
 
MINUTES OF THE TRAFFIC, BICYCLE,  

& PEDESTRIAN COMMISSION 
 

MONDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 2020, 5:30 PM 

  

Virtual Meeting 

Public may view via Zoom. 

 

 

 

 

A. ZOOM MEETING INFORMATION 
  

 
  

 

1. This item contains documents which provide call in information and instructions for the Zoom 

Meeting. 
  

 
  

 

 

B. ROLL CALL. 
  

 
  

 

1. Members: Chairperson Matt Kuepers, Vice Chairperson Daniel Theno, Ald. Craig Stevens, 

Lieutenant Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, and Ray Smith (1 vacancy). 
  

Present and Voting: Brighid Riordan, Ald. Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Brad Strouf, and Ray Smith 

Present and Not Voting: Matt Kuepers 

Excused: None 

Absent: None (1 vacancy) 

Others Present: Ald. Bill Galvin, Ald. Lynn Gerlach, and Lt. Mike Sobieck 
  

 

 



 

 

C. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA. 
  

 
  

 

1. Approval of the Monday, September 21, 2020 Traffic, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Commission meeting 

agenda. 
  

Moved by Commissioner Ray Smith, seconded by Commissioner Brighid Riordan, to approve the 

agenda of the Monday, September 21, 2020 Traffic, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Commission meeting as 

amended to discuss Regular Business items in the following order: Items E3, E6, E1, E2, E4, E5, and 

E7. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

D. APPROVAL OF MINUTES. 
  

 
  

 

1. Approval of the Monday, July 20, 2020 Traffic, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Commission meeting 

minutes. 
  

Moved by Commissioner Brighid Riordan, seconded by Commissioner Daniel Theno, to approve the 

minutes of the Monday, July 20, 2020 Traffic, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Commission meeting. 

  

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

E. REGULAR BUSINESS. 
  

 
  

 

1. Initial Request: Consideration with possible action on the request by Ald. Gerlach to establish a 

NO PARKING HERE TO CORNER zone on the south side of Fern Lane at Bader Street. (Ald. 

Gerlach – District 3) 
  

Moved by Commissioner Daniel Theno, seconded by Ald. Craig Stevens that, on a 90-day trial, to 

establish a NO PARKING zone on the south side of Fern Lane from a point 80 feet west of Bader 

Street to Bader Street. 



 

 

    

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

2. Initial Request: Consideration with possible action on the request by Ald. Galvin to remove the 

NO PARKING MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY zone on the west side of Irwin Avenue from Cass 

Street to Mason Street. (Ald. Galvin – District 4) 
  

Moved by Ald. Craig Stevens, seconded by Commissioner Ray Smith that, on a 90-day trial, to 

remove the NO PARKING MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY zone on the west side of Irwin Avenue 

from a point 200 feet north of Cass Street to a point 130 feet south of Mason Street. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

3. Initial Request: Consideration with possible action on the request by Ald. Stevens on behalf of 

Stillmank Beer Company to change the NO PARKING zone on the north side of Mills Street just 

west of Henry Street to a NO PARKING 15 MINUTE LOADING zone. (Ald. Stevens – District 5) 
  

Moved by Commissioner Ray Smith, seconded by Commissioner Brighid Riordan that, on a 90-day 

trial, to: 

 

A. Remove the NO PARKING zone on the north side of Mills Street from a point 80 feet west of 

Henry Street to Henry Street. 

 

B. Establish a NO PARKING 15-MINUTE LOADING zone on the north side of Mills Street from a 

point 80 feet west of Henry Street to Henry Street. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

4. Initial Request: Consideration with possible action on the request by the Traffic Engineer to move 

to ordinance the speed limit reduction on Hillcrest Drive from Haven Place to West Point Road 



 

 

from 35 mph to 25 mph. (Ald. Brunette - District 12) 
  

Moved by Commissioner Daniel Theno, seconded by Commissioner Ray Smith, to: 

 

A. Remove the SPEED LIMIT 35 zone on Hillcrest Drive from Haven Place to the west corporate 

limits. 

 
B. Establish a SPEED LIMIT 25 zone on Hillcrest Drive from Haven Place to West Point Road. 

 

C. Establish a SPEED LIMIT 35 zone on Hillcrest Drive from West Point Road to the west corporate 

limits. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 

the west corporate limits 
  

 

 

5. Initial Request: Consideration with possible action on the request by the Traffic Engineer to modify 

Sec. 29.203. - Class "B" parking violations (4) Railroad Crossing to match Wisconsin State Statutes 

by reducing the distance that a vehicle can be parked from a railroad crossing from 50 feet to 25 

feet. (All Alders) 
  

Moved by Commissioner Brighid Riordan, seconded by Ald. Craig Stevens, to: 

 

A. Remove Sec. 29.203. - Class "B" parking violations (4) Railroad Crossing that no vehicle shall be 

parked within 50' of the nearest railroad crossing. 

