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Summary of Public Opinions
—Strong Interest in 55 MPH +

» Free flowing interchanges
» If Parkway now, then ensure 55 MPH future
» Parkway idea has no future / doesn’t work

—Mitigate Property Destruction
» Protect Farms / Farmers
» Controlled Access
» Follow property lines
» Work with locals

—“Reach a decision soon”
» Better communication and transparency
» Approaching a decade of deliberation
» Uncertainty is debilitating




Summary of Progress

— Avoid Existing Alignments
« Consumes the most land and property
» Disrupts Farm Operations
* Probably the most expensive.

— |OC Meetings
 Political motivations expressed
« Strand Maps the results
» Debate on criteria -> secondary if at all.
» Over-arching vision not clear.

— Private Interests
* The debate so far has been primarily subjective.

 NIMBYism is universal
 NMG is trying to pursue objective routes.



Governmental Stances

— Dane County
— Waunakee

— Middleton

— Westport

— Springfield

— Residents

Don’t Know

Good Access

Any of the options
Stay off existing alignments
Stay South of Highway K

Preserve Farms/Property



Springfield Stance

— South of Highway K
» “As close to Middleton as possible”
 Inspired by concerns over annexation
* IGA = Balzer Road, for 14 more years.

— Basis for Stance
* Not associated with any particular analysis

e Legacy stance since 2002
e |t is felt that NMP will demark annexation

— “Preserve Agricultural and Rural lifestyle ...

e Everyone in Agreement: 100%
 Different theories of how to accomplish this



Springfield Residents

— Springfield Residents favored Balzer / Onhken / Q
» Route briefly mapped then removed
» Residents voted for saving farming operations
* Never favored Options 13 and 15.

— New understanding about development
* Much greater scrutiny applied since 2002

 Don’t believe that a new road is an effective demarcation for
annexation

* Options 13/15 will remove 100s of acres from Ag,
« Land will “flip” to developers

— Southern routes have opposite the intended affect
 divide farms
* Necessitate the sale of farm land / disrupt farm operation
» Affected farmers stated intentions to “sell out”
« expedites development
 Directly conflicts with Springfield Land Use Plan.




Springfield Residents (cont.)

— Southern Route Stance
 How can a road stop annexation? Development?
 Why can’t developments pop right over a road?
* Intellectual basis not clear?

— New IGA with Middleton
* A better solution than a road
» Westport has reported great success with Middleton IGA
* Middleton seems amiable to this effort

— Put the road where it make sense
 for the purposes of being a road
* Not as a political boundary
— Empowering “near Middleton” farmers
» Seen as more effective boundary to development

» Possible use of TDR program
* Ag Belt




Criteria-Based Decision Making

— Mitigates or nullifies bad judgment

— Potentially eliminates NIMBYism

— Weighing System normalizes categories

— Best way to accommodate multiple objectives

— If Properties are “taken” there is a “rational”
explanation, not a “political” one.

— The Strand Specifications produced so far are:
» an assessment of the alignments
e not a design for the alignments
* but generally good quality




Suggested Criteria Parameters:

* Relocations

* Property Damage

o Farm Splits

» Farms Affected

» Access Points

» Crossings

* Proximity to Homes

* Proximity to Wetlands
» Future Proof Design
« Convenience

» Others to be determined by committee.

Weigh each of these on a scale of 1 to 10.



Controlled Access Technology

— Road building technigue / technology that can be used to
preserve Ag land and farm operations.

— Construct roads down the “back” property line of adjacent farms.
— Road tends to be straighter.

— Effect on farmers minimal, perhaps losing 75’ — 150’ of farmland.
— Property owners share losses.

— By definition avoids having house adjacent to road.

— Farmers keep existing access roads, houses, barns, field
access.

— Good scenery from Parkway.

— No Access = no point of contention for development.
— Locks in an Ag belt around NMP.

— Ciritics should do their research.
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Reqguest to the NMP I10C

Adopt a criteria based system going forward
« Will expedite the NMPOIC’s objective
« Will produce a rational conclusion
« Will mitigate the effect of Private Interests
Help Town Boards to understand
» Effectiveness of IGAs
» Controlled Access Technology
» Offer a tutorial to the Townships
Officially consider Option 5
» Conduct a detailed study of this alignment.
 |If you are looking for a Southern Parkway use Belfontaine
 Building too close to the Middleton is counter-productive.
Tap Public for Input
e Public comment at EVERY NMP I0OC meeting
* Public Presentations



Conclusion

— We envision an enhanced North Mendota
Parkway transportation system that includes:

e South: Belfontaine Parkway
e Middle: North Mendota Parkway
* North: Highway 19

* More or less equally dispersed.

e Long with the existing roadways, can establish the
transportation needs for this area for the
foreseeable future.









From Land Use Plan

- Page 69:

» d. Support the North Mendota Parkway only if the Town
remains involved in decision making and negative impacts on
Town residents are minimized.

- Page 70:

- Work to promote a timeframe, route, design, access pattern,
and growth management strategy associated with the North
Mendota Parkway that is least disruptive to farmland and
Town residents, and least likely to result in undesirable
development patterns. The Town would like the alignment of
the North Mendota Parkway, if built, to be as far south as
possible, south of CTH K (See Map 7).



