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Public Comments 
Public Review Draft Emerson East-Eken Park-Yahara Neighborhood Plan 2015 

General Comments 
Which three recommendations are most important to you? 

1. Traffic safety/bike safety measures and connectivity. 
2. Maintenance/design/branding of commercial districts. 
3. Consistency w/neighboring uses/design of new proposals – avoid modern/contemporary mixes with 

historical sites; complement existing development. 
1. Improve bicycle and pedestrian safety and connectivity. 
2. Add more affordable housing – tiny homes, rentals and owner-occupied units. 
3. Placemaking and traffic calming with public art. 

What is Missing 
− Cultural diversity, inclusion, welcoming for people from diverse backgrounds. 
− Roundabouts of primary arterial street intersections. 
− New urbanism and sustainability measures. 
− Screening of commercial with residential. 
− Designing with climate change in mind, especially for stormwater management/flooding/more extreme 

storms and draughts. 
− First of all, thank you to everyone, both staff and neighbors, for updating this plan. Great job also! 

What Would You Change 
− What is all the housing demand triggering all of the multi-family complexes and ‘campuses’. 
− Any incentives for energy efficiency and solar or stormwater management to property owners? 
− I know signs and banners are cheap and easy, but I’d rather resources go to more substantial changes. 

 Other Comments 
− I have heard that there is some push-back from some Madison residents re Metro buses equipped with 

noise-makers to insure safety. I don’t know whether any of these buses are going to be in my 
neighborhood, but I would definitely be against anything that adds more noise to the urban soundscape. 

− I’m new to the area and lost my way in matching recommendations with associated maps. 
− Focus area maps – existing vs. proposed. 
− Focus area 1 – like parking in the back and buildings to street edge. 
− Thank you for all of this work! 

Land Use, Housing and Urban Design 
Which three Recommendations are most important to you? 

− #’s 2, 12 and 18 
Focus Area 1 - Eken Park 
Neighborhood Gateway and 
East Johnson Street 
Commercial Corridor - Pg. 17 
and Pg. 35 Recommendation 
#10  

Add Eco-land bridge (1 comment that opposed it) 

Love this idea of bringing buildings to the street. 

Focus Area 2 - North Street 
Neighborhood Mixed-Use 
Node and Commercial 
Corridor - Pgs. 18-20 and Pg. 
35 Recommendation #11 -  

How to benefit the area from the Public Market District and Union Corners? 

Focus Area 3 - Public Market 
District and Emerson East 

Foster affordable food through small businesses (e.g. stands) to assist people of 
color.  
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Neighborhood Gateway - Pg. 
21 and Pg. 35 
Recommendation #12 -  

Safety watch is a negative approach. Instead, lighting and programming should be 
used to address concerns. 
Welcoming public spaces-public market supporting neighborhood businesses. 
Coordination with Public Market District so the results of this Plan and the District 
work together. (2 comments) 

Focus Area 4 - 
Sherman/Yahara 
Neighborhood Area - Pgs. 21-
25 and Pg. 35 
Recommendation #13 

It sounds ok. It should emphasize affordable housing for both owner occupied and 
rental. 
Consider flipping the density to the back side. 
Having 4 story buildings seems ok. 
High rises should not be visible from Lake Mendota (WI Public Trust Doctrine) 2 
comments. 
Any multiunit building must include sufficient parking spaces for residents - that 
might include boats, RVs, etc.   

Focus Area 5 - 
Sherman/Fordem Avenue 
Neighborhood Mixed-use 
Node - Pgs 26-28 and Pg. 35 
Recommendation #14 

Include more bike paths. 

 
All housing should be affordable instead of luxury units. They should include 
underground parking. (2 comments) 

 
Love this idea - nice reconfiguration of Sherman. However, the parking lot seems 
too big. 

 This dense housing development seems ok in this site.  

 Love Burrows Park and live in a 3 story apt/condo building nearby. 

 Enhance our neighborhood identity, don't destroy it! 

 Urban infill is not our neighborhood's identity! 

