Plan & Architectural Review Commission Agenda
City of Whitewater Municipal Building
Community Room- First Floor
312 W. Whitewater Street
Whitewater, WI 53190
March 11, 2019
6:00 p.m.
1. Call To Order And Roll Call
2. Hearing Of Citizen Comments
No formal Plan Commission Action will be taken during this meeting, although issues
raised may become a part of a future agenda. Specific items listed on the agenda may
not be discussed at this time; however citizens are invited to speak to those specific
issues at the time the Plan Commission discusses that particular item.
3. Review And Approval Of Minutes From Meeting:
3.I. Plan Commission Minutes Of December 10, 2018
Documents:
PLAN COMMISSION MINUTES 2018-1210.PDF
3.II. Plan Commission Minutes Of February 11, 2019
Documents:
PLAN COMMISSION MINUTES 2019-0211.PDF
4. Public Hearing
4.I. CUP For Whitewater Cinemas LLC.

For consideration of a conditional use permit (tavern and other places selling
alcohol by the drink) for Whitewater Cinemas, LLC., Jason Gildemeister,
Agent, to serve Beer and Wine (for a Class “B” Beer and a Class C Wine
License) by the bottle or glass at 151 S. Pearson Lane.
Documents:
151 S PEARSON LANE - CUP TO SERVE BEER AND WINE - CITY
PLANNER REPORT 2019-0311.PDF
151 S PEARSON LANE - PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE AND CUP
APPLICATION 2019-0311.PDF
5. Review Proposed Certified Survey Map For A Lot Division To Create Two Lots At Tax Parcel
# /WUP 00014 For Donald And Carolyn Kligora.
Documents:
KLIGORA CSM - CITY PLANNER REPORT 2019-0311.PDF
KLIGORA CSM - LAND DIVISION APPLICATION 2019-0311.PDF
KLIGORA-CSM 2019-0214.PDF

# /WUP 00014 For Donald And Carolyn Kligora.
Documents:
KLIGORA CSM - CITY PLANNER REPORT 2019-0311.PDF
KLIGORA CSM - LAND DIVISION APPLICATION 2019-0311.PDF
KLIGORA-CSM 2019-0214.PDF
6. Public Hearing
6.I. For Consideration Of A Change Of The City Of Whitewater Zoning Ordinance
Regulations, By Enacting The Proposed Amendments To City Of Whitewater Municipal
Code: Title 19, Specifically Sections 19.09.510, 19.09.511, 19.09.512, 19.09.513 And
Chapter 19.60 Regarding Nonconforming Uses, Structures, And Lots.
Documents:
TOTAL AMENDING ORDINANCE NONCONFORMING USE - DRAFT 20190212.PDF
7. Information Items:
7.I. Possible Future Agenda Items
7.II. Next Regular Plan Commission Meeting - April 8, 2019
8. 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 Director
312 W. Whitewater Street,
Whitewater, WI, 53190
or jwegner@whitewater-wi.gov.
It is possible that members of, and possibly a quorum of members of, other governmental bodies of the
municipality may be in attendance at the above-stated meeting to gather information over which they may
have decision -making responsibility; no action will be taken by any governmental body at the abovestated meeting other than the governmental body specifically referred to above in this notice.

CITY OF WHITEWATER
PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION
Whitewater Municipal Building Community Room
December 10, 2018
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 6:30 p.m.
Present: Greg Meyer, Lynn Binnie, Bruce Parker, Sherry Stanek, Andrew Crone, Tom Miller,
Lisa Dawsey Smith (Alternate). Absent: None. Others: Chris Munz-Pritchard (City Planner),
Wallace McDonell (City Attorney).
Hearing of Citizen Comments. There were no citizen comments.
Approval of Plan Commission Minutes. Moved by Binnie and seconded by Stanek to approve
the Plan Commission minutes of September 10, 2018 and October 8, 2018. Motion approved by
unanimous voice vote.
Public hearing to consider a change of the District Zoning Map for the following parcel to

enact an ordinance to impose the R-2A Residential Overlay District Zoning classification
under Chapter 19.19 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Whitewater on the following
area:
Property Address:
231 S. Janesville Street

Tax ID #:
/WS 00001

Property Owner:
Ceranske Property Management
(Brad and Patty Ceranske)

The discussion for this item is included with the following item.
Public hearing for a Conditional Use Permit, in an R-2A Overlay Zoning District, to allow
for 4 unrelated persons per unit to live in the house located at 231 S. Janesville Street for
Ceranske Property Management (Brad and Patty Ceranske). Chairperson Meyer opened the
public hearing.
City Planner Chris Munz-Pritchard noted some of the history of the building and the description
of the proposal. The home was remodeled in 1982, there were 4 bedrooms. She explained her
recommendations.
There was no public comment. Chairperson Meyer closed the public comment.
When asked what the parking arrangement was, Brad Ceranske explained that there are two
parking spaces in the garage, two spaces behind the garage and two spaces up near the house.
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There is a connecting driveway with the property next door, so vehicles can drive out the other
driveway.
Plan Commission Members voiced concerns of: having a parking plan; there were no striped
parking stalls; want to make sure there are official designated parking stalls, so if the properties
are sold, each property has enough parking for their tenants; asked the applicant if he would
consider closing up the Janesville Street entrance to the neighboring property and put all the
parking on the Franklin Street side; it would also make more distance from the intersection to the
garage.
City Attorney McDonell explained that the Plan Commission could approve with a condition that
a parking plan is reviewed and approved by the Neighborhood Services Director.
Patty Ceranske asked if they change the parking, would they be able to remove the two trees?
Plan Commission Member Crone stated that the Plan Commission can make a recommendation
on the planning and parking, but there are more processes to get approval to take down trees.
Chairperson Meyer stated that bedroom #2 (center left with the bathroom) does not meet the
criteria that the Plan Commission chose to follow. It does not meet the 100 sq. ft. and does not
have a 10 foot unobstructed wall. The amount of common space comes up short for 4 occupants.
He suggested removing the wall for the bedroom #2 to add that space to the common space.
Brad Ceranske suggested that he could move the door to the bathroom so that it would have
access from the kitchen and shorten up the closet in order to provide a 10 foot unobstructed wall
space. Chairperson Meyer stated that as long as Ceranske could have the 10 foot unobstructed
wall space Meyer was okay with it.
Plan Commission voiced: with two spaces for the garage and two behind the garage, there is no
need for the extra parking up near the house for the property at 231 S. Janesville St.; like to see
parking layout; would like to see striping; if this is to be a joint parking driveway, it should be a
part of the approval; would like to see the parking with the curb cut on S. Janesville Street
removed; would it just be better to remove the garage and just have parking along the back of the
property.
City Planner Chris Munz-Pritchard stated that she would work with Brad Ceranske on the
parking to see if they can get rid of the Janesville Street curb cut on the 225-227 S. Janesville St.
property. The adjacent parking is partly shared by this property. Munz-Pritchard prefers the
garage to be there as it blocks view of parking from other residential properties. She asked the
Plan Commission to approve the request as this property has its own required parking and she
would bring back the parking changes.
Moved by Stanek and seconded by Miller to approve with the planner recommendations and
fixing the concerns with the 10 foot unobstructed wall space.
Plan Commission Member Crone would like to see what the parking is. If we are going to
address parking, if the property was sold, we would want to know how the parking would be.
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Having an agreement is an important measure for the Plan Commission to require and see it on
paper.

Chris Munz-Pritchard stated that there would need to be an easement agreement if there is to be
shared parking. She noted that she does check conditional use permits for violations.
Plan Commission Member Miller requested that once the parking situation is remedied, that the
large cement blocks be removed.
Stanek removed her motion, with agreement of the second.
Chris Munz-Pritchard stated that the applicant could put curb stops up once the parking is
determined and remove the concrete blocks. The parking would need to be asphalt or concrete
which would be required to be done probably in June or July. If the Plan Commission puts
deadlines on the completion of the parking, it would be okay.
Plan Commission Members stated: the parking should be addressed and come back to Plan
Commission; this is a great opportunity to clean up this corner. Have no problem approving for
231 S. Janesville St., the shared parking is the concern; this is essentially the same property, they
share a lot of the same space; if we don’t see the plan in front of us, how can we give guidance?
Brad Ceranske suggested he come back with a plan and go from there.
Moved by Parker and seconded by Stanek to continue the public hearing for both #4 and #5, for
the zoning amendment and the conditional use, to when the applicant could come back with a
parking plan at which time we will review the whole proposal. Aye: Parker, Stanek, Binnie,
Miller, Crone, Dawsey Smith, Meyer. No: None. Motion approved.
City Attorney McDonell asked the Plan Commission that with the continuance of the public
hearing if they wanted to do all the re- noticing to the paper and to property owners. Plan
Commission agreed that those notices were not necessary as a continuation. McDonell asked the
applicant if they were agreeable with the action to continue the public hearing.
The applicant agreed.
Public hearing to consider a change of the District Zoning Map for the following parcel to

enact an ordinance to impose the R-2A Residential Overlay District Zoning classification
under Chapter 19.19 of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Whitewater on the following
area:
Property Address:
243 S. Janesville Street

