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Neighborhood Meeting to Discuss Broom Street Corridor 
13 June 2005 
Meriter Main Gate 
 
Attending: Simon Anderson, Ed Bottemiller, Lee Brown, Tom Brown, Lee 
Christiansen, Jonathan Cooper, Gene Devitt, Laura Exner, Carol Ferguson, Pam 
Hasse, Val Lagy, Peg LeMaheur, Stef Moritz, Peter Ostlind, Mike Quigley, Karin 
Sandvik, John Schauf, Susan Schauf, Jim Skrentny, Mike Verveer, Vic Villacrez, 
Phil Wand, Ledell Zellers, Vince Jenkins (recorder)   
 
Welcome letter—S. Moritz distributed copies of a welcome letter and handout 
that she compiled for new neighborhood residents. It was well received. Still in 
question: how do we identify those recently moved into the neighborhood? 
 
Annual meeting—P. Ostlind announced the Capitol Neighborhoods annual 
meeting on June 30 at Monona Terrace.  Mayor Dave Cieslewicz will be the 
keynote speaker. 
 
425 W. Washington proposal—M. Quigley and L. Christiansen of Solution 
Strategies LLC, representing Dr. John Bonsett-Veal and Erik Minton, briefly 
introduced revised plans for a proposed 8-story building at 425 with apartments, 
exercise gym, indoor pool, health offices, and a “green” roof.  Solution Strategies 
will make its formal presentation at a neighborhood meeting on Thursday, June 
23. 
 
Broom Street discussion—Following introductions, P. Ostlind outlined the 
meeting’s purpose:  the City Plan Commission wants definite neighborhood  
suggestions for the long-term design of the Broom Street right-of-way (ROW), to 
be presented prior to the Commission’s June 20 meeting to help guide city policy 
for development and traffic on the street.  In February and May, neighborhood 
residents compiled preferences for ROW development to be considered by the 
city; and viewed Traffic Engineering Dept. suggestions for configurations of traffic 
lanes, terraces, bike lanes, setbacks, etc. on Broom.   
 
To begin discussion, J. Skrentny provided photographs of existing streetscape 
configurations in the Capitol Square area suggesting many different sidewalk and 
terrace widths, setbacks, bike lanes, etc. This gave participants some 
background for making specific choices for widths of components.  Copies of the 
various traffic configurations were distributed. 
 
ROW: measured from the private property line on one side of the street to the 
property line on the opposite side.  Sidewalks are within ROW, and therefore on 
public land. 
 
Setback: private property, outside the ROW, between the property line and any 
permanent structure.  Although the setback is privately owned, City zoning 
ordinances restrict the property owner from constructing buildings within a certain 
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distance of the property line. Along the east side of Broom St. this distance has 
been informally set at 30 feet for the past three decades. 
 
Suggestions and comments under categories of sidewalks, terraces, parking, 
bike lanes, traffic lanes and direction, street amenities, and setback were 
recorded (below). Residents divided into small groups each of which developed a 
proposed Broom Street cross sections. The four groups had ROWs ranging from 
80 to 88 ft. Further discussion  then arrived at a consensus for an 83 ft. minimum 
ROW (drawing C). 
 
       
 
SUGGESTIONS & PREFERENCES EXPRESSED BY ATTENDEES: 
 
TERRACE (curb to sidewalk) 
 

• 7-foot minimum (City) 
• Additional 2 ½ ft. fixture zone desirable 
• 6 ½ ft. terrace, 1 ft. fixture, ? sidewalk 
• Wider terrace gives more sense of safety if parking lane goes away 
• Options for transit stops 

 
SIDEWALKS 
 

• Preference for 7 feet 
• Maintain current width on west side 
• What is City code minimum (5 feet?) 
• Preference for 8 feet 
• East/west continuity of width (not greater than 6 feet) 
• Asymmetry (side to side) OK 

 
PARKING 
 

• Parking on one side & bike lane on the other 
• Only consider parking on 2 sides if there is 2-way traffic 
• Parking not needed? (but “hunting permits” issued by City) 

 
BIKE LANES 
 

• Well-marked 5-ft. lane 
• Counterflow lane—7-ft. including curb 
• Bike path—east side? (outside of traffic lanes—up to 14-ft. width)  Traffic 

concerns. 
• Problem of bikes & pedestrians sharing same space 
• One lane with 2-way bike traffic (safety issues) 
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TRAFFIC LANES 
 

• What is minimum recommended width? 
• Width & effect on traffic speed? 
• 11-ft. width preferred 
• Need wider lane for trucks? 
• Narrower traffic lanes only if there are bike paths 
• 10 ft. width—can stay with current width of street 
• Lanes need to be well-marked 
• How many lanes should there be?  (Consensus: two) 

 
 
AMENITIES 
 

• Separate zone for street lighting desirable 
• Specify a building setback 
• Utilities will go underground if street is rebuilt 
• Median (if 2-way) to calm traffic/provide pedestrian refuge 
• Double tree terrace on east side 
• Symmetry from one side of street to the other 

 
 
DISCUSSION OF NEIGHBORHOOD-PROPOSED STREET 
CROSS-SECTIONS: 
 

• Economics of City purchasing whole setback a drawback 
• Like more space for trees 
• Need for designated trolley lane 
• More trees 
• 78 to 83 feet right-of-way OK depending on building setback 
• 78 to 80 feet right-of-way would accommodate needs 
• What happens with the setback already preserved? 
• Minimum of 83 feet right-of-way 

 
Attendees “voted” on the four proposed cross-sections as follows: 
 
Drawing A: 2 votes 
Drawing B: 0 votes 
Drawing C: 11 votes 
Drawing D: 1 vote 
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Broom Street Setback Study Design A
- Asymmetric Design: West Side (left) Unchanged, East Side (right) Enhanced Pedestrian Walkway
- Three Northbound Traffic Lanes (emphasizes including Mass Transit) and Parking on East Side
- Northbound and Southbound Bike Lanes
- Requires 20.5’ Setback from Existing Property Line
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Broom Street Setback Study Design B
- Asymmetric Design: West Side (left) and East Side (right) both with Enhanced Pedestrian Walkways
- Two Northbound Traffic Lanes and Parking on East Side with Northbound and Southbound Bike Lanes
- Requires 22’ Setback from Existing Property Line
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Broom Street Setback Study Design CNeighborhood

- Asymmetric Design: West Side (left) Fixture Added, East Side (right) Enhanced Pedestrian Walkway
- Two Northbound Traffic Lanes with Northbound and Southbound Bike Lanes
- Maintains Option for Future Mass Transit Lane (see below)
- Requires 17’ Setback from Existing Property Line
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Design C Showing Future Mass Transit Lane

- Parking and 3’ of East Terrace Replaced with Mass Transit Lane
- East Terrace Trees Spared Due to Planting Offset in Design C
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Broom Street Setback Study Design DNeighborhood

- Asymmetric Design: West Side (left) and East Side (right) both with Enhanced Pedestrian Walkways
- Two Northbound Traffic Lanes and Parking on East Side with Northbound Bike Lanes
- Requires 14’ Setback from Existing Property Line
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Jim Skrentny, 6/15/2005, Scale 3/32” = 1’
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