 
Why does the Sherman/Fordem/McGuire triangle need 26,000 sq ft of retail? 
There is a shopping plaza just a few blocks down Sherman at Commercial Avenue. 

 If the key area 5 plan trades park for parking lot, everyone loses! 

 Who were the property owners interviewed about key area 5? 

 
No low-income units; concerned about increased traffic; buildings are too tall – 
shade existing houses. 

 
I am not against new development in the Fordem/Sherman area. I am concerned 
about the high density of development approved and allowed in this neighborhood 
plan. I’m concerned about parking, runoff, traffic and the damage to Burrows Park. 
 
I would support a two-story development with restaurants and retail on the first 
floor. Ideally, I’d like to see the development be condos rather than apartments. I 
do not think the neighborhood can support increased traffic. It will not be safe for 
the community. 
 
It was not clear to me whether there would be a signal intersection at the new 
intersection. I would argue against it and yet, I think traffic turning left would be 
very challenging. 
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Land Use, Housing and Urban Design, Continued 

 

Good urban planning provides for appropriate transitions between infill and 
adjacent properties.  The homes and businesses in the Burrows Park Neighborhood 
are 1-2 stories. A 5 -level apartment complex is not a transition! 

 It is not just "key area 5" it is part of Burrows Park Neighborhood! 

 
"Enhancements and improvements?" or bad planning destroying a 70-year old 
neighborhood? 

 
High-rise rentals don't "embody the character" of the Burrows Park Neighborhood. 

 Don't pave the park! The plan for "key area 5" is not environmentally friendly. 

 
Preserve existing single-family and owner occupied areas. Burrows Park 
Neighborhood deserves this too. 

 

It is missing ownership of the proposed Fish units. This looks like urban infill 
without much thought. Creating this high of density is going to cause a degrading 
of the neighborhood. We need owner vested property. 

 

Do not change the location of the streets. Do not include any park area in the plan. 
There are not any buildings along the entire length of Sherman that are that 
massive. The tallest on Sherman is 3 floors. 

 
Delete Burrows Park Neighborhood from EEEPY Plan – form a representative 
committee to study and recommend a neighborhood plan. 

 
Let the sunshine in! We need low buildings and smaller footprints. 

 
Height of proposed building – more than 2 stories would be too high. (2 comments) 

 
Road reconfiguration seems to eat up Burrows Park east end where all the soccer 
games are held. 

 
Respect for current park boundaries. Consideration for the neighbors who live 
around the park. 

 
Change the number of stories and definitely the number of parking stalls. 

 

Housing on the site is a good idea, the style shown on the panel for “City Row 
Apartments E. Johnson” would be much better for the this site. There are already 3 
strip malls within a mile of the site. I do not see the need for another one. 

 

Maximum height of 3 stories. No retail on the first floor – there is no demand for 
that space and we have those things on the corner of Sherman/Commercial. Do 
something interesting like City Row Apartments. 

 
Decrease residential apartment number.  

 

Too high dense development. I'm concerned about parking, runoff, traffic and the 
damage to Burrows Park. Propose two-story development with restaurants and 
retail on the first floor. Ideally, condos rather than apartments.  
It was not clear whether there would be a signal intersection at the new 
intersection. I think traffic turning left would be very challenging.  
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Land Use, Housing and Urban Design, Continued 

 

I really think the proposal put forth for the triangle area of Fordem and Sherman 
Ave, near Burrows Park, is worthwhile and will be a good addition to the 
neighborhood and get rid of what is currently a real eyesore. I hope it succeeds. 

 

As a teacher I know that both Emerson and Sherman schools are at capacity. 
Adding this urban infill with this high density of housing is going to cause over-
crowding in the schools. You really need to cut back on the scale of this project to 
fit the character of the area. 

  

Pg. 26 

“Lack of nearby full service restaurants” might come as a surprise to: Banzo, Manna 
Café, Kavanaugh’s Esquire Club, Café la Belitalia, all within a 10 minute walk! 

How will 93 rental apartment units “improve the stability and cohesiveness” of our 
neighborhood? 