Tax ID #:
CL 00105A

Property Owner:
Ceranske Property Management
(Brad and Patty Ceranske)

This item will be discussed with the following item.
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Public hearing for consideration of a conditional use permit application, in an R-2A
Overlay Zoning District, to allow for 5 unrelated persons per unit to live in the house
located at 243 S. Janesville Street for Ceranske Property Management (Brad and Patty
Ceranske). Chairperson Meyer opened the public hearing.
City Planner Chris Munz-Pritchard explained that back in 1973 the existing single family home
had four bedrooms and two bathrooms. It now has 5 bedrooms and three bathrooms. The request
is for five unrelated persons. The required interior space for 5 unrelated is 1720 sq. ft. If only
allowed four unrelated persons the home would meet requirements. Parking requirements for 5
unrelated would require 5 parking stalls. The requirement for 4 unrelated would be four parking
stalls. Parking plans were not submitted with the initial plans. The Building Inspector, when
doing his inspection, found that the lower level bedroom and bathroom area were created without
the proper permits. There are clearance issues that have to be addressed that will require some
relocation of walls or fixtures. He did not see any concerns of the four existing bedrooms. Chris
Munz-Pritchard explained that her understanding is the intent of the R-2A Overlay was to fill
existing rooms and not create new bedrooms. She recommended the Plan Commission grant
conditional approval for the request to allow a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for up to 4
unrelated (not 5), subject to the following conditions of approval: 1. Parking stalls and driveway
are to be hard surfaced with concrete or asphalt, with not more than forty percent of the yard
being impervious surface except as a conditional use (19.18.060 – Yard requirements). 2. No
major exterior or internal building modifications are being proposed. 3. Approval by
Engineering, Building Inspector, Fire Inspector and other City Departments. 4. Any other
conditions identified by City Staff or the Plan Commission.
Plan Commission Member Binnie explained that we can’t approve 5 unrelated at this point in
time. We can approve up to 4 unrelated and close 1 driveway cut. If the home meets the
satisfaction of the Building Inspector, the applicant could come back again to request the 5
unrelated which would be a new conditional use process.
Moved by Binnie and seconded by Stanek to recommend to the City Council to impose the R-2A
on the residence at 243 S. Janesville Street and approve the conditional use for 243 S. Janesville
St. for 4 unrelated persons with the recommendations of the City Planner, close the south
driveway cut, and provide a parking plan to be approved by the City Planner. The conditional use
permit would be contingent upon the approval of the R-2A Zoning by the City Council. An
additional condition: that in order to be considered for 5 unrelated, an amendment to the
conditional use permit would need to be submitted, the Building Inspector would have to
approve the use of the bathroom and bedroom for occupancy and verify that the total habitable
space meets requirements.
Brad Ceranske stated he would be meeting with the Building Inspector next Monday morning for
a walk through. The 5th bedroom had been there since the 1970’s. He put the bathroom in about
4 years ago when he bought the property. His biggest concern is that he has 5 really nice kids
living in the home. They are all seniors and will be graduating this year. It hurts and bothers
him to make them leave the second semester of their senior year. He would like to let them stay
until the end of the year.
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Plan Commission Members stated: this lets opportunities for others with an extra bedroom; can
we get 5 parking stalls on site without problems; Google Maps shows 5 to 6 cars stacked next to
or behind each other, with one vehicle having to move two vehicles to get out; would like to see
a parking diagram with designated parking stalls.
Plan Commission Members voiced: would like to continue the public hearing with the request
for the 5 unrelated and a parking plan with the striping; the applicant has been trying to do the
right thing, that we could work with him; would like to continue with the understanding of the
over occupancy and that it cannot be enforced because this is in progress.
City Attorney McDonell stated that the situation of enforcing the over occupancy is
discretionary. The zoning administrator could consult with the City Manager and/or the City
Attorney to make a decision. The Plan Commission can make a recommendation.
Plan Commission Member Binnie withdrew his motion with the agreement of the second.
Chairperson Meyer closed the public comment.
Moved by Binnie and seconded by Miller to continue the public hearing to the next meeting
expecting Building Inspection reports with the measurements of habitable space and a parking
plan. Also a Building Inspector approval of the bathroom. Aye: Binnie, Miller, Crone, Parker,
Stanek, Dawsey Smith, Meyer. Motion approved.
Public hearing for a change of the City of Whitewater Ordinance regulations, to enact the
proposed amendments to the City of Whitewater Municipal Code: Chapter 19, specifically
Section 19.06.120C Yard Modifications, addressing amendments to residential fences and
walls. (This is a continuation of the last meeting.) Chairperson Meyer opened the public
hearing.
Chris Munz-Pritchard stated that changes are shown in blue. City Planner Chris Munz-Pritchard
read the changes that were made.
Chairperson Meyer opened for public comment. There were no comments. Chairperson Meyer
closed the public comment.
Plan Commission Member Binnie stated that he thought it did just what the Plan Commission
wanted it to do. Moved by Binnie and seconded by Dawsey Smith to approve the amendments
to the City of Whitewater Municipal Code: Chapter 19, specifically Section 19.06.120C Yard
Modifications, addressing amendments to residential fences and walls. Aye: Binnie, Dawsey
Smith, Miller, Parker, Stanek, Meyer. No: Crone. Motion approved.
Information Items:
a. Possible future agenda items. City Planner Chris Munz-Pritchard stated that the GIS
Mapping Technician updated the Landmarks on the City of Whitewater web site.
Plan Commission asked for a report on the property located at the west end of W.
Center Street, owned by the U.W. Foundation, at the next meeting.
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Bruce Parker asked if Plan Commission was going to get an update on the charrette.
It would be nice to have a joint meeting with the City Council, Plan Commission and
the CDA for the presentation by the Planning Consultant.
b. Next regular Plan Commission Meeting – January 14, 2019.

Moved by Miller and seconded by Stanek to adjourn. The motion was approved by unanimous
voice vote. The meeting adjourned at approximately 8:15 p.m.

Chairperson Greg Meyer
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CITY OF WHITEWATER
PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION
Whitewater Municipal Building Community Room
February 11, 2019
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, Andrew Crone, David Stone, Lisa Dawsey Smith (Alternate).
Absent: Bruce Parker, Sherry Stanek, Tom Miller. Others: Cameron Clapper (City Manager),
Wallace McDonell (City Attorney).
Hearing of Citizen Comments. There were no citizen comments.
Approval of Plan Commission Minutes. There were no minutes available to approve.
Review Extra-territorial Certified Survey Map for three lots at N510 County Road D for
Ross Walton.
City Manager Cameron Clapper introduced the proposal for City Planner Chris Munz-Pritchard
explaining that this was a preliminary certified survey map for a 2.7 A-3 lot with existing house
and farm buildings for sale, a 6 acre nonprime lot combination A-3 residential building site for
the Walton’s new home and a 2.7 acre more or less A-2 lot for Mr. Walton’s shop. The parcels
are located in the Town of Cold Spring, Jefferson County, Wisconsin.
Chairperson Meyer opened for public comment.
City Attorney McDonell stated that Plan Commission Member David Stone had asked about the
specific technical submittal for a certified survey map. What was submitted is not a certified
survey map. David Stone had concerns of moving forward without having a certified survey
map. This is an extra-territorial review, Chris Munz-Pritchard accepts this type of information.
If the Plan Commission approves, the final approval will be by Chris Munz-Pritchard. The
surveyor will get the certified survey map to the City Clerk, Michele Smith, and Michele will
check with the Zoning Administrator Chris Munz-Pritchard to make sure the certified survey
map is what was approved.
David Stone asked if it was appropriate to ask that the final certified survey map be brought to
the Plan Commission before it is approved. This submittal is pretty lax for a survey. We should
get a lot more.
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Russell Walton explained that the certified survey map needs approvals from the City of
Whitewater, Town of Cold Spring and Jefferson County. The applicant does not want to pay a
second time for a surveyor to do the CSM.
City Attorney McDonell stated that it is fair to ask for a preliminary/conceptual review or
direction from the Plan Commission. When asked what A-3 and A-2 permit on the properties, he
stated that the zoning would not allow small lots like a subdivision. It would allow for
agricultural and maybe agribusiness type uses.
Plan Commission Member Binnie stated that in reality, extra territorial reviews are generally
very mundane. Adjacent property owners have not objected. It is not a subdivision near the City
and there are no utilities available. He is comfortable in approving with the planner’s report and
final approval by City Staff.
Moved by Binnie and seconded by Crone to approve the proposed certified survey map subject
to the Planner’s recommendations with #2 to read: Final CSM shall be approved by City Staff
and recorded with Jefferson County; and # 3. At such time utilities become available the parcel
may be required to connect to City Utilities. Aye: Binnie, Crone, Dawsey Smith, Meyer. No:
Stone. Motion approved.
Plan Commission Member Crone explained that the certified survey map will clearly identify
where lines will be when the final certified survey map is done.

