
City of-

WHITEWATER

CITY OF WHITEWATER PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
COMMISSION

Agenda
December 12, 2011

City of Whitewater Municipal Building
312 W. Whitewater St., Whitewater, Wisconsin

6:00 p.m.

1. Call to order and Roll Call.
2. Hearing of Citizen Comments. No formal Plan Commission Action will be taken during this

meeting, although issues raised may become a part of a future agenda. Specific items listed on the
agenda may not be discussed at this time; however citizens are invited to speak to those specific
issues at the time the Plan Commission discusses that particular item.

3. Approval of the Plan Commission minutes of: November 14, 2011.
4. Review proposed 34 foot by 31 foot open steel roof structure addition to the existing outdoor

covered test area to provide a weather covering over generators being tested (running) at 757 N.
Newcomb Street for Generac Power Systems, Inc.

5. Information Items:
a. Update on the status of the Zoning Rewrite.
b. Possible future agenda items.
c. Next regular Plan Commission Meeting - January 9, 2011.

6. Adjourument.

Anyone requiring special arrangements is asked to call the Zoning and Planning Office 24 hours prior to the
meeting. Those wishing to weigh in on any of the above-mentioned agenda items bnt nnable to attend the meeting
are asked to send their comments to c/o Neighborhood Services Manager, 312 W. Whitewater Street, Whitewater,

WI, 53190 or jwegner@whitewater-wi,gov.

The City of Whitewater website is: whitewater-wLgov



CITY OF WHITEWATER
PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION
Whitewater Municipal Building Community Room
November 14, 2011

ABSTRACTS/SYNOPSIS OF THE ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF THE OFFICIAL
ACTIONS OF THE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISION

en during this
a future

'Commission minutes of October
,'."'~q

Present: Meyer, Bim1ie, Dalee, Parker, Coburn, Miller
Absent: Torres.
Others: Wallace McDonell (City Attorney), Lati
Manager/City Planner).

Call to order and roll call.
Vice-Chairperson Binnie called the meeting of the Plan and Ar itectural Review Commission
to order at 6:00 p.m.

There were no citizen comments.

Approval of the min,!
Moved by Meyer anq;";;"
10,2011. Motion app'o

O';"~stomershave been asking for wine.George Christon explidn~

Public hearing for the coer,i11.Gonditio. al Use Permit for a Class C Wine License
for Georg'e'Christ()Il' to, serve wine by 1heglllss at.';Gus' Pizza Palace" located at 139 W.
Cente~Sfreet.(ThislsiiaddifiQIlJo the eXl§tilll!; Class "B" Beer License.) Vice Chairperson
Binnie opened the public nearing for:ilJ.eeonsideration of Conditional Use Pennit for a Class C
Wine License for George ChrIston, to Ietve wine by the glass at "Gus' Pizza Palace" located at
139 W. Center "treet. Binnie'noted that this request is in addition to the existing Class "B" Beer
License.

The conditions recommende by the Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner Latisha
Birkeland were:

1. The conditional use pennit shall run with the business owner and not the land. Any change in
ownership will first require approval of a conditional use permit amendment.

2. Maximum occupancy shall be limited to that determined by the fire department. In addition,
the establishment shall remain in compliance with all applicable fire code requirements at all
times.



3. All signage shall comply with the City's sign ordinance.

There were no comments from the public. Vice-Chairperson Binnie closed the public hearing.
Binnie noted that the request would go before the Alcohol Licensing Committee and then the
City Council for final approval.

Miller moved approval with the conditions of the City Planner Latisha Birkeland. Henry
seconded. Motion approved by unanimous roll-call vote.

Conceptual review of the proposed expansion ofthe eXisty(g;~rtelocated at 804/808 W.
Walworth Ave., to include 818 W. Walworth Ave. for'·'''g'Pope. This proposal would
include: a rezoning of the residential property at 818 ,. worth Ave. from R-2 (One
and Two Family) to B-1 (Community Business)?;glll is nd combining of the two
lots; expansion of the parking/driveway area;tlj~':Ifustallation0 til fuel pump island; and
a new alternative fuel island and canopy. y:[£~~.tllairpersonBinni vd that the applicant
was not present, but asked the NeighborhoodS'" s Manager/City PIa Latisha Birkeland
to present her review of the proposal.

Latisha Birkeland took the opportun
and she has enjoyed meeting the PIal ission, the C _,,~)Uncil and community members
and thanked them for giving her a wani:l'j¥elcom,e toWhitewater.