Pg. 33 Table 4 
Recommendation #2  
 

Push all new buildings to adopt state-of-the-art energy saving technologies (HVAC) 
from day 1. No substandard "average" buildings should be approved.  

 Love this idea of getting rid of the Demetral fence. 

Please include fruit and nut trees (and bushes) as a multifunctional option to 
diversify and enrich our area when planting additional trees -- in the Pennsylvania 
Ave and Fordem Ave corridors, along E Johnson by East High School where nearly 
every tree has been removed and elsewhere. 

More affordable housing for both rental and owner occupied. (3 comments) 

Pg. 33 Table 4 
Recommendation #3  

Preserve "single-family housing character" of the Burrows Park neighborhood. 
Affordable housing is a priority. Also approve mother-in-law flats on same parcel as 
single-family age in place.  
The Housing recommendations are somewhat conflicting. Need for affordable 
housing and incentivizing developers is mentioned, but most recommendations 
focus on owner-occupancy which is inaccessible for many. 
Plan data says 4 % of housing is affordable, but 40%+ residents carry a housing 
burden. This indicates that we need roughly 10x increase in affordable housing 
stock. We need targeted #’s and plan to increase housing security and stability for 
our neighbors.  
Focus on affordable housing, especially w/Public Market project coming in. The 
Pub. Market focuses on equitable job creation, so we need to have more places for 
affordable living. 
Please make housing affordability a top focus of the plan, and explicitly recognize 
the need for affordable housing for older adults. 

Focus homeownership programs on current residents? 
Pgs. 33-34 – 
Recommendation #6  

$1000 per home buyer’s class seems too expensive, especially given limited 
budgets. 
Encourage renewable energy (e.g. solar, wind and others), green roof,  etc. (3 
comments) 

Pg. 34 – Recommendation #7  Installation of new windows for single-family homes and multi-family buildings. 
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Land Use, Housing and Urban Design Continued 

 
Please include renewable energy and stormwater management improvements, in 
addition to energy efficiency.  All three are needed in a changing climate. 
 

 Bring back EEEP fest? Some people could volunteer for it. 
Pg. 35 – Recommendation 
#10  Workout and play ground equipment for young and older adults. 

Focus Area 9 - Emerson 
Elementary School 
Playground and 
Neighborhood Gathering Area 
Pg. 36  

Maintenance/Branding/Design of commercial districts 

Most Important Land Use, 
Housing and Urban Design 
Recommendations 

Focus Area #4 and #5 

Consistency with neighboring uses/design of new proposals – avoid 
modern/contemporary mixes with historical sites – complement existing 
development. 
#8 Pg.34 and #14 Pg. 36  
 

General Comments  

I would appreciate the zoning / density not to be set backwards from where it is 
now - in fact increase the density - for urban density in Green!   I would hope that 
the density or zoning plan would reflect the current use, as in that of Sherman 
Terrace Condominiums, Lakewood Gardens, the apartments on Fordem Ave. If any 
decrease is in the draft, I hope you would notify the owners of that intention to 
down zone so that we may express our opposition. 

Local Economic Development and Employment Opportunities   
Which 3 recommendations are most important to you? 

− #’s 2, 3, and 5 
Pgs. 37-38 - Goals  I like the idea of having diverse and affordable businesses and customers. 

Add supporting cooperative businesses as an explicit economic development goal. 

Pg. 39 Table 5 
Recommendation #2  

Consider working with commercial real estate brokers to promote the area 
Please add grocery stores and other stores selling household staples (hardware, 
clothes, etc) to the list of new business types to encourage.  Potential partners for 
this strategy include Mentoring Positives, Goodman Center and FEED Kitchens. 
Work on 20 minute neighborhood. Everything we need within 20 minutes 
walk/bike/bus.  

Pg. 39 Table 5 
Recommendation #5  

Encourage to have more coffee houses. (3 comments)  
Consider a coffee house location along Commercial Av. Near dog park. 
The area needs more coops.  
Encourage more local-based businesses.  
Encourage more local-based businesses.  
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Transportation Safety and Efficiency 
Which three recommendations are most important to you? 