Public hearing for consideration of a conditional use permit (tavern and other places selling alcohol
by the drink) for Cozumel Mexican Restaurant of Whitewater, LLC., Jose J. Lopez, Agent, to serve
beer and liquor (for a “Class B” Beer and Liquor License) by the bottle or glass at 1139 W. Main
Street. Chairperson Meyer opened the public hearing.

City Manager Cameron Clapper introduced the proposal for City Planner Chris Munz-Pritchard.
He explained that the conditional use permit runs with the owner and a change in ownership
requires the issuance of a new conditional use permit and new/transfer of the alcohol license.
Todd Schluesche, Attorney for Jose Lopez, was present to answer questions. He explained that
the Cozumel Restaurant is just changing the agent, everything else will remain the same.
Jose Lopez stated that he has been the manager of the Cozumel Restaurant for 11 years. His
brother was the agent, but he is moving on to another restaurant.
Chairperson Meyer opened for public comment. There was no public comment. Chairperson
Meyer closed the public comment.
Plan Commission Member Binnie had no difficulties with this change. Moved by Binnie and
seconded by Dawsey Smith to move approval of the conditional use permit (tavern and other
places selling alcohol by the drink) for Cozumel Mexican Restaurant of Whitewater, LLC., Jose J. Lopez,
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Agent, to serve beer and liquor (for a “Class B” Beer and Liquor License) by the bottle or glass at 1139
W. Main Street. Aye: Binnie, Dawsey Smith, Crone, Stone, Meyer. No: None. Motion approved.
Public hearing for consideration of a conditional use permit application for the conversion of a
duplex into multifamily, combining the buildings at 361-365 S. Scott and 353 S. Scott to make 8
two-bedroom units to serve both the student and non-student populations for Land and Water
Investments, LLC. (Matthew Kuehl). This item was postponed to the March 11, 2019 Plan and
Architectural Review Commission meeting by the applicant prior to the meeting.

Information Items:
a. Possible future agenda items. There were no additional items known at this time.
b. Next regular Plan Commission Meeting – March 11, 2019.

Moved by Dawsey Smith and seconded by Stone to adjourn. The motion was approved by
unanimous voice vote. The meeting adjourned at approximately 6:21 p.m.

Chairperson Greg Meyer

3

MEMORANDUM
To:

City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission

From: Christine Munz-Pritchard City Planner
Date: March 11th 2019
Re:

Item #4 Proposed Conditional Use Permit to serve alcoholic beverages by the
glass for Jacob Gildemeister at “Cinemas of Whitewater” located at 151 Pearson
Lane (for a Class “B” Beer License and a Class C Wine License) to serve Beer and
Wine by the glass.

Summary of Request
Requested Approvals: To service of alcohol by the glass into the seasonal outdoor café
(Class “B” Beer and Class C Wine Licenses)
Location: 151 Pearson Lane
Current Land Use: Movie Theater
Proposed Land Use: Same
Current Zoning: B-1
Proposed Zoning: No change.
Comprehensive Plan’s
Community Business
Future Land Use:

Description of the Proposal:
This proposal is for a Conditional Use Permit to serve alcohol by the glass (for a Class “B” Beer and
a Class C Wine License. The site is a movie theater. The alcohol beverages are to be stored in
the existing concession area behind the counter. The alcohol beverages are going to be
served at the concession stand and then carried by the consumer into the theater area. There
is a limit of three alcohol beverages per person during the duration of the film. No alcohol
beverages are to be served after the move showing. Hours of operation are Tuesday through
Friday 4:00 PM to 9:00 PM and Saturday, Sunday 11:00 AM to 10:00 PM. No alterations
are been proposed to the existing building at this time.
PLANNER’S RECOMMENDATIONS:
I recommend the Plan and Architectural Review Commission grant conditional approval for
the requested Conditional Use Permit to expand the serving of alcohol by the glass (for a Class “B”
Beer and a Class C Wine License) at 151 Pearson Lane, subject to the following conditions
of approval:
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1. No modifications may be made to the site. The applicant shall submit a statement
affirming that no changes will be made to the existing site plan, traffic flow, exterior
lighting, or building exterior. This statement must be signed by both the applicant
and the property owner.
2. If there are any changes planned for the existing site plan, traffic flow, exterior lighting,
or building exterior, the applicant will need to provide a Site Plan showing all current and
proposed structures, all current and proposed impervious surfaces, and all property lines.
a. The Site Plan shall be subject to approval by the City Building Inspector, City
Engineer, and City Planner;
b. All development shall be consistent with the approved Site Plan, and shall be
completed, inspected and approved by appropriate City Staff.
3. Any other conditions identified by the Plan Commission.
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Cityof

WHITEWATER

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 ofthe PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION of
the City ofWhitewater will be held at the Municipal Building, Community Room,
located at 312 W. Whitewater Street on the 11th day ofMarch 2019 at 6:00 p.m. to hold a
public hearing for a Conditional Use Permit, (taverns and other places selling alcohol by the
drink) for Whitewater Cinemas, LLC., Jacob Gildemeister (Agent) to serve Beer and
Wine (for a Class "B" Beer and'Class C Wine License) by the bottle or glass at 151 S. Pearson
Lane.
The proposal is on file in the office ofthe 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

C.L
Chris Munz-Pritchard, Neigh^orhojod Services Director/City Planner

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.0. Box 178 | Whitewater, WI 53190

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

Cityof

www.whitewater-wi.eov
(262) 473-0143

WHITEWATER

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION
Address ofProperty: 15 J
Owner's Name: ^CtcQ^o

L\/T

^"^ / ? 0
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6 ^C/^/I^ fr-> <^^-~

Applicant's Name: ^OLro \s
Mailing Address: \S^t

^.ayU. . <^jK(+e_^/^^r

^6-fSo/l

6?if (^ /*^ 1(S ^ *—
__

^¬c^r^<^/^

Phone #:2^<)-- (f^-3S^S'
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^Jki'^C\^^^-C^. l^J:

^r~r?/ <? <?

Email: (AjLf^(L IA/C^ ^r ^*/l P,^^J~ (^

^f^i.

1, ^.(.^

Legal Description (Name of Subdivision, Block and Lot ofother Legal Descriptions):

Existing and Proposed Uses:
Current Use ofProperty: N/V^t^ ^

'^16^-Q

<"

Zoning District:
Proposed Use:

1 0

52^^-

¬ecf 0^\^

tVi^

^ i/

q /^^ llyoWft/to^

4^''^
^

NOTICE: The Plan Commission meetings are scheduled on the 2nd Monday of the month. A1I ^^
complete plans must be in by 4:00 p.m. four weeks prior to the meeting.
Conditions
The City of Whitewater Zoning Ordinance authorizes the Plan Commission to place conditions on
approved conditional uses. "Conditions " such as landscaping, architectural design, type of construction,
construction commencement and completion dates, sureties, lighting, fencing, plantation, deed
restrictions, highway access restrictions, increased yards or parking requirements may be ajfected.
"Conditional
Uses" may be subject to time limits or requirements for periodic review by staff.

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. WhitewaterStreet | P.0. Box 178 | Whitewater, Wl 53190
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APPLICATION REOUIREMENTS
THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION MUST BE SUBMITTED IN ORDER TO
CONSIDER THE APPLICATION COMPLETE:
1.

Statement ofuse, including type of business with number of employees by shift.

2.

Scaled plot plan with north arrow, showing proposed site and all site dimensions.

3.

All buildings and structures: location, height, materials and building elevations.

4.

Lighting plan: including location, height, type, orientation of all proposed outdoor lighting both on poles and on buildings. Photometric plans may be required.

5.

Elevation drawings or illustrations indicating the architectural treatment of all proposed buildings
and structures.

6.

Off-street parking: locations, layout, dimensions, circulation, landscaped areas, total number of
stalls, elevation, curb and gutter.

7.

Access: pedestrian, vehicular, service. Points ofingress and egress.

8.

Loading: location, dimensions, number ofspaces, intemal circulation.

9.

Landscaping: including location, size and type of all proposed planting materials.

10.

Floor plans: ofall proposed buildings and structures, including square footage.

11.

Signage: location, height, dimensions, color, materials, ligbting and copy area.

12.

Grading /drainage plan of the proposed site.

13.

Waste disposal facilities: storage facilities for the storage oftrash and waste materials.

14.

Outdoor storage, where permitted in the district: type, location, height ofscreenmg devices.

**Four (4) full size, Twenty (20)11x17,and 1 Electronic Copy (include color where possible) site
plan copies, drawn to scale and dimensioned.

Municipal Services Building | 312 W. Whitewater Street | P.0. Box 178 | Whitewater, Wl 53190

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 to fill out the following items and explain how the proposed
conditional use will meet the standard for approval.
APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION

STANDARD

"^Q tee(/o^<,^$ ou^r^^ bf,l(J('^
A. That the establishment,
maintenance, or operation -3 \yc^e^c^ li'/^f^ f^r ct-^c/et^s- S^i^ ^c^^
ofthe Conditional Use
'Uo
OL-\CO ko\
OL^^ ^lwt^^
^ffl^
will not create a nuisance
be- s^>/~t"^
^
(AT?I^CV
i^
a^
/^
^eef
for neighboring uses or
d
k^k^
44^ 60<!^£-$'?<r^'<^ Co^^^-c^substantially reduce value 3^ Coc>W^
\\)(jr ^,
ofotherproperty.

r' ^

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

t/; -

<?p^l

^ <J- -5^^

1 ^^ ~ i c> /) ^

/

C. That the conditional use
conforms to all applicable
regulations ofthe district
in which it is located,
unless otherwise
specifically exempted by
this ordinance.
D. That the conditional use
confonns to the purpose
and intent ofthe city
Master Plan.

