January 25, 2008 Viamail and email: dotsefreeways94nsc@dot.state.wi.us

Bob Gutierrez

Wis DOT

P.0.Box 798

Waukesha, W1 53187-0798

Re:  I1-94 North-South Corridor Draft EIS

Dear Mr. Gutierrez:
We are submitting these comments on the I1-94 North-South Corridor Draft
- Environmental Impact Study. We object to the manner in which the DEIS was prepared
and the information that WisDOT did (and did not) consider. We object to the failure of
the DEIS to adequately address air quality and related health issues as well as serious
environmental 1ssues, including greenhouse gas emissions and global warming impacts.
We object to the failure of the DEIS to address or acknowledge that highways and public
transit compete for transportation funds -- that massive investments in added highway
capacity may foreclose the opportunity to make urgently needed investments in public
transit improvements. We also object to the fact that the proposal fails to comply with
Title VI and Environmental Justice requirements, and unreasonably. and
disproportionately burdens the disabled, minority and low income communities,
especially in the city of Milwaukee, while providing those communities lesser benefits
from the project. With regard to the recommended alternative, we object to the addition
of highway lanes, especially through the City and County of Milwaukee, we object to the
new Drexel interchange, and we object to the accelerated schedule for construction.

L WISDOT’S ANALYSIS OF TITLE VI AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
ISSUES IS INADEQUATE

WisDOT argues that minority and low income communities will benefit from highway.
expansion because, first, the I-94 N-S Corridor connects Chicago and Milwaukee, both of
which are "minority majority” communities; second, because persons of color commute
by car; and third, because WisDOT has provided funding for transit, both statewide and
in southeastern Wisconsin.'

'In its discussion of Environmental Justice, the DEIS notes at 4-42 that:

A civil rights advocacy group, among others, has raised the issue of
highway funding levels versus transit funding levels. The group’s position
1s that expanding the capacity of the study-area freeway system — in the
context of SEWRPC’s recommendation to expand freeway capacity
throughout Southeast Wisconsin — will have a disproportionately adverse
impact on low income and minority groups because 1) the state and
federal funds required to pay for capacity expansion will reduce the
opportunity to fund mass transit services that would benefit low income
and minority residents; and 2) these groups are less likely to have access
to a vehicle and therefore less likely to benefit from the freeway capacity
expansion compared to suburban commuters, who are more likely to be
white and have higher income. :
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