− #’s 1, 3 and 14 
Pg. 40 Issues  We will be adding to the traffic congestion as Fordem Avenue is a very busy street 

already. Some of the traffic gets diverted at Sherman Ave. right now but if that is 
blocked, cars will be backed up for miles. (3 comments) 
 
Please add to the E. Washington transit issues that bike lanes disappear in winter! 

Focus Area 5 - 
Sherman/Fordem Avenue 
Neighborhood Mixed-use 
Node Pgs. 26-28  

Ensure all railroad crossing are made safe for wheelchairs, strollers, bicycles, etc.  
 
The Fordem/Sherman intersection is very busy and even with the street design 
changes in Area #5; has traffic flow been considered if there are an additional 90+ 
housing units and retail? Traffic signals? Make Sherman 4-lanes again? 

Pg. 42 Recommendation #1  Add a bike/ped light at 1st St. and Johnson that stops all traffic. 

Pg. 42 Recommendation #3  Please get longer crosswalk times. 

Pg. 43 Recommendation #6  yes, it needs bike/ped safety improvements and a better connectivity. 
Please do not make 4th and 5th St. one way. Speed bumps would help with traffic 
issues. (3 comments)  

Pg. 43 Recommendation #9  Incorporate downward - pointing light fixtures for all future street lamps. 

Pg. 43 Recommendation #11  Protect and enhance bus service. Prefer alternative to transfer stations, since they 
are isolated, not physically connected to other amenities.  

General Comment - Madison 
Metro Routes and Stops 

It good be great to have a transit hub in the Public Market District. (2 comments) 

The area along East Johnson and 3rd St has a bike safety issue, especially during 
morning commute. 

General Comment - Bike 
Paths and Routes 

Devise a bike friendly route to the East Towne mall area shopping district as E. 
Washington Ave. is currently unpleasant and unsafe; perhaps the route could be 
partially on E. Washington and partially on neighborhood streets. 
Please add more B-cycle stations (e.g. Demetral Park and Commercial Ave.) 

General Comment – Land 
bridge 

Consider adding an eco-land bridge on East Wash further east. 

Most Important 
Transportation 
Recommendation 

Pg. 42 Recommendation #1 - In Transportation recommendation, in conjunction 
with the Public Market District, evaluate impact on residential street parking 
(Mifflin and Dayton especially). Residential parking permits? 
 Traffic Safety/Bike Safety measures and connectivity.  
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Parks, Recreation and Open Space  
Which 3 recommendations are most important to you? 

− #’s 1, 3, and 4 

Pg. 49 Recommendation #1 
Demetral Park 

Add public art like sculptures.  
Work with the City Police to protect the area. 
Add amphitheater near park shelter for music and other activities. 

 There is a significant cost to reserve the Demetral Park shelter.  Please consider 
lowering this to promote greater usage. 
Ensure game sites would be used by asking residents if they want them. 
This would be an excellent park for public art. 

Pg. 50 Recommendation #3 
Burr Jones Park 

Public art is mentioned in many parts of the plan and in reference to many sites, 
which I appreciate.  However, it is not clear to me where public art is a priority, and 
I am concerned that given limited budgets, encouraging public art everywhere 
means it may happen nowhere.  Please add a short list of priority areas for public 
art.  I encourage you to include Burr Jones Park on that list. 

 Potential for motor boat landing as it would have good access to Public Market 
District. 

 Build railroad crossing and make it safe for bicyclists and people with disabilities on 
Burr Jones and Yahara Parkway. 

Pg. 51 Recommendation #4 
Yahara River Parkway 

Bike path by Yahara is large feature of my life. I walk it to Willy St. and for exercise. 
Think about other potential garden raised beds within the planning area. 

Pg. 51 Recommendation #6 
McCormick Community 
Garden 

Programming for middle and high school kids would be great. 

Pg. 51 Recommendation #8  Programming for middle and high school kids would be great. 

Community Health and Wellness  

Pg. 53 Issues  The litter around East High is a significant issue.  Can / will the city encourage the 
school to add more trash cans (they're almost all on the 4th St side)? 