~M/A

-M/A

\
**Refer to Chapter 19.66 ofthe City ofWhitewater Municipal Code, entitled CONDITIONAL USES,
for more information.,

z/.

Applicant's Signature'
Printed

Date

^/ll/^'l

r//C/<?/^^<h?i
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TO BE COMPLETED BYTHE NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES DEPARTMENT

1)

Application was filed and the paid fee at least four weeks prior to the meeting. $100.00 fee
filed on 3. -//-/ 9
. Received by:jz^Je^ej^ Receipt ^:^_6f^_^9^.

2)

Application is reviewed by staff members.

2)

Class 1 Notice published in Official Newspaper on

3)

Notices ofthe Public Hearing mailed to property owners on ot ~"^^—/9.

4)

-' // —/9
Plan Commission holds the PUBLIC HEARING on <^
_.
may also be submitted in person or in writing to City Staff.

5)

At the conclusion ofthe Public Hearing, the Plan Commission will make a decision.

^"'^'^"'l^_.

Publiccomments

ACTION TAKEN:
Condition Use Permit: Granted
Review Commission

Not Granted

By the Plan and Architectural

CONDITIONS PLACED UPON PERMIT BY PLAN AND ARCHITECHTURAL REVIEW
COMMISSION:

Signature of Plan Commission Chairpjerson

Date
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Tips for Minimizine Your Development Review Costs: A Guide for
Applicants
The City ofWhitewater assigns its consultant costs associated with reviewing development proposals to
the applicant requesting development approval. These costs can vary based on a number offactors. Many
ofthese factors can at least be partially controlled by the applicant for development review. The City
recognizes that we are in a time when the need to control costs is at the forefront ofeveryone's minds.
The following guide is intended to assist applicants for City development approvals to understand what
they can do to manage and minimize the costs associated with review oftheir applications. The tips
included in this guide will almost always result in a less costly and quicker review ofan application.

Meet with Neighborhoods Services Department before submitting an
application
Ifyou are planning on submitting an application for development review, one ofthe first things you
should do is have a discussion with the City's Neighborhood Services Department. This can be
accomplished either by dropping by the Neighborhood Services Department counter at City Hall, or by
making an appointment with the Neighborhood Services Manager / City Planner. Before you make
significant investments in your project, the Department can help you understand the feasibility ofyour
proposal, what City plans and ordinances will apply, what type ofreview process will be required, and
how to prepare a complete application.

Submit a complete and thorough application
One ofthe most important things you can do to make your review process less costly to you is to submit a
complete, thorough, and well-organized application in accordance with City ordinance requirements. The
City has checklists to help you make sure your application is complete. To help you prepare an
application that has the right level of detail and information, assume that the people reviewing the
application have never seen your property before, have no prior understanding ofwhat you are proposing,
and don't necessarily understand the reasons for your request.

For more complex or technical types ofprojects, strongly consider working
with an experienced professional to help prepare your plans
Experienced professional engineers, land planners, architects, surveyors and landscape architects should
be quite familiar with standard development review processes and expectations. They are also generally
capable ofpreparing high-quality plans that will ultimately require less time (i.e., less cost for you) for the
City's planning and engineering consultants to review, saving you money in the long run. Any project
that includes significant site grading, stormwater management, or utility work; significant landscaping; or
significant building remodeling or expansion generally requires professionals in the associated fields to
help out.
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For simpler projects, submit thorough, legible, and accurate plans
For less complicated proposals, it is certainly acceptable to prepare plans yourselfrather than paying to
have them prepared by a professional. However, keep in mind that even though the project may be less
complex, the City's staffand consultants still need to ensure that your proposal meets all City
requirements. Therefore, such plans must be prepared with care. Regardless ofthe complexity, all site,
building, and floor plans should:
1. Be drawn to a recognized scale and indicate what the scale is (e.g., 1 inch = 40 feet).
2. Include titles and dates on all submitted documents in case pieces ofyour application get
separated.
clear arid legible labels that identify streets, existing and proposed buildings, parkmg
Include
3.
areas, and other site improvements.
4. Indicate what the property and improvements look like today versus what is being
proposed for the future.
5. Accurately represent and label the dimensions ofall lot lines, setbacks, pavement/parking areas,
building heights, and any other pertinent project features.
6. Indicate the colors and materials of all existing and proposed site^ilding improvements.
7. Including color photos with your application is one inexpensive and accurate way to show the
current condition ofthe site. Color catalog pages or paint chips can be included to show the
appearance ofproposed signs, light fixtures, fences, retaining walls, landscaping features,
building materials, or other similar improvements.

Submit your application well in advance ofthe Plan and Architectural Review
Commission meeting
The City nomially requires that a complete application be submitted four weeks in advance ofthe
Commission meeting when it will be considered. The further in advance you can submit your application,
the better for you and everyone involved in reviewing the project. Additional review time may give the
City's consultant staffand staffan opportunity to communicate with you about potential issues with your
project or application and allow you time to efficiently address those issues before the Plan and
Architectural Review Commission meeting. Be sure to provide reliable contact information on your
application form and be available to respond to such questions or requests in a timely manner.

For more complex projects, submit your project for conceptual review
A conceptual review can be accomplished in several ways depending on the nature ofyour project and
your desired outcomes.
1. Preliminary plans may be submitted to City staff and/or planning consultant for a quick,
informal review. This will allow you to gauge initial reactions to your proposal and help you
identify key issues;
2. You may request a sit-down meeting with the Neighborhood Services Manager/ City Planner to
review and more thoroughly discuss your proposal; and/or
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3. You can ask to be placed on a Plan and Architectural Review Commission meeting agenda to
present and discuss preliminary plans with the Commission and gauge its reaction before fonnally
submitting your development review application.
Overall, conceptual reviews almost always save time, money, stress, and fmstration in the long run for
everyone involved. For this reason, the City will absorb up to $200 in consultant review costs for
conceptual review ofeach project.

Hold a neighborhood meeting for larger and potentially more controversial
Projects
Ifyou believe your project falls into one or both ofthese two categories (City staffcan help you decide),
one way to help the formal development review process go more smoothly is to host a meeting for the
neighbors and any other interested members ofthe community. This would happen before any Plan and
Architectural Review Commission meeting and often before you even submit a formal development
review application.
A neighborhood meeting will give you an opportunity to describe your proposal, respond to questions and
concems, and generally address issues in an environment that is less formal and potentially less emotional
than a Plan and Architectural Review Commission meeting. Neighborhood meetings can help you build
support for your project, understand others' perspectives on your proposals, clarify misunderstandings,
and modify the project and alleviate public concems before the Plan and Architectural Review
Commission meetings. Please notify the Neighborhood Services Manager / City Planner ofyour
neighborhood meeting date, time, and place; make sure all neighbors are fully aware (City staffcan
provide you a mailing list at no charge); and document the outcomes ofthe meeting to include with your
application.

Typical City Planning Consultant Development Review Costs
The City often utilizes assistance from a planning consultant to analyze requests for land development
approvals against City plans and ordinances and assist the City's Plan and Architectural Review
Commission and City Council on decision making. Because it is the applicant who is generating the need
for the service, the City's policy is to assign most consultant costs associated with such review to the
applicant, as opposed to asking the general taxpayer to cover these costs.
The development review costs provided below represent the planning consultant's range ofcosts
associated with each particular type ofdevelopment review. This usually involves some initial analysis of
the application well before the public meeting date, communication with the applicant at that time ifthere
are key issues to resolve before the meeting, further analysis and preparation ofa written report the week
before the meeting, meeting attendance, and sometimes minor follow-up after the meeting. Costs vary
depending on a wide range offactors, including the type of application, completeness and clarity ofthe
development application, the size and complexity ofthe proposed development, the degree of cooperation
from the applicant for further information, and the level of community interest. The City has a guide
called "Tips for Minimizing Your Development Review Costs" with information on how the applicant
can help control costs.
7
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Type of Development Review Being Requested

Planning Consultant
Review Cost Range

Minor Site/BuiIding Plan (e.g., minor addition to building, parking
lot expansion, small apartment, downtown building alterations)
When land use is a permitted use in the zoning district, and for
minor downtown building alterations

Up to $600

When use also requires a conditional use permit, and for major
downtown building alterations

$700 to $1,500

Major Site/Building Plan (e.g., new gas station/convenience store,
new restaurant, supermarket, larger apartments, industrial building)
When land use is a permitted use in the zoning district

$700 to $2,000

When land use also requires a conditional use permit

$ 1,600 to$ 12,000

Conditional Use Permit with no Site PIan Review (e.g., home
occupation, sale of liquor request, substitution of use in existing
building)