 

B. Establish Sec. 29.203. - Class "B" parking violations (4) Railroad Crossing that no vehicle shall be 

parked within 25' of the nearest railroad crossing. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

6. Referred Back from Study: Consideration with possible action on the request by Ald. Stevens to 

review and potentially change the SPEED LIMIT 25 zone on North Webster Avenue from University 

Avenue to Vanderbraak Street. (Ald. Stevens - District 5) 
  

Moved by Commissioner Daniel Theno, seconded by Ald. Craig Stevens, to: 



 

 

 

A. To receive and place on file the documented speed study along North Webster Avenue from 

University Avenue to Vanderbraak Street. 

 

B. To remove the 25 mph posted speed limit along Webster Avenue from University Avenue to 

Klaus Street. 

 

C. To establish a 35 mph posted speed limit along Webster Ave from University Avenue to Klaus 

Street. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno 

No- Ray Smith 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

7. Termination of 90-Day Trial: Remove the 4-HOUR PARKING ZONE on the south side of Cass 

Street from Roosevelt Street to Irwin Avenue. 
  

Moved by Commissioner Brighid Riordan, seconded by Ald. Craig Stevens, to remove the 4-HOUR 

PARKING ZONE on the south side of Cass Street from Roosevelt Street to Irwin Avenue. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

F. INFORMATIONAL. 
  

 
  

 

1. Next Meeting: Monday, October 19, 2020 at 5:30 p.m. Location TBD. 
  

 
  

 

 

G. PUBLIC HEARINGS. 
  

 
  

 

H. ADJOURNMENT. 
  

 



 

 

  
 

1. Adjournment of the current Traffic, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Commission meeting. 
  

Moved by Commissioner Brighid Riordan, seconded by Commissioner Daniel Theno, to adjourn the 

current meeting of the Traffic, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Commission. 

 

Yes- Brad Strouf, Brighid Riordan, Craig Stevens, Daniel Theno, Ray Smith 

No- None 

Abstain- None 

 

Motion carried. 
  

 

 

 



 

 

VERBATIM MINUTES 

- [Moderator] That is well and its been a pleasure to always have a view on the different traffic issues. I could 

do a great job but for now at least I know the job is taken over, so far. 

 

- Great, good to hear. Good luck with your, where you going to. You're gonna stay in the department brand. 

Are you leaving or? 

 

- I'll move on to the other end of the hallway staff right now. 

 

- Okay, well, congrats and good luck there. 

 

- Thank you. 

 

- I moved item C that approval of the agenda I don't know from, honestly we need to move items three and 

six up, so I'm gonna put them first and then go back to one, two, three, five, seven, so do I hear a motion?. 

 

- To move, second. 

 

- Motion made, second all in favor. 

 

- Aye 

 

- Today's motion carries- 

 

- Aye. 

 



 

 

- Is from the item D approval of the minutes. Probe of the Monday, July 20th, 2020 Traffic Bicycle, and 

Pedestrian Commission meeting minutes, Do I hear a approval? 

 

- To move. 

 

- You second, okay? All in favor? 

 

- Aye. 

 

- Aye. 

 

- Motion carries. Under irregular business we move to item three then, a initial request consideration possible 

action requests from Alder Stevens on behalf of Stillmank Brewing Company to change a no-parking zone on 

the North side of Mill Street, just West of Henry street to a no-parking 15 minute loading zone. All right, 

Dave, I'll let to you take over from there. 

 

- Okay, I I'll add, I'll know, I'll say what I know and then I'll defer to Alder Stevens, but I was contacted by Craig 

Stevens, a lobbyist who is connected by Stillmank Brewing Company. Apparently some of the staff had 

received parking applications for parking in a no-parking here to Corner Zone. So I'm not sure if there's a way 

I can share my screen, I think I can, I can kind of show you where all the citizens regular meeting. Would you 

let me do that Matt? 

 

- Yes, please. 

 

- [Moderator] Guess I'll make you a co-host here in just a second. 

 

- Well, he makes me co-host I'll explain the rest. So they received the parking citations and the can cannot be 

modified in order to accommodate the loading and many of us know no-parking zones actually allow for 

loading and unloading to take place but sometimes with particular businesses that loading may take a little bit 

longer. In the case of a beer company, they may have larger shipments and they may need to go in and take 

care of a few things before things can get done, so, yeah. I went into the discussion that Craig and I have, then 

we thought that perhaps a 15 minute loading zone, maybe the most appropriate in this case. So that's 



 

 

something that the city would certainly be comfortable with in making a modification. So I don't know, Craig, if 

there's anything that you'd like to add to that? 

 

- [Craig] No, I think you told everything 

 

- [Moderator] Dave, you should be able to share your screen now if you need to. 

 

- Okay. 

 

- [Craig] Can you hear me? 

 

- Yes, I heard your Craig explanation and relative to sharing of the screen. So if I'll just do that briefly on this 

and then I'll make my recommendations, so here we go. Screen two. 

 

- [Male Member] I'm on a meeting. 

 

- Yes, just like a regular meeting. So here's an aerial image of, you can see this, these buildings here and parking 

in the center of this room. This is Stillmank Brewing Company, a beer company. So on this part of the South 

end of this building, or the North side of Mill Street, I'll just zoom in here and you can see this area right here. 