Birkeland explained thats!t{iis\ldthe samefonnat that Vandewall _nd Associates have used for
the staff review ofthi~pr6posal't(ikeep thingsfam:iliar to everyone. The applicant, Craig Pope,
has submitted new plans (without the car wash) for conceptual 'review. He plans to use the
neighboring property, whioh he oWlls-. He plans to raze the house and garage to expand the
parking are_a forhis Five Points bi.1Sin:e'ss; add a new fuel pump; and move the current dumpster
location toI.l1'1:llore penllanent enclosure. Part of the transition for his business is to occupy the
current\lacant space aJiciincrease'the business toinore of a neighborhood grocery. There would
be changes to the exterio"'[ fa9ade oftlle building. Birkeland's concerns with the concept plan
include: Tile need for landscaping. Craig Pope needs to have 30% landscaping on this site.
Because it is aretro fitted site in addition to the cunent gas station, they wanted the Plall
Commission input as to where appropriate landscaping will fit best. Keep in mind that along
Walworth Ave. there should be landscaping that would not impede visibility. The concept plan
has two parking spaces \Vithin 'the street yard setback which will need to be removed. This
proposal is less intense than the car wash proposal. The existing driveway is proposed to be
moved to the west, which would help the intersection and traffic flow in the area.

Plan Commission Member Parker had 6 items of concern. Along the west lot line of the property
at 818 W. Walworth Ave., there are existing trees and shrubs. It would be good to have an
arborist check to see if they are savable. He would like to see them remain. Ifthere are ones that
should be removed, they should be replaced. There should be landscaping installed along the
property lines to the west and north for screening. Parker noted that the Comprehensive Plan
designates the sunounding area as residential and that it be maintained as residential. The
residential area needs to be protected from the noise, parking, lighting, dumpsters, and deliveries.



The landscaping and fencing will help. He felt the fencing would be best installed after the
demolition or removal of the house and garage, but before constmction would begin. Building
changes would come back to Plan Commission at a later date, but with the addition of more
impervious surface area, these changes may add into the existing stormwater problems
downstream from here. Strand and Associates, the City Consulting Engineers, will be looking at
this as the proposal progresses. The other item would be the proposed new monument sign to be
located at the comer of Summit Street and Janesville Street. Parker has concerns of the
visibility from that comer. He suggested putting up a piece ofplywood the size ofthe proposed
sign to see what the visibility would be like before approving any monument sign in that
location.

Plan Commission Alternate Member Henry stated that th g of the driveway would be a
good improvement as it would help with the congesti() """ t.ersection. She had hoped to
talk to Craig Pope about the plans he had written t()J!l e gat~g~"to the next property and
remodel the home there. She knows some of th~}}~!ghborsare not"'" "ased with the encroaching
of this business into the neighborhood. The r\<mQfleling of the home'a6 W. Walworth would
be an improvement to the neighborhood. HeritY$W9uld like to see the reI ling be a part of
this project so they would know what they were'if'"' wit

Plan Commission Member Coburn a d. She is ened when a resi ntial home,
especially near the schools, is demolis -",ersonally like to see the house remain
and be improved. Coburn also asked {6~'htoref~ ation UW"'9 additional paving and its effect
on the water nm-off from t.hi§ property .

"··c·.,,.·:·:::>······:·····:·····-···:· 'oc:":_,,-,

Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner Birke1adspoken with Mark Fisher, the City
Engineer. Fisher stated that he cOllld not tell how ni:uch effect the new proposal would have
without an official siteplan. But ifthe site camlot manage the water, the City would take
payment in lie f on site managenienfto upgrade the facility for which that water will run into.

Plan C()mission M n . r Meyer asked about the BZA decision in 1995, which was for the
propertfa1:804-808 W. Walworth Ave. when they put the addition on the store which required a
variance to allow for a 3.5 foot rear yard-setback. It did not include any other properties. Meyer
also agreed iliatthe remodel of the home at 826 W. Walworth would have to be part of the
project.

Birkeland stated that wh.ell t11eg¢flified survey map is done to combine the neighboring property,
a variance would also berequjted in order to allow the dumpster enclosure within the rear yard
setback of the property.

The applicant, Craig Pope, arrived at the meeting.

Vice-Chairperson Bit111ie gave Craig Pope a summary of what had been discussed thus far, which
included the concern of having good landscaping (including year round landscaping, evergreens
etc.) on the north and west sides of the property to buffer the sound and visibility; the fence to
be installed on the west side of the property early on in the project (just after the removal of the
home prior to any construction); concern of the stormwater and how it would be handled; before



a new momunent sign is installed, a piece ofplywood to demonstrate the size of the sign should
be installed to be able to see what the visibility would be if installed to the plan; a variance
would be required for the proposed dumpster area; it was suggested that an arborist look at the
existing trees to see ifthey would be savable.