$up to $600

Rezoning
To a standard (not PCD) zoning district

$400 to $2,000

To Planned Community Development zoning district,
assuming complete GDP & SIP application submitted at same
time

$2,100 to$ 12,000

Land Division
Certified Survey Map

Up to $300

Preliminary Subdivision Plat

$1,500 to $3,000

Final Plat (does not include any development agreement time)

$500 to $1,500

Annexation

$200 to $400

**Note: The City also retains a separate engineering consultant, who is typically involved in larger
projects requiring stormwater management plans, major utility work, or complex parking or road access
plans. Engineering costs are not included above, but will also be assigned to the development review
applicant. The consultant planner and engineer closely coordinate their reviews to control costs.
8
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Cost Recovery Certificate and Agreement
The City may retain the services ofprofessional consultants (including planners, engineers, architects,
attorneys, environmental specialists, and recreation specialists) to assist in the City's review ofan
application for development review coming before the Plan and Architectural Review Commission,
Board ofZoning Appeals, and/or Common Council. In fact, most applications require some level of
review by the City's planning consultant. City ofWhitewater staffshall retain sole discretion in
determining when and to what extent it is necessary to involve a professional consultant in the review of
an application.
The submittal of an application or petition for development review by an applicant shall be construed as
an agreement to pay for such professional review services associated with the application or petition. The
City may apply the charges for these services to the applicant and/or property owner in accordance with
this agreement. The City may delay acceptance of an application or petition (considering it incomplete),
or may delay final action or approval ofthe associated proposal, until the applicant pays such fees or the
specified percentage thereof. Development review fees that are assigned to the applicant, but that are not
actually paid, may then be imposed by the City as a special charge on the affected property.
Section A: Background Information
————————
TO be filled out by the Applicant/Property Owner -

Applicant's MailingAddress:

[A)\\^\^ Wlak^ ^^e^s Li
P^w^<5n ^
in
V^ ki'^w/a 'l-^, LJ ]^ $^3 / f<5

Applicant's Phone Number:

^-^o--?,srs'

NameofApplicant:

Applicant's Email Address:

\^\<v^0-^^ (j^/^'l^^ (L/£{mGif . 4?^
T

Project Information:
Name/Description of Development:
Address of Development Site:

e-e^

ir^

f (A^ //«^

^^o 'V

C^ ft/i^

LZL

Tax Key Number(s) ofSite:
Property Owner Information (if different from applicant): ^
/ ,j
^
"^ Ktftb C^t'/^'C^'^^i
NameofPropertyOwner:
_"
Property Owner's Mailing Address:
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y^

/ (y^t^^^

Section B: Applicant/Property Owner Cost Obligations
To be filled out by the Neighborhood Services Department
Under this agreement, the applicant shall be responsible for the costs indicated below. In the event the
applicant fails to pay such costs, the responsibility shall pass to the property owner, if different. Costs
may exceed those agreed to herein only by mutual agreement ofthe applicant, property owner, and City.
If and when the City believes that actual costs incurred will exceed those listed below, for reasons not
anticipated at the time ofapplication or under the control ofthe City administration or consultants, the
Neighborhood Services Director or his agent shall notify the applicant and property owner for their
approval to exceed such initially agreed costs. Ifthe applicant and property owner do not approve such
additional costs, the City may, as permitted by law, consider the application withdrawn and/or suspend or
terminate further review and consideration ofthe development application. In such case, the applicant and
property owner shall be responsible for all consultant costs incurred up until that time.
A. Application Fee.................................................................................................................$_
B. Expected Planning Consultant Review Cost ..................,,................................................$
C.TotalCostExpectedofApplicant(A+B) .........................................................................$
D. 25%ofTotalCost, Due atTime ofApplication...............................................................$

E. Project Likely to Incur Additional Eneineerins or Other Consultant Review Costs? < Yes < No
The balance ofthe applicant's costs, not due at time ofapplication, shall be payable upon applicant
receipt ofone or more itemized invoices from the City. Ifthe application fee plus actual planning and
engineering consultant review costs end up being less than the 25% charged to the applicant at the time of
application, the City shall refund the difference to the applicant.
Section C: Agreement Execution

- To be filled out by the Applicant and Property Owner ——————
The undersigned applicant and property owner agree to reimburse the City for all costs directly or
indirectly associated with the consideration ofthe applicant's proposal as indicated in this agreement,
with 25% ofsuch costs payable at the time ofapplication and the remainder ofsuch costs payable upon
receipt ofone or more invoices from the City following the execution ofdevelopment review services
associated with the application.

ature ofApplicant/Petitioner

^^r^

(:!^^C^

Printed Name ofApplicant/Petitioner

2A

Signature of Property Owner (if different)

Printed Name of Property Owner (if different)

DateofSignature
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MEMORANDUM
To:

City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission

From: Christine Munz-Pritchard City Planner
Date: March 11, 2019
Re:
Item # 5 Proposed Certified Survey Map (CSM) for a lot division to create two (2) lots
for Donald and Carolyn Kligora at tax ID /WUP 00014.
Summary of Request
Requested Approvals: CSM to division to create two (2) lots
Location: /WUP 00014
Current Zoning: R-2 One and Two Family Residence
Proposed Zoning: No change.
Comprehensive Plan’s
Future Neighborhood
Future Land Use:

History:
A portion of the /WUP 00014 tax parcel was acquired during the extension of Starin Road.
Authorization to purchase the land right-of-way was approved at the April 8, 2010 Common
Council meeting.
2015

2010

Per Walworth County GIS the Acreage is a 4.16 road dedication. The warranty deed for the road
dedication filed on June 15, 2010 with Walworth County, register of deeds has the property
containing 4.01 acres, more or less.
Description of the Proposal
A Certified Survey Map (CSM) is being proposed to create two (2) lots (labeled A & B on CSM).
According to the plat of survey, parcel A is 10.658 acres (gross) and parcel B is 6.052 acres (gross).

Both created parcels meet all minimum lot requirements for the R-2 one and two family residence
district.
The Gap
Regarding the area south of the city’s detention basin, there does appear to be a potential overlap
in ownership between Kligora and the property owner to the south.
According to your surveyor, Mark Anderson, the 2001 Plat of Survey done by Peter Gordon with
Farris, Hansen & Associates did not research adjacent deeds and used a normal 1/2 split of the
1/4 even though it is a closing section. There was a 1957 survey of the south 20 acres that is
representative of the original 1866 deed that should have been used. It creates a “gap” in the
deeds that Kligora owns behind Detention Basin #3.

After contact with Mark Fisher at Strand Engineering, the intent of the City’s survey was to
purchase right-of-way for East Starin Road. When the survey was conducted it was written only
for the required road right-of-way and detention area and not for the division of the parcel. This
is why the current parcel, though not contiguous (subject to a road right of way across the east 33
feet), is still under one Tax Parcel ID. After discussing the issue it was determined that the “gap”
is not located on any of the City right-of-way or City owned land that was purchased. The
discrepancy in the “gap” would be a civil matter between the Tax Parcel /WUP 00014 and the
property owner to the south Tax ID /WUP 00016.

Page 2 of 5

Additionally, when the right of way was obtained for Starin Road, the right-of-way for Newcomb
Street went to the centerline of the roadway. The roughly 175.35 feet by 33 feet would become
the City’s through two means, one the plat of survey which reads “subject to a road right of way
across the east 33 feet” and two, to claim adverse possession since it has been in possession as
road right of way for over 20 years.
PLANNER’S RECOMMENDATIONS:
I recommend the Commission grant conditional approval for the requested to allow for a Certified
Survey Map (CSM) for a lot division to create two (2) lots at tax ID /WUP 00014 subject to the
following conditions of approval:
1. The discrepancy in the “gap” would be a civil matter between the Tax Parcel /WUP
00014 and the property owner to the south Tax ID /WUP 00016.
2. Approval by Engineering, Building Inspector, Fire Inspector and other City departments.
3. Any other conditions identified by City Staff or the Plan Commission.
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Future Neighborhood

Mixed
Use
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NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES
Application for Land Division

CITYOFWfflTEWATER
312 W Whitewater Street
P.0. Box 178
WliitewaterWI53190
(262)473-0540
www.whitewater-wi.gov

APPLICANT AND SUBJECT PROPERTY INFORMATION
In order for applicadons to be processed all information, drawings, application signatures and
fees required shall be submitted at time ofq)plication (please compkte all items - attach additional
pages as necessary, put N/A ifnot applicable). NOTICE: The Plaa Conamission meetings are
scheduled at 6:30 on fhe 2nd Monday offhe monfh. All complete applicatioii materials must be
subimtted to the City by 4:00 p.m. four weeks prior to the meeting.
Please check the appropriate box below for the type of appUcation bemg submitted:
D Annexation

D Concept Plan

D Amended Plat

D Zoning

D Preliminary Plat

D Re-plat

D Certified Survey

D MinorPlat

D

Final Plat

Ciirrent Zoning:

D Stormwater Management Plan
D Developers Agreement

TotalAcres: l(<e<IZ^_
Proposed Zoning^.

l^\~'

