CITY OF WHITEWATER PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW
COMMISSION
Agenda
December 10, 2012
City of Whitewater Municipal Building
312 W. Whitewater St., Whitewater, Wisconsin
6:00 p.m.

Call to order and Roll Call.

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.

Review proposed certified survey map for a lot division of the property located at 727 E. Clay
Street for Tom Egnoski.

Hold a public hearing for consideration of a conditional use permit for the conversion of a single
family home into a duplex by the construction of an addition to the home located at 361 S. Scott
Street for Whitewater Housing Services (R.L. Freiermuth).

Hold a public hearing for consideration of a change of the City of Whitewater Ordinance
regulations, to enact the proposed amendments to the City of Whitewater Municipal Code:
Title 9, specifically to create Section 9.06.015 Backyard Chicken Ordinance, to allow for a
permitted use in Title 19 (Zoning Ordinance) for the keeping of a maximum number of 6
backyard chickens for single family dwellings in Whitewater residential zoning districts
(R-1, R-1X, R-2, R-3and R-4).

Hold a public hearing for consideration of a change of the District Zoning Map for the
following area to rezone from M-1 (General Manufacturing) Zoning District, under
Chapter 19.36 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Whitewater; to WUTP (Whitewater
University Technology Park) Zoning District, under Chapter 19.38 of the Zoning
Ordinance of the City of Whitewater: the lots located in certified survey maps 4442 and
4443 in the City of Whitewater, Walworth and Jefferson Counties, Wisconsin.

Information Items:

a. Update on Zoning Rewrite.

b. Possible future agenda items.

c. Next regular Plan Commission Meeting — January 14, 2013

Adjournment.

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 but unable 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-wi.gov




CITY OF WHITEWATER

PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION
Whitewater Municipal Building Community Room

October 8, 2012

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

Call to order and roll call.
Chairperson Meyer called the meeting of the Plan and Architectural Review Commission to
order at 6:00 p.m.

Present: Greg Meyer, Lynn Binnie, Karen Coburn, Bruce Parker, Jacob Henley, Rod Dalee, Cort
Hartmann.

Absent: None.

Others: Wallace McDonell (City Attorney), Latisha Birkeland (Neighborhood Services
Manager/City Planner).

Hearing of Citizen Comments. There were no citizen comments.

Approval of the Plan Commission Minutes of September 10, 2012. Moved by Binnie and
seconded by Coburn to approve the Plan Commission minutes of September 10, 2012. Motion
approved by unanimous roll call vote.

Review proposed Extra-territorial Certified Survey Map for a land division to create two
residential lots located on Piper Road for Steve Piper. City Planner Latisha Birkeland
explained that the land for this certified survey map is located in Cold Spring Township,
Jefferson County. They are just creating one lot, the most western lot. The remaining parcel is
32 acres. This land is outside the City sewer service area and immediate growth area. The
township has already approved the certified survey map. The City has no issues with this
proposal.

There were no citizen comments.

Moved by Binnie and seconded by Parker to approve the proposed extra-territorial certified
survey map for a land division to create a residential lot located on Piper Road for Steve Piper
subject to the conditions of the City Planner. (See attached Extra-Territorial Certified Survey
Map approval.) Aye: Meyer, Binnie, Coburn, Parker, Henley, Dalee, and Hartmann. No: None
Absent: None. Motion approved by unanimous roll call vote.

Public hearing for consideration of a conditional use permit to allow for an automotive
repair business to be located at 648 S. Janesville Street for David S. Meyer. City Planner
Latisha Birkeland explained that every year the City reviews inoperable vehicle licenses.
Because of the inoperable vehicles sitting on the lot at Meyer’s Auto Supply, Mr. Meyer was
sent an application form. As there has not been a license for the property for a long time, City
Staff researched and found that the Common Council had removed the inoperable license permit



at their September 5, 1995 meeting, requiring that all inoperable vehicles be removed,
terminating the license and not allowing a renewal license as of November 6, 1995. The
property was under different ownership at that time.

Meyer’s Auto Supply has been performing auto repair work on this property, which is the reason
for the inoperable vehicles on the lot. Auto repair work is considered a conditional use in the B-
1 Zoning District. Mr. Meyer is requesting a conditional use permit for automobile repair and
service so he can continue his business there.

The Plan Commission voiced concerns: that the fence should be an opaque fence; the fence on
the west lot line should be installed yet this fall; the fence should not have to be installed until
there is development; the fence would be important for the land behind the building with the
trees which has a designation of R-1 Zoning.

David Meyer explained that he has had the repair shop for three years come December. He
works on between 2 and 10 vehicles per day. The inoperable vehicles will be parked on the west
portion of the lot.

City Planner Birkeland explained that the fence being installed now would insure that it would
be there when there was development of the neighboring properties.

Plan Commission Member Parker explained that the critical fence to be installed would be the
north lot line, from the northwest corner of the lot to the west lot line. This part of the fence
should be installed as soon as possible. The opaque fence should be at least 6 feet tall.

Chairperson Meyer opened the hearing to the public.
Ann Zarinnia asked if the owner would be responsible for the cost to put up the fence.

City Attorney McDonell explained that with a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), the Plan
Commission can put reasonable conditions on the permit. And it is the responsibility of the
property owner to pay for those requirements. Non-conforming or grandfathering is a different
issue and not what we have here.

Chairperson Meyer closed the public hearing.

Moved by Binnie and seconded by Coburn to approve the conditional use permit to allow for an
automotive repair business to be located at 648 S. Janesville Street subject to three conditions.
(See attached Conditional Use Permit Approval.) Ayes: Binnie, Coburn, Meyer, Henley, Parker,
Dalee. No: Hartmann. Motion approved.

Public hearing for consideration of a change of the City of Whitewater Ordinance
regulations, to enact the proposed amendments to the City of Whitewater Municipal Code:
Chapter 9, specifically Section 9.06.010 Livestock, addressing an amendment to allow for a
permitted use for the keeping of a small number of backyard chickens in Whitewater
residential areas. Latisha Birkeland explained that there are two known properties that have



chickens. A stay was made to allow the chickens to remain where they are until an amendment
to the livestock ordinance was considered. Other communities in the area have adopted
ordinances to allow for chickens in residential areas.

Peter Underwood, 1638 W. Wildwood Road, wanted to include Christian Zaballos as part
applicant, as he is very interested in allowing chickens in residential areas and wanted to give his
allowance of $25 to contribute toward the cost of the application. Peter Underwood stated that
his and his wife’s interest in chickens was related to their concern for community and
environmental sustainability, and the fact that they have friends in other communities who have
raised chickens.

Prior to investing in their own chickens, they contacted all their neighbors. They all were o.k.
with idea. So he ordered his chickens (sexed chickens — which means he got all female chickens,
no roosters). They wanted to be unobtrusive, so they made a mobile chicken tractor which can
be moved to fresh grass every couple of days and had poultry netting which they used when they
were home to allow the chickens a larger area to run. The violation of the chickens was not by
complaint, but only that they existed. Underwood explained the extensive back up material he
provided which included letters from Ron Kean, UW-Extension Poultry Specialist, from the
College of Agriculture and Life Sciences at the University of Wisconsin, Madison, and from
Shelby Molina D.V.M. , District Veterinarian, WI Dept. of Agriculture, Trade & Consumer
Protection. Both gave a lot of information for raising chickens in an urban area. Peter
Underwood also wrote a template for an ordinance for Whitewater. He suggested a minimum of
4 chickens, but 6 would be best. They are social animals. A small flock of birds would require a
small structure. Chicken tractors can be moved every couple of days or put in the shade on hot
days. Underwood was concerned about required setbacks for the structure. The larger the
setback, the less room he would have to move his chicken tractor in.

Plan Commission Member Binnie thanked the Underwoods for all the work they put in. He
agreed that backyard chickens should be allowed. He wanted some clarity of the fencing and
was impressed with the recommendations of Shelby Molina D.V.M. for a model ordinance. A
few items needed to be added to the proposed City Ordinance which include: no breeding or
hatching; poultry feed and storage, waste composting. Binnie did not feel the City needed to
have a permit or site plan.

Peter Underwood stated that he has seen a mix across the board for communities for permits and
fees. He feels that the permits and fees just add a layer of work for the City Staff. He
recommends that if there is a permit required that the property owner apply for the permit which
would then be approved by the city.

Chairperson Meyer opened the public hearing for public comment.

Jeff Knight expressed his concerns of making sure having chickens in an urban area is done
properly. The Underwoods are a good model for how to do it. Knight’s Son and Daughter-in-
law live in another community near a home that has chickens. The chickens are not very well
taken care of and at times run loose around the neighborhood which is not a pristine opportunity.



Knight liked that fact that the Underwoods asked their neighbors about raising chickens in their
back yard.

Ann Zarinnia, who lives next door to the Underwoods, stated that Peter Underwood had come to
talk to them about having chickens. Since the chickens have lived there, the neighbors have
enjoyed them. Their grandchildren love them. There are no smells or sounds. The chickens not
only provide healthy food or are pets, but they provide for a better way of life. Whitewater has
changed in the last 20 years. This is a huge opportunity for the City. It will help reaffirm what
Whitewater is all about. It will be good for kids in Whitewater. Zarinnia also felt that it might
be possible for the high school shop class to build chicken coops and then sell them.

Sharon & Rob Holden, 255 S. Indian Mound Parkway, thoroughly enjoy the chickens. They
provide for a sense of community by bringing people together. They are very educational.
There is no negative impact on property values.

Rollie Cooper, 1127 W. Walworth Ave., explained that he had started raising chickens when he
was 10 years old as a 4H project. His family had 100 chickens every year. None of their
projects generated complaints. He is very thankful for Whitewater and being able to raise
animals and plants. He would encourage a limit of 8 chickens in order to feed a larger family or
extended families. There is a period of time when chickens molt and during that time do not lay
eggs. He is strongly in favor of the proposal.

Kristine Zaballos, lives in Whitewater and works for the UW-Extension which is responsive to
people. The Extension writes for the community’s best interest. Zaballos is also a former Plan
Commission member. They have 1 1/3 acres in the City of Whitewater. In the recent past their
property was an operating farm. The Zaballos family keeps bees. Prior to starting them, they did
ask their neighbors. They have been doing this for four years. Zaballos feels that the less
regulations we have, the better it is for the community. She thinks that as a community we can
handle it. She supports the ordinance change.

Christian Zaballos expressed his support of the ordinance change, as being able to have chickens
would help teach children responsibility; if there is an excess of eggs, they could be shared with
neighbors; and the opportunity would build community.

Chairperson Meyer closed the public hearing.

Plan Commission Member Bruce Parker stated that he was 100 % for this proposal. He likes the
coop design. Plan Commission must look at what will fit the entire community. There are
homes within 2 feet of property lines, so there needs to be a setback (18 inches would be too
close). Six or eight chickens would not make that much difference.

When asked what was the minimum area needed per chicken, Peter Underwood explained that
the size of the enclosure should allow for 2 sq. ft. per hen (for the coop enclosure) with adequate
run space. (You could allow 3 sq. ft.) The chickens do like to roost. It would be good to
provide a perch in the upper area inside the enclosure. Peter felt that a 5 foot setback from the
property line would be appropriate.



Plan Commission Member Hartmann questioned the number of chickens and had concerns of the
other animals that may be attracted into neighborhoods because of them. The chicken droppings
set in the ground become dust and then can become airborne and possibly cause disease. He was
also concerned if a chicken gets loose and hurts someone, who is liable? Hartmann would also
like to make sure a property owner checks with his neighbors before acquiring chickens.

Peter Underwood explained that there are potential diseases from most all animals. Injury
potential by a hen is very minor. Hens are much safer than dogs or cats. Underwood also
suggested that neighbor approval is not always the best way to work it. It can create difficulty in
enforcement. It would be best to create the ordinance to minimize the nuisance.

Moved by Binnie and seconded by Meyer to have City Staff work on an ordinance amendment.
Any public comments should be given to City Staff. Any permit would not be a conditional use.
A staff permit would be made in perpetuity. The ordinance should include items from Shelby
Molina, D.V.M.’s communication. The draft ordinance amendment will be presented to Plan
Commission for their review and recommendation to the City Council. Ayes: Meyer, Binnie,
Coburn, Parker, Henley, Dalee, Hartmann. No: None. Motion approved.

Review and make recommendation to the City Council for the discontinuation of the
abandoned unpaved alley between East North Street and East Main Street West of and
adjacent to the Oak Grove Cemetery in the City of Whitewater. City Planner Latisha
Birkeland explained that the property owner who owns lots 6 & 7 on N. Wakely Street would
like to make a lot facing E. North Street, and requested the alley way be vacated.

City Attorney McDonell stated that there is a lot on Wakely Street that has been deeded to the
City that would receive part of the land. Once an alley is abandoned, one half of the property
goes to each abutting property owner. This will be on the Common Council agenda for
November 20, 2012. This is one of Plan Commission’s miscellaneous duties. Whenever there
is a change in an alley or street, Plan Commission reviews and comments, in this case, a
recommendation to the Common Council if the alley should be discontinued.

Chairperson Meyer opened for public comment. There were no public comments. Chairperson
Meyer closed public comment.

Plan Commission Member Parker suggested that the owner of lots 6 & 7 check into available
utilities on E. North Street.

Moved by Parker and Seconded by Hartmann to approve and make recommendation to the
Common Council to approve the discontinuation of the abandoned unpaved alley between E.
North Street and E. Main Street west of and adjacent to the Oak Grove Cemetery in the City of
Whitewater. Ayes: Meyer, Binnie, Coburn, Parker, Henley, Dalee, Hartmann. No: None.
Motion approved.



Informational Items:

Zoning Rewrite. City Planner Latisha Birkeland explained that the last Zoning Rewrite
Committee meeting was held on September 19", Since that time, City Staff has been trying to
determine what is best for public participation and how to move things along more smoothly.
City Attorney McDonell explained that the Zoning Ordinance changes would come to the Plan
Commission to hold the public hearing and then make recommendation to the City Council.
When the ordinances come to the Plan Commission they will be very detailed.

Future agenda items. Plan Commission will hold a special meeting on October 22, 2012.
Birkeland explained that the item that was to be on tonight’s meeting, but by staff error, was not
noticed properly. She thanked the Plan Commission members who would be available for that
meeting and apologies to the applicant.

Next regular Plan Commission meeting — November 12, 2012.

Moved by Hartmann and seconded by Meyer to adjourn the meeting. Motion approved by
unanimous voice vote. The meeting adjourned at approximately 8:11 p.m.