 
Our neighborhood has had issues with volunteer "watch" programs in the past, and 
I am afraid this approach may make our area less welcoming and neighborly.  
Please remove the neighborhood and park watch idea from the plan, and instead 
focus on encouraging positive activity and amenities that enhance areas of 
concern.  

 

The worst airplane noise issues are caused by military flights.  Can / will the city 
encourage military flights to stay further away from residential -- especially densely 
populated residential -- areas? 

Pg. 55 Recommendation #1 

Our neighborhood has had issues with volunteer "watch" programs in the past, and 
I am afraid this approach may make our area less welcoming and neighborly.  
Please remove the neighborhood and park watch idea from the plan, and instead 
focus on encouraging positive activity and amenities that enhance areas of 
concern. 
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Emerson Elementary School 

Emerson Playground - Pg. 50 
Recommendation #2 and Pg. 
36 Recommendation #15  

I like the idea of all ages playground equipment. It should include pieces designed 
to help older adults. 
I like the idea of all ages playground equipment. It should include pieces designed 
to help older adults. 
Make the stage accessible. 

Yahara River Corridor Conceptual Design  

Option #1 
I like the idea of storm water/wetland. Adding rainwater harvesting and 
programming events regarding climate change would be great.  

Option #2 
Include a skate park. 
Please build permeable pavement everywhere. 
My experience is everyone wants an amphitheater and no one uses it. 

Option #3 

Direct public access to parks, the Yahara River parkway and Mendota lake must be 
maintained, for example not replacing parks with waterfront condos or businesses 
that block or limit public access, and set backs from park space for private land 
development.   

  

Direct public access to parks, the Yahara River parkway and Mendota lake must be 
maintained, for example not replacing parks with waterfront condos or businesses 
that block or limit public access, and set backs from park space for private land 
development.   

 















From: Jac B. Garner
To: Palm, Lawrence; Horvath, Linda
Cc: Dan Grubb
Subject: Neighborhood Plan for EEEPY
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2015 1:45:48 PM

Larry and Linda,
 
I attended the neighborhood meeting last evening to discuss the John Fish plan for development on
Fordem/Sherman across from Webcrafters.  While the meeting’s purpose wasn’t to discuss the draft
neighborhood plan for EEEPY, a few related questions were raised and it was stated that today is
the last day to register any written comments on the plan.  Dan Grubb (Web Supervisor) has
represented Webcrafters throughout the planning process as a member of the steering committee. 
I’m sure he has shared perspective and concerns as they’ve arisen and he has also kept Webcrafters
management updated.  I would like to underscore a couple of points:
 

1.        Webcrafters owns the parking lot on McGuire street and foresees needing that lot for
employee parking (approximately 70 stalls) well into future.  In other words, we prefer the
current situation regarding the McGuire lot.

2.        One of the possible concepts is to possibly re-route Sherman so it turns onto Fordem
basically along the route of McGuire.    As drawn on page 27 of the report, this would
involve relocating our parking lot.  The drawing  shows fewer stalls than our current lot
(about 60) and only has one exit which is onto Sherman. Today, there are exits to Fordem,
McGuire and Sherman. These conceptual changes do not meet our needs.  So, back to #1 –
we prefer status quo for the McGuire lot.

 
Thank you for letting me share these points.
 
Jac Garner
President & CEO

Find us on LinkedIn | Facebook | Twitter | Website 
Webcrafters Inc| 2211 Fordem Ave | Madison | WI 53704 USA

This message (including any attachments) is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is non-
public, proprietary, privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under
applicable law or may constitute as attorney work product. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, distribution,
or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, notify us immediately by telephone and (i) destroy this
message if a facsimile or (ii) delete this message immediately if this is an electronic
communication. Thank you.

mailto:Jbgarner@webcrafters-inc.com
mailto:district12@cityofmadison.com
mailto:lhorvath@cityofmadison.com
mailto:DGrubb@webcrafters-inc.com
http://www.linkedin.com/company/webcrafters-inc.
https://www.facebook.com/#!/pages/Webcrafters-Inc/262917420387741
http://twitter.com/#!/WebcraftersInc
http://www.webcrafters-inc.com/


From: Norlin, Amy - WHS
To: Horvath, Linda
Subject: EEEPY Neighborhood Plan comments
Date: Monday, June 29, 2015 1:48:27 PM

I reside at 2328 Superior St. My comments reflect my interest in the west sections of the EEEPY
neighborhood plan.
 