Plan Commission Member Dalee asked if it would be possible to move the driveway for the
property at 826 W. Walworth Ave. to the rear of the property.

e1ing to the 826 W. alworth Ave.
nn)ne:flv .wo,,1 ~ malee his proposal more

the brick house across the

\~£ythe porches on the property at
is occupi© this time ihid he would have to get a good
e needed'':'l:1y said it has the potential to be a nice house.

!i,is re1i.1ct,~nt to move forward with it until he has
~M'~""'i'~§ll,profe~'sional office. He does not want it to be a

moveane[~ with the exterior items such as rebuilding the

'par1ee:r'slLlg!;ested that tlle proposed fence behind the property
mt"",rl onto the property a few feet for the purpose of snow

Craig Pope thought l(l('lUle
826 W. Walworth
look at the place to see
As far as

front

Plan Commission Member Henry ~~!&~!~jl~~~9'i
property. She stated that exterior n
palatable for the neighbors. Henry
street.

Plan COlnmlssiillJ Memeler
along the alley
removal.

Craig Pope stated he would move the driveway of 826 W. Walworth Ave. to the rear of the
property off the alley. When asked ifhe would be able to provid~the 30% landscaping
requirement, Pope wasn't sure how he was going to handle he terrace trees by 818 and
826 W. Walworth Ave. would stay. The tree by the exist' 'ng area probably would not be
saved. Pope explained that he had two possibilities fOE;:"" ' ""He could use the building as
one store and expand the grocery items, departments,,;ili'l:frefrigef~fign areas. Or he thought he
might split off2500 sq. ft. off the west end ofth~;§r1lJding for a teilali:t"Rusiness, such as a
laundromat. He stated that the Cousins store WQ1l1il 'not remain at thisI9,~('ltion. He would like to
enhance the existing parking. He hoped that C' . ffic flow would increiCin this area for his
business purposes.

Vice-Chairperson the Plan Commission had received an email from a neighbor
thanking Craig for the cmmge; to his proposal.

City Planner Birkeland stated that she had received a phone call from someone who was not in
favor of changing an R-2 single family home property into a B-1 business property.

Vice-Chairperson Binnie stated that he was more comfortable Witll this proposal than the last
one. The proposed improvements would make this business more viable and compatible with
the neighborhood.



Craig Pope wants to move forward with his plans and make the improvements.

Future agenda items
Bruce Parker suggested having a work session after January 1, to review the roles and duties of
the Plan Commission according to the State Statutes.

Greg Meyer stated they had their first meeting for the Zoning Rewrite Committee and felt that at
the next meeting would get to delve deeper into this project.

an agenda item

<,,,vrit,,, should be put on as a

) acljolLfrn atappro,xilnal:ely 6:50 p.m. Motion wasMoved by Parker and sec:(jl;)il:!.eo
approved by Ull:miln01

Vice-Chairperson Binnie suggested that informati6fffon the Zonin
standing agenda item.

Next regular Plan Commission me

Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner Birkeland addecl14at they did have stakeholders
meetings and received great feedback for the consultants toW~~~'with. The consultants will
bring their work to the next meeting on December 7, 201 "ort(5:30 to 7:30 in the Cravath
Lakefront Room.

Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner Bit
for plan review for the addition of Ie -to buildings.



City of

WHITEWATER

Neighborhood Services"
Code Enforcement & Zoning
312 W. Whitewater Street
P.O. Box 178
Whitewater, Wisconsin

53190

www.whitewater-wi.gov
Telephone: (262) 473-0540 Ext. 243

To: City ofWhitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission

From: Latisha Birkeland, Neighborhood Services Manager / City Planner

Date: December 5, 2011

RE: Proposed Site Plan Review, Canopy Roof Addition for new generator testing site for Generac

Power Systems, lnc. located at 757 N. Newcomb Street

Summary of Request

Current Zoning: M-1 General Manufacturing

Current Land Uses: Manufacturing, Distribution warehouse and office

Surrounding Zoning and Land Use:

Zoning: North, M-I; East, M-I; South, M-I; West, Outside City Limits

Land Use: North inside City Limits, vacant field; North outside City Limits, single family home

and outbuildings; East, Generac warehouse; South, open field; West, outside City Limits - farm field, two

single family homes and a trucking company.