Chairperson Greg Meyer



Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

Extra-Territorial Certified Survey Map

Plan Commission Meeting Date : September 10, 2012

Property Owner: Steve Piper

Applicant: Steve Piper

Property ID Number: 004-0515-2244-000

Property Address: Piper Road, Town of Cold Spring, Jefferson County

Whitewater, WI 53190
REGARDING: An approval for Extra-Territorial Review of a Certified Survey Map for a land
division to create a residential lot on Piper Road.
Approved subject to the following conditions:
1. The applicant shall meet all conditions set by Jefferson County for final approval.

2. Final Certified Survey Map shall be reviewed by City Staff and shall be recorded with Jefferson
County.

This permit was prepared by:

Latisha Birkeland
Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner



Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Plan Commission Meeting Date : October 8, 2012

Property Owner: David S. Meyer

Applicant: David S. and Christine Meyer
Property ID Number: /T 00022A

Property Address: 648 S. Janesville Street

Whitewater, WI 53190
REGARDING: An approval for a conditional use permit (CUP) to allow for an automotive repair
business to be located at 648 S. Janesville Street for David S. Meyer.
Approved subject to the following conditions:
1. The conditional use permit shall run with the applicant and not the land. If the business is sold,
the new owner/operator must return to the Plan Commission for approval of automobile repair and

servicing.

2. For any storage of inoperable vehicles on the site, the applicant would need to request that the
Common Council consider allowing this property to be eligible for an inoperable vehicle permit.

3. A 6 foot opaque fence is to be installed along the north property line by December 31, 2012. A 6
foot opaque fence is to be installed along the remaining side and rear property lines by June 30, 2013.

This permit was prepared by:

Latisha Birkeland
Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner



CITY OF WHITEWATER

PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION
Whitewater Municipal Building Community Room

October 22, 2012

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

Call to order and roll call.
Chairperson Meyer called the meeting of the Plan and Architectural Review Commission to
order at 6:00 p.m.

Present: Greg Meyer, Bruce Parker, Jacob Henley, Rod Dalee, Cort Hartmann, Donna Henry
(Alternate).

Absent: Lynn Binnie, Karen Coburn.

Others: Wallace McDonell (City Attorney), Latisha Birkeland (Neighborhood Services
Manager/City Planner).

Hearing of Citizen Comments. There were no citizen comments.

Public hearing for consideration of a proposed lot division (Certified Survey Map) and a
conditional use permit for the construction of a duplex on the new vacant lot for the
property located at 478 W. Ann Street. City Planner Latisha Birkeland thanked the Plan
Commission to be able to hold this special meeting. This project on W. Ann Street does not
require a certified survey map for a lot division. The property already has two lots and will just
require a lot line adjustment. This property is in a B-3 Zoning District which would require the
west parcel with the single family home to meet the standards of the R-2 Zoning District. The
new duplex lot would be required to meet the R-3 Zoning District standards. Both proposed
projects meet the required standards. When reviewing this proposal with the Comprehensive
Plan, B-3 Zoning District allows new residential R-3 Standards when mixed with commercial.
Birkeland does not feel that a mixed use would be appropriate in this residential area, and she
stated that she would not recommend that the Commission deny the permit because of the lack of
mixed use. Parking lots of five stalls or larger are required to install a fence for screening, the
Plan Commission would need to determine what is needed.

City Attorney McDonell explained that they will not be splitting the lot, as there are two lots 9 &
10. They are owned by the same owner and were taxed as one property. This does not change
the fact that two parcels exist. Once the lot line adjustment is finalized, a separate tax parcel
number will be assigned to each lot.

Attorney Mitch Simon explained how tax parcel numbering works. He had talked to Donna at
Walworth County who told him if this proposal went through the two parcels would be assigned
new tax parcel numbers. He also explained the ownership of the properties under different
names.

10



Mike Kachel stated that as Mitch Simon had said, they are not creating two lots. The proposal is
for a slab on grade duplex, 3 bedrooms in one unit and 4 bedrooms in the other. There will be
two furnaces, two central air, and two water heaters. The building will be wood construction
with asphalt shingle roof. The exterior will be cement and vinyl siding, earth tone colors.

Plan Commission members voiced concerns of: the duplex being a long building and if shutters
could be installed to break up the length; snow removal; instead of fence along the city right of
way, install a row of low shrubs; across the street are single family homes, would like to see
some landscaping installed in the front yard of the duplex.

Chairperson Meyer opened the hearing for public comment.

Bob Freiermuth stated that he saw no need for the fence. The arborvitae and other landscaping
would be sufficient. Freiermuth owns property on the other side of the street.

Attorney Mitch Simon explained that there was 15 feet to the parking space for persons with a
physical disability so a fence on the Franklin Street side of the parking area would not be needed.

Chairperson Meyer closed the hearing for public comment.

City Attorney McDonell explained that for the record, when the application first came in, it was
thought that the property was only one lot. When Attorney Simon got involved, he found that it
was two existing lots. So the motion will be for the conditional use permit only.

Latisha went over her conditions and the additional items that were asked for at this meeting.

Moved by Henry and Parker to approve the conditional use permit for the construction of a
duplex on the vacant parcel at the property located at 478 W. Ann Street for DLK Enterprises
Inc. with the conditions of the City Planner as amended at the meeting. (See attached conditional
use permit.) Ayes: Meyer, Parker, Henley, Dalee, Hartmann, Henry. No: None. Absent:
Binnie, Coburn. Motion approved.

Informational Items:

Next regular Plan Commission meeting — November 12, 2012. City Planner Latisha
Birkeland informed the Plan Commission of upcoming items: Applications for a conditional use
permit for the Springbrook Apartments on Caine St. to add a one bedroom and an efficiency
apartment to both buildings; an amendment to the conditional use permit at 224-226 S.
Wisconsin St. to change the parking and dumpster area; a conditional use permit to add a unit to
361 S. Scott Street; and a conditional use permit for the construction of a detached garage larger
than 800 sq. ft. at 555 E. Clay Street. The chicken ordinance may also be on.

Moved by Hartman and seconded by Dalee to adjourn the meeting. Motion approved by
unanimous voice vote. The meeting adjourned at approximately 6:25 p.m.

11



Chairperson Greg Meyer

Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Plan Commission Meeting Date: October 22 2012
Property Owner: DLK Enterprises Inc.
Applicant: DLK Enterprises Inc.
Property ID Number: /TR 00051

Property Address: 478 W. Ann Street

Whitewater, WI 53190

REGARDING: An approval to allow for a lot division by lot line adjustment and for a conditional
use permit (CUP) for the construction of a duplex on the new vacant lot for the property located at
478 W. Ann Street.

Approved subject to the following conditions:

1. Establish the parking lot in accordance with the submitted plans and City Code. This includes
grading and surfacing of the lot to be dust-free. Hard surface shall be required no later than
August 1, 2013.

2. Shutters to be installed to dress up the building.

3. Arborvitae to be installed along the east side of the lot; and a short hedge to be installed along the
west side of the lot.

4. Landscaping to be installed in the front yard.

This permit was prepared by:

Latisha Birkeland
Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner

12



CITY OF WHITEWATER

PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION
Whitewater Municipal Building Community Room
November 12, 2012

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

Call to order and roll call.
Chairperson Meyer called the meeting of the Plan and Architectural Review Commission to
order at 6:00 p.m.

Present: Greg Meyer, Bruce Parker, Jacob Henley, Rod Dalee, Lynn Binnie, Karen Coburn,
Donna Henry (Alternate).

Absent: Cort Hartmann.

Others: Wallace McDonell (City Attorney), Latisha Birkeland (Neighborhood Services
Manager/City Planner).

Hearing of Citizen Comments. There were no citizen comments.

Public hearing for a conditional use permit for the construction of an 864 sq. ft. detached
garage to be located at 555 E. Clay Street for Patrick McCormick. (This is 64 sq. ft. more
than the maximum size (800 sq. ft.) allowed for a detached accessory structure.) City
Planner Latisha Birkeland explained that the Board of Zoning Appeals had granted a variance on
October 25, 2012 for the location of the proposed building for the applicant, Patrick McCormick.
This proposal comes to the Plan Commission for a conditional use permit to allow for the
structure to be more than 800 sq. ft. (864 sq. ft.) City staff received no comments in regard to
this proposal. If the Plan Commission were to approve the conditional use permit, there were
two conditions the City Planner recommended. 1) The requirement of a building permit and
compliance with all building codes. 2) The building must have a 5 foot setback off property
lines.

Patrick McCormick stated that the building will be the same color as the house and have the
same pitch of the roof. The building will be mainly for storage.

Chairperson Meyer opened the public hearing for public comment. There were no comments.
Chairperson Meyer closed the public hearing.

Plan Commission Member Binnie noted that there were larger outbuildings on the neighboring
property.
Moved by Henley and Coburn to approve the conditional use permit with the conditions of the

City Planner. (See attached conditional use permit.) Ayes: Meyer, Parker, Henley, Dalee,
Binnie, Coburn, Henry. No: None. Absent: Hartmann. Motion approved.
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Public hearing for an amendment to the conditional use permit for the addition of a one
bedroom unit and a studio unit to each building at 533 and 539 W. Caine Street for Jay
Myers. City Planner Latisha Birkeland explained that in 2007, two 20 unit apartment buildings
were approved. The first floor in each of the buildings has a weight room and a common room.
2009-2010 a third building was approved but did not come to fruition. The applicant would like
to change the weight rooms into studio apartments and the common rooms into one-bedroom
apartments for a total of 4 units, two in each building. The parking requirement is 3 stalls per
each unit. The site plan was approved with additional stalls allowed for in green space on the
north end of the site, so that if ever the spaces were needed, they could be installed. With the
four additional units the property still has over 2.68 stalls per unit. Staff is not recommending
the installation of the additional parking area. City Council is looking at the parking on Caine
Street to allow parking on the south side of the street with no parking from 2 to 5 a.m. They
approved the first reading of the ordinance. Birkeland wanted to make sure the provision for the
additional parking area carried through for this proposal so if needed, the parking could be
added. This property is located in an R-3 (Multifamily Residence) Zoning District. The
proposal will require State Approved plans in order to go forward. The Building Inspector has
reviewed the plans and has no issues with them. There will be no exterior alterations to the
building. As an added note, the approval in 2007 provided that the signage could come to City
staff as long as it was within the guidelines, not to exceed 32 sq. ft. in area and 6 feet in height.
The signage does not need to be a part of this approval.

Plan Commission voiced concerns of: the sidewalk next to the sign on the site plan is not there
on the building closest to Caine Street, and the sidewalk near the private drive has not been
installed; the studio apartment window is very small; what is the percentage of students living in
the Springbrook Apartments.

City Planner Birkeland stated that anything in the prior approval (2007) must be taken care of.

Matt Kuehl, representing the owner of Springbrook Apartments LLC., stated that Jay Myers is
the successor owner. Whatever was required regarding the bike path and sidewalks, he will
comply. The purpose for the additional units in each building is to fill the need for more studio
and one-bedroom apartments. The weight room and activity room are better used as apartments.
A new weight room will be installed in a part of the storage area.

Bob Freiermuth stated that three storage places will be lost. He explained that the three bedroom
units have more storage space than is needed, so the three places will not be missed. There are
bicycle racks in the garages which are locked and heated. Bicycles are not allowed in the
apartments. Freiermuth explained that there is a formula for the window size to the room and
they will comply with all requirements. The tenants are either upper classmen, grad students or
just graduated and working in Whitewater.

Chairperson Meyer opened the public hearing to public comment. There were no comments.
Chairperson Meyer closed the public hearing.
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Bob Freiermuth stated that the four sidewalks coming off the side of the building are to a sliding
door with screen access to apartments. These sidewalks would be a maintenance hazard. There
is no reason to go that way. It is a secured building and tenants are directed to use the south side
of the building. They plan to have the new apartments ready for occupancy next fall.

Moved by Henry and seconded by Coburn to approve the amendment to the conditional use
permit with the conditions of the City Planner and the additional condition that the two prior
approved sidewalks next to the sign and near the private drive be installed on or before
occupancy. (See attached conditional use permit.) Ayes: Meyer, Parker, Henley, Dalee, Binnie,
Coburn, Henry. No: None. Absent: Hartmann. Motion approved.

Public hearing for a conditional use permit for the conversion of a single family home into
a duplex by the construction of an addition to the home located at 361 S. Scott Street for
Whitewater Housing Services (R.L. Freiermuth). This item was removed from the agenda by
the applicant on Friday, November 9, 2012 at 10:00 a.m.

Review plat for acquisition and dedication of street easements for Milwaukee and
Newcomb Streets. City Planner Latisha Birkeland explained that this plat for acquisition and
dedication of street easements for Milwaukee and Newcomb Streets is in preparation for a right
of way expansion for the Department of Transportation project scheduled to be completed in
2017. These easements are required for the project. The City will have to hire a right of way
agent to negotiate with property owners in order to gain these easements. Strand has reviewed
the plat and recommends that the Plan Commission recommend to the City Council to approve.

Moved by Parker and seconded by Binnie to recommend the plat for acquisition and dedication
of street easements for Milwaukee and Newcomb Streets to the City Council. Ayes: Meyer,
Parker, Henley, Dalee, Binnie, Coburn, Henry. No: None. Absent: Hartmann. Motion
approved.

Work Session for the review of the draft of the Chicken Ordinance. City Planner Latisha
Birkeland went through the draft of the proposed chicken ordinance with the Plan Commission.
Some of the items the Plan Commission considered were: to limit the properties allowed to have
chickens to single and duplex properties; to discourage scatter feeding to deter other critters from
feeding in the area (use feeders); disposing of waste (composting, garbage); permit requiring site
plan and charging for permit (initial one time fee of $10).

Ann Zarinnia noted that the reason for the initial fee is for the responsibility factor, especially if
you have children involved. It makes good sense to have an initial fee. Mrs. Zarinnia also noted
that if the chickens were regulated as pets and a conditional use was required, it could escalate to
then require all pets to require the same.

Chairperson Meyer asked about the sale of excess eggs and how to make sure you got a good
product.

Peter Underwood stated that it is against the law to sell eggs unless you are licensed by the State.
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Plan Commission Member Parker asked if there was any type of notice required to be sent to
surrounding neighbors.

City Attorney McDonell explained that if the Plan Commission made it a conditional use, then
notices to property owners would officially be made. Plan Commission can make it a simple or
involved application. This ordinance was made to be simple. The public hearing could change
the direction of the ordinance. Then we would adjust the proposed ordinance.

Kristine Zaballos suggested the City consider making a page with information about having
chickens such as: suggesting residents check with the neighbors; and to let them know they need
a license from the State in order to sell eggs, etc.

