
Southeast Area Draft Plan Recommendations
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Agenda

• Background and Public Engagement summary
• Draft Actions

• Land use 
• Density along Transit Corridors
• Illustrations

• Transportation
• Street connections / Hwy 51 Study

• Other Highlights
• Summary of Feedback on Draft Actions 
• Timeline



Southeast Area
North boundary: 
 State Highway 30
South boundary: 
 Siggelkow Road / Village of McFarland
East boundary: 
 Interstate 39/90
West boundary: 
 City of Monona / Lake Monona
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2020 Census:
• 11,100 housing units
• 25,366 people
• 25.9% BIPOC and Hispanic/Latinx



Public Engagement Summary
• Public Meetings: In-person Open House and a virtual meeting

• November – April: Interactive Commenting Mapping

• Survey Part 1 & 2

• Madison Madness Bracket

• NAs, Schools, School Districts, NRTs and others

• UW PEOPLE Program -  La Follette High School students

• Partnered with nINA Collective to host Focus Group meetings

• Pop-Up outreach – Pinney library, community events, Bike to Work 
week

• Neighborhood walk

• Business Walk

• PC and TC check-ins (June, Aug)

• CAS events at Hiestand and Honeysuckle Parks



How feedback gets into plan

Public
Feedback

Feedback that falls under 
existing City Policy or 
Programs

Feedback that is outside the Plan 
Scope and passed along to 
relevant Partners or City Agency

Feedback that become actions in 
the Draft Area Plan



Land Use Highlights
What we heard:
• Support more mixed-use areas/destinations 

within walking distance
• Allow for more housing options

Draft Actions
• Increasing allowable development and 

mixed-use intensity along Transit 
Corridors

• New mixed-use nodes for 
neighborhoods

• Support additional housing



• Proposing to add a new land use category – MR1
• Will remove asterisks that caused confusion
• This will start with SE and SW Area Plans

Current chart

Proposed chart

LU&T – Residential Changes



Existing GFLU Proposed GFLU

Proposed Land 
Use Changes



LR/LMR to MR1

Existing GFLU Proposed GFLU

Proposed Land 
Use Changes



GC/E to Mixed-Use

New mixed–use nodes
NMU to CMU

E to I

Existing GFLU Proposed GFLU



Added Density along Transit Corridors

Milwaukee St

Cottage Grove Rd

Buckeye Rd



USH 51 Design Impacts – Land Use Alternatives
45 MPH, limited access future land uses 35 MPH, urban boulevard future land uses



Former American Family Site

• 41-acre site: vacant office 
building, parking lots, & 
pedestrian paths.

• Recommends a mix of housing 
types on a grid of public 
streets.

• Two options:
• Reuse of the existing office 

building
• Or demolish the office 

building.    
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Cottage Grove Road at Atwood Avenue

• Sites near the intersection of 
Cottage Grove Road and Atwood 
Avenue were identified in the 
Cottage Grove Road Activity Centers 
Plan as potential development sites.

• The sites are currently occupied by a 
Walgreens (1.8 acres) and Old 
National Bank (0.7 acres). 

• The Plan recommends the two sites 
be developed as community mixed-
use.



Milwaukee Street at Milo Lane

• Site near Hiestand Park on 
Milwaukee Street. 

• The sites are currently occupied by a 
Family Shelter in a former Nursing 
Home Facility

• The Plan recommends the sites be 
developed as Neighborhood mixed-
use.

Milwaukee Street

M
ilo

 L
an

e



Transportation Highlights:
Missing sidewalks
What we heard: 
• Sidewalks are too expensive
• Areas without sidewalks are unsafe for Children 

and pedestrians

Draft Actions:
• Sidewalk policy education

• No longer assessed to individual 
property owners

• Work with Traffic Engineering on ways to 
save trees while adding sidewalks

• Prioritize locations for sidewalk 
improvements 



Transportation: Pedestrian safety
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What we heard: 
• Many unsignalized crossings are unsafe
• Speeding on Thompson us very unsafe
• Hard to cross Milwaukee Street, Cottage Grove 

Road, Buckeye Road and Hwy 51.

Actions:
•     Intersection Improvements Needed

Corridor Improvement Needed
• Thompson Drive



Transportation Highlights:
Street Network/ Bicycles / Multi-use Paths

What we heard
• Lack of North–South Connections
• Hwy 51 is a barrier - unsafe

Draft Actions:
• Create well–connected streets in 

newly developing areas
• Provide additional connections 

across S Stoughton Road as part 
of the redesign

• Encourage 35 MPH Wide 
Boulevard Design

• Increase Paths to AAA standards
Street Network Bike Facilities Network



Additional Highlights:

Neighborhoods and Housing:
• Increase the supply of affordable housing, mix of housing types, 

particularly on the commercial /transit corridors
• Ensure sufficient support for unhoused residents.
• Examine existing City sites that could be considered for affordable 

housing
Culture and Character
• Evaluate Urban Design District #1 
• Commercial Core Design
• Establish place-making/public art that 
    builds neighborhood identity /gateways



Additional Highlights:

Economy and Opportunity
• Support new TID, support 

naturally-affordable’ business 
spaces

• Examine City Owned Sites
• Explore Other Opportunities for 

the City to Land-Bank
• Increase Business support and 

work to revitalize 
Transit/Commercial Corridors like 
Milwaukee Street



Additional Highlights:

Green and Resilient:
•  Increase tree canopy, support Parks Master Planning for 

Olbrich, others
• Support Parks Development Processes
Effective Government: 

• Noise Pollution, Lighting in Neighborhoods, Cooling centers
• Village of McFarland IGA  - Public Engagement 



Feedback on Draft Land Use Actions

• Concern about limiting residential in GC and E even if we 
increase density elsewhere

• Encouraged by additional mixed-use areas
• Consider an accessory commercial uses for residential areas
• There continues to be mixed feelings on safety issues for the 

future of S Stoughton Road
• Many people agree that the 35 MPH Boulevard does promote more 

desirable land use opportunities. 



Timeline



Discussion

Is there anything that you think we missed?

Do you have any additional comments, questions, or 
concerns?
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