"^> Tax Parcel Number(s) and Acreage:

~~~^.Location ofProperty

easement or building line)

—^D
Other

Final Plat must also include:

Jurisdiction: ^[CityLmuts D ETJ

D Vacation (circle one: plat,

W^lOW^

^4^
County:

/4jU^ QC?01<-/

(mduding legal description):
Leaat Description

N 1/2 NE 1/4 NE 1/4 SEC 4 T4N R15E. EXC LAND TO CIT»rDESC AS: COM NE
COR SEC 4, SOD30'59"W 351 .42'. N89D29'01"W 33' TO POB. S45D27'54"W
74.38'. N89D47'51"W 200.18', ALG CURVE CHORD N83D17'04"W 162.20-.
N76D46'17'W 355.13', ALG CURVECHORD S73D06'41"W 536.89',
SOD31'52"W 222.09-, N89D50-49-E 278.05', N 253.28'. N56D59-35" E 93.66'.
N64D56'28"E 15.70', ALG CURVE, CHORD S84D48'21"E 127.19-,
S76D46'irE 459.20', S89D47'51-'E 290.21', S44D32- 06"E 56.31'. NOD30'59-E
175.35' TO POB. C[Tf OF WHITEWATER

Applicant's role:

p^Owner

D Developer

D Oflier:

I hereby Certify that the information suppliedwith this application is true and conect, and that the pccper and
electronic copies ofthe materials submitted are consistentwith each other, to the best ofmy knowledge. In
addition I hccue been given fhe Authority to sign on behalfoffhe ofher all parties involved in fhis Land
Division Application.
Signature: /X»t-^/^^^

^

Printed Name:'X>df\AU ^T- /\h<oT<^
C<jl<0^^ <l. t<t^O<T^

6.

^i^>

D^e=

i-W- 11

Contact Infonnation
(Please complete information - altach additionalpages as necessary - put N/A ifnot applicable)
I. Property Owner(s)
FirmName(ifappUcable): ^4^ ^UqQVC^ ^rif^f'
~4?ond/M
OwnerName:
^ CzL^ffl^i^
/(((^tfrA-/
k?(f^e^^W Lu " 6^t<y6-363LfT
P(0l ^'^-|-¬- ^i ^
^
-tW-rf^^
^-<^|<
Phone: ^6^
pax: -^K*ce—
ll^or* ^ dC^^ .n-e/h
_ EmaH:

Address:

If ownership is ofher fhan sole or commiuuty property, please name the parfcners,
principals/ benefidaries, etc. respectively:
1) Name:

A/A

Position:
Address (fuU):
2) Name:
Position:
Address (fuU):
3) Name:
Position:
Address (fuU):
II. 01ivner^s Agen^Attomey (main contact person respoiisible for appUcation)
Role:
D Attomey
D Realtor D Oflier: ^J l\Firm Name (if applicable): __
Address:
Primaiy Contact Name:
Phone: _Fax:

.EmaU:

Secondary Contact Name^
Phone: _Fax:

EmaU:

III. Developer
Finn Nacne (if applicable):
Contact Name(s):
Address:
Phone: __

__

Pax:

EmaU:

IV. Developer/s Engineer (main contact person responsible for application)
Role:

0 Contractor D Otiher:

a Engineer

Firm Name (if applicable):
Address:_

_

_

Primary Contact Name:
Phone:

Fax:

Email:

__Fax:

Email:

Secondaiy Contact Name:
Phone: _

_

Property Description (please complete - attach additional pages as necessmy)'.
A: Recorded Subdivision Information:
Subdivision:
Lofc _, BIock:
Recorded in:

Acres:

.County, Document#:

or: Volume#:
Q^ B:

.Page#:

Eroperty Description Information: (attach a metes and bounds description with
a sketch, signed and sealed by a RegisteredProfessionalLand Suroeyor)
Property address:
Survey name:
Acres:

Abstract #:

Deed(s) which conveyed the property to the present owner:
Dociutient #: ___
or; Voliune#:

Acres:

_
. Page #:

City of'

WHITEWATER

Cost Recovery Certificate
& Agreement

The City may retain fhe services of professional consultants (induding planners/
engineers/ ardiitects, attomeys/ envu-orunental spedalists, and recreation spedalists) to
assist in fhe Cit/s review of an application for development review coining before the
Plan and Ardutectural Review Commission/ Board of Zonmg Appeals, and/or
Conunon Council. In fact, most applications reqiure some level of review by the Qty's
plarmmg consiiltant. City of Whitewater staff shall retain sole discretion in detenxuning
when and to what extent it is necessary to involve a professional considtant in tihe
review of an application.
The subinittal of an appUcation or petition for development review by an applicant shaU
be coiistrued as an agreement to pay for sudi professioiial review services assodated
witih the application or petition. The Gty inay apply the charges for these services to the
appBcant and/or property owner in accordance wifh tlus agreement. The City may
delay acceptance of an application or petition (considermg it incomplete), or may delay
final action or approval of the assodated proposal/ tmtil the applicantpays such fees or
fhe spedfied percentage thereof. Development review fees that are assigned to tiie
applicant, but fhat are not actually paid, may then be uriposed by fhe Gty as a spedal
charge on the affected property.

Signature ofApplicanfPetitioner

Signature ofProperty Owner (ifdifferent)

Printed Name ofApplicant/Petitioner

PrmtedName ofProperty Owner (ifdifferent)

DateofSignature

DateofSignature

"Warranty

Deed.

Jones & Small, Stationers, Chicago.
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January21,2019

Don Kligora
N101 StateRoad59
Whitewater,WI53190

Dear Don:
Enclosed please find 4 copies of the Plat of Survey for your property on Starin
Road in the City of Whitewater and an invoice. A copy will be sent to the
Walworth County Land Information Department.
As you can see there is a gap in back of the City's retention pond. The
Engineering Firm that did the legal description when the City bought the property
for Starin Road used information from a survey that was done in 2001. After
researching your deeds at the court house in Elkhorn and going back to the
original 1866 exception deed l found that survey to be in error.
The blacktop sidewalk is slightly over the line at one of the corners near
Newcomb Street along with a fiber optic manhole and line.
Thank you for giving me this opportunity to be of service to you. If you have any
questions please contact me.
Sincerely,
ANDERSON LAND SURVEYING LLC

A-^r4-<L-^
Mark E. Anderson, P.LS.
Enclosures

W6141 Star School Rd.

FortAtkinson. WI 53538

andersnnlfln(1siifvfiv//;/)(ymfli1 pnm

Tel: 920-563-8162
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ANDERSON LAND SURVEYING LLC
Mark E. Anderson, Professional Land Surveyor
W6141 StarSchoolRoad, FortAtkinson, Wl 53538
andersonlandsurvey@gmail.com
Tel: 920-563-8162
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a Found 4" Diameter Aluminum Monument
B Found Walworth County Concrete Monument
" Found %" Iron Rod
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XSet MAG Nail in Blqcktop Sidewalk

Prepared For: Donald Kligora
N101 State Road 59
Whitewater, Wl 83190
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NOTES:
1 . NE corner monument cap is loose
in monument box. Used corner ties
for the exact tocation. Monument
location is 0.05' south of the
Town/County Line being the south
line of the SEV4 of Section 34, T5N,
R15E.
2. N V4 corner monument is on the
edge of a ditch leaning south. Used
corner ties for exact location.
Monument location is on the
Town/County Line being the south
line of the SE1^ of Section 33, T5N,
R15E.
3. 2001 Gordon Survey did not use
the original description for the South
20 acres of NEV4 of the NEV4, the
1957 Fuge resurvey ofthe 20 acre
tract or the proration of the original
1836 closing distances of closing
Section 4.
These parcels may be subject to any
and all easements or agreements
either recorded or unrecorded.

MAP OF ORIGINAL SURVEY
Surveyor Generals Office, Cincinnati July 29,1837
Surveyed 1836

NEV4 Section4,T4N,R15E
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Beginning at an aluminum monument at the SW corner of Section 34, T5N, R15E; thence S89°51'49"E,
along the south line of the SW% of said Section 34, 202.62 feet to the NE corner of said Section 4; thence
SO°30'59"W, along the east line of said NE% being the centerline of N. Newcomb Street, 351.42 feet;
thence N89°29'01"W, 33.00 feet to a 3AU iron rod on the west line of said N. Newcomb Street; thence
S45°27'54"W, along the northerly line of Starin Road, 74.38 feet to a 3A" iron rod; thence N89°47'51"W,
along said northerly line, 200.18 feet to a 3/4" iron rod at a point of curvature; thence along said northerly line
being the arc of a curve, concave northeasterly, having a radius of 715.00 feet and a long chord that bears
N83017'04"W, 162.20 feet to a 3/4" iron rod at the point of tangency; thence N76°46'17"W, along said
northerly line, 355,13 feet to a %" iron rod at a point of curvature; thence along said northerly line being the
arc of a curve, concave southeasterly, having a radius of 535.00 feet and a chord that bears S73°06'41"W,
536.89 feet to a %" iron rod on the west line of said NE% of the NE%; thence NO°31'52"E, along said west
line, 459.40 feet to a %" iron rod at the NW corner thereof; thence S89°58'09"E, along the south line of the
SE% of Section 33, T5N, R15E, 1103.03 feet to the point of beginning, containing 10.658 acres and subject
to a road right of way across the east 33 feet.
DESCRIPTION PARCELB
Part ofthe NE/4 ofthe NEV4 ofSection 4, T4N, R15E, City of Whitewater, Walworth County, Wl to-wit:
Commencing at an atuminum monument at the SW corner of Section 34, T5N, R15E; thence S89051'49"E,
along the south line of the SW % of said Section 34, 202.62 feet to the NE corner of said Section 4; thence
SO°30'59"W, along the east line of said NE% being the centerline of N. Newcomb Street, 526.77 feet to the
point of beginning; thence continue SO°30'59"W, along said east line and centerline, 168.23 feet; thence
S88°40'59"W, 1306.46 feet to a %" iron rod on the west line of said NE% of the NE1^; thence NO°31'52"E,
along said west line, 44.61 feet to a %" iron rod; thence N89°50'49"E, 278.05 feet to a %" iron rod; thence
NORTH, 253.28 feet to a 3A" iron rod; thence N56°59'35"E, 93.66 feet to a 3/4" iron rod; thence N64°56'28"E,
15.70 feet to a %" iron rod on the southerly line of Starin Road; thence along said southerly line being the
arc of a curve, concave southwesterly, having a radius of 455.00 feet and a chord that bears S84°48'21"E,