Peter Underwood stated that he liked the ordinance. It was very comprehensive. If the
ordinance is followed, the potential for nuisance is very small. He endorses the current draft of
the ordinance with the additional comments from the Plan Commission. He feels it is a practical
solution/ordinance which allows residents to have chickens, and is protective of other residents.

City Planner Birkeland and City Attorney McDonell will prepare the proposed ordinance for the
public hearing.

Discussion of Site Plan Review. City Planner Latisha Birkeland put this item on the agenda to
check in with the Plan Commission to make sure she is giving them the information they need to
do their job.

Plan Commission Member Coburn stated that she feels that the Commissioners would like to see
appropriate plans for landscaping. The Urban Forestry Committee members like to be aware of
these plans also. She also requested information on approving, for example, a new driveway,
and how to deal with permeable surfaces.

City Planner Birkeland indicated that all major landscaping plans are reviewed by City Forester
Chuck Nass and the Urban Forestry Committee if needed. Coburn acknowledged.

Plan Commission Member Binnie asked when landscaping plans are required. City Planner
Birkeland responded that they would be required if there are standards in the code for a particular
project in a specific area.

Plan Commission Member Parker said he feels that the site plan and landscaping plans are
critical to the Plan Commission and the Urban Forestry Committee. Sizes of trees over 4 inches
in diameter and existing landscaping should be shown on plans.

City Attorney McDonell stated that the Plan Commission can have a training session on types of
information in areas which the Plan Commission members would like to take a look at. Plan

Commission can have an information session to talk about things.

Informational Items:
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Update of Zoning Rewrite. City Planner Latisha Birkeland explained that staff had addressed
the City Council at their last meeting. The Consultants proposed an agenda and adjustment to
the schedule. The proposal was to have two work sessions, 3 hours long with a break at 1 1/2
hours. Items to be discussed would be guidelines and ways to streamline for commercial,

industrial and manufacturing. Staff will also be meeting with Mitch Simon to go over individual

challenges with the code, to bring up to the consultants. Then back to the zoning text changes.

They want to make sure they hit the intent of what the project is about. The next Zoning Rewrite

Committee meeting will be after January 1, 2013.

Possible Future Agenda Items. City Planner Birkeland stated that there were a few items for
the December Plan Commission meeting: a certified survey map for a lot split at 727 E. Clay
Street; 361 S. Scott Street for a conditional use permit for an addition to create more dwelling
units; and possibly the public hearing for the chicken ordinance.

Next regular Plan Commission meeting — December 10, 2012.

Moved by Coburn and seconded by Henley to adjourn the meeting. Motion approved by
unanimous voice vote. The meeting adjourned at approximately 8:00 p.m.

Chairperson Greg Meyer
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Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Plan Commission Meeting Date :
Property Owner:

Applicant:
Property ID Number:
Property Address:

November 12, 2012

Patrick A. McCormick Trust
Carol A. McCormick Trust
Patrick McCormick

/A1366 00001

555 E. Clay Street
Whitewater, W1 53190

REGARDING: An approval for a conditional use permit (CUP) for the construction of an 864 sq. ft.
detached garage to be located at 555 E. Clay Street. (This is 64 sq. ft. more than the maximum size
(800 sq. ft.) allowed for a detached accessory structure.)

Approved subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall apply for a building permit and comply with all required building codes.

2. The building must have a 5 foot setback off property lines.

This permit was prepared by:
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Latisha Birkeland
Neighborhood Services Manager/ City Planner

Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT

Plan Commission Meeting Date: November 12, 2012

Property Owner: Springbrook Apartments LLC.
Applicant: Jay Myers

Property ID Number: /A4173 00001

Property Address: 533-539 W. Caine Street

Whitewater, WI 53190
REGARDING: An approval for a conditional use permit (CUP) for the addition of a one bedroom
unit and a studio unit to each building at 533 and 539 W. Caine Street.
Approved subject to the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall comply with all required building codes. State approved plans must be
received prior to the issuance of a building permit.

2. The two sidewalks (the north and south sidewalk closest to the private driveway and the east/west
sidewalk off the east end of building A) are to be installed on or before occupancy of the new studio

and 1 bedroom units. (Owner is no longer required to install the 4 sidewalks going to the north from
Building A.)

This permit was prepared by:
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Latisha Birkeland
Neighborhood Services Manager/ City Planner
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Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS

WHiTEWATER

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

To: City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission

From: Latisha Birkeland, Neighborhood Services Manager / City Planner

Date:  12/10/2012

Re: Certified Survey Map to divide an existing lot into two lots located at 727 E. Clay Street.

Summary of Request
Requested Approvals: Mr. Thomas Egnoski has applied to divide an existing lot located at 727 E. Clay
Street into two lots.

Current Zoning: R-2 One and Two family Residential

Comprehensive Plan’s Future Land Use Designation: R-2 One and Two Family Residential; Single-
family detached dwellings are permitted uses in the R-2 Zoning District.
Future land use is Two-Family / Townhouse Residential and Working Environmental Corridor
(WEC). WEC are lands in floodplain, wetlands, steep slope, and / or waterway buffer intended
for family open space use.

Surrounding Zoning and Land Use: R- 2, vacant land on most of 727 E. Clay Street; the neighboring
land use varies between single family residential and multifamily residential.

Description of Use

727 E. Clay Street — Lot 1

The original lot would be divided into two lots. The current single-family structure will remain
with Lot 1. This lot complies with the City Code regarding size, frontage requirements, etc. for a
single-family dwelling.

735 North Tratt Street - Lot 2
The newly created lot will be created from land from 727 E. Clay Street. The lot frontage is
measured at 61.14 feet. The minimum frontage at the street line for all lots is 30 feet.

The minimum lot width in an R-2 Single and Two Family Residential Zoning District is 70 feet
for all newly created lots.
“Lot width” means the horizontal distance between side lot lines as measured at the
minimum front yard setback required in the zoning district in which the lot is located or
through a recorded final plat or certified survey map (19.09.455). The minimum front
yard setback for this zoning district is 25feet. This lot does not meet this standard.

The proposed CSM notes that the setback for a single family lot would be 91.7 feet, where the lot
has a minimum width of 70’. This note also indicates that multi-family homes must be setback

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, W1 53190



144.6 feet from the property line since this is where the lot width is 100 feet. The Plan
Commission may approve a CSM that identifies more restrictive building setback requirements
as noted on the proposed CSM.

The wording of ‘multi-family’ should be changed to state “two-family or greater structure”. The
reason for this is that the City Code defines multi-family as a dwelling having more than two
attached dwelling units. Adding in two-family will include this possibility. One family structures
are a permitted use in this zoning district. Two-family dwellings or a more intense use does
require an approved Conditional Use Permit by the Plan Commission.

Lot 2 has two existing accessory structures located on it. Accessory uses and structures are
permitted but not until their principle structure is present or under construction (19.06.080). The
Plan Commission should discuss a timeframe for the applicant to remove the structures if a
principle structure is not present or under construction.

The current driveway will continue to serve both lots until Lot 2 is sold. Lot 2 has a driveway
coming off the current driveway for Lot 1. This driveway shall be built to City standards once a
principle structure has been established. If one access will still be used for both properties once
the other lot has been sold, then an easement between both property owners shall be recorded.

Recommendation on CSM

This CSM complies with all design standards and general provisions of the City Code Section
18.04.046, as long as the Plan Commission approves of the established building setbacks. 1
recommend that the Plan and Architectural Review Commission approve the Certified Survey
Map with the following requirements:

1. The CSM shall be recorded prior to the issuance of a building permit for the principle
structure for Lot 2 and within six months of the approval.

2. The shared driveway shall meet all City requirements (including paving) once a principle
structure has been established on Lot 2. A shared access easement between the lots is
required once Lot 2 is sold to a different owner. If a separate access is requested for Lot
2, the access shall require a permit and be built to City standards.

3. Two existing accessory structures on Lot 2 shall be completely removed by June 1%,
2013, unless a principle structure is present or under construction.

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, W1 53190
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City of Whitewater
Application for Plan Review

#3

IDENTIFICATE
Applicant’s Name: THeAlhs N
Applicant’s Address:_ 727 = CLAY <5717
' _Phone# 2z - 745 OT38
-

Owser of Site, according to current property tax records (as of the date of the application):

FTHEIMAS A L£LNI05k

Street address of property: 727 5. Orpy <7°

] Legal Description (Name of Subdivision, Block and Lot or other Legal Deseription):

PRofrsgln (CSM

|
i
:
H

| Agent or Representative assisting in the Application (Eagineer, Architeor, Attorey, eic.)

Name of Individual: MpRe L, MiR e

Name of Firm: LAND - AR Y SURYE 7 AVE

Office Address: AF330 Ky ssn RE. Lt TE G WTETS

I Phone: 22 - 495 - 32 84

! Wame of Contractor:

oy,

; IEYES, plesse indicate the type of variance jsseed and indicate whether conditions have been complied with, -

Has gither the applicant or the owner had any variances Issued to them, on anv property? YES ‘\’\f@

EXISTING AND PROPOSED USES:

Current Land Use:
Principal Usa:_,____/@ﬁ.e DT ¢ A
Accassory or Secondary Uses: N _
i Proposed Use
} /(\DE‘S (DEATIHL ..

] No. of oseupants propesed to be accomadated: A/

No. of employees: A/ 5#’}4—

Zoning District in whick property is located: -2

Section of City Zouing Ordinance that identifies the proposed land use in the Foning District in which the propenty is
Tocated;
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PLANS TO ACCOMPANY APPLICATION

Applications for permits shall be accompanied by drawings of the praposed work, drawn to seale, showing, when nccessary,

|__floor plans, sections, elevations, structural details, computations and stress diagrams as the building official may reguire.

PLOT PLAN

When required by the building official, thers shall be submitted a plot plan in a form and size designated by the budding
official for ling permanently with the permit recosd, drawn to scale, with all dimension figures, showing aceurately the
size and exact location of all proposed new construction and the relation to other existing or proposed buildings or structures
on the same tot, and other buildings or stnictures on adjoining property within 15 feet of the property lines. In the case of
demalition, the plot plan shall show ihe buildings or structures to be demolished and the buildings or situctures on the same
1ot that are to remain.

STANDARDS

STANDARD | APPLICANT’S EXPLANATION

A. The proposed struchure, [ ’ ;
addition, alteration or wse will | AJ] B
meet the minimum standards )
of this tit.z for the district in
which it Is located;

B. The provosed development 25
will be consistent with the Y
adopted sity master plan:

C. The proposed development
will be compatible with and \}Efj
preserve the important natural
features of the site;

D. The proposed use will not -
creale 4 nuisance for U-> L Not
neighboring uses, or unduly
reduce the values of an
adjoining property;
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STANDARD APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION

E. The proposed development -
will not craate traffic Wikl o
circulatior: ur paring
problems;

F.  The mass, volunte,
arcintectural features, v
matorials and/or sethack of “1\5 tﬂ;
nroposed siquctvres, additions
or alterations will appear to be
compatible with existing
buildings in the immediate
arca;

3. Landmark structures on the
l Nationsl Register of Historic h)(;
Places will be recognized as
products of their own time.
Alterations which have no
higterical basis will not he
permitted;

addition or alleration will nbt )\) !’
substantially reduce the i
availabilily of sunlight or
solar access on adjoining
properties.




AGREEMENT OF SERVICES

REIMBURSABLE BY THE PETITIONER/APPLICANT. The City may retain the
services of professional consultants (including planncrs, cngineers, architects, attorneys,
environmental 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
and/or Commeon Council. The submittal of a development proposal application or
petition by a Petitioner shali 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 and/or property owner. The City may delay acceptance of the
application or petition as complete, or may delay final approval of the 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 of the
following form as a prerequisite to the processing of the proposed applieation
(Architectural Review,B.Z.A., Planning, Zpning Change):

hem——" R
(Owner’s Name):  7HoMAS A £Gniosi, ,dated: 7/ f{_'s-f/a
Phone# [/~ C6T-747-0OF3L Jtaxkey#(s) SHAS 00075,

_*_, the applicant/petitioner for

Aprees that in addition to those normal costs payable by an applican:/petitioner {e.g.
filing or permit fees, publication expenses, recording fees, etc.), that in the event the
action applied or petitioned for requires the City of Whitcwater, in the judgement of its
staff, to obtain additional professional service{s) (e.g. engineering, surveying, planning,
legal} than normally would be routinely available “in house” to enable the City to
properly address, take appropriate action on, or determine the same, applicant/petitioner
shall reimburse the City for the costs thereof.

Dated this_,/ dayof Aby. 2012

(Signature of Applicant/Petitioner)

(Printed Name of Applicant/Petitioner)

___ (Signature of Owner of Property & Date
Signed)

THoMAS A LEGALSK J (Printed Name of Owner of Property
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CONDITIONS

The City of Whitewater ?,OMngTOrdinmlce authorizes the Plan Commission to place conditions on approved uses, :
Conditions can deal with the points listed below (Section £9.63 080}, Be aware that there may be discussion at the Plan i

Commission {n regard to placement of such conditions upon your property. You may wish to supply pertinent information. |

“Conditions” such as [andscaping, architectural design, Lype of construction, coastruction commencement and cornplation
dates, sureties, lighting, feucing, plantation, deed restrictions, highway access restrictions, increased yards or parking _
requirements may be required by the Pian and Architectural Review Commission upon its finding that these are nscessary to |
fulfill the purpose and intent of this Ordinance. '

“Plen Review” may be subject to time limits or requirements for periodic reviews where such rcquu*ements refate fo review
standards.

H
i

1242:‘:—_& 45? ZW</:/ fi.{' (~ 1T,

cant 5 Sigoature Date

APPLICATION REES:

Fee for Plan Review Application: 3100
Date Application Fee Received by City /- /— [ 2. Receipt Na, Cgf of C} i91
Keceived by ,.»{?AIW'\ .
V4 4

TO BE COMPLETED BY CODE ENFORCEMENT/ZONING OFFICE:

Date notice sent 1o ownets of record of opposite & abutting properties; — C5 7% — A gendsfo feper
Date set for public review before Plan & Architectural Reviow Boards /o —~vo—/2 -

) ACTION TAKEN:
Plan Review: Granted Not Granted by Plan & Architectural Review Comruission.