They actually have this loading dock kinda area, so you get this garage door and then you have this ramp that 

actually goes up into this area. So they do use this, I know this is probably I don't know why these barrels are 

here but they have requested to use this area and in essence, be able to load from curbside here. So just kind 

of looking down the street, as you can tell there's really nothing near, it really doesn't get parked up on 

anybody. City doesn't have any issue with, as public works doesn't. So a recommendation on our end would be 

on a 90 day trial to remove the no-parking zone on the North side of Mill Street from a point 80 feet West of 

Henry street to Henry street, and then establishing in that same area, a no-parking 15 minute loading zone. 

 

- [Moderator] Chairman, some hope. 

 

- I had a motion to approve. Do I hear a second? 

 



 

 

- [Female Member] Second. 

 

- [Male Member] Second. 

 

- Okay, motion made and seconded all in favor? 

 

- [Male Member] I. 

 

- It's like the motion carries, okay. We'll move on to item six, referred back to the study consideration of 

possible action. Under request for Alder Stevens to review and potentially change the speed limit 25 zone, at 

North Webster Avenue from university Avenue, to Banner Brick Street. 

 

- All right, do you want me to start with that or Craig, do you want to start since it's your request? 

 

- [Craig] I did request this, but because this service isn't the best where I'm at, I've referred over to Dave to 

talk about it. 

 

- Okay. Well, this came up a number of months ago, we ended up, or the Traffic Bike and Ped Commission 

ended up referring this to VP on the staff . We did that, and as part of the meeting packet, you should have 

received a, a couple of attachments. One of them was a map showing the count locations and some 

photographs, and the second one which is really the main one is going to be, the study itself. So when the 

agenda packet, I believe it starts on a pediatric page 15, and I don't know Matt, if you want me to share my 

screen again, 'cause I do have that actual study - 

 

- Yeah, I think it would be important to quickly share it Dave. 

 

- Okay. 

 

- You and Matt can do that? 



 

 

 

- Okay, let me just read a few things and share my screen again, and I think we're successful. So, okay. This is 

the memo. I'm just gonna really prove to this quickly, since we've had this online now since Friday, and I'm 

hoping everybody has the opportunity to review this study, starts out with the existing site conditions so a 

couple of maps here, showing where the relative location is at Webster Avenue within the city. This is a little 

bit more of a neighborhood view. So on the South end is university the south end limit or term of the study all 

the way up to technically Vena Brack, which really is, it isn't even an intersection within the corridor. And that 

was the requested limit. And essence, it kind of stops more ransom street and bold lattice and intersections 

and the Avenue are signalized intersections. So I do go over a little bit of the existing roadway. The one thing 

to take out of this is that the roadway was reconstructed in 2019. That was actually a four lane undivided 

roadway prior to that reconstruction and was upgraded not only in width, but there is a divided median, now 

that exists. There was some access management that took place, meaning that there were a number of 

driveways, intersections, alleyways, and even some homes that were raised as part of the project in order to 

install the multi-lane path that exists on the East side of the roadway, that path was installed to accommodate 

the non-motorized users of that facility, such as bicyclists and I'm talking more of the professional bicyclist, I 

guess you'd say the ones that are more comfortable driving along traveling, but this is separated therefore 

bicyclists and pedestrians needs to share, which actually has had it, we've got a lot of success with that. And 

recently, as commissioners know, we have some bike lanes that connect to the beach, even from the sprout so 

we've seen a lot of success with this. But continue along, I guess, to really discuss what we have now and we 

kind of inherited, I guess you'd say that the former speed limit that was present and it was 25 miles an hour 

and again that was based of a completely different roadway. So what you see in some of these photos, here's a 

Southbound picture of North Webster Avenue near Smith street, one of the count locations was looking in 

the opposite direction. You can see that multi-use path on the East side of the street and up in the distance, 

you'll see some collard signs, you're seeing actually both the railroad crossing at Eastman and also pedestrian 

signs. Here's some more images kind of seeing a lot of the same then just in handle two lanes in each direction. 

Here's your bike lane over here, your snow green grass terrorists multi-use path. Here's the median pretty 

basic roadway. If you really think about it, I think it was well overdue, but we do have a new roadway. It's 

opened up a lot of success. When I say success, I'm gonna continue on to this next section, which is crash 

history. And we've actually only had one non-reportable crash since we've opened the roadway. That's actually 

awesome. And when I say non-reportable, but it simply means a crash that occurred where there may have 

been proper damage or damage to vehicles of a thousand dollars plus. In essence, a very minor crash, no 

injuries, and certainly no fatalities. And the details on this one was that there was a westbound motorist on 

Hardy Street failed to yield right away to a Southbound motorist on Southbound Webster avenue. One of the 

things you'll notice too this intersection ain't actually pretty much every intersection one on the corridor one 

and this one occurring, right, where that multi-use path would be is that we have great, excellent vision 

triangles and sight lines at this intersection. So, to see even a crash like that actually surprises me so most likely 

in a kind of driving that sort of thing, nothing to do with a roadway like the contributory towards that crash. 