127.19 feet to a %" iron rod at the point oftangency; thence S76046'17"E, along said southerty line, 459.20
feet to a %u iron rod; thence S89°47'51"E, along said southerly line, 290.21 feet to a MAG nail; thence
S44°32'06"E, along said southerly line, 56.31 feet to a %" iron rod on the west line of said N. Newcomb
Street; thence S89°29'01"E, 33.00 feet to the point of beginning, containing 6.502 acres and subj'ect to a
road right of way across the east 33 feet.
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Assumed north referenced to the
east tine of NE% of Sec, 4-4-15
bearing SO°30'59"W.

DESCRIPTION PARCELA
Part ofthe NE/4 ofthe NEV4 of Section 4, T4N, R15E, City of Whitewater, Walworth County, Wl to-wit:

CERTIFICATION
1 hereby certify that the property described above has been surveyed under my responsible direction and
supervision and that this map is an accurate representation of the lot lines and dimension^ |gd principle
lines of the permanent structures thereon to the best of my knowledge and belief.
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ANDERSON LANJD SURVEYING LLC

Professional Land Surveyor

W 6141 Star School Road, Fort Atkinson, WI 53538

Phone (920)563-8162

Neighborhood Services Department
Planning, Zoning, Code Enforcement, GIS
and Building Inspections
www.whitewater-wi.gov
Telephone: (262) 473-0540

2/14/2019
Donald and Carolyn Kligora
The Kligora Trust
N101 State Rd 59
Whitewater WI 53190-3025
Dear Mr. Donald and Mrs. Carolyn Kligora,
This letter is a follow up to your January 29th, 2019 office visit regarding Tax Parcel /WUP
00014. Regarding the “gap” on the south line of the property.
According to your surveyor, Mark Anderson, the 2001 Plat of Survey done by Peter Gordon with
Farris, Hansen & Associates did not research adjacent deeds and used a normal 1/2 split of the
1/4 even though it is a closing section. There was a 1957 survey of the south 20 acres that is
representative of the original 1866 deed that should have been used. It creates a “gap” in the
deeds that Kligora owns behind Detention Basin #3.
After contact with Mark Fisher at Strand Engineering the intent of the City’s survey was to
purchase right-of-way for East Starin Road. When the survey was conducted it was written only
for the required road right-of-way and detention area and not for the division of the parcel. This
is why the current parcel, though not contiguous, is still under one Tax Parcel ID. After
discussing the issue it was determined that the “gap” is not located on any of the City right-ofway or City owned land that was purchased. The discrepancy in the “gap” would be a civil
matter between the Tax Parcel /WUP 00014 and the property owner to the south Tax ID /WUP
00016.
Thank you in advance for your anticipated cooperation with this matter. If you should have any
questions, please feel free to contact myself or Public Works Director Brad Marquardt.
Sincerely,

Chris Munz-Pritchard
cc Mark Anderson
Brad Marquardt
Mark Fisher
Aaron and Donna Parker

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

Donald and Carolyn Kligora
The Kligora Trust
N101 State Rd 59
Whitewater Wi 53190-3025
Mark E Anderson
Professional Land Surveyor
W6141 Star School Road
Fort Atkinson WI 53538
Aaron and Donna Parker
402 Newcomb St
Whitewater WI 53190

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

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 Zoning Ordinance regulations, by
enacting the proposed amendments to City of Whitewater Municipal Code: Title 19,
specifically Sections 19.09.510, 19.09.511, 19.09.512, 19.09.513 and Chapter 19.60
regarding Nonconforming uses, structures, and lots.
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, 312 W. Whitewater Street, Whitewater, WI, on Monday,
March 11, 2019, at 6:00 p.m. to hear any person for or against said change.

Dated: February 12, 2019
Publish: February 14, 2019 and February 21, 2019 (two times)
in the Whitewater Register

Michele Smith, City Clerk
By Jane Wegner, Plan Commission Clerk

2/12/2019 at 2:10 pm Draft
ORDINANCE No. _____
AMENDING ZONING ORDINANCE CHAPTER 19.09 AND CHAPTER 19.60
REGARDING NONCONFORMING USES, STRUCTURES, AND LOTS
The Common Council of the City of Whitewater, Walworth and Jefferson Counties,
Wisconsin, do ordain as follows:
SECTION 1. Whitewater Municipal Code Chapter 19.09 Section 19.09.510 is amended
to read as follows:
19.09.510 - Nonconforming Structure. A dwelling, building, or other structure that existed
lawfully at the time of the effective date of this Ordinance or an amendment thereto that does not
conform to one or more of the Development Regulations of this Ordinance. Any such structure
conforming with respect to use (containing a conforming use) but not in respect to Development
Regulations shall be considered a nonconforming structure and not a nonconforming use.

SECTION 2. Whitewater Municipal Code Chapter 19.09 Section 19.09.511 is amended
to read as follows:
19.09.511 - Nonconforming Use. A use of structure (including buildings), fixture, or premises
(land or water) that existed at the time of the effective date of this Ordinance or an amendment
thereto that does not conform to the current use restrictions of this Ordinance.
SECTION 3. Whitewater Municipal Code Chapter 19.09, Sections 19.09.512 and 19.09.513 are
hereby created to read as follows:
19.09.512 - Nonconforming Lot. A lot, the area, dimensions, or location that existed at the time
of the effective date of this Ordinance or an amendment thereto that does not conform to current
regulations of this Ordinance. Such nonconforming lots are also referred to as substandard lots.
19.09.513 - Development Regulations. Those portions of this Ordinance pertaining to lot area,
lot width, structure size, yard/setback, frontage, height, parking, loading, or separation distance
requirements.

SECTION 4. Whitewater Municipal Code Chapter 19.60, is amended to read as follows:
Chapter 19.60 - NONCONFORMING USES, STRUCTURES AND LOTS
TABLE OF CONTENTS
19.60.010
19.60.020
19.60.030
19.60.040
19.60.050
19.60.060
19.60.070

Nonconforming Uses, Structures and Lots
Existing Nonconforming Uses
Conforming Structures on Nonconforming Lots
Nonconforming Structures on Conforming or Nonconforming Lots
Vacant Nonconforming Lots
Changes or Substitutions
Definitions

19.60.010 NONCONFORMING USES, STRUCTURES, AND LOTS
-1-
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Existing lawful nonconforming uses, structures, and lots shall meet the provisions of this
Chapter, and those located within floodplains, shorelands, and shoreland-wetlands shall also comply with
the City floodplain, shoreland, and shoreland-wetland regulations, whichever are more restrictive.

19.60.020

EXISTING NONCONFORMING USES

The lawful nonconforming use of land or water; or a lawful nonconforming use in a conforming or
nonconforming structure; or a lawful nonconforming use on a conforming or nonconforming lot
that existed at the time of the adoption or amendment of this Ordinance may be continued although
the use does not conform with the provisions of this Ordinance; however:
A. Only That Portion of the structure, fixture, land, or water in actual use may be so continued
and the nonconforming use may not be extended, enlarged, reconstructed, substituted, or
moved except when required to do so by law or order or so as to comply with the provisions of
this Ordinance.
B. Discontinuance. If such nonconforming use is discontinued or terminated for a period of 12
months, any future use of the structure, fixture, or premises shall conform to the provisions of
this Ordinance.
C. Abolishment or Destruction. When a nonconforming use or a structure with a nonconforming
use is damaged by violent wind, vandalism, fire, flood, ice, snow, mold, infestation, or other
calamity to the extent of more than 50 percent of its equalized assessed value, it shall not be
restored except so as to comply with the use provisions of this Ordinance.
D. Total Lifetime Structural Repair or alterations to a structure, fixture, or premise containing
a nonconforming use shall not exceed 50 percent of the equalized assessed value of the
structure, fixture, or premise at the time its use became nonconforming unless it is permanently
changed to a conforming use in accordance with the use provisions of this Ordinance. Ordinary
maintenance and repairs are not considered structural repairs, modifications, or additions. Some
examples of such repairs include painting, caulking, decorating, paneling, and other
nonstructural components; and the repair or replacement of doors, windows, utilities, and
sewage treatment and water supply systems. Figure No. 1 reflects the method by which the
Director of Neighborhood Services shall determine when modifications to nonconforming uses
and their structures are equal to 50 percent.
E. Substitution of New Equipment may be permitted by the Board of Zoning Appeals if such
equipment will reduce the incompatibility of the nonconforming use with neighboring uses.

19.60.030

CONFORMING STRUCTURES ON NONCONFORMING LOTS

The conforming use of a conforming structure existing at the time of the adoption or amendment
of this Ordinance may be continued although the lot area and/or width does not conform to the
requirements of this Ordinance.
A. Additions and Enlargements to such structures are permitted provided they conform to the
established yard/setback, height, parking, loading, access provisions, and other Development
Regulations of this Ordinance, other than minimum lot dimensional requirements.
-2-
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B. Existing Structures on Nonconforming Lots that are damaged or destroyed by violent wind,