CONDITTONS PLACED UPON PERMIT BY PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSHON;

Signature o{' Plan Commission Chalriman Diate
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Municode Page 2 0of 9

Site Assessment Checklist for Subdivisions

{Plats and Certain CSMs)

[TEM OF YES [NO
INFORMATION

f. Land

Resources. Does N 0
ithe project site
involye:_

A. Changes in
retief and x\)T D
drainage '
patterns {Attach
a topographical
map showing, at
A minimum, 2-
foot contour
intervals)

B. A landform oy
or topographical I'\)D
feature including
perennial
streams

C. A
floodplain (If
"yes,” attach 2
copies of the 100
-year floodplain
limits and the
floodway limits) |
D. Anarea of

soil instability— {\}O
sreater than 18
percent slope
and/or organic
soils, peats, or
mucks at or near
the surface as
depicted in the
applicable
"County Soils
Atlas”

E. An areaof
bedrock within & N 0
ft. of the soil
surface as
depicted in the
applicable
"County Soils
Atlas” or a more
detailed source

F. Anarea
with N4
groundwater |
table within 10
feet of the soil




Municode

surface as
described in the
applicable
"County Soils
iAtias” or a more
detailed source

Page 3 of 7

——

G. An area
with fractured
bedrock within
10 feet of the
soil surface as
depicted in the
applicable
"'County Soils
Atias”

Mo

H. Prevention
of future gravel
extraction

MO

i, A
drainageway
with a tributary
area of 5 or
more acres

Mo

J. Lot
coverage of
more than 50
mercent
impermeable
surfaces

N

P K. Prime
agricutturat land
as depicted in
the applicable
"County Soils
Atlas” or
adopted farm
tand reservation

NO

inventory maps
or more detailed
soUrces

plans
o Seonnands YES MiguEp BY SEwR P AUD Locatep BY JhME k.
DNR wetland LAvGone M 2003 | weriivos ARE BeTWeew 4ATeEs

EDLs AwD 100 SERR fropp FLAN

M.
Environmental
corridors, as
mapped by
SEWRPC or more
detailed sources

Ves As SHowr on’ LtitoorTH Co. ATERACTIVE /%4%;0@
F

di. Water

an area
traversed by a
navigable

Resources. Does A0
the project
involve:

A. Leocation in 7

http://library. municode.com/print.aspx?h=&clientiD=16691 & HTMRequest=http%3a%2f... 11/5/ 203 % 2



Municode Page 4 of 9

stream,
intermittent
stream, or dry
run

B. impacton
the capacity of a Mo
stormwater
storage system
or flow of a
waterway within
1 mile

C. The use of 7
septic tank({s) for f'}
on-site waste
disposal

. Lowering ‘Jp
of water table
by pumping or
drainage

E. Raising of | 0
water table by :
altered drainage

F. Lake or
river frontage \,*;26
1. Biological
Resources, Does
the project
involve;

A. Critical
thabitat for '\} )
plants and :
animals of
community
interest per DNR
or SEWRPC
inventory
¢ B.
Endangered, I‘) D
unusual or rare
animal or plant
species per DNR
or SEWRPC
inventory

C. Trees with . 5
a diameter of 6 Yt’
or more inches
@t breast height

D. Removai
of over 30 ﬂ) O
nercent of the
present trees on
the site
V. Human and
Scientific i‘) 0
Interest per
State Historical
Society
inventory. Does

http://library municode.cony/print.aspx ?h=&clientiD=16691&HTMRequest=http%3a%2f... 10/2 53‘2% %2
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this prolect site !
involve: :

A. Anareaof H\)O
archeological
interest

B. Anarea of 0
‘historical - N
interest,
including historic
buildings or f
monuments

V. Energy, 0
Transportation fo
and
Communications.
A. Would the
development [00
increase traffic
flow on any
arterial or
cotlector street
by more than 10 !
percent based
pon the most
recent traffic
counts and trip
generation rates
provided by the
Institute of
Transportation
Engineers {ITE)
B. Is the land
traversed by an g
lexisting or
ptanned roadway
carridor, as
shown on the
city's official
map or
comprehensive
pian

C. Isthe {and 0
within a highway V)
noise impacted

area
D. Is the land
traversed by an N v

existing or
planned utility
corridor {gas,
electrical,
water, sewer,
storm,
communications)
Vi, Poputation.
A, Which E:
public school  [Cap: u)\-kwéu»’ﬁ"'ﬁ?‘
service areas M

http://library municode.com/print.aspx?h=&clientiD=16691 & HTMRequest=http%3a%2f... 10/25/ 2%% 2
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{elementary,
middle and high)
are affected by
the proposed
development,
and what is their
current avaiiable
capacity?

Page 6 0f 9

Cap:
H:
Cap:

Wi, Comments
on any of the
iabove which may]
have significant
limpact.

NY

VIli. Appendices
and Supporting
Material.

(NOTE: All "yes"
answers must be
explained in
detail by
attaching maps
and supportive
documentation
describing the
impacts of the
proposed

development.)

{NOTE: The ptan commission may waive the fiing of a site assessment checklist for subdivisions of
less than 5 acres total area.)

(e)  Site Assessment Report Requirements.

(0

(2)

(3

Determination of Need for Site Assessment Report. The plan commission may, for
reasons stated in a written resolution setting forth specific questions on which it
requires research, data and input from the developer and other affected persons,
decide that the site assessment checklist raises unusually significant questions on the
effects on the environment and/or that an unusually high level of citizen interest has
resuited from questions raised in the site assessment checklist and that review by
other city committees and commissions is required. The listing of questions can
include items which this ordinance aiready enables the commission to obtain, or it
may include additional information which is relevant to the guestions from other
governmental agencies or the public. The resolution shall set a reasonable date for
the return of the requested data and information from the subdivider, and it may
specify the format in which the data is to be presented.

Hearing on Site Assessment Report. Following the return to the pian commission of
the data required in the resolution, the commission shall make such report available
for scrutiny by all interested persons or agencies. The plan commission may schedule
and hold a public hearing on the findings of the report. If scheduled, the hearing shall
be preceded by a Class | notice under Chapter 985, Wisconsin Statutes. Persons
attending such hearing shall be afforded an opportunity to comment cn the report.
Review of Site Assessment Report. The plan commission shall review the site
assessment report, with supporiing data, depariment and commitiee reviews and any

htip://library. municode.com/print.aspx?h==&clicntlD=16691&1 I TMRequest=http%e3ae2f... 1 O;’25f2%%2



CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO.

A CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP LOCATED IN THE PART OF
THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF
SECTION 3, TOWN 4 NORTH, RANGE 15 EAST, CITY
OF WHITEWATER, WALWORTH COUNTY, WISCONSIN.

1/4 of Section 3-4-15 was assumed
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{xx)] HRecorded Dimension

MARK L. MIRITZ

WI REGISTRATION NO. 8-2582
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REVISED DEC. 4, 2012

SHEET 1 OF 2 SHEETS
PROJECT NO. 06.1204

Wi w2 LAND-MARK SURVEYING  &aGiets”

www. Land-MarkSurvaying.com

34



CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. LOCATION SKETCH

voL. PAGES, , I [

A CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP LOCATED IN THE PART OF
THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF ]
SECTION 3, TOWN 4 NORTH, RANGE 15 EAST, CITY ‘ NW 1/4
OF WHITEWATER, WALWORTH COUNTY, WISCONSIN.

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE: TR S —

I, MARK L. MIRITZ, REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT AT THE |

DIRECTION OF THOMAS A. EGNOSKI, OWNER, I HAVE SURVEYED THE PROPERTY HERE- | | |

ON DESCRIBED AND THAT THE CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP HEREON SHOWN IS A COR- SW1/4 |

RECT REPRESENTATION OF ALL EXTERIOR BOUNDARIES OF THE LAND SURVEYED AND SE1/4

THE DIVISION OF IT AND THAT I HAVE FULLY COMPLIED WITH THE PROVISIONS OF
" CHAPTER 236.34 OF THE WISCONSIN STATE STATUTES, AND THE LAND DIVISION ?KZ
ORDINANCE, CITY OF WHITEWATER, WALWORTH COUNTY, WISCONSIN. A CERTIFIED _ I
SURVEY MAP LOCATED IN THE PART OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 OF THE SOUTHWEST 1/4 —
OF SECTION 3, TOWN 4 NORTH, RANGE 15 EAST, CITY OF WHITEWATER, WALWORTH SOUTHWEST 1/4 SECTION 3-4-15
COUNTY, WISCONSIN DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;
COMMENCE AT THE WEST 1/4 CORNER OF SAID SECTION 3; THENCE S 0°28'57" E 1582.54 FEET ALONG THE WEST LINE OF
SAID SOUTHWEST 1/4 TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY OF CLAY STREET; THENCE N 89°49'd8" £
ALONG SAID RIGHT-OF-WAY 190.61 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE CONTINUE N 89°49°48" E 146.14 FEET TO
THE WESTERLY LINE OF EAST WILLOWS SUBDIVISION; THENCE S 00°09'33" E ALONG SAID WESTERLY LINE 75.07 FEET;
THENCE S 30°03'04" £ 557.55 FEET; THENCE S 32°35'40" W ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF THE VILLAGE AT TRIPP LAKE,
A CONDOMINIUM, 368.65 FEET TO A FOUND IRON PIPE, A MEANDER CORNER; THENCE CONTINUE S 32°35'40" W 142.60
FEET MORE OR LESS TO THE SHORE OF TRIPP LAKE; THENCE NORTHERLY AND WESTERLY ALONG THE SHORE OF TRIPP
LAKE 524 FEET MORE OR LESS TO A POINT THAT IS S 0°28'57" E 63.78' MORE OR LESS FROM A PIPE MARKING A MEANDER
LINE, WHICH IS N 30°07°00" W 444.21 FEET FROM THE PREVIOUSLY MENTIONED MEANDER CORNER; THENCE N 0°28'57" W
63.78 FEET TO SAID MENADER CORNER; THENCE CONTINUE N 0°28'57" W 483.56 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, AND
CONTAINING 228,328 SQUARE FEET OR 5.242 ACRE(S) OF LAND, MORE OR LESS,

NE1l/4 I

MARK L. MIRITZ
WI REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR, $-2582
OCTOBER 23, 2012

OWNER'S CERTIFICATE:

AS OWNER, THOMAS A. EGNOSKI, I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I HAVE CAUSED THE LAND DESCRIBED ON THIS CERTIFIED
SURVEY MAP TO BE SURVEYED, DIVIDED, AND MAPPED AS REPRESENTED HEREON.

THOMAS A. EGNOSKI

STATE OF WISCONSIN) oo
COUNTY OF WALWORTH)

PERSONALLY CAME BEFORE ME THIS DAY OF - 201
THE ABOVE NAMED THOMAS A. EGNOSKI, TO ME KNOWN TO BE THE PERSON
WHO EXECUTED THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT AND ACKNOWLEDGED THE SAME.

' COUNTY, WISCONSIN.

NOTARY PUBLIC
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES

CITY OF WHITEWATER APPROVAL:

RESOLVED, THAT THE CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP HEREQON, THOMAS A. EGNOSKI, OWNER, IS HEREBY
APPROVED BY THE CITY OF WHITEWATER PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION.

DATED THIS DAY OF , 2032,

MICHELE SMITH, CITY CLERK

SHEET 2 OF 2 SHEETS

THIS INSTRUMENT DRAFTED BY MARK L. MIRITZ PROJECT NO. 06.1204

WEWEWEY  LAND-MARK SURVEYING  meno

www. Land-MarkSurveying.com
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Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

To: City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission
From: Latisha Birkeland, Neighborhood Services Manager / City Planner
Meeting Date: ~ 11/12/2012

Re: Request a conditional use permit for the conversion of single family home into a duplex
located at 361 S. Scott Street.

Summary of Request
Requested Approvals: The applicant, Land and Water Investments, is requesting a conditional use
permit to convert an existing single family home into a duplex by adding an addition to the current
structure.

Location: 361 S. Scott Street

Current Land Use: Single family home

Proposed Use: Two family home (duplex)

Current Zoning: R-3 Multi-Family Residential

Proposed Zoning: (no change proposed)

Comprehensive Plan’s Future Land Use Designation: Central Area Neighborhood

Surrounding Zoning: North, South and East: R-3 Multi-Family Residential; West: R-2 One and Two
family Residential

Surrounding Land Use: North, Southwest and West: Single family residential; East and Southeast:
Multi-family residential

Description of Use

The applicant, Land and Water Investments, has applied for a conditional use permit (CUP) to convert a
three bedroom, one bath single family home into a duplex. Conversions of existing structures resulting in
more dwelling units require a CUP (19.21.030).

To convert this property into a duplex, the applicant would add on to the current structure. The proposal
indicates that after the conversion each unit will have five (5) bedrooms and two (2) bathrooms.

In 1995 a different property owner applied for a conditional use permit to allow this single family home to
turn into a duplex. At that time, it was denied. Please see the minutes.

This report will discuss the Scott Street concerns later on.

Building Dimensions and Yard Requirements

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190
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The existing single family home is 20 feet 10.5 inches from the front property line. The proposed addition
will meet the current setback of 20 feet 10.5 inches. The R-3 Zoning District front yard setback is 30 feet.
The Plan Commission may allow the applicant to decrease the setback requirement without a variance
through the conditional use permit process.

According to City Code Section 19.06.180 — Average Street Yards:

A property owner may decrease the required street yard in any residential or
business district to the average of the existing street yards of the adjacent structures on each
side. Where the setback of existing adjacent structures is greater than setbacks required by
this code, the setback for the intervening lot shall be determined by the average of the
setback of the structures on each side. On corner lots, the required setback shall be
determined by averaging the setback of the adjacent structure with the required setback of
the district in which it is located. The setback of any structure may be increased or
decreased by a conditional use permit if there are substantial reasons to vary from the
requirements of the district.

The average front yard setback would be 27 feet 11.25 inches. This is determined using the neighboring
structure and the setback of the district. This property is not technically a corner lot, but the next adjacent
structure is a detached accessory garage for a property fronting another street. The adjacent detached
accessory structure cannot be used, only a principle structure or an attached garage to a principal
structure. All other setback requirements have been met.

The total lot square footage according to Walworth County is 18,730.8 square feet. The proposal has met
and exceeded the minimum square footage of 12,000 square feet. The applicant has indicated the total
square footage of the lot is 19,486. This should be verified on the final submitted building permit plans.

The maximum height for multi-family buildings in the R-3 Zoning Districts is 45 feet or four stories. The
additional unit will match the height of the current structure and will be underneath the maximum height
limitation. The color scheme will be a rustic red, with white trim on the porches, windows, and
fascia. The roof will have gray shingles.

The open space requirement of 700 square feet (350 square feet x 2 units) has been met by the applicant.

Parking and Ingress / Egress

Duplex and Multi-family units that have three or more bedrooms are minimally required to have four (4)
stalls for each dwelling unit. For two total dwelling units this project requires eight (8) parking stalls. The
applicant has provided 10 total stalls to accommodate all 10 tenants. Parking lot expansions under 20
additional spaces are not required to install curbs. The proposed parking stalls meet the Zoning Code
requirement for interior parking spaces to be eight and one-half feet wide and not less than 150 square
feet.