Now to the main part of this study, which would be the vehicle speeds and the traffic volumes. So this map 

here shows the count locations. We wanted to get a good cross section of this roadway. Now, North of 

Cross Street or here's Cross Street and to the North, we actually have an existence speed limit of 35 miles an 

hour, and to the South on all the way down to the university, it's 25. So we actually have to count locations in 

the 25 zone, and one in 35. And this is the big data reveal right here where we show each of these count 

locations and what these speeds have and what we documented and what we summarized. So we used rope 

tubes to collect this data, meaning that it's out there 24 seven, we collected the information between late June, 

early July so we have a lot of data that we were able to go through. And we can look at all of these different 

segments, but there's a lot of very similar information. This last one here, this last table is really a summary of 

the entire quarter or so I really averaged everything out and I broke it down into weekday and weekend and 

then even that data summarized into all, I mean, some days a week, this is really what we're coming up with. So 

to really boil down all of the data that we got from the sport department, we have an average speed of 34, 

that's what it'll just take in an average of everything. We have a 50th percentile speed meaning half the traffic is 

going in this speed or faster and half the traffic is going to speed or slower, that would be 34 miles an hour, 



 

 

85th percentile speed is 39 miles an hour, which is what we consider to be the normalized traffic. This is what 

traffic is, the majority of traffic is safely traveling at. As you can tell that it's actually significantly higher than the 

posted speed limit, at least in two or three segments. So, posted 25 there actually enjoying traffic is going 14 

miles an hour over that Folsom suite. 93rd percentile traffic we sample that to kind of find out what the buyers 

would be in essence, 5%. So 5% is going 42 miles an hour or greater. So when I look at as an engineer, I look at 

the 85th and the 95th and if they're relatively close, that's actually good news 'cause that means that you really 

have a tight group there that 42 miles an hour and had a 95% of the traffic going that speed or last that's a bulk 

of your traffic and a 5% of that traffic is what we would consider people that just kind of drive the way that 

they want to regardless of what's posted, what the road is like just kind of your, I don't want to call it a classic, 

but kind of your proverbial lawbreaker that they're just gonna just drive how they want to. So that speed of 

42, I'll be honest with you. I thought that was actually a little lower than what I was going to find. These next 

two numbers, lower and upper pace that is what we consider the low and the high Valley. That's where 

majority of the traffic is going within a 10 mile hour segment common speed. So it says 29 to 39, so roughly 

30, 40, again, not really a big surprise. The next value that I look at is percent vehicles. In that case, the number 

that the magic number that I look for is 70%, you wanna have them group at 70 or greater, we have 74% that's 

actually a great number to have. That's simply telling us that you don't see a lot of speed differential along that 

corridor. So kind of one of the ways that I put it is you have sometimes the driver that will look at that posted 

speed limit and say, I am gonna just drive this posted speed limit. You actually don't have a lot of that out here, 

which tells me that the roadway probably feels like it should be driven faster. That's what that number tells me. 

And then the last number is about 7,700 meaning that's the daily volume or the AADT or annual average daily 

traffic that we had experienced and recorded 7,700 vehicles, both directions on average, in a quarter, which is 

actually a little bit lower than what we had seen in the past. And this is kind of typical for roadways that 

experienced full closures for an extended period of time and as many do know, the Webster, having a quarter, 

it was closed for its entire duration then we established a detour on North Quincy Street. In reviewing 

existing posted speed limits, what we do is we look at this is more of the engineer's perspective rather than 

just sampling. What we do is we kind of take a different approach and say, looking at all of the classic features 

of this roadway, we look at what does the law say? We can work within a state statute, tells us that we can 

work anywhere between 25 and 55. And that's kind of that interval that we can work with them by state 

statute. And then lastly, we look at what the federal highway administration, how they would approach this on 

classifying and not really knowing anything other than what we had on the field to set a safe, reasonable, 

consistent speed limit. So of course, we looked at some data that my staff had summarized. We're actually 

putting it in this Monday, whipping out of there all the characteristics, the route type group, this one being an 

arterial roadway. It's also a emergency road to the hospitals, look at number of access points, which is part of 

the construction project or significantly reduced pedestrian and bike activity, which I think we've seen an 

uptick and that wasn't really part of the data collection, but I can tell you anecdotally, I've seen it increase just 

because we've added the facilities but the good news in this situation is that we move them a majority of them 

actually off of the street and there's no barrier and a separation from the motorized traffic. And then the crash 

history is actually went down. It went down significantly as I brought up earlier. So, in looking at this and 

looking at it from an engineering perspective, putting crash rates, all of that information, we actually arrived at 

a recommended speed of at 40 miles an hour. So that does sound significantly higher than some of the 

corridor being 25, but to be quite frank, it doesn't really surprise me. And it doesn't surprise me based off of 

these numbers that we collected, and these are numbers that are being traveled at safely, which is a good 

thing. So when conducting this engineering evaluation coming up to 40 it really, that was not a surprise. Some 

of that discussion this is really a lot of stuff I've already gone over as part of me going through this data and I 

guess the thing that we really need to be aware of, and I'm just going to really reiterate this third paragraph of 

the discussion here as in order for speed limit to be effective, it should accomplish the following. We need to 

reduce speed differential of vehicles using the highway which I've already said, we really don't have that on this 

corridor. It's to be a reasonable speed, so the majority of drivers will comply voluntarily. So that 

recommendation 40, and then 85th percentile again that's what a number of you like to look at, being a 39 

that's within one mile an hour to get voluntary compliance, and it really should reflect consistent application of 

traffic engineering principles and guidelines. So we really need to have this balance of travel efficiency and 

safety, which I think actually we have both at speeds. So rational speed on the segment and most of the people 

that will be driving can consider appropriate that protects the public and can be ultimately enforced by our 