Background / Site: Generac is proposing an open steel roof covering to be added to the existing canopy

roof structure, which was approved in November 2001, to provide a weather covering over generators

being tested. The proposed canopy roof structure addition will be 34' x 31'. The additional roof structure

will match the existing covering for the test area outside of the main Generac Building. A fence will be

installed to shield the test area and the LP Tank site. Four (4) additional wall lights will be placed

underneath the proposed roof canopy and one light will be added to illuminate the exit door landing.



t@8't\\W'~m'ISIf!!lP4lYif:~"~Wi~"fi11r' .\~~
~!):~Q. '~[ !IEt'IlT{t!t1fm!""~'".,•..••_..i\l!tm.". ».c.· ..••.• ,..•.Jl. ..J.l8:,.&:l.•"w",.1l", .•lli '\,,.,~,~ 1I~'f ,','c,t Q j . i/o ~i!!~1!.,~ ,

1) The proposed structure, The proposed structure meets all use and setback
addition, alteration, or use will requirements in the M,1 General Manufacturing Zoning
meet the minimum standards Yes District.
of this title for the district in
Vlhich it is located.

2) The proposed development The proposed structure would expand the current testing
will be consistent with the

Yes
area. The changes are consistent with the Comprehensive

adopted citymaster Plan.
[Comprehensive] plan.

3) The proposed development Current site features will not be cbanging.
will be compatible with and

Yespreserve the important natural
features of the site.

The site location is mainlysurrounded bythe M,1 zoning

4) The proposed use will not
district and current uses are compatible to the zoning
district. The property clirectlyto the west of this site is

create a nuisance for outside of the Oty limits, as well as some property to the
neighboring uses or unduly

Possibly north. See attached map.
reduce the values of an
adjoining property. Three single family homes are located in the above

mentioned area outside the city limits, about 900,1,100
feet awayfrom the proposed structure.

5) The proposed development Traffic and parking will not be affected by this addition.
will not create traffic

Yescirculation or parking
problems.

6) The mass, volume, The new structure will match the existing steel building
architectural features, materials, test area outside of the main Generac Building.
ancl/or setback of proposed
structures, additions, or Yes
alternations will appear to be
compatible with existing
buildings in the immediate area.

7) Landmark structures on the No historic structures involved.
National Register of Historic
Places will be recognized as
products of their own time. nla
Alterations Vlhich have no
historical basis will not be
permitted.



8) The proposed structure,
addition, or alteration will not

No
substantially reduce the
availability of sunlight or solar
access on adjoining properties.

I reconunend the following conditions of approval with respect to the proposed site plan:

I. All development shall be according to the submitted plans (which shall become part of the

record) except changes to plans shall be indicated below.

2. The proposed chain link fence surrounding the LP tank area and the new testing area shall match

the current fence and shall be outfitted with opaque inserts (slats) to block visibility ofthis area.



Public Comments as of 10:00am December 7,2011:

I) Tom Schultz
Lives across the street on the west side of Generac. Tom would like a wall to be put up on

the west side to dampen the sound from generators being tested at Generac.

One of the policies in the Comprehensive Plan is to carefully consider the impact of the pre-existing

adj oining uses, such as farming, before approving new development within the City's planning area. This

would be an item for the Plan and Architectural Review Commission to discuss at the meeting.



City of

WHITEWATER
Neighborhood Services' Code Enforcement I Zoning and Department of Public Works

312 W, Whitewater Street! P,O, Box 178, Whitewater, WI 53190
(262) 473-0540' Fax (262) 473-0549

www q.. whitewatsFowi co_ 9,ov

NOTICE OF REVIEW

TO ALL INTERESTED PARTIES:

A meeting of the PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION of

the City of Whitewater will be held at the Municipal Building, Commtmity Room,

located at 312 W, Whitewater Street on the 12th day of December, 2011 at 6:00 p,m, to

review a proposed 34 foot by 31 foot open steel roof structure addition to the existing

outdoor covered test area to provide a weather covering over generators being tested

(running) at 757 N, Newcomb Street for Generac Power Systems, Inc.

The proposal is on file in the office of the Zoning Administrator at 312 W,

Whitewater Street and is open to public inspection during office hours Monday through

Friday, 8:00 a,m, to 4:30 p,m,

This meeting is open to the public. COMMENTS FOR, OR AGAINST THE

PROPOSED PROJECT MAY BE SUBMITTED IN PERSON OR IN WRITING,

For information, call (262) 473-0540
._-'-----'j

,--)