While reviewing this proposal with Dean Fischer, Public Works Director, we visited Scott Street and took
measurements. For discussion purposes, we will divide Scott Street into part A and part B. Please see
attached map.

Part A- The right of way width of this portion is 41.25 feet. The pavement is 26 feet in width. This
area restricts parking on the west (southbound) side, but does not restrict parking on the east
(northbound) side. According to our review of this street, Mr. Fischer and I are not recommending
restricting parking further on this side. Two cars driving in opposing directions can easily both pass

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190

37



parked cars on the east side of the street. In comparison, Park Street is more limited than Scott Street in
terms of width for cars to pass than in part A of Scott Street.

Part B — The right of way of this portion is 22 feet. The pavement is 19 feet in width. The area
restricts parking on the west side; the east side should be restricted at the south end. This should have
been restricted prior to now. Restricting the parking will need to be recommended to Council.

The proposed driveway width shall be no greater than 24 feet off Scott Street. Approving this driveway
access, the Plan Commission should require the driveway in front of the current structure be removed.
Installing a parking lot in the back of this property and creating this access, will require that all traffic
entering Scott Street from this site be heading forward (nose first). No traffic from this site will be
backing (reversing) onto Scott Street, creating a safer environment while adding more residents.

Landscaping

When a required off-street parking area for five or more vehicles is located within fifteen feet of any lot
line or public right-of-way line in any district, a buffer yard or screen shall be required (City Code Section
19.51.070). The area surrounding the parking lot is greater than 10 feet, landscaping is required. For
buffer yards 10 feet or less, screening such as fences may be used.

The buffer yard needs to meet the code requirements for every one hundred feet of buffer yard length
(Section 19.57.140 A.2). There is a total of 170 feet surrounding the parking lot. The plan is slightly short
of this requirement, but the Plan Commission can approve the plan, require additional plantings or
substitute a different treatment if they would like.

Lighting on the rear side of the house is the only proposed change to the exterior lighting.

There is a sidewalk that stops in the middle of this property, then flows pedestrian traffic out to the street.
Staff would typically request that the applicant extend the sidewalk the rest of the length of the property if
one is already in place. However, there is a large tree along a future sidewalk line. In addition, the
adjacent garage sits so close to the road that no future sidewalk would be able to fit in that area without
adjusting the garage. Extending the sidewalk to the new addition and driveway access may be
recommended by the Plan Commission, but would not be needed to the end of the property line.

Utilities, Grading and Drainage

In the past, there have been discussions regarding regional storm water retention in this area. Currently
there is no formal application at the City to warrant this discussion further. The area disturbed by this
project is less than an acre and will need to comply with all codes necessary for construction.

Utilities are available if the applicant would like to provide separate lines to the addition.

Recommendation on Conditional Use Permit
There were no public comments received by 12:00 PM on November 7%, 2012.

Staff review and general approvals have been given from Greg Noll, Building Inspector. Pending
comments received at the public hearing, I recommend the Plan and Architectural Review Commission
approve the conditional use permit for Land and Water Investments to convert the single family home
into a duplex located at 361 S. Scott Street subject to the following conditions:

1. All approved landscaping shall be installed no later than six months from date of Certificate of
Occupancy.

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190
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2. The applicant shall comply with all required building codes.

3. Establish the parking lot in accordance with the submitted plans and City Code. Hard surface shall be

required to be installed no later than August '*', 2013.

4. The current driveway shall be removed once the new access has been established.

Analysis of Proposed Project

Standard

Evaluation

Comments

Conditional Use Permit Standards (see section 19.66.050 of zoning ordinance)

The establishment, maintenance, or
operation of the conditional use will not

Buffers will be added to protect the neighbors
from additional nuisances from this addition.
The rear parking lot will create a safer entrance

zoning principles.

create a nuisance for neighboring uses or Yes :
substantially reduce the values of other onto Scott Street than the current driveway.
property.
Adequate utilities, access roads, parking, All items have been provided unless otherwise
drainage, landscaping, and other noted.
necessary site improvements are being Yes
provided.
The conditional use conforms to all A decreased front yard setback is allowed on an
applicable regulations of the district in approved conditional use permit, if granted by
which it is located, unless otherwise Yes the Plan Commission.
specifically exempted in this ordinance
[or through a variance].
The Comprehensive Plan identifies this site to be
located in the Central Area Neighborhood. This
The conditional use conforms to the area has a Va?iety of housing types, ingluding .
. ) owner occupied and non-owner occupied. This
purpose and intent of the city master Yes o . .
[comprehensive] plan, site is currently zon-ed R-3 and is not regtrlcted
by the Comprehensive Plan for conversions /
expansions, which is what the applicant is
proposing.
Project is consistent with the purpose, character
The conditional use and structures are and intent of higher density residential and the
consistent with sound planning and Yes R-3 Zoning District. This design is suitable for

the intent without significant compromises to the
neighborhood.

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190
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gl
PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION 4j
Starin Park Community Building

November 13, 1985

ABSTRACT/SYNOPSIS OF THEE ESSENTIAL ELEMENTS OF THE OFFICIAL ACTIONS
OF THE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION

The meeting was called to order by Chairperson Prue Negley.

PRESENT: Negley, Robers, Zeise, Henry, Zweifel, Rhodes, Hutchison.
ABSENT: Frawley, Coburn. OTHERS: Wallace McDonell/City Attorney,
Gary Boden\City Manager, Bruce Parker/Zoning Administrator, Wegner.

Moved by Roberg and Henry to approve the minutes of October 23,
1995. Motlion approved py unanimous voice vote.

The minutes of November 6, 1995 were not available for approval.

PROFESSIONAL HOME OFFICE AT 1037 SHAW COURT #25 This was a public
hearing for the consideration of a conditional use permit
application for a professicnal home cffice for computer consulting
to be located at 1037 W. Shaw Court #25 (Seville Apartments) for
Chengren Hu. Chairperson Negley opened the public hearing.
Chengren Hu was present to answer any questions. The owner/partner
of Seville Apartments, William Yellin, stated the partnersghip had
no objections to the granting of the conditional use permit for a
professional home office, provided that no customers or clients
come to the apartment complex; any electrical equipment used in
conjunction of the operation of their business will be used only in
accordance with all applicable laws, codes, and ordinances; and the
business activities will not regquire or involve any reconfiguration
or defacing of thHe apartment unit. Moved by Henry and Rhodes to
approve the conditional use permit for a professional home office
to be located at 1037 W. Shaw Court #25 for Chengren Hu with the 3
conditions put on by Seville Apartments. Motion approved Dy
unanimous rell call, vote.

CONVERSION OF R-3 SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCES INTO A DUPLEXES AT 329
S. SCOTT STREET AND 361 S, SCOTT STREET Donna Henry excused
herself from the Plan Commission to be able to participate as a
property owner of the area. Chailrperson Negley opened the public
hearing for the consideration of a conditional use permit
application for the conversion of R-3 gingle family residences into
duplexes located at 329 S. Scott Street and 361 S. Scott Street for
Richard Vultaggio. Richard Vultaggic, Kathleen Nelgson ({(office
manager) and Mitch Simon {(attorney} were present to explain the
project and answer any dgquestions. A conditional use permit is
required in order to convert a single family residence into more
dwelling units. This is a student rental property. An addition
to the existing dwelling is planned for both residences. The
minium number of parking stalls for duplex and multi-family
properties is 4 stalls. The plan is for 9 stalls at each
residence. The Plan Commission could increase the number of stalls
required to 10 stalls (total number of occupants allowed). The
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residence at 329 S. Scott Street is planned to have white siding
and trim with green shutters. The residence at 261 §. Scott Street
is planned to have creme colored siding and trim with autumn brown
shingles and brown shutters.

Letters were received from Steven C. and Diane M. Davis {(Exhibit I}
and from John Craig Cobb (Exhibit II} expressing their opposition
to the projects. Exhibit III is the plat map showing the perceiwved
congestion of the area. Ed Fingard, Ed Swaggie (381 S. Janesville
Street}, Tom Heoffiman and Connie Jackson Hoffman (363 §. Janesville
St.), Donna Henry (347 S. Jdanesgville St.), residents of the
neighborhood, were present to voice their opposition and concerns.
Their concerns include: Scobt Street is a very narrow street; many
Janesgville Street properties have garages off Scott Street; mostly
gingle families living in homes; 10 more students on these
properties would mean 10 more carsg, more congestion, parties,
noise; not owner occupied, maintenance of the property {(lawn not
mowed etc.); quality of life, losgs of peace and quiet; and
residents living there now, chose the area for the family
neighborhood. : '

Attorney Mitch Simon explained that this is an R-3 Zoning District
which allows for multi-family development. The properties are
already student rentals. He suggested that maybe their should be
not parking on Scott Street or make it a cne way street to help
with the traffic problem. He also suggested that a condition could
be placed on the conditional use permit to limit occupancy of 329
S. Scott to 8 and 361 S. Scott to 9.

Moved by Zeise and Robers to close the public hearing. Motion
approved by unanimous voice vote. ' :

The Plan Commigsion wvolced their concerng of density; the R-3
zoning district does not need to be filled to maximum regulations;
possibility of a family neighborhood disintegrating into student
housing neighborhood {the need to preserve neighborhoods} ;
affordable family housing is needed in Whitewater; the owner bought
property as a developable R-3 property.

Moved by Hutchison and Robers to approve the conditional usge permit
for the conversion of an R-3 single family residence into a duplex
located at 328 8. Scott Street for Richard Vultaggio and a parking
space for each tenant in the building (if 10, will need to provide
a gecond drive). Aves: Hutchison, Robers. Noes: Zwelfel,
Rhodeg, Negley. 2Abstain: Zeise. Motion denied.

Moved by Robers and Hutchisgon to approve. the conditional use permit
for the conversion of an R-3 single family residence into a duplex
located at 361 8. Scott Street for Richard Vultaggio and a parking
space for each tenant in the building (if 10, will need to provide
a second drive). Ayes: Robers, Hutchison. Noes: Zeisge, Zweifel,
Rhedes, Negley. Motion denied.

42



Moved by Robers and Henry to adjourn.

voice vote.

Regpectfully submitted,

&f%/(i?%f £ /&/Zyw/t

Jane k. Wegner”®™
Secretary

Motion approved by unanimous
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Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

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, Community Room,
located at 312 W. Whitewater Street on the 10th day of December, 2012 at 6:00 p.m. to
hold a public hearing for the consideration of conditional use permit for the conversion of a
single family home into a duplex by the construction of an addition to the home located at 361
S. Scott Street for Whitewater Housing Services (R.L. Freiermuth).

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 5:00 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

Latisha Birkeland, Neighborhood Services Manager/City Planner

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190
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LEONARD A KIENBAUM
358 S. JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

LEONARD KIENBAUM
358 S JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

J PHILLIP HENRY

DONNA B HENRY
347 S. JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CHRISTOPHER A SPEAR
N6927 GREENLEAF COURT
ELKHORN WI, 53121

MICHAEL A SCHILDT

MARY F SCHILDT
S89 W34853 EAGLE TERRACE DR
EAGLE WI, 53119

LAND & WATER INVESTMENTS LLC
503 CENTER ST
LAKE GENEVA WI, 53147

ARTHUR J GRAHAM
429 S WHITON ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

LAND & WATER INVESTMENTS LLC
503 CENTER ST
LAKE GENEVA WI, 53147

RONALD B WALENTON

REBECCA R SMALE
704 W. WALWORTH AVE
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

LAND & WATER INVESTMENTS LLC
503 CENTER ST
LAKE GENEVA WI, 53147

LEONARD KIENBAUM
358 S. JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

IVAN BOGIE

ELIZABETH BOGIE
W3410 CRESTWOOD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

GABRIELLE ALWIN
357 S JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

RITCHIE L MATTINGLY
377 S JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

DORIS WUTKE TRUST
411 S JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

LAND & WATER INVESTMENTS LLC
503 CENTER ST
LAKE GENEVA WI, 53147

LAND & WATER INVESTMENTS LLC
503 CENTER ST
LAKE GENEVA WI, 53147

WALWORTH AVENUE APARTMENTS

INC.
530 SOUTH JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

MICHAEL RILEY

KATHLEEN RILEY
710 W. WALWORTH AVE
WHITEWATER WI, 53190-3600

STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
MADISON WI, 53702

ANDREW P CHANNING
362 S. JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

GERALD A WALLOCH

LINN WALLOCH
5101 TABOR RD
RACINE WI, 53402

THOMAS L HOFFMAN
363 S JANESVILLE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

ROBERT C NORTON

CAROLE A NORTON
PO BOX 372
ONALASKA WI, 54650

JEFFREY S PETERSEN TRUST

LAUREL A PETERSEN TRUST
N9211 WOODED CT
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

LAND & WATER INVESTMENTS LLC
503 CENTER ST
LAKE GENEVA WI, 53147

RANDALL A CARNES

DARLENE F CARNES
345 S. SCOTT ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190-3000

LAND & WATER INVESTMENTS LLC
503 CENTER ST
LAKE GENEVA WI, 53147

CARL J WOLF

JONNA L WOLF
N 431 TWINKLING STAR RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190
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Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, GIS, Code Enforcement
und Building Inspections

WHITEWATER vyl

” :\.
; ,,mam* J

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION

Address of Properiy: g (9 ! g ety g T . L

Owner’s Name: “; dlitﬁ(l!téif—'ﬁlf {%g”gftﬁ ngl"l/id*é’ﬁ

Applicant’s Name: F‘ t W €1 ey, }—"’f

Mailing Address: {‘O (r.., 1 (p

l’}(}flb* L—l L Z_Mg %_C)_ Fmail: E&@ U JD VI/{ lfl’llff; }\_[7‘

Legal Deseription (Name of Subhdivisior, Bloek end Lot of other Legal Descriptions):,

Existing and Proposed Uses:
Cumrent Useof Prcpur{\e S B Q(l i %]@;—"T—L\ g.f Mg /4 M‘l’”l L«/t
Zoning Diswriet: E .:.,b - . _ .

Proposed Use: J.)U\é (2, "i5 M‘q’p}‘f{ i c’f) 5*0 ( Z. g/‘&-’Tﬂ'ﬁk gﬂf—’!\

NOTICE: The Plan Commission meetings arce scheduled on the 2nd Monday of the menth. All
completle plans must be in by 4:00 p.m. four weeks prior to the meeting,

Conditions

The City of Whitewater Zowing Ovdinunce quthorizes the Plan Commission to pluce conditions on
approved conditiona! uves. “Condgitions” such as landscaping, architactural design, Iype of construction,
comstruction commencement and complelion  dates, sureties, lighting, fencing, plantation, dead
restrictions, highway access restrictions, increased yards or puarking requivements may be affected.
“"Conditional Uses™ may fre subjact to time limits or requirements for pevicdic raview iy staff.