 

 

police department. So in conclusion there are no crashes again, what of also traveling about thirty nine miles 

an hour? I need that percentile of course to be 85th percentile, a good number to have, average speed is 34 or 

nine miles over the posted, a great majority motorists are actually not compliant with the posted speed of 25 

and 35, we've got that pace speed of 75% So my recommendation is to take the file that is on your screen and 

receive and place it on file. The second one would be to remove the 25 posted speed limit from what on 

Webster from university to Klaus Street and replace that, or actually the third, would be to remove the 35 

posted on Webster from Klaus to Radisson, and take that entire corridor and replace it with a 45 or a 40 

miles per hour posted speed. That's concludes really everything that I have up to this point and then I'm willing 

to take questions then we continue with the study. 

 

- Alder Craig Stevens do you have any questions on that? 

 

- We lost him. 

 

- No, he's muted. 

 

- Dave, what in the speed limit starting at - 

 

- I'm here. 

 

- Oh I'm sorry. 

 

- So, at all? 

 

- Yeah, Craig, we're having one question and Bridghid, could you repeat that? 

 

- Oh, I'm just wondering what the speed limit is, starting at Radisson then on Webster. 

 

- Starting at Radisson towards the freeway? 

 



 

 

- Yeah. 

 

- That would be the continuation of 35. Yes, 35 North of Klaus, so actually if you go Klaus North, you go 

through the intersection Radison and then it continues to be 35. 

 

- Could that be 40 as well? 

 

- I guess that's my question if we're changing it to 40 and I guess I just get nervous 'cause there's a stop sign 

eventually there, could be going to 40 around that curve. 

 

- [Dave] Right, right. 

 

- I have new drivers, so I - 

 

- [Dave] Yes, I can empathize with you. That's a great question, Bridghid. 

 

- [Craig] I have a comment too. 

 

- [Dave] Yeah, go ahead Craig. 

 

- [Craig] I know you're recommending 40, but my recommendation would be 35. Radisson is 35 let's just make 

it 35 from Radisson to university. 

 

- Yeah, that's kinda what I'm getting at too, I think. 

 

- [Craig] And Dave, I do wanna thank you and the staff for putting this together for us. 

 



 

 

- [Dave] Yes, it was a great project. I'm actually glad that you brought this up because it's nothing worse than 

having a roadway. I think that is, you don't have a driver compliance to it and then you actually go to study it 

and you kind of find out that, we actually are operating at speeds that are acceptable and we've made 

accommodations for pedestrians and bikes and I guess separation really kind of, to me kind of seal the deal - 

 

- [Craig] I brought it forward due to the fact we're cracking down on speed throughout the city and it feels 

like we have a brand new street that's recommending a higher speed limit. So we definitely didn't need to look 

at it. And if the recommendation is to go higher, I think we're better off doing a higher speed limit. Just due to 

the fact, the amount of traffic does driving at a higher speed. It's unfair if we know that that speed should be 

higher and it's still posted 25, it's unfair to the residence of Green Bay, when we have Green Bay police 

department out there giving people tickets. So that's why I brought it forward. We are cracking down on 

speed and we know we have an issue with that street with the lower speed, so that's why I brought it forward 

for study. 

 

- [Dave] Yeah, great, great points. I do want to address the question about 35, shouldn't be 35 and we've got 

this other zone of North state statute kind of has my hands tied a little bit on this because this was brought 

forward to study a particular segment and that segment is a Banner Brick to the South of university. So I kinda 

I hate to say it, but I kind of have to look at it with blinders because that's the way it was officially brought 

forward. I do think that there would be some merit to probably evaluate that section to the North. I am going 

to make an assumption, not a presumption, 'cause I don't know all the data and educated guests here that we 

may have some similar speeds if we would do some data collection in that segment. And we may find out too 

that it may be an appropriate speed to actually increase it to 40. However, as part of my study, it's really 

outside of my boundary, just make a recommendation and make it bigger than you'll get in that study. So that's 

more of a professional engineering ethics type of debate that I had going on. I really can't make a 

recommendation on something that been studied. So, it may be something for the commission to consider, to 

possibly look at that segment in order to maybe take it to where that next speed limit change would be, which 

is actually Irwin Avenue. Irwin Avenue is actually, your coming up to Bay Beach in that area, the Wildlife 

Sanctuary, it actually decreases to 25 for some time, so if you wanna look at what you'd say are obvious break 

points or coordinate points or lines for speed limit changes, that would probably be the location to look in and 

Bridghid all ready pointed out to location where you need to stop. 

 

- [Male Member] And Mr Chairman I have a question. 

 

- Yes, sir. 

 

- [Male Member] Dave, you indicated that it's your opinion as a professional, that if you didn't study the other 

segment that you couldn't make recommendation, does that prevent the commission from making this decision 

to increase the area? 

 



 

 

- [Dave] I didn't hear the last part of your question. Could you repeat? 

 

- [Male Member] Does your lack of recommendation because you didn't make a study and that upper section 

is, does that prevent us from taking action to increase the speed limit as a commission? 