05-15-34-32-000
CITY OF WHITEWATER

05-15-34-23-001
PATRICK C CHANNING
N330 STH 59
WHITEWATER WI 53190

05-15-33-14-003
MICHAEL POPE
KAREN S POPE
N309 STH 59
WHITEWATER WI 53190

05-15-34-32-001
GENERAC CORPORATION
POBOX 8
WAUKESHA WI53187

05-15-34-23-002
LSP - WHITEWATER LP
111 CTYU
WHITEWATER WI 53190

05-15-33-14-004
THOMAS M SCHULZ
MICHELLE M SCHULZ
N305 STH 59
WHITEWATER WI 53190

05-15-34-32-001
GENERAC POWER SYSTEMS INC
MR ANDREW MARTIN
757 N NEWCOMB ST
WHITEWATER WI 53190

05-15-33-14-001
POPE FAMILY LLC
N331 STH 59
WHITEWATER WI 53190

05-15-33-41
KLIGORA TRUST
N101 STH 59
WHITEWATER WI 53190

05-15-34-31-000
MARK & EILEEN LURVEY TRS
GREGORY & DEBRA LURVEY TRS
W3411 STH59
WHITEWATER WI53190



NOTICE: The Plan Commission meetings are scheduled on the 2nd Monday of
each month. All completed plans must be in by 9:00 a.m. four weelts prior to the
scheduled meeting. If not, the item will be placed on the next available Plan
Commission meeting agenda.

CITY OF WHITEWATER
PLAN REVIEW APPLICATION PROCEDURE

1. File the application with the Code Enforcement Director's Office at least four
weeks prior to the meeting, $100.00 fee. Filed on Ii ,II,,/;I .

2. Agenda Published in Official Newspaper on ---,I'-'~:-J~/",-~_' "-1/ ,

3. Notices of the public review mailed to property owners on /1-- ;;J-~ -II

4. Plan Commission holds the public review on J;;;.._--:...;I'J-.'---.:..;({:-- _

They will hear comments of the Petitioner and comments ofproperty owners.
Comments may be made in person or in writing.

5. At the conclusion of the public review, the Pian Commission makes a
decision,

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING APPLICATION.

Refer to Chapter 19.63 ofthe City ofWhitewater Municipal Code of
Ordinances, entitled PLAN REVIEW, for more information on the application.

Twentycomplete sets of all plans should be submitted. All plans should be dmwn to a scale
of not less than 50 feet to the inch; represent act11a1 existing and proposed site conditions in
detail; and indicate the name, address, and phone number of the applicant, land owner,
architect, engineer, landscape designer, contractor, 01' others responsible for p1'epamcion. It
is often possible and desimble to include two 01' more of the above 8 plans on one map, The
Zoning Aclministrator or Plan and Architectuml Review C'..omrnissionl11aY request more
information, or mayreduce the submittal requirements. If any of the above 10 plans is not
submitted, the applicant sh01ud provide a written explanation of why it is not submitted.



SITE PLAN SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

This checklist must be completed before maklng application for a City of Whitewater
Zoning/Building Permit. Ifnot complete, the application will be returned to the owner and will not
proceed until all information and forms are complete.

Drawings must be legible and drawn to scale not less than 1/4" per foot unless noted.

Address ofProject T51 Newcoffi b St" W 1rl~t-e.W-tL-\-:ur; \All '3:;,! "TO
Zoning ofProperty_-,-M,-,-~-,I _

Site Plan, including the location and dimensions of all buildings, parking, loading, vehicle
and pedestrian circulation, signs, walls, fences, othelr structures, outdoor storage areas,
mechanicals, and dumpsters. Adjacent streets and uses and methods for screening parking,
loading, storage, mechanical, and dumpster areas should be shown. Statistics on lot area,
green space percentage, and housing density should be provided. The Plan Commission
encour<tges compliance with its adopted parldng lot curbing policy.

2. Natural Features Inventory Map, showing the existing limits of all water bodies, wetlands,
floodplains, existing trees with trunks more than 4 inches in diameter, and any other

Not ;(,\'t<Y·e-~. exceptional natural resource features on all or part of the site.

3. Landscape Plan, prepared by a professional, and showing an overhead view of all proposed

\
~ landscaping and existing landscaping to remain. The species, size at time of planting, and

Net 'v 1"if& .mature size should be indicated for all plantings. Areas to be left in green space should be
clearly delineated. The Plan Collllllission encourages compliance with its adopted
landscaping guidelines, available from the Zoning Department.

4. Grading and drainage plan, meeting the City's stormwater management ordinance if
Nor Il\ rtv&~ required. The plan should show existing and proposed surface elevations on the site at two

foot intervals or less, and proposed stOl'mWatel' marlagement improvements, such as
detention/retention facilities where required. Stormwater calculations may be required.

Utilities plan, showing locations and sizes ofexisting and proposed connections to sanitary
sewer, water, and storm sewer lines, along with reqnired easements. Sampling manholes
may be required for sanitary sewer. The City's noise ordinance must be met.

J.w;\ \ 6. Building elevations, showing the dimensions, colors, and materials used on all sides ofthe
\ 1\ ~: ; building. The Plan Commission encourages vatiety and creativity in building colors and
~"",~hQ-v'- architectural styles, while respecting the character of the surrounding neighborhood.