Wunicipal Servicos Building 1 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, Wi 53190
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STANDARDS FOR REVIEW AND APPROVAL

The Plan and Architectural Commission shall use the following standards when reviewing applications for

conditional uses. The applicant is required fo fill out the following items and explain how the proposed

conditional use will meet the standard for approval.

FSTANDARD

A. That the establishment,
maintenance, or operation

'['APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION

of the Conditional Use
will not creale a auisance
for neighboring uses or
subslantially reduce value
ot other property.

Covreer

iXe}

this ordinance.

. That utilities, access
roads, parking, drainage,
landscaping, and other
necessary site
improvements are being
provided.

Copyee T

“I'hat the conditional use

regulations of the district
in which it is located,
urless otherwise
specifically exempted by

conforms to all applicable |

Covyecy

1 . That the conditional use

conforms to the purpose
and intent of the city
Master Plan,

=R efer to Chapter 19.66 of (

For more informati

Applicant’s Signapre

piinted: T L FHe)E mﬁi\

Cryreer—

Date: /@'/ Sﬂ- /-‘Z‘M

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, W 53190
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NARRATIVE
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
361 SOUTH SCOTT EXPANSION PROJECT

The proposed project involves the property located at 361 South Scott Street.
This property has historically been a three bedroom house located on a 19,486 square
foot lot, with 142 feet of street frontage. This is an older property that is in need of
various interior and exterior improvements. Our intent with this project is to convert the
structure to a new, modern townhouse style duplex that improves the overall appearance
of the neighborhood.

The plan will be to renovate the existing structure that will allow for an improved
floor plan that converts the existing three bedroom, one bath floor plan to a five bedroom,
two bath floor plan; and then convert the property to a duplex by constructing an
identical, townhouse style addition on the south side of the existing structure. To give the
exterior character, the existing front patio will be extended across the entire front of the
property, and the property will be refaced with newer, modern siding. The color scheme
will be a rustic red, with white trim on the porches, windows, and facia. The roof will
have gray shingles.

The landscape plan is depicted in the drawing(s) included with this narrative. Our
primary intent is to include landscaping that compliments the improved design of the
building by providing a picturesque lot, with sufficient green and open space, while
allowing the building to remain the center of attention.

The parking plan is also depicted in the drawings. The existing garage and
driveway will be removed and a new drive will be constructed that leads to a new ten
space parking lot in the rear of the property. The primary purpose of this parking
configuration is to remove cars from the front of the building, as well as the need to be
backing out of the driveway.

The purpose of this project is to be another step in the process of modernizing and
improving the character of the current housing in this neighborhood.
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Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

To: City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission

From: Latisha Birkeland, Neighborhood Services Manager / City Planner

Meeting Date: ~ 12/10/2012

Re: Public Hearing — Proposed Backyard Chicken Ordinance
Background

A complaint came into the Neighborhood Services Department regarding chickens being housed
in a residential area. Staff verified that Mr. Peter Underwood did have chickens on his property
and sent a letter asking for the removal of the chickens. Livestock and poultry raising (except for
commercial operations) are allowed in the Agriculture Transition Zoning District; not allowed in
residential districts.

Mr. Peter Underwood applied for an ordinance amendment to allow a small amount of chickens
in the back yard of residential properties. The Plan Commission reviewed this application at their
meeting on October 8", 2012. Mr. Underwood supplied reading materials of poultry in urban
areas, ordinance research from other communities and a proposed ordinance for the Plan
Commissioners to consider. Comments were heard from the public and the Plan Commission
directed staff to work with the applicant to provide a first draft for the Plan Commission to
review.

The Plan Commission reviewed the first draft of the Backyard Chicken ordinance at their
meeting on November 12th, 2012. At this time, the applicant provided information to address the
disease concerns by chickens being located in residential areas. The Plan Commission again
heard from the public regarding this proposed ordinance change. Changes to the draft were
discussed at this workshop and staff was directed to make changes and bring this draft ordinance
to a public hearing.

Attached is the updated proposed Backyard Chicken Ordinance. We have also included
information received by the applicant after the last meeting.

The items below were discussed at length at the last meeting. The Plan Commission may want to
discuss these changes specifically when reviewing the proposed ordinance:

1) Section1 A.11) Sale of Eggs
2) Section 1 B. 3)ii. Application fee
3) Section 1 B. 5) Chickens may only be kept on single-family unit lots.

The Plan Commission shall make a recommendation to the Common Council.

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Plan and Architectural Review
Commission of the City of Whitewater, Walworth and Jefferson Counties, Wisconsin,
will consider a change of the City of Whitewater Ordinance regulations, to enact the
proposed amendments to the City of Whitewater Municipal Code: Title 9, specifically to
create Section 9.06.015 Backyard Chicken Ordinance, to allow for a permitted use in
Title 19 (Zoning Ordinance) for the keeping of a small number of backyard chickens in
Whitewater residential zoning districts (R-1, R-1X, R-2, R-3 and R-4).

The proposed ordinance changes are on file in the office of the City Clerk
and the document is open to public inspection during office hours Monday through
Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that the Plan and Architectural Review
Commission of the City of Whitewater will hold a public hearing at the Municipal
Building Community Room in said City, on Monday, December 10, 2012, at 6:00 p.m. to
hear any person requesting to comment. Comments may also be filed in writing.

Dated: November 19, 2012

Publish: November 22, 2012 and November 29, 2012 (two times)
in the Whitewater Register

Michele Smith, City Clerk
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ORDINANCE NO.
ORDINANCE CREATING SECTION 9.06.015
ENTITLED BACKYARD CHICKEN ORDINANCE

11/20/12 10:30 a.m. draft
The Common Council of the City of Whitewater, Walworth and Jefferson
Counties, Wisconsin, does hereby ordain as follows:

Section 1. Whitewater Municipal Code Section 9.06.015 is hereby created to
read as follows:

(a) Purpose. The following regulations will govern the keeping of chickens in
residential zoning districts and are designed to prevent nuisances and prevent conditions
that are unsanitary or unsafe. No person shall keep chickens unless the following
regulations are followed:

(1) Number. No more than six (6) hens shall be allowed for each dwelling unit.

(2) Setbacks. Coops or cages housing chickens shall be kept at least twenty-five
(25) feet from the door or window of any dwelling or occupied structure other than the
owner's dwelling. Coops and cages shall not be located within five (5) feet of a side-yard
or rear-yard lot line. Coops and cages shall not be located in the front yard.

(3) Enclosure. Hens shall be provided with a covered, predator-proof coop or
cage that is well-ventilated and designed to be easily accessed for cleaning. The coop
shall allow at least two square feet per hen. Hens shall have access to an outdoor
enclosure that is adequately fenced to contain the birds on the property and to prevent
predators from access to the birds. Hens shall not be allowed out of these enclosures
unless a responsible individual, over 18 years of age, is directly monitoring the hens and
able to immediately return the hens to the cage or coop if necessary.

(4) Sanitation. The coop and outdoor enclosure must be kept in a sanitary
condition and free from offensive odors. The coop and outdoor enclosure must be cleaned
on a regular basis to prevent the accumulation of waste.

(5) Slaughtering. There shall be no slaughtering of chickens.
(6) Roosters. It is unlawful for any person to keep roosters.

(7) The owner shall abide by all state laws and regulations for livestock premises
registration, including applicable sections of Wisconsin Statute 95.51, and Wisconsin
Administrative Code Chapter ATCP 17 and any applicable amendments thereto.
Applicant shall also follow state law regarding import, purchase and sales of live poultry
as set forth in ATCP 10.40 and ATCP 10.42 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code and
any applicable amendments thereto.
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(8) There shall be no breeding or hatching of chickens.

(9) Any poultry feed shall be stored so as to keep out rodents. The owner shall
practice proper poultry waste disposal in order to avoid odors. Waste composting on the
premises shall be allowed as long as it does not create odors or other nuisances for
neighboring properties.

(10) Scatter feeding of chickens is prohibited; feeding shall be confined to a
single area.

(11) The sale of eggs is prohibited.

(b) Permit. A permit shall be required to keep chickens in the City of
Whitewater. An application for a permit must contain the following items:

(1) The name, phone number, and address of the applicant.
(2) The location of the subject property.
(3) A proposal containing the following information.

i. A description of any coops, cages or outdoor enclosures, providing
dimensions and the precise location (if fixed) of these enclosures in relation to property
lines and adjacent properties. If applicant proposes to use a mobile coup and/or a chicken
run, the dimensions of the structure(s) shall be provided and the area of requested
allowed placement areas shall be provided.

ii. The application fee charge for the permit shall be $10.00. There shall
be no charge for renewal of the permit.

(4) If the applicant proposes to keep chickens in the yard of a rented dwelling, the
applicant must present a signed statement from the owner of the dwelling consenting to
the applicant's proposal for keeping chickens on the premises.

(5) Chickens may only be kept on single-family unit lots. Chickens may not be
kept on two-family or multiple-family lots.

(c) Permit Renewal. Permits will be granted on an annual basis (unless this
Chicken Ordinance is repealed). If the permittee follows the terms of the ordinance, the
permit will be presumptively renewed (unless this Chicken Ordinance is repealed) and
the applicant may continue to keep chickens under the terms and conditions of the initial
permit. The City Neighborhood Services Director may refuse to renew or may revoke the
permit at any time, (after giving the permittee 15 days notice of the basis for the
revocation or nonrenewal and an opportunity to be heard on the issue) if the permittee
does not follow the terms of this ordinance, or if the Neighborhood Services Director
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finds that the permit holder has not maintained the chickens, coops, or outdoor enclosures
in a clean and sanitary condition.

If the Chicken Ordinance is repealed, no party shall have the right to keep
chickens based on a nonconforming use status obtained under this ordinance.

(d) Penalty. Any person who violates any of the provisions of this chapter shall,
upon conviction thereof, be subject to a penalty of not less than fifty dollars or more than
one hundred dollars for the first offense; and for the second offense within year, shall be
subject to a penalty of not less than one hundred dollars or more than two hundred
dollars; and for a third and subsequent offenses within one year not less than two
hundred dollars or more than three hundred dollars, together with the costs of
prosecution.

Ordinance introduced by Council member , who
moved its adoption. Seconded by Council member

AYES:

NOES:

Cameron Clapper, City Manager
ABSENT:

ADOPTED:

Michele R. Smith, City Clerk
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Latisha Birkefand

From: Peter Underwood [peler@jrsweb.com]

Sent: Tuescay, November 13, 2012 4:28 PM

To: Latisha Birkeland; Wallace McDoned

Cc: kristine@zabalios.com; Lynn Binnie; '"Mary Jaros2'
Subject: backyard chicken ordinance

Attachments: AH-LP-100-Premises-registration-form-2012.pdf

Hi LatishaWally,

A couple items relating to last night's Plan Commission mesting and the backyard chicken ordinance (and | guess if  was
to give the ordinance a name [ would call it a "Backyard Chicken Ordinance” as that seems to be common verbiage).

1.

t need to correct myseif on the egg selling issue. When [ got home | checked 1 of my Ceoperative Extension
dacuments and it turns out that the following information is availabie:

“no license is required to sell table eggs directly from the farm (the consumer comes to your farm to guy the
eggs). These egygs can be sold only to the consumer of the eggs”

If you want to sel’ eggs at Farmer’s markets or wholesale, then you need a license. | guess 1 shouid have known
this because typicaliy there are minimal regulations on seliing even food iiems when you sell directly to a
consumer from a farm stand or things such as this.

| clarified this with Ron Kean today, the poultry scientist at the State Cooperative Extension, and he commented
on the sale of eggs from a backyard flock as foliows;

“t don’t know that it would be necessary to eliminate egg sales. As you mentioned, the state doesn’t have a
problem with it. | guess there is o slight risk of Salmoneila being transmitted through the eggs. Any flock with
less than 3000 hens would have the same risk. {Flocks larger than 3000 are required to do periodic
environmental testing for Solmonella, under federal rules.}] Gther than Salmonelia, | don't know of any
disease issues that would be a concern from this. | suppose allowing sales might encourage some to push the
limit and have more hens, but | guess that would be an enforcement issue.”

While | respect Dr. Molina's position, [ don't see where Whitewater should be promulgating food safety rules
heyond that which the State already addresses. As a side note, there are regular outbreaks of salmonelia even
from eqgs from the huge factory egg farms. The Center for Disease conirol doesn't even report many of these
outhreaks even though Salmanella is a reportable disease because they expect a rather large background
number of egg/Salmanella cases every year (that is ane of the reasans why ‘here are these “don’t eat
undercooked foods” comments on all restaurant menu's — it is also why cne shouldn't eat raw cookie dough &).

No one is going fo get rich of! of selling eggs from a smal: fiock of chickens. | pay a whopping $2.50 per dozen for
my free-range chicken eggs | buy directly from a farm, and a flock of 6 chickens could at the most produce about
3 dozen eggs a week (in a good week when no one s molting and everyone is producing — a rare thing). So the
most | could make is $7.50 a week if | didn’'t keep any eggs for myself. Even if | push my flock to an iflegal 8
chickens | am only going to get another dozen a week at most {another whopping $2.50).

That being sald, Christian Zabailos might like picking up $5 a week from sefiing some of his chicken eggs to a
neighbor,

in regards to chicken waste. | also checked with Ron Kean regarding any problems with putting chicken waste in
with regular garbage. ! couldn’t see how it would be a public health issue — although it would be a sad waste of
one of the best fertlizers around. His comments were as foilows:

“You might check on any ordinances for disposal of other animal wastes. | think Maodison has an obscure law
that doesn’t aliow cat feces in the garbage. It's never enforced that | know of, but { think it’s there. Assuming
you don’t have anything like that in Whitewuater, then | don’t see any problem with allowing chicken manure
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in the garbage. As you said, it should be bagged so it wouldn't be spilled or bother the sonitation workers, but
! don’t know of any other problems.”

I am not aware of any Whitewaler ordinances that prohibits putting dog or cat waste in garbage containers, so if
the chicken waste is not composted, one option is to bag it and put it in the garbage.

I would think since we have a section on compesting waste in the draft ordinance that we could simply add
wording that if chicken waste is thrown out, it could be bagged prior {0 putling in rubbish containers or something
to that effect.

in regards to Kristine Zaballos comments regarding having a handout that would go to ait backyard chicken permit
appiicants, | wou:d be willing to draft a2 1 page (double sided) document that would contain best practices
information for chicken owners. This would include the specific requirements of the grdinance for Whitewater,
hand / cooking hygiene information, coop information, and other tidhits that would be useful to avoid nuisance of
chicxens. Ron Kean, the Extension Poultry Scientist said he would review any document | procduced and that |
could use information from his Urban Pouliry publication and the Extension document “Guide to Raising Healthy
Chickens”.