General Comments:
Main concerns and opinions are for

Focus Areas:      5) Sherman/Fordem Avenue Neighborhood Mixed Use Node and
6) Yahara Neighborhood Gateway and Fordem Avenue Commercial Corridor
 

1.        Which 3 recommendations are most important to you?
Land Use, Housing and Urban Design
Transportation Safety and Efficiency
Parks, Recreation and Open Space Ch
 

2.        What’s missing?
-          Improvement of existing residential in Yahara Area – Apartments from Johnson St.

through Lakewood Gardens
-          Long term plan for Web Crafters location if/when the business closes.
-          Planning for Commercial Avenue from N. Sherman to Pennsylvania
-          Any planning should also take into consideration the Maple Bluff development on

Commercial and N Sherman Ave.
3.        What would you change?

- Address missing issues above

Parks, Recreation and Open Space Ch 6
1.        Which 3 recommendations are most important to you?

-          Burrows Park – Improve pedestrian connectivity to the lake/park, including safe crossing
of Sherman/Fordem

-          Demetral Park: sidewalk along Pennsylvania AND Packers to Commercial Ave.
2.        What’s missing?

-          Burr Jones – Improve accessibility from north
3.        What would you change?

Table 7 #10 Burrows Park – If Warner Drive is closed to motor vehicles and the Sherman Avenue
Fordem Avenue intersection is moved to the McGuire/Fordem location, residents of Maple Bluff will
not be able to easily reach their homes north of Burrows Park. Additionally Kappels Clock shop will
not be accessible.
 
Transportation Safety and Efficiency Ch 5

1.        Which 3 recommendations are most important to you?
-          Fordem Avenue/E Johnson/1st Street intersections. 
-          No sidewalk along the east side of Fordem Ave, north of E Johnson
-          Pedestrian and bike infrastructure is lacking and paving is dangerous: Fordem and

Sherman
2.        What’s missing?

-          Lighting and safety along Commercial Avenue from N. Sherman to Packers Ave.
3.        What would you change?

mailto:Amy.Norlin@wisconsinhistory.org
mailto:lhorvath@cityofmadison.com


Suggest Bus Route # 4 change route to include Commercial Avenue to/from  N. Sherman
then north/south to/from North Transfer point. This would connect the north and east
sections of the EEEPY neighborhood to the Williamson/Jenifer St. neighborhoods.

Table 6 Transportation Safety and Efficiency  Remove #16 Over the long-term, as properties

redevelop, consider additional east/west road and ped/bike connections: Connect N 6th street
across Pennsylvania Ave through industrial properties, rail yard and “lakes street” residential area,
and connect to Lakewood Blvd.  My house, and my neighbors homes,  are on Superior St. are in the
residential area where it is suggested, in the long term, a road could be is built.  I would change
that.
 
Land Use, Housing and Urban Design Ch 3

1.        Which 3 recommendations are most important to you?
Goals:
1 -Ensure that new infill single-family, multi-family and mixed-use development remain
compatible with, and sensitive to, the existing form of the (residential) neighborhood as a
whole with exception to areas designated for compact, higher density development.
2 –Ensure that infill mix-use or commercial development along and/or adjacent to the major
transportation corridors incorporate traditional neighborhood design elements, especially
with regard to pedestrian features.
3 – Create redevelopment concepts for identified mixed-use or commercial nodes. New
internal circulation (e.g. streets and sidewalk systems) should connect to existing street
network.
 

2.        What’s missing?
Focus Area 5 - Mixed use node building height recommendations. Business and residential
parking overflow issues.
Focus Area 6 – No mention of Connectivity or Community Interactions as in other Focus
Areas
 
Commercial Avenue from Sherman Ave to Packers Ave.  A location in dire need of an
urban use and design.
 