L ~ 17. Sign plan, meeting the City's sign ordinance, and showing the location, height, dimensions,
\'l of:i'f~\.· color, materials, lighting and copy area of all signage.

g. Lighting plan, meeting the City's lighting ordinance, and showing the location, height, type,
'vtot-Cl\-rtV'~. orientation, and power ofall proposed outdoor lighting-both on poles and on buildings. Cut

sheets and photometric plans may be required for larger proj ects,



width,stair

etc..;

Attic and crawl space acoess;and
Fire separation between dwelling and garage.
Electrical service entranceltransrormer location.

9. Floor plan which shows:
• v A. The size and locations of:

\ VI c.1M.& €--A 1) Rooms;
..(!w 'tWC\ 2) Doors;
tlt~'t<e8VI 3) Windows;

\ 4) Structural features • siz.e, height and thickness of wood,
conorete andlor masonry construction;

5) Exit passageways (hallways) and stairs (including
all stair dimensions· riser height, tread width,

headroom and handrail heights);
6) Plumbing fixtures (bathroom, kitchen, etc.) •

lavatory, water closet, water heater, softener,
7) Chirnney(s) • include also the type of construction

(masonry 01' factory btlilt);
8) Heating equipment;
9) Cooling equipment (central air oonditioning, if

provided);
10)
11)
12)

, 10. Elevation drawings which show:
\VI v\"J!.&,I., A. Information on exterior appeanmce (wood, stone, brick,

. W 1" ,:\ B. Indicate the location, siz.e and configuration of doors,
llAleL,hlvt chin:meys and exterior grade level.

C. J:udicate color ofTrim----> Siding-.> Roofing__,
D. Electrical service entrance/transfonncr location.

block, colors);
windows, roof

11. Type ofProject:
A. Single family;
B. Duplex;
C. Muiiliarui~#oou~. __

Condominium # units, ;
Sorority # units, ..._._,
Fraternity # units, __

D. Office/Store;
rR'.'~~ln~d~
'F:- Parkmg lot # ofstalls, _

G. Other;



City of Whitewater
Application for Plan Review

mENTlRrCATXON AND JNl1()RMi~YMl fiN Al'PUCANTIS1,
Applic.nt'sNam~: M..-· Av\O\"'-.t.<-0 V\A,wb',,,,

Own?r of Site, accotdingto currell! properly tax records (as ofthe dale ofthe appllOlltion): :h'd
Gte"ertl.v·PelAlb'V f,.1'S~$1 :ene, (bit- ,A, QelAerctc. Corpo.....«

Street address ofproperty: JS7 1'1 I'.J,V c..o\NI b Sh=eet W\:);i·tMwt~, WI 5319 Q

L~gal Description (Name ofSubdivision, Block and LOlpr other Leg~l Description):
•.bD+ l, CSIv'\, ~4"l9 -Is -'L9~. C~YV\WleMC!;"Yf S.W, UV'"""" C::?M ±?J:':k3 -'2..1· '2..g, 7,
hll1:>~' so'e c....r 1.1-S'.U:, +~tM'" ~ OI·'}...S'\!J A-rliJ SO.cot- ,i'iAtMQ. 'N 0'<2 <:, 'vJ
c".y 1"It\-, 4-'.>, 17, 'f1., e'VI c.e. <' 9J $1:>. "0 'w ..F'tw' 7 -+ '3 ' 'l..1 -Ci .. T~evl(.L. SOOo?:J 1 F'.

J. 1H' I '1 y., "hi .£:.1;; .,-tI ell\ 1"L/' f-./ e,9, • c:;'o' r-:;,{.".y 5'l-1 . 53 t.b -tt-eMte ~ 0"2..5' l::; ,..k,v

£,10 f+· +0 fe ,<vt-. l!Jdt...",~,
Agent or "epre tatJvc slsting in the Appli~tJon (Engineer, Architect, Attorney, etc.)

Name ofb,dlvldual: ~ev\V\ec+-b (S. ShcA<-
Name ofFirm: I-t e.tlV' b\ tVvu:!: G1 V'O-vlA' L. [... C-
Office Address: \4'3 /-..L~ de lot AcVP.: Su.tre. A

t-lzJvt\?W,L4~1 5'301-c\' Phone: 7-0 2 ... Q ~"7 - '3:z (,1
Name ofContractor: Q I \y'"~ S:h:::l.q::hOv- Co· 1 f1 ] d ?u c;u,;:b ile ,On ye .

,()COVlbMDV\}[)C vJ( 5''-;;01,&1 ~C:J?... -F;("'7"'("bn ~
Has either the applioant or the owner IUld any varJllllces issued to thotn, OIl any propel'ly? YES ~

IIYES, please Indicate th.lype ofvad.nce issued and indicate whether condiHons have been· compiled with. ~o+- 'fr,
..... ._.___._._~pw~j.(.