On a similar note, Wisconsin State Statutes require owners of pouliry or any livestock to register their premises
with the State. This is included in our current draft ordinance. | would propose that the City alsc include the
registration form with the permit application. | have attached that form for your fites.

it is actuaily much easier to fil: out the oniine registration form, or the organization that does this also will just take
registrations over the phone, so it is an easy process. | have already registered my chickens in the past even
though 1 understand | may net be able io keep them if the ordinance does not pass. It is nice because then you
are aso notified by the state of any disease outbreaks,

On the permit fee notion. First | will comment that | am not entirely against this as | understand the interest in
equity with dog licenses and such. But, | do wender if it isn't more of a burdenr on City Staff than it ts worth. 1do
not suspect that we will have an outpouring of backyard chicken owners if this ordinance passes. In Madison,
after 5 years of having the ordinance (passed in 2004}, they only had 62 permit holders, f we equate this to the
population of Whitewater, in the first 5 years we would only have & or 5 permit holders. 1 guess | could see where
maybe we would get as many as 10 or more bacxyard chicxen owners, but [ am just wondering if collecting even
$100 a year is worth the city staff time in collecting .

I do see that i provides another level of commitment for the prospective backyard chicker owner, and | don’t see
that as a bad thing, but | do wonder whether this should be a consideration in regards to annual versus initial
application fees. An initiai application fee is less of a burder for city and chicken owners because you have to
submit the site plan anyway.

I am wondering if placement of the ordinance might be best under the “Livestock” section. That is what is
recommended by the Environment Law Reporier article and | have to say that when | was doing research on
ordinances | would usually find it in the “livestock” section of a eity's municipal code {and that is the reason ELR
suggests putting it there because that is where people first look).

Evenr | like to cal: my chickens "pets” because they are my pets, but as Wally has appropriately noted, they fit
under a traditional definition of livestock,

In the end, placemeni probably doesn't matter because it is so easy to search municipal codes oniine these days
© - Thank goodnesst!

0K, if | write anymore In this email | will have 1o publish it as a book, so better sign off for now.

262-893-7742
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Aok ook

Peter Underwood
262-803-7742
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AH-LP-100 (rev, 10/2011) If Registered Enter

Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection

Livestock Premises Registration (c/o WLIC) Acct # :
135 Enterprise Dr., Ste. ID
Verona, WI 53593-0202 Premises Code

Fax: 608-848-4702 | |

Livestock Premises Registry Application

(S. 95.51, Wis. Stats. and ch. ATCP 17, Wis. Adm. Code)

Please returm completed form lo the address listed above.

A. Registrant information If registrant is a business, provide the legal name of that business.

Name of individual (first name, middle initial, last name) * OR legal name of business (or other legal entity) * Registrant phone*
All trade or other names® , if any (d/b/a or "doing business as”) County"*
Mailing address”® City/Village/Town* State* Zip code*

Registrant type: check one

D Individual (includes a pet owner or 'hobby D Corporation D Partnership D Cooperative D Limited Liability Company (LLC)
farm')
[[] state o tocal government entity [Jrevatentty ] Trust [[Jestate [[] Limited Liability Partnership (LLP)

B. Contact information List the name of the Primary Contact for the premises. ‘Primary contact’ is the individual who best knows about livestock movement on
and off or between the premises locations being registered and can be contacted if there is an animal disease emergency. Check applicable box for each phone
number type. If contact does not have a phone number, see instruction sheet.

Primary contact name and phone number * — Fill in below.

First Name Middle Initial Last Name

Primary contact phone [ [Home | |Business Dt:en DPager Backup Phone Dmne DEksslness DCeu DPager
(Nlemnt)l contact name and phone number - Fill in below (OPTIONAL). ( }

First Name Middle Initial Last Name

?Itemn)- Contact phone |_JHome  |_] Business [CJeer  [[Jrager (Bal:kup)Phont [ JHome | |Business [ Jcel | |Pager

C. Address of primary premises location® if the primary location does nat have an address, see instruction sheet.

Description of location (Examples: “milking barn"” or “pasture™)

Premises Address: Check here if same as mailing address in Section A and skip to Section D D

City/Village/Town State Zip code County
Wi
2 Township number (1 — 53N) Range number (20W - 30E) Section number (1-36) % Section Y% Section
T
[
: Geographic coordinates Geographic coordinates
: West (Longitude) (must be between 86.000 and 94.000) North (Latitude) (must be between 42,000 and 48.000)

D. Livestock premises type* Check ONE that best applies. If your premises has more than one type of operation, see instruction sheet.

D Farm or production unit D.Ivum:k exhibition Dcnnk: Dﬂaﬂm or livestock collection point D&andaring or carcass
(Includes hobby farm) collection point
[ ] staughter estabiishment [ Jragging site [Jrevoratory [ Jauarantine tacility [INon-progucer participant
(See instruction sheet for
definition and examples)

All information with an asterisk (*) is required under s. 95.51, Wis. Stats. and s. ATCP 17.02, Wis. Adm. Code., unless
otherwise specified.

Continued on next page

Page | AH-LP-100 (rev 82010)
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E. Types of livestock or livestock carcasses on premises and any secondary locations* Check ALL that apply.

Bovine — please specify: |:| Fish (includes all fish kept at a fish farm that requires
registration under s. ATCP 10.61)

D Beef Cattle D Goats

D Dairy Cattle D Poultry (includes domesticated fowl like chickens, turkeys, geese, ducks,
auinea fowl, squab, ratites (ke rheas, ostriches, emus, cassowaries, kiwl, and
Bi captive game birds like pheasants, quall, wild turkeys, migratory wildfowl,
D Baly pigeons, and exolic birds raised for hunting, which are raised in captivity)
DCameIids (includes llamas and alpacas) D Sheep
D(:apljve cervids (includes deer, elk, moose, caribou, reindeer, and |:| Swine

the subfamily musk deer)
DEquina {includes horses, mules and donkeys)

F. Sacondar_v locations (if applicable)* If your premises has more than one location (but the same contact individual), you may list up to three secondary
locations here. (Example: a dairy farm may list its heifer and dry cow facilities below as two secondary locations because they are at separate geographical
locations, yet the contacl Individual is the same for all locations AND livestock are commingled.) Additional premises need to be registered separately (see
Instruction sheet).

Description of location (Example: "dry cow facility ~ 3 miles west of main premises”)

Address City/Village/Town State Zip code County
wi

Description of location (Example: "heifer facility -- 5 miles southeast of main premises”)

Address City/Village/Town State | Zip code County
wi

Description of location

Address City/Village/Town State | Zip code County

G. Signature

I declare that | have examined this registration application, and to the best of my knowledge it is true and correct.

Signature of registrant or authorized representative Date

Print name of person signing Title of person signing
(Examples: “livestock owner” or "Vice President, XYZ Farms, Inc.”)

All information with an asterisk (*) is required under s. 95.51, Wis, Stats. and s. ATCP 17.02, Wis. Adm. Code.

Additional livestock premises registration forms may be obtained by calling (888) 808-1910.

Page 2 AH-LP-100 (rev 82010)
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Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections

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

To: City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission
From: Latisha Birkeland, Neighborhood Services Manager / City Planner
Meeting Date: ~ 12/10/2012
Re: Zoning Map change for the Whitewater University Technology Park from M-1 (General
Manufacturing) Zoning District to WUTP (Whitewater University Technology Park)
Zoning District.
Background

August 11, 2009 — The Whitewater University Technology Park Board members unanimously voted to
make a recommendation to the Plan and Architectural Review Commission to consider accepting the
Ordinance Amending Title 19 Creating the Whitewater University Technology Park Zoning District as
well as the Whitewater University Technology Park Covenants.

August 17,2009 — The Plan and Architectural Commission conceptually reviewed the Whitewater
University Technology Park Zoning District.

August 31*, 2009 — The Plan and Architectural Commission held a public hearing to review the new
zoning district called the Whitewater University Technology Park. This was unanimously recommended
to The Common Council.

March 7th, 2012 —The Plan and Architectural Review Commission recommended approval of the two
Certified Survey Maps (CSM) for the Whitewater University Technology Park

April 24", 2012 — The Common Council approved the two Certified Survey Maps (CSM) for the
Whitewater University Technology Park.

The next step for the Whitewater University Technology Park is to rezone the two Technology Park
CSM’s (attached) to the WUTP (Whitewater University Technology Park) Zoning District. This rezone
would officially change the zoning map. These previously approved CSM’s and an aerial view of the area
has been attached.

The Whitewater University Technology Park covenants shall be recorded after the Common Council has
approved the zoning change.

Recommendation on Rezone

I recommend that the Plan and Architectural Review Commission approve the zoning change
from M-1 (General Manufacturing) Zoning District to WUTP (Whitewater University Technology
Park) Zoning District will apply to certified survey maps 4442 and 4443 in the City of Whitewater,
Walworth and Jefferson Counties, Wisconsin, both of the Certified Survey Maps are associated with
the Whitewater University Technology Park.

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.O. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Plan Commission of the City of
Whitewater, Walworth and Jefferson Counties, Wisconsin, will consider a change of the
District Zoning Map for the following area to rezone from M-1 (General Manufacturing)
Zoning District, under Chapter 19.36 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Whitewater;
to WUTP (Whitewater University Technology Park) Zoning District, under Chapter
19.38 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Whitewater:

Legal Descriptions:

Certified Survey Map 4442

A parcel of land located in the NW %4 and the NE Y4 of the SE % of Section 3,
Township 4 North, Range 15 East, of the City of Whitewater, Walworth County,
Wisconsin, as shown on Certified Survey Map No. 4442 recorded at the
Walworth County Register of Deeds Office on October 5, 2012, at 10:38 a.m. in
Volume 29 of C.S.M.’s, page(s) 30-33, Document No. 848249.

Certified Survey Map 4443

A parcel of land located in the SE 4 and the SW " of the NE % of Section 3,
Township 4 North, Range 15 East, of the City of Whitewater, Walworth County,
Wisconsin as shown on Certified Survey Map No. 4443 recorded at the Walworth
County Register of Deeds Office on October 5, 2012, at 10:38 a.m. in Volume 29
of C.S.M.’s, page 34, Document No. 848250.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that the Plan Commission of the City of
Whitewater will hold a public hearing in the Whitewater Municipal Building Community
Room, 312 W. Whitewater Street, on Monday, December 10, 2012, at 6:00 p.m. to hear
any person requesting to comment. Comments may also be filed in writing.

The proposal is on file in the office of the Zoning Administrator, 312 W.
Whitewater Street, and may be viewed during office hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Monday through Friday.

Michele Smith, City Clerk
Dated: November 19, 2012

Publish: in “Whitewater Register”
on November 22, 2012 and November 29, 2012 (legal ad)
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CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W. WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W. WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

COMMUNITY DEV AUTHORITY OF WW

PO BOX 688
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

ROZELLE INVESTMENTS LLC

N 835 HIGHWAY N
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W. WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

WEILER & CO. INC
1116 E MAIN ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

RODNEY B WALENTON
328A E MILWAUKEE ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

JEREMY C JACOBS
11563 E BLUFF RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER

312 W. WHITEWATER ST.

WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
P.0.BOX 178
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W. WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

ROZELLE INVESTMENTS LLC

N 835 HIGHWAY N
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W. WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

WEILER & CO. INC
1116 E. MAIN ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

GALE M BEHRENS
1169 E BLUFF RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

WEILER & COMPANY INC
1116 E. MAIN ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
P.0.BOX 178
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
P.0.BOX 178
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

COMMUNITY DEV AUTHORITY OF WW
PO BOX 688
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

ROZELLE INVESTMENTS LLC
N 835 HIGHWAY N
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W. WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

CITY OF WHITEWATER
312 W. WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

GLORIA L FLECK
N9157 CONNELLY RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

DAVID C TRAXLER

DOROTHY L TRAXLER
1161 E. BLUFF RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
MADISON WI, 53702

ROZELLE INVESTMENTS LLC
N 835 HIGHWAY N
WHITEWATER WI, 53190
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STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
MADISON WI, 53700

MICHAEL S MASON
N9603 WOODWARD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
MADISON WI, 53700

MARIO VILLARREAL
TERESA VILLARREAL
N9578 HOWARD RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

EUGENE A GAVERS
DAVID & TERRY GAVERS
W 721 VALLEY VIEW RD
BURLINGTON WI, 53105

JOHN ROPICKY
STEFFANIE A ROPICKY
N9434 HOWARD RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

RICHARD A SPAETH
JANE M SPAETH

N9391 HOWARD RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

THOMAS R WOJTKUNSKI
CATHERINE L WOJTKUNSKI
N9515 HOWARD RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

BERNARD A KLEIBER TRUST

NANCY N KLEIBER TRUST
N 244 WOODWARD RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

RICHARD A SAROW
W8060 BLUFF RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190

PETER J LOEW

NANCY L LOEW
N9552 HOWARD RD
WHITEWATER WI, 53190
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312 W. WHITEWATER ST.
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TAXKEY OWNER -
/A30SCGEO0T |CITY OF WHITZWATLZR

/A312500001  |CITY OF WHITCWATER
/A312500004  [CITY OF WHTEWATER
(A3300006T  |CITY OF WHTEWATE

/A313000002  |CITY OF WH.TZWATER

{A323600002  |GOMMUNITY SEV AUTHORTY OF WWw
/A323600003  TCONMMUNTY DEV AUTEORITY OF Ww
JAAC10000°  ROZELLE INVESWANTS LLC
{A470100003  ROZELLE INVESTMENTS LLC
/A4°0100004  ROZILLZ INVESTMENTSLLG
{A444200001  CITY OF WHITEWATER
iA444200002  CITY OF WHITEWATER _
iA4447200003  CITY OF WHITCWATER

/A444200004  [CITY OF WHITEWATER B
(A4423000017 [CITY OF WHITEWATER

/AAZZ300002  |CITY OF WHTCWATER

{A444300003  |CITY OF WHTEWATER

8444300004 T |CITY OF WHTEWATER

/HAS 00072  |WFIFR&CO. INC

AP 00003 IWEILER & CO.INC

/WUP $C006A  GLORIA L FLECK

AYUP COODEC  RODNEY B WAL-NTON

/WUP COO06Z  GALE M BE-IRENS

/WUP COOCBE_ DAVID CTRAXLER

AMUP COOCEF  JEREMY CUACOBS .
|vUP Tooce IWEILER & CONPANY INC

A%UP CO321A  |STATZ O+ WISCONSIN

AWUP £0322  |CITY OF WHTEWATER o
MIUP 00323 |CITY OF WHTEWATER
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/WUP 00335 |STATE OF WISCONSIN
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CITY OF WHITEWATER
PETITION FOR CHANGE OR AMENDMENT OF ZONING
Whenever the public necessity, convenience, general welfare or good zoning practice require, the City

Council may, by Ordinance, change the district boundaries or amend, change or supplement the
regulations established by the Zoning Ordinance.