 

- [Dave] Yes, it does. Legally you cannot do that state statute to pare it down States that there must be a 

study to accompany any sort of a modification speed limit, regardless of if it's a state highway, county highway, 

local road way, if it's a roadway, we have to comply with that. So I'd be going outside of my professional ethics 

of actually making a recommendation at this point because I have not studied it. And I think it would be 

outside of the powers of the Traffic Commissioner in the city. I mean, they can make a recommendation, 

change the speed limit on Webster between Radisson or Vanderbraak, In this case I guess we'd say. 

 

- You're getting very interesting. 

 

- [Dave] However, it would be outside of that - 

 

- [Male Member] Is there a consensus to move from 25 to 35 and what is it? University to Radisson. 

 

- I bid in favor of 

 

- [Male Member] Okay. 

 

- Hello? So I wouldn't add that we increase the speed to thirty five miles an hour from University Avenue to 

Radisson. And you might do it on a request to study the area North of there. 

 

- Well, Matt let me ask you this. If there's a study that's conducted of the area North of this study or to Irwin 

and your next that study comes back 40 miles an hour as your recommendation, is that indicative that 

potentially the traffic commission may want to also look at the segment that we studied here today and 

summarized bringing that back to 40? And the only reason I bring that up is it's really not a good practice to be 

changing speed limits like this that quickly. It's hard enough to just get people, to get adjusted to things and it's 

no different than changing stop signs from two way to four way having yield signs, you name it, anything that's 

regulatory in nature, I do make a strong recommendation to reconsider that. I guess if I would take a look at 

what was presented in front of me today, if I were a commissioner, having the same concerns that were 



 

 

brought up, I would probably say I would make a recommendation maybe to look at the segment, North of 

this area to Irwin Avenue to put that for the study and then potentially take the entire both segments or the 

entire segment university Erwin - 

 

- Again Dave, what is the speed limit North of Radisson? 

 

- 25. 

 

- Not 35? 

 

- Correct, it's 35. 

 

- Chairman, I would stick with my original motion to increase the speed limit from university to Radisson. 

 

- Just what was in the study, correct then. 

 

- Without further step, it will be enough. 

 

- Just what Dave has in the study increase of the 35 is interesting. Is that when I heard? Dan? 

 

- yes. 

 

- Okay. 

 

- Yup. 

 



 

 

- You're making that a motion then? 

 

- Yup. 

 

- Okay, motion - 

 

- I'll second that. 

 

- Okay, motion made and seconded, all in favor? 

 

- Aye. 

 

- It sounds like the motion carries then. All right, we're good on that one then, okay. I'm gonna move on, I'm 

gonna move back to under regular business item number one then, initial request consideration as possible 

action requests to establish a no-parking here to Corner Zone on the South side of fourth lane at Bader 

Street. 

 

- Like me to go first or a Alder or Galvin? 

 

- Either one, Alder or do you want to lead the charge? 

 

- I think that I had nothing to add besides what's in the agenda item. I damnly think that it's well explained. So I 

don't think I'll have to say anything. 

 

- Okay, all right, if I'll have Dave before then. 

 

- Okay, I'll just summarize what's in the packet and if you like, I'll share my screen as I make the description. 



 

 

 

- Yeah, I think that's a good idea. So we can see them. 

 

- Okay. So the image on the screen shows the intersection of Fern lane, which is the East West Street and 

Bader Street, A T's in the Bader Street zoom in a little bit closer, and it's this area here that I'm highlighting on 

the South side of Fern Lane that's in front of this house here and you can see there's two little carriage walks 

they go to the street, it's this irrigate here. So that's reported that their motor's parking too close to the 

intersection. They perhaps maybe are even within the violation of the 15 foot low level we have. But I do 

know that this has been providing some difficulty for some of the turning movements here, let's say if there's a 

vehicle here, there's a vehicle that's Eastbound known to go North or South onto Bader Street. And let's say 

there are buses coming in and out 'cause we have a school here to the West and it makes it a little bit more 

difficult and tight in front of lane is actually on a slope. So it slopes up to data sheets on a winter time that can 

also make it a little bit tricky and slippery and adds a little bit of complexity to the traffic conditions at that 

intersection. And that with this driveway here, when there are vehicles parked here, the residence here stated 

that they've had some difficulty backing in, leaving and entering the driveway, this gets all parked up and 

proximity of the intersection and just everything all combined together. So with that, I did have a discussion 

over email with the Alder and we come to a mutual conclusion that establishing a no party, the Corner Zone 

on the South side of Fern Lane, the distance that I had come up with was 80 feet to establish that you're in 

here and it should resolve issues that I brought forward so that the recommendation of the 1980 Trial says 

that no parking zone on the South side of Fern lane from a point 80 feet West 

 

- Okay, do I hear a motion? 

 

- To move. 

 

- To move, second? 

 

- Second. 

 

- Motion made. Second all in favor? 

 

- Aye. 

 



 

 

- Motion carries. Two, initial request consideration with possible action on a request for Allen Galvin to 

remove the no-parking Monday through Friday zone on the West side of Earlwood Avenue from Cass street 

to Mason street. Adel or do you wanna start with, or we have Dave start? 