3.        What would you change?
Focus Area 5 - Connectivity: Redirecting traffic to McGuire Street. Agree the existing
intersection is dangerous for bicycles and pedestrians, but I fear eliminating the existing N.
Sherman Ave intersection would NOT further connect Burrows Park to the rest of the EEEPY
neighborhood and would be detrimental to Kappels Clock Shop and Banzo restaurant.
Additionally many bicyclists use nearby Superior St as a route to/from the Eken Park area to
Sherman Avenue toward Tenney Park and connecting bike paths. Unless a bike/pedestrian
signal was included eliminating the intersection would not ease bicycle/pedestrian crossing
hazards. 

Local Economic Development and Employment Ch 4
1.        Which 3 recommendations are most important to you?

Reinvest in Public and Private Places.  Develop neighborhood identity/branding/marketing
(especially for businesses along Fordem and Sherman Avenue)

2.        What’s missing? Focus Areas are not specifically addressed
3.        What would you change? Include the businesses along the Fordem Ave Corridor in the

Public Market District.

 



 
Amy L. Norlin
Operation Program Associate
Historic Preservation-Public History
Wisconsin Historical Society
816 State Street
Madison, WI 53706
608-264-6579
amy.norlin@wisconsinhistory.org
www.wisconsinhistory.org
 
Collecting, Preserving and Sharing Stories Since 1846
 

mailto:amy.norlin@wisconsinhistory.org
http://www.wisconsinhistory.org/












































From: dakester@sbcglobal.net [mailto:dakester@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 8:31 AM 
To: Linda Horvath (lhorvath@cityofmadison.com) 
Cc: LARRY PALM (district12@cityofmadison.com); PAUL RUSK (Paul.rusk@alzwisc.org); 
psoglin mayor (mayor@cityofmadison.com); KCrawley@cityofmadison.com; Ledell 
Zellers; Lesleigh Luttrell 
Subject: EEEPY Planning Process and Sherman Neighborhood Association 
 

Hello Ms. Horvath: 
 
I am sending you this email as an individual, and not in my capacity as co-chair of the Sherman 
Neighborhood Association (SNA). I want to express a few concerns about the city’s planning 
process involved in the “EEEPY planning process.” The views expressed herein are solely my 
own. 
 
Our Sherman Neighborhood Association (SNA) and I learned about this process last May, in a 
general update on the blog of Alder Larry Palm who represents District 12 on the City Council. 
At that time, we contacted you and Ald. Palm and received assurances that our SNA was not 
directly affected by this planning process because the southern portion of our neighborhood had 
been covered under the Northside Plan approved by the City Council in 2009. (In your EEEPY 
materials online, a big line is drawn around that portion of our neighborhood purportedly not 
impacted by the EEEPY planning process.) Because of your office’s decision that our 
neighborhood association was not affected, we did not have a seat at the EEEPY planning table 
from the outset, although I do appreciate being placed on your email list as of May of 2015 and 
have received your updates since that time. Your updates have been shared with our SNA 
membership by email, along with the public comments on the draft EEEPY plan which have also 
been read and studied by a number of our SNA members. Our SNA per se has not yet taken any 
formal action in response to these updates, which is why I am now responding to you only in my 
individual capacity, prior to the final meeting of your EEEPY workgroup this evening, July 8th. 
 
First, I want to bring to your attention that several aspects of the draft EEEPY plan clearly 
directly impact upon homeowners, residents, and businesses within the southern area 
encompassed by the perimeter of the Sherman Neighborhood Association. Examples include: 
 

(1) The parking area on McGuire (EEEPY planning area) used by Webcrafters (which is 
within the perimeter boundaries of our Sherman Neighborhood Association) is directly 
affected by suggested reconfigurations of the streets and traffic patterns at the 
Fordem/Sherman Ave/N. Sherman Avenue triangle. A letter from Webcrafters’ CEO 
pointing this out is included among your plan comments. 