A change or amendment may be initiated by the City Council, the Plan Commission, or by a Petition of
one or more of the owners, lessees, or authorized agents of the property within the area proposed to be

changed.

PROCEDURL

1. File the Petition with the City Clerk. Filed on 11/21/2012

2. Class 2 Notices published in Official Newspaper on  11/22/2012 &
- 11/29/2012
3. Notices of Public Hearing mailed to property ownerson o

4. Plan Commission holds PUBLIC HEARING cn 12/10/2012 .
They will hear comments of the Petitioner and comments of property owners. Comments may be
macle either in person or ln writing.

5. At the conclusion of the Public Hearing, the Plan Commission makes 4 decision on the
recommendation they will make 1o the City Council.

6. City Council consideration of the Plan Commission’s recommendation and final decision on
adoption of the ordinance making the change.
1271872012,

7. The Ordinance 1s effective upon passage and publication as provided by law.

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING APPLICATION. If there is more than one applicant
for an area to be rezoned, add additional pages with the signatures of the owners, indicate their
address and the daie of signature.

Refer to Chapter 19.69 of the City of Whitewalter Code of Ordinances, entitled CHANGES AND
AMENDMENTS, for morc information on application and protests of changes.
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City of Whitcwater
Application for Amendment to Zoning District or Ordinance

IDENTIFICATION AND INFORMATION ON APPLICANT(S):

Applicant’s Name:  City of Whitewater Phone # 262-473-0100

| Applicant’s Address: 312 W. Whitewater Street, Whitewater, WI 53190

E_ Owner of Site, according (o current property lax records (as of the date of the application): City of Whitewater

Strect address of Property: None
Legal Description (Name of Subdivision, Block and Lot or other Legal Description):

CSM 4442 and CSM 4443 (Sce attached)

Agent or Representative assisting in the Application (Engineer, Architect, Attorney, etc.)

Name of Individual: Wallace K. McDonell Name of Firm: Harrison. Williams & McDonell, LIP

Office Address: 452 W, Main 5t., Whitewater, W1 53190 Phone: 262-473-7900

Name of Conlractor: Noge

Has cither the applicant or the owner had any variances 1ssued to them on any property? YES NO
If YES, plcasc indicate the type of variance issved and indicate whether conditions have been complicd with:

EXISTING AND PROPOSED USES:

PLANS TO ACCOMPANY APPLICATION
Applications for permits shall be accompanied by drawings of the proposed work, drawn to scale, showing,
when necessary, floor plans, scctions, clevations, structural details. Computations and stress diagrams as the
building official may require.

PLOT PLAN
When required by the building official, there shall be submitted a plot plan in a form and size designated by the
building official for filing permanently with the permit record, drawn to scale, with all dimension figures,
showing accurately the size and exact location of all proposed new construction and the relation to other
existing or proposcd buildings or structures on the same lot, and other buildings or structures on adjoining
property within 15 [eet of the property lincs. In the case of demolition, the plot plan shall show the buildings or
structures to be demolished and the buildings or structures on the sanme lot that are to remain.
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STANDARDS

will not create tratfic
circulalion or parking
problems;

STANDARD APPLICANT’S IXPLANATION

A. The proposed amendment for The proposed rezoning of this property is part of the planning for the City of
fulure structure. addition. Whitewater for this area that has taken place for the last several years. The
alteration or use will meet proposed zoning allows the construction of buildings in the City of Whitewater
the minjtmum standards of Technology Park in a carefully planned unified development which will include
this title for the district being structures that meet and exceed the minimum requirements of the WUTP zoning
proposed: district.

B. The Proposed development | This area has been specifically planned for in the City of Whitewater
will be consistent with the | Comprehensive Plan for Technology Park development.
adopted city master plan;

C. The plmc;ﬂpjoscddexelvopment The proposed development of this property has been carefully planned to be
will be compatible with and | oM patible with and preserve the important natural features of the site and the
preserve the important surrounding areas of the City of Whitewater.
natural features of the site;

The proposed use will not create a nuisance for neighboring uses or unduly

D. The proposed use will not reduce the value of adjoining property as all structures in the Technology Park will
crcate a nuisance for adhere to carefully drafted standards that will increase the value of adjoining
ncighboring uses, or unduly | property. '
reduce the values of an
adjoining property;

STANDARD APPLICANT’S EXPLANATION |

E. The proposed development

The proposed development will not create tratfic circulation or parking problems
because the planners ot the Technology Park have carefully considered
circutation and parking, and hoth will be adequate for the developments
anticipated.
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F. The mass. volume {The mass, volume, and architectural features, material and setback of original
N El 2

architectural features. structures will be carefully controlled by specific covenants which will assure
materials and/or sctback of | that all structures are compatible with other existing structure that have already
been built.

proposcd slructures,
additions or alterations will
appear to be compatible with
existing buildings in the
immediate arca;

(. Landmark structures on the N/A
National Register of Historic
Places will be recognized as
products of their own time.
Alterations which have no
historical basis will not be

permitted;
H. The proposed structure, | The proposed structures as they are built will be constructed so as not to
addition or alteration will substantially reduce the availability of sunlight or solar access on adjoining

not substantially reduce the | Propertics
availability of sunlight or
solar access on adjoining
properties.

CONDITIONS

The city of Whitewater Zoning Ordinance authorizes the Plan Comumission to hold a public hearing
and make recormnmendation 1o the City Council for the proposed changes (Section 19.69).
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Applicant’s Signature Date

Cameron Clapper

APPLICATION FEES: WAIVLED

TO BE COMPLETED BY CODE ENFORCEMENT/ZONING OTTICE:
Date notice sent to owners of record ol opposite & abutting propertics: [{— 28 12—
Date set for public review before Plan & Architectural Review Board:  J 2~/ — f 2

ACTION TAKEN:

Public Hearing: __ Recommendation Not Recommended by Plan & Architectural Review
Commission

CONDITIONS PLACED UPON PERMIT BY PLLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW

COMMISSION:

Signature of Plan Commission Chairman Date

[¥al
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FORM NO. 985-4 Doc # 548243

Crenl Evelativemeins

Stock No. 26273

CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. i

A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE NW Y% AND THE NE ¥ OF
THE SE ¥ OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 4 NORTH, RANGE 15 EAST,
OF THE CITY OF WHITEWATER, WALWORTH COUNTY, WISCONSIN

f, Chad A Kopecky, Registered Land Surveyor of Strand Associates, ine. do hereby cenlify that | have surveyed,
divided, and mapped a part of the Northwes! ¥ and Northaast 3 of the Southeast X4 of Section 3, Town 4 North,
Range 15 Easi, City of Whitewater, Walworth Caunty, Wisconsin, more fully described as folfaws:!

Commencing at the East 2i corner of Said Seclion 3; thence 5 83°25° 21" W, 33.07 feet afong tha E-W 1 line of said
sectfon 3, lo the Weslarly Right of Way line of Howard Road, the point of baginning:

thence 5 89°25' 217 W, 2,343.30 feel along the E-W Y fine of said section 3; thence 5 0°52'647 W, 872.64 feet,

1o the Northedy Right of Way line of Wisconsin & Southem Railroad formarly the Chicago, Milwaukes, and 5t Pauf Raifroad;
thence 8 8842537 E, 2,347.41 feet along said Northarly line fo said Westerly Right of way line of Howard Road;

thence N 01° 03 32" E, 1,030.97 feel along said Weslerly right of way of Howard Road lo the point of baginning.

Said parced conlains 51.28 acres more or less
Subject to any and alf easements and ésfrfdr’ons, recorded and unrecorded.

Thaf ! have made such survey, land division, and map by the direction of the Cily of Whitewater, owner of said
lands.,

That such map is a correct represeniation of the exterior boundaries of the fand surveyed and the oivision thereol,

That 1 have fully complied with the provisions of Section 236.34 of the Wisconsin Slatutas and the subdivision

reguiations of the City of Whitewatar in surveying, dividing and mapping the same to the bast of my knowledge and
beliaf.

C:—/J’)ﬁr- /’/7”’/

Chad A. Kopecky, agent for Strand Associates  Daled ihis — 5' day of \féd"f Ly 65 ‘e, 2012
Registered Land Surveyer No. 2970
Strand Projact No. 1407.058

CITY OF WHITE] WA TER APFPROVAL

This Certifled Survey Map has been submiiied fo and)ffrproved by the City of Whitewaler
this Lt h day of _September zp 1.

ek te. {Lm,utﬁu G102
By: Michele Smith Date:

Tifla:  CHy of Whitewaler - City Clerk

OWNERS CERTIFICATE OF DEDICATION

As owner(s), [ (we) hareby cerify thal | (wa} caused the fand described herain o be surveyed, divided, mapped
and dedicaled as represenied on the Ceriified Survey Map . 1 (we) alsa certify ihat this Cerfified Survey Map /s required fo be
submitted to the foflowing for approval:

CITY OF WHITCWATER

WITNESS the hand and seal of said owner(s) this lo th day of SﬂP‘{ﬁ“ ber , 20 {2
in presence of:

Py

Cameron Clapper, flerim City Manager

STATE OF WISCONSIN)
WALWORTH COUNTY}8S

AL La
Personally came before me rhrsi day of. 7 20_’.-2; the above named macion (- d_lﬁ? DDZ i
fo me khown fu Ie o same person who executed the foregoing instrumernt and acknoviedged the sams.
word

{Matary Seal) :
Foe tary Pubiic, WAEU N ideonngin
iy commisswg‘gxpx _lfﬁa(.%ﬂl_ﬁ_,
RILLETLTP
\ N 5 C_ E_NS /.
\" - e .’V 'a'
., ﬁ ._.‘ - 1’
> WS CHAD A W
< § KOPECKY o
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NQ. 43

A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SE ¥ AND THE 3W %4
OF THE NE % OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIP 4 NORTH, RANGE 15 EAST,
OF THE CITY OF WHITEWATER, WALWORTH COUNTY, WISCONSIN
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FORM NO. 9B5-A Doc # 848250

HC MR

Brint Gusletrprarag

Stock No. 26273

CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. 3

A PARCEL OF LAND LOCATED IN THE SE %4 AND THE SW

OF THE NE % OF SECTION 3, TOWNSHIF 4 NORTH, RANGE 15 EAST,
OF THE CITY OF WHITEWATER, WALWORTH COUNTY, WISCONSIN

i, Chad A Kepecky, Registerad Land Surveyor of Strand Assadiales, Inc. do hereby certify that | have surveyed,
divided, and mapped a part of the Southeast X4 and the Southwest % of the Northeast ¥ of Section 3, Town 4 Norh,
Range 15 East, City of Whitewaler, Walworth Counly, Wisconsin, more fully described as folfows:

Commencing al tha East % corner of Said Section 3; thence § 89° 25" 21" W, 463.82 feet along the E-W % fine
of said section 3, fo the point of beginming:

thence N 00° 38' 30" £ 374.68 feet slong ihe Wastfine of Lot 1 CSM 1771 thence N 85° 25' 30" £ 161.55 feet

along the North fine of Lot 1 CSM 1771 thence N 83° 25" 30", £ 271.95 feat along the North line of Lot 1 CSM

1771 to the Weslery Right of Way fine of Howard Read; thence N 01° 03 10" E, 872.24 feet afong the

Waesterly right of way of Howard Road io the Southerly Right of Way fine of Innavation Drive;

thence 5 89° 57: feliy ) W, 1746.55 !ee'.' along the Sc‘:,uzherfy" Right of Way c.r( innovation [ﬂ]nv?,, ] . October 65, 2212 10:38 A
ifenca S 01° 03' 30" W, 500.02 feel; thence N 89°57' 56" £, 438.30 feal; thence 8 01° 03' 30" W, 105.88 feet, FILED

thenge S 10° 42* 18" E, 490.63 feel; thence § 01° 03' 30*W, 170.13 foet to the E-W I line of said Sactian 3; CONNIE J WODLEVYER
thenca N 89 25° 21° £, 778.19 feet along the E-W % line of said section 3, to the point of beginning. REGISTER OF DEEDS

) WALWORTH COUNTY, WI |
Saidf parcef contains 38,07 acres _ Fee Rrount: §.0.88

Total Fages: 2
Subject to any and sl easements and restrictions, recorded and unrecorded,

That | have made such survey, fand division, and map by the direction of the Cily of Whilewater, owner of said
fands,

That such map is a correct representation of the extarior boundaries of the land surveyed and the division thereo!.

That 1 have fully camplied with the provisions of Section 236.34 of lha Wisconsin Stalutes and the subdivision
reguiations of ihe Cily of Whitewaler in survaying, dividing and mapping the same fo the best of my knowledge and
belief

G T il SEPTEABER
Chad A. Kopecky, agant for Strand Associales - Dated this day of , 2012,

Registered Land Survayor No. 2970
Strand Project No, 1407.056

CITY OF WHITEWATER APPROVAL

THis Cerlified Survey Map has been submitted lo and approved by the Cify of Whitewaler

mis _de £H_ dayor_Septemberon | R .
Yoo o ,dJrL.-:L"‘-CJLd Qe le — 2
Bly: Michele Smith ) Date:

Tita:  City of Whitewaler - Cify Clerk
OWNERS CERTIFICATE OF DEDICATION

As ownar(s), | {we) hereby certify that | (wej caused the land descrired herein 10 be survaved, divided, mapped )
and dedicated as representad on the Cerlified Survey Map . | {we) also certify that this Certified Survey Map is required to be
submitted to the following for approval:

CITY QF WHITEWATER

WITNESS the hand and seal of said owner(s) this 25 day of ‘S@T‘ffﬁ ber 0 1A
in presence of- )

__4%-_‘,%\——“‘%
Zameron Clapper. lleam Cily Manager+:

STATE OF WISCONSIN]
WALWORTH COUNTY) 88

: L5 ! } ~oN if ef”
Parsonally came befom me this bott day of. S eptanber , 2082 the abova named Camet Llapp
{0 ma knawn to oe 1w same person wha execulad the foregoing instrument and acknowledged the sames,

Nolary Seaf}

. o wa_]wgr«;« ‘../" . y
I'\u.. ary Pt{b,:.?*, 60 ’@’? ¥ scr; i | )
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