 

- You'll see later on, there's a map of this tree that Dave has, if you look on the West side of the street, just 

towards a Mesa street, there's two residential homes there. And recently they've been receiving some parking 

citations for violating the two hour parking ordinance. They called me and stated that their children are staying 

home due to the COVID. They're doing online learning and they have engaged a tutor to come and tutor that 

the children in both homes and because of the amount of vehicles that they have the tutor cannot park in their 

driveway, and she's gotten a couple of parking tickets. When I looked at the street, the school's no longer in 

session, the facility that used to be where the nurse lived, I don't believe it's being used right now. Across the 

street the fire lane has been developed into apartments for 55 and older, and they've provided onsite parking 

for them, and so I really can't see a need to have parking restricted, at least in front of these two homes so 

that in the future, even if they have guests over things like that, they can work on the street without having to 

worry about getting a permit during the day time or getting parking tickets. 

 

- Okay, thank you, Dave? 

 

- Yeah, do you mind if I share my screen, I'll just explain on a map. I looked if the Alder was discussing. So 

here's the map and Mason Street is to the Northeast West. So South Berlin is the street in question. Matter of 

fact, we've had some items that we've motion through on Caste Street here recently. And it's actually on the 

agenda later on as I have some, but this is the area and these are the two homes in question that we're 

receiving citations. Now this zone that's shown here in a dashed black line, that is a no-parking Monday Friday 

zone. And the dashed green line is a two hour, Saturday and Sunday only zone. So during the week, as you can 

see they have some restrictions there and in the weekend it relaxes, but as Alder Galvin had said that this is 

no longer a school in the morning the reason that Monday through Friday zone was even in place was because 

of the school. So I agree with the position and the discussion that's taken place that the zone is no longer 

needed. So that being said, I'm gonna make a recommendation on the 90 day trial to remove no-parking 

Monday through Fridays on the West side of Irwin Avenue, from a point 200 feet North of Cass Street to a 

point 130 feet Salton Mason street. 

 

- Okay, do we have a motion? 

 

- [Male Member] I'll make that motion. 

 

- Motion been made, and then your second. 

 



 

 

- Second. 

 

- Motion made and second all in favor? 

 

- Aye. 

 

- Motion carries. Move to item four. 

 

- Thank you very much. 

 

- Thank you Alder. Generation of possible actual requests where the traffic injury to move to ordinance the 

speed limit or reduction Hillcrest Drive from Haven Place to Westpoint Road from 35 to 25 miles per hour. 

 

- Yes, this one was a kind of a search of the archives and regulations that led me to an interesting finding, but 

I'll think you through it. On my investigation, I help us drive as many of especially the West siders is that was 

recently we construct it it's open now and all the roadway signage was replaced and upgraded as part of that 

project. So we do that here at our city science shop and so during the resigning of that roadway, it was 

discovered that the traffic regulations, as in, we have an official document of that did not match what was 

actually signed in the field prior to looking into this some legal documents, et cetera. So what I found out was 

actually in may of 1995, the posted speed limit on Hillcrest Drive from Haven, which is a soft limit of that 

project to West Mason was actually 35, the traffic condition at that time approved of the request and speed on 

that reduction on Hillcrest from Haven place to West Point. So not the entire segment on that meeting based 

on the study results from how it works. So speed limit signs were changed shortly thereafter, but the 1980 

trial without the ration ever brought back the traffic rules. So it was actually never officially adopted but it's 

been in place for how many years now, a long time, 25. So that being said, I'm just really trying to close some 

loose ends here and bringing this back to traffic commission to officially close the trial period and that speed 

limit by address. So the recommendation would be to remove the 35 and it sounds kind of funny, but we need 

to remove the entire segment of 35 from Hayden Place to Mason street I'll help craft and then establish the 

two zones. So we have a 25 zone Haven Place to West Point and then from West Point North to Mason 

street 

 

- Okay. So move to second? Are you gonna second? 

 

- Second. 



 

 

 

- Seconded, all in favor? 

 

- Aye. 

 

- Motion carries five moderation as possible actual request by the traffic engineer to modify section 29 dash 

two or three class B parking violations four railroad crossings to match Wisconsin's state statutes by reducing 

the distance of a vehicle being parked over a railroad crossing from 50 feet to 25 feet. 

 

- Yes, it was actually noted by some of our parking staff that our state law does not match city ordinance 

about how it falls a person or motors can park to a rail crossing. Since the difference was minor, we're talking 

literally just a car line, 25 versus 50 feet. So we usually estimate a car length between 2025 with headway when 

it's parked, since there is such a minor difference. We just figured that we kinda, again, this is kind of cleaning it 

up, but not really sure why the 50 foot were there perhaps at one time, the state statute was 50 feet. Not 

really sure it's been been 25 feet since I've known. So again, just kind of try it out, maybe clean this up a little 

bit it didn't really seem to make a lot of sense on library. There is a disparity between the two, so that being 

said, I'm making a recommendation to remove section 29, point two or three class B parking violation sub for 

is really promising that no vehicles parked within 50 feet of the nearest and then replacing that or establishing 

that identical section with the identical verbiage with the exception of the 50 foot distance would be replaced 

to 25. I'm going to recommend it. 