EXISTING AND PROPOSED USES'
CuncntLlI~

.-
Principal use,.Ji\?lhV\.ft'vrun~ Nile;' 5, Q(;,tr-;\J~U)....ALI --

=re. h±-! klj
.-

Accessory or Secclldary Uses:

\h,'~ '?4' 'f- '? \ I S1-trw. c.+·U,ve..
Pmposed Use ,

i ~ tiV1 PI1e.iI\ i~l V'1!JdJ. 5+V-u..c..-'htve, ~e..tlLc
I2-v\d't tv ""VI <,*,Sbri., .$?IWl; \ttl!' .slr~c:\'tvu- I 58' t;;J\11 A,lAet Will, be-

\<&5e. +0 FV'olf,a", iJ . wut~\,V' 'P){eF'!i1 <2v¥2(je«leiC!\~r:s be\2j
±;£J ud Cru~1t\I ~1) . .

No, ofocoupants proposed 10 be accomodated: 1- K}

No. ofemployees: \,\ovk utdJec\,

Zoning Distric! in which properly is iocated:.......J0......:.l. -_.•._--~._,-

Section ofCity Zoning Ordinance th.at idenlifics the proposed land us. in the Zoning District in which tl,e properly is
locnted: n v.r j<."Dviil',

'" ,,~,,~---



PLANS TO ACCO'MPANY APPLICATION

ApplicaHol1S for pemuts sball be accompanied by drawings ofthe proposed work, drawn to scale, showing, when necessary,
floor blans, sections elevations stnlctural details corotlutstlons and stress diaarams as the building officM mav l'lou1le,

PLOTPLAN

When required by the building oflicial, th~e shall be submitted aplot plan in a form and size designated by the bUilding
officiai for flUng permanently with the permit reoord, dr'WlI to scale, Wllll all dimension figures, showing aocurately fuo

sizo !\Jld ex.ctlocation ofall proposed new construction and the relation to olher eleMing or proposed bulldlngs or structures
on fu. sem.lot and other buildings or structures on adJolnlng propertywitbin 15 feet nfthe property lines, 1n the cas. of

demolition, the plot plan shall sbow tho buildingn 01 atNeMes to be demolisbed and the buildings orStructuleson the same
lot thatnre to lelllain.

STANDARDS

STANDARD

A, The proposed stmeture,
addition, alteration nr use wlll
meet the mtnlroum standards
of tbis title fal the district in
which It Is located;

B, The proposed development
will be consistent with tbe
adopted oity master plan:

APPLICANT'S EXPLANATiON

'je-~. 10 ""''1 \<..",p~ \,,:&Bel SI"-:' C:~ 'It lS a S1<VttL II
o-:JJ;-\;IO'\ ~ CL SIW\dav €-j-15~1"':J 51nLCh,(e-\itM-"
~ py-ev,ovUli CLfP",vve4.

C. The proposed Mvelopment n. •
will be compatible with and ye. ~ , No;; (l-'e: fe.A..t-~v--&~ vJ nt l" e.. CVl~ Iv:,q ,
pre~er\le the imPol1a1l1 natmal J
features of the site;

D, Tlle proposed use will not
create anuisance for
neighboring useS, or unduly
reduoe the values of all
adjoining property;.

No, S'1Y1te fu\~ ti cA. ~tdl CL,:\)u-h"oll1 'tv t\.

SWUWIV"e..- tdV'u-t:b/l '.,;?Iv:J md 1fnr Ct $\ w,.~(t!V"
pur-pose,.) V\01-Vt\y WI Ii Y'eA.\I1 C-Vt4e.

L...,.. -'- • --'



STANDARD APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION

E. Th~ Pl'opos~d development No .Tr(tff'~ !AVl-J f~V I"-l~ be- a.-He cot-.e.J
will not create trnffic

",h'l\
clroulatioll orpfirking \'''1 ~I\ ccdJ:bIQV\ .
problems;

F. The mass, vol~11le,
architectural featur<lS, 'je.", 'l"'hl i w;\1 Wc~h~ -h\C 4-1..\ f\IA-"(
mat~ri"ls andlor setback of <;Te.",\ .hA.IIJ,VL-5 +.e~ (J,MA... 6'>vh ;J.e ~r-proposed struotures, additions
or alterations will appear ,to be -t~e b-u,' (JV~1'
compatible with existing \'V\tZ WI c:1 eA!t8if<'L~

buildings in tll. inull.dlat~

area;

G. Landmark struotures on the !'ll'rNational Register ofHlstorio (J'fP\I(.,1 If'
Places will be reoognized a'
products aC Iheir own time.
Alteratiol1s which have 110

historical basis willnOI be
pennitled;

H. The proposed struoture,
.......-_..

addition or alteralion will not T,lAe,
substal1tially reduoe the
availability o(sunlight or
solar acoess on a<ijoluin.g
properties.