(2) The EEEPY plan draft regarding “Plan Area 5” and specifically Table 6, illustrated by 
Map 4, states as follows: 
 
“PLANNING AREA 4 ITEMS NO. 16 

Over The long term, as properties redevelop, consider creating additional east west road and 
ped/bike connections (Map 4,following page) ♣ 
Connect N. 6th St. across Pennsylvania Ave., through industrial properties, 
Rail yard, and lakes street residential area, and connect to Lakewood Blvd.” 

♣ 

mailto:dakester@sbcglobal.net
mailto:dakester@sbcglobal.net
mailto:lhorvath@cityofmadison.com
mailto:district12@cityofmadison.com
mailto:Paul.rusk@alzwisc.org
mailto:mayor@cityofmadison.com
mailto:KCrawley@cityofmadison.com


MAP 4 within the draft EEEPY plan clearly shows a location for a future road that would actually 
bisect the Great Lakes neighborhood near the intersection of Fordem Avenue, Sherman Avenue, 
and N. Sherman Avenue. 
           
I submit to you that this suggested new road is a direct and quite invasive plan for the southern 
“Great Lakes” region of our Sherman Neighborhood Association. None of this was included in 
the 2009 Northside Plan. 
 

(3) Numerous comments and a lengthy petition from residents located with the southern or 
“Great Lakes” area of our Sherman Neighborhood Association’s perimeters have been 
submitted to your EEEPY workgroup. (Residential streets listed in the comments/petition 
include Erie and Superior Streets and Northfield Place which are within SNA 
boundaries.) These comments/petition raise thoughtful, serious and detailed concerns 
about the impact of the draft EEEPY plan. They also raise similar concerns about a 
separate development proposal for construction of a 5-story apartment building at the 
Fordem triangle which would directly impact on the commenters’ quality of life and their 
satisfaction with the existing characteristics of the area of the City of Madison in the 
vicinity of their residences.  

 
Once again it appears that the EEEPY plan and the proposed multi-plex construction on the 
triangle has a direct and invasive impact on individuals residing the southern part of our Sherman 
Neighborhood Association, none of which changes were included in the 2009 Northside Plan. 
 
In other words, the southern area of our Sherman Neighborhood Association is hugely impacted 
by this EEEPY planning process. We are neighbors and we are directly affected by this planning 
process. Many parts of the EEEPY draft plan encroach on concerns of residents and business 
interests in the southern part of our SNA’s perimeters.  
 
It was wrong for the city not to include us in this planning process from its inception. It is 
incontrovertible that our interests are hugely affected by this EEEPY plan draft. Please don’t 
leave us out of planning processes that directly affect us. 
 
I realize it is not possible to turn the clock back at this point. However, I submit to you that the 
thoughtful and serious concerns raised by the numerous commenters and petitioners within our 
SNA perimeters should be given due respect and consideration within this planning process, and 
that every effort should be made to accommodate those concerns by the EEEPY planning 
workgroup and by the city’s planning office. It is my personal belief that our neighborhood 
should have had a seat at the planning table from the very beginning and that it was inappropriate 
for all the concerns arising from the occupants of our SNA perimeters to have been “roped off” 
and excluded from this formal planning process. Again: we are neighbors. Our interests are 
directly affected by this planning process. Please don’t leave us out of planning processes that 
directly affect our interests and concerns. 
 
Finally, like many of the commenters/petitioners on the draft EEEPY plan, I am asking you and 
city hall to show some respect for neighbors’ concerns as your office deals with planning 
processes and development proposals within this and other areas of Madison. Is it too much to 
ask that the city should promote development which enhances and conserves the good qualities of 
our neighborhoods that have historically made Madison a desirable place to live? Or is city hall 
determined only to continue to chant the mantra of “density” and to promote “high rises” like 
those which have filled so many “redeveloped” areas of our beloved city with featureless 
buildings and spaces which have all the charm of a Stalinist gulag? 



 
Please, listen carefully to the thoughtful and serious concerns of the neighbors of these planning 
areas and proposed developments. We live here. Our concerns are valid. Please take the time and 
make the effort to include us in the conversation.  
 
Thank you for your time and attention. 
 
Dolores Kester 
1818 Winchester Street 
District 12 
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