 

- There a motion to approve Dave's recommendation? 

 

- May I ask to approve. 

 

- Motion made, I think I heard a second there on favor? motion carries seven, remove the four hour parking 

zone on the South side of Cass Street from Roosevelt Street to Irwin Avenue. We good with that, Dave? 

 

- Yes, and I know we still have the Alder with us, I believe or may be not. Anyway, we haven't heard anything 

but success and it sounds to me like the removal, therefore we're zone on Cass Street next to the school has 

worked out, it's accommodated the additional traffic that they have there from the way that they that building 

out now. And I don't think it's raised any issues with any of the residents there. So I think it's worked. So I'm 

making a recommendation for item seven to go from a 90 day trial and adopting it to ordinance. 

 



 

 

- Okay, all right, retain a motion to approve Dave requests? 

 

- Motion approved. 

 

- Motion manmade and I thought, I think I heard a second so all in favor? 

 

- Aye. 

 

- Aye motion carries. Hey, we're almost there informational next meeting. I know, Dave, do we wanna, do we 

talk just briefly? Do we want to do virtual or do we wanna do an in person meeting or what's from city hall on 

the thoughts they're going forward here? 

 

- Yeah, there we're still in a state of flux. We have not seen any direction from HR relative to an update of the 

re-opening plan. We're still in what we call phase one, phase two is actually in the plan, but we're not there 

yet. So, this does allow us still that hybrid meeting So if we wanna have people to come in person, we can have 

that. I know that we had actually considered it for this meeting, but we had some logs and conflict areas with 

the other group that was meeting, so we just decided to just make this one virtual just to make it easy on 

everybody. So I guess we can kind of just play it by ear. I'll be quite frank with you, just the way I'm seeing we 

kind of were at the state at the end of summer where there was seemed like a little bit of relaxation. city wide 

had actually state wide relative to mass ordinance people meeting, stores opening up and how they're 

enforcing masks, everything like that. So, but then you're also kind of seeing now school's back in session or 

schools are going back to virtual temporarily and everything like that. So kind of seeing more of a tendency to 

maybe go in towards the backwards maybe a little bit. So I'm a little reluctant to say that I'm confident that we 

would be able to have an in person meeting. I think there is probably unlikely. However, I think still the 

possibility of having a virtual meeting or a hybrid meeting, excuse me, I think is very plausible and we still have 

the ability to do that. If it comes down to having, again, some meeting conflicts with the other commission I'm 

willing to go kind of either way, I do eventually would like to see us come back in person because I just think 

we had a lot of good in person discussion prior to going virtual and as we kind of even seem today with all of 

them in Stevens and sometimes there can be issues with internet connection, phone connections and things 

like that. So think we still need to be open to the hybrid meeting at minimum and we are potentially even in 

person. So if we can get to that in a complete in person, but I'm in favor of a hybrid meeting, but I'm also 

willing to go back to virtual, like what we're doing tonight, if we have to. 

 

- Yeah, I'm good either way my Have you heard, has there been any comments from the citizens of Green Bay 

about access to the meetings because they can come in person. It seems like we used to have meetings where 

people would show up from time to time we're now virtually, we've been three or four months now where 

nobody's brought up and maybe there's nothing to bring up, I don't know, but that's my only concern going 

forward is having a meeting in person, people seem to be more willing to come down to City Hall and voice 

whatever they wanna to voice, whatever it is. So you wanna be fair to the citizens of Green Bay as my little 



 

 

reason to push maybe getting back at some point but I think the concern right now with COVID-19 and where 

it's going into the winter for fall winter is a valid concern to have maybe a hybrid or the virtual meetings, right? 

And I totally agree with what you're saying, Dave, and I just wanna make sure if somebody's got a voice that's 

they're heard in this city. That's my reason to think, to get back to meeting at City Hall at some point. I like 

the virtual meetings, they work pretty quick and everybody can be where they wanna and still be at the 

meeting. So I don't know any other commissioners that maybe also have a comment you have today? 

 

- Okay. If not, or if you do have something share with Dave, I think Dave, your thought is, see what the next 

30 days plays out. At least look at a hybrid meeting, we'll see where we're at and the week before or 

whatever, I guess is what I would say at this point, so - right. 

 

- I don't know, I think why we did this last time, I thought worked out well and again with some of the room 

leading conflicts that we've had, although I know that we're starting to get better recording capabilities 'cause I 

know that's some of the issue as well with doing virtual is getting everything recorded, So we have a lot of 

different things, we have COVID and we've got room scheduling issues, things like that. So I guess my 

recommendation is just to kind of continue on and just really let's just focus on what our real opening allows 

us to do and be very flexible with that. I think we all have been doing a great job of being flexible. And I do 

agree with your position that if there are residents or other people that want to come and speak in person on 

this, that if we have that ability to do that, find scheduling, I'm not always keep that under consideration. 

 

- Okay, so let me plan going forward then with that, I would entertain a motion to adjourn our meeting for 

tonight, right here a motion. 

 

- Come out. 

 

- Okay, motion been made, seconded all in favor? 

 

- Aye. 

 

- Aye. 

 

- Aye, we are adjourned, we will see in one month except Lieutenant Brad. 