CONDITIONS

The City ofWhitewater Zoning Ordinance authorizes the PlanCommission to place conditioM on. approved uses.
Condiliol'S can deal with the points listed below (Seatlon 19.63.080). Be aware that there tIlay be disoussion at the Plan
Commission in r"gard to placement ofsuoh MOOilions upOll your property. You may wish to supply pertinent information.

"Conditions" such as landscaping, arohitectural design, type ofconst!Uction, construotion commenoement and completion
dates, sureties, lightillg, fellolng, plantation, deed restrictions, highwayaccoss rostrlctiollS, inoreased yards or parking
requirements may be reqUlredby the Plan and Nohilectutal Review Commission upon its finding that these are necessary to
fulilll theputpose and intent at this Ordinance.

"Plan Revtew" maybe subject 10 time Hmits or requirement.s forperio<!lc reviews whete suoh requll'emenrs reiate to review
standards.

Al'l'LICATfON FEES:

Date Application Fee Received by City 11- /l(-I(

Feefor PlaIt Revi<!w Appllcallcll: $IO(J

Racelpt No. (J;. {)O '1 S ::q

Received by j2t.h.'jc"'-''''-

TO BE COMPLETED BYCODE ENFORCEMENTIZOIVlNG OFFlOE,

"bate notice sent to owners of record ofopposite &. abutting properties: 1f-~f-II ,.__~~__~~_
Date set for publio review before Plan &. Arahitectural Review Board:_-"/,)."'---'/-";;,.::..-...:..:;I/:-.. ~~~_

AcnON TAKEN:

1'1a!t Review: Granted Not Granted by Plan &. Architeotural Review Commission.

CONDITIONS l'LACED trl?ON PERMIT BY PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION:

._--------_.._---~-------------------

,--_._-------_........_"-----~-

Signature of Plan COllll11isslon Chairman



AGREEMENT OF SERVICES

REIMBURSABLE BY THE PETITIONER!APPLICANT. The City may retain the
services of professional consultants (including plamlers, engineers, architects, attorneys,
enviromnental specialists, recreation specialists, and other experts) to assist in the City's
review of a proposal coming before the Plan Commission, Board of Zoning Appeals
andlor Common Council. The submittal ofa development proposal application or
petition by a Petitioner shall be construed as an agreement to pay for such professional
review services applicable to the proposal. The City may apply the charges for these
services to the Petitioner andlor property owner. The City may delay acceptance ofthe
application or petition as complcte, or may delay final approval ofthe proposal, until the
Petitioner pays such fees. Review fees which are applied to a Petitioner, but which are
not paid, may be assigned by the City as a special assessment to the subject property.
The Petitioner shall be required to provide the City with an. executed copy ofthe
following form as a prerequisite to the processing of the proposed application
(Architectural Review,B,Z,A., Planning, Zoning Change):

\Le1i\V\ e-f'h i<. S::to c f..- , the aI'lfJl-~~iOner for

(Owner's Name): 6~V\ev-,:tc- f~v>etr t'y..c+aww\Iv.':(, dated: ~#I-_'I__
Phone #__ 'bk.ZC:.Jz.{J - q, 1.0 7 .' tax key #(s) 2..'12-. ~2- /f) - 3 'f,.3 2. - tJO 1

Agrces that in addition to those nonn!!.l costs payable by an applicant/petitioner (e.g.
filing or permit fees, publication expenses, recol'ding fees, etc.), that in the event the
action applied or petitioned for requires the City ofWhitewater, in the judgement of its
staff, to obtain additional professional service(s) (e.g. engineering, surveying, planning,
legal) than nomull1y would be routinely available "in house" to enable the City to
propel'1y address, take appropriate action on, or determine the same, applicant/petitioner
shall reimburse the City for the costs thereof.

Dated this I0~ay of N1Ne.<-vt bey- ,201\,--- __ _._...... -

,Ajl0v~
_(Signature ofA:tiP1ieant/Petitioner)

1~e;NNl::' f1+ f-. S'(O.Q:-'-\?-__- (Printed Name of Applicant/Petitioner)

--,,~,,--_-,,=.._~ . _(Signature of Owner ofPropeliy & Date
Signed)

...:fI-.:...'1...:~::..;...r_e-...:v_...LI1--,-_a_r-'..f-,-,,-,)...,-- (printed Name of Owner efProperty
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The plans are too large to scan.

See Plan at the City of Whitewater Neighborhood Services Department.


