100, not all, but a significant portion of the 

bike trail's segments would be, it seems, displaced and/or their experience 

denigrated by the newly constructed 4-lane highway parallel or near to the 

trail. Last year I had occasion to bike across the great state of Wisconsin 

from Milwaukee to La Crosse. Our state has a number of excellent bike 
trails, but Milwaukee County is in some ways spoiled by the quality of our 

local trail network. I would like to point out that while the Highway 12/18 

Bike Path that leads northwest of Madison toward Devils Lake is a nice 

amenity, and paved, with scenic views, the experience of riding it is not 

nearly as good as parts of the Oak Leaf Bike Trail in the sections that would 

be impacted by the Parkway extension, precisely because it parallels a large 

highway. Milwaukee County has provided a good amenity in the existing 

segments of bike trail that lead toward the county line. Extending the 

Parkway here and displacing or cheapening the bike trail would be most 

unfortunate.*** 

 

Thank you for taking the opportunity to consider public input on this matter. 
I look forward to being kept updated about the potential project status. 

 

Michael Timm 

6260 S. Lake Dr. Apt. 608 

Cudahy, WI  53110 

            414-762-5642       

 

*As a public safety footnote, the new double left turn lane from College 

(eastbound) north onto Pennsylvania seems to me an accident waiting to 

happen given those of us turning right from College (westbound) onto 

Pennsylvania controlled by the yield sign. The outer lane of left-turning 

traffic takes the turn fast and there is a blind spot for motorists turning right 

and considering only the inner lane of traffic taking the turn from the west, 
which can in some cases mask the outer lane. It would be unfortunate to 

have to place a lighted control where there is only a yield sign, but I have 

several times experienced close calls due to the change in configuration here 

and doubt I am on the only one. 

 

**I would be interested to see how the per-capita benefits of the proposed 

but quashed KRM (Kenosha-Racine-Milwaukee) commuter rail line compare 

to the per-capita benefits predicted for the Lake Parkway extension. 

 

***As a corollary, apparently the railroad right-of-way between Drexel and 

Highway 100 is seen as potentially affordable for a highway extension but 

not previously for a bike trail extension (this is the section where the trail 



jumps along Drexel to follow a different right-of-way heading south). It 

would be interesting to crunch the numbers on why this is deemed to be the 

case, given that total Parkway right-of-way acquisition costs are estimated 

at $5.7 million, a relatively modest figure by land acquisition standards. 

 