vandalism, fire, flood, ice, snow, mold, infestation, or other calamity may be reconstructed
provided they conform to the established yard/setback , height, parking, loading, access provisions, and other Development Regulations of this Ordinance, other than minimum lot
dimensional requirements.

19.60.040

NONCONFORMING STRUCTURES ON CONFORMING OR
NONCONFORMING LOTS

A. A Nonconforming Structure with a conforming use lawfully existing at the time of the
adoption or amendment of this Ordinance may be continued although the structure's size or
location does not conform to the Development Regulations of this Ordinance.
B. Nonconforming Structures with a conforming use may be repaired, maintained, renovated,
rebuilt, or remodeled, subject to building code and other applicable requirements. No
prohibition or limits based on cost may be imposed on the repair, maintenance, renovation, or
remodeling of such structures.
C. Additions and Enlargements to existing nonconforming structures with a conforming use are
permitted and shall conform to the established yard/setback, height, parking, loading, and
access provisions of this Ordinance. Existing buildings and their additions shall not be
permitted to encroach further, upon established yard/setback and height requirements, than the
existing encroachment. The provisions of this Subsection with respect to additions or
enlargements are applicable only if the lot is served by public sanitary sewer or, if relevant,
conforms with existing sanitary code requirements for private onsite sewage treatment systems
(POWTS).
D. Existing Nonconforming Structures may be moved and shall conform to the established
yard/setback, height, parking, loading, and access provisions of this Ordinance.
E. A Nonconforming Structure with a Conforming Use that is damaged or destroyed by violent
wind, vandalism, fire, flood, ice, snow, mold, infestation, or other calamity may be restored or
replaced to the size, location, and use that it had immediately before the damage or destruction
occurred, subject to building code and other applicable requirements. No limits may be
imposed on the costs of the repair, reconstruction, or improvement of said structure. The size
of the structure may be larger than the size immediately before the damage or destruction
occurred if necessary for the structure to comply with applicable State or Federal requirements.
Any reconstruction shall conform to the Development Regulations of this Ordinance, to the
extent practicable, and existing sanitary code requirements, and shall commence within 24
months of the date of damage or destruction, unless an extension is granted by the government
agency having authority.

19.60.050

VACANT NONCONFORMING LOTS

A. Development. The Zoning Administrator may issue a building permit for development of a
vacant lot which does not contain sufficient area to conform to the lot dimensional requirements
of this Ordinance to be used as a building site provided that the use is allowed in the zoning
district in which it is located; the lot is of record in the County Register of Deeds Office prior
to the effective date of this Ordinance or amendment thereof; and development is compatible
-3-
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with the character of the surrounding area. Nonconforming (substandard) lots to be served by
public sanitary sewer shall be at least 50 feet wide and 7,200 square feet in area.
Nonconforming lots to be served by POWTS shall be at least 100 feet wide and 40,000 square
feet in area. Lots with smaller dimensions than mentioned above shall not be developed unless
a variance is granted by the Board of Zoning Appeals.
Development of vacant nonconforming lots granted permits under this Section shall be required
to meet the yard/setback, height, parking, loading, access provisions, and other Development
Regulations, except lot size requirements unless otherwise specified, of this Ordinance. A
building permit for the improvement of a lot with lesser dimensions and requisites than those
stated above may be issued only after a variance is granted by the Board of Zoning Appeals.
B. Statutory Provisions. In accordance with Section 66.10015(2)(e) of the Wisconsin Statutes, a
property owner of a legal nonconforming (substandard) lot may:
1. Convey an ownership interest in a substandard lot.
2. Use the substandard lot as a building site if all of the following apply:
a. The substandard lot or parcel has never been developed with one or more of its
structures placed partly upon an adjacent lot or parcel.
b. The substandard lot or parcel is developed to comply with all other requirements of
this Ordinance, except the minimum lot dimensional requirement unless otherwise
specified.
C. Merging. In accordance with Section 66.10015(4) of the Statutes, the City may not require one
or more lots to be merged with another lot, for any purpose, without the consent of the owners
of the lots that are to be merged.

19.60.060

CHANGES AND SUBSTITUTIONS

Once a nonconforming use or structure has been changed to conform to the requirements of this
Ordinance, it shall not revert back to a nonconforming use or structure. The Board of Zoning
Appeals may permit the substitution of a more restrictive nonconforming use for an existing
nonconforming use. Once the Board of Zoning Appeals has permitted the substitution of a more
restrictive nonconforming use, the prior existing use shall lose its status as a legal nonconforming
use and the substituted more restrictive nonconforming use shall be subject to all the conditions
required by the Board of Zoning Appeals.

19.60.070 DEFINITIONS
Definitions of terms used in this ordinance include:
A. Development Regulations. Those portions of this Ordinance pertaining to lot area, lot width,
structure size, yard/setback, frontage, height, parking, loading, or separation distance requirements.
B. Nonconforming Lot. A lot, the area, dimensions, or location that existed at the time of the effective
date of this Ordinance or an amendment thereto that does not conform to current regulations of this
Ordinance. Such nonconforming lots are also referred to as substandard lots.

-4-
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C. Nonconforming Use. A use of structure (including buildings), fixture, or premises (land or water)
that existed at the time of the effective date of this Ordinance or an amendment thereto that does
not conform to the current use restrictions of this Ordinance.
D. Nonconforming Structure. A dwelling, building, or other structure that existed lawfully at the
time of the effective date of this Ordinance or an amendment thereto that does not conform to one
or more of the Development Regulations of this Ordinance. Any such structure conforming with
respect to use (containing a conforming use) but not in respect to Development Regulations shall
be considered a nonconforming structure and not a nonconforming use.

-5-

IS IT 50 PERCENT YET?
Sample Problem: Let's assume that the owner of a house with a nonconforming use (i.e.,
nonconforming institutional use in a residential zoned home) wishes to add a room to the house. If the
house had an equalized assessed value of $100,000 in 1997, the property owner would be able to make
improvements valued at up to 50 percent of the present (1997) equalized assessed value of the house,
or $50,000 at that time. The improvement would have to be built to zoning standards. Any further
additions or structural alterations could not be allowed unless the use of the structure is permanently
changed to a conforming use.
Additions and modifications are based upon a given time over the life of a structure. If, in the example
above, the property owner constructed a $50,000 addition in 1997, no further additions could be allowed
because the 50 percent improvement limit had been reached. However, let's assume that the addition
was valued at $20,000 or 20 percent of the 1997 equalized assessed value of the structure ($100,000).
Ten years later, the property owner again comes in, wishing to add an attached storage room. In the
meantime, the equalized assessed value of the house has increased from $100,000 in 1997 to $150,000
in 2007. The value of the storage room is $15,000 in 2007. The property owner has now accumulated
modifications totaling 30 percent of the equalized assessed values from 1997 and 2007.
Finally, ten years later, when the equalized assessed value of the house is $200,000, the property owner
again comes in wishing to modify his house to the extent of $40,000. The cumulative percentage of the
modifications totals 50 percent, based on the cumulative percentage of each modification in relation to
the equalized assessed value of the house in the year the modification was made.
This example is further clarified in the following table:
(NOTE – the base for calculation is not the original value of the house at the time the Zoning Ordinance
was enacted, but is the equalized assessed value of the house at each time the house is modified.)

Year
1997
2007
2017

Equalized
Assessed Value
of Home
$ 100,000
$ 150,000
$200,000

Value of
Modification
$20,000
$ 15,000
$40,000

Modification as
a Percentage of
Assessed Value
20
10
20

Cumulative
Percentage
20
30
50

Definition: Equalized Assessed Value is the value of a structure and/or lot of property as determined by
the local assessor with any adjustments made to account for an assessment that does not reflect “full”
(100%) value. Full assessed value of the structure and/or lot is usually equivalent to “full” (100%) fair
market value at the time assessment is made.
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Ordinance introduced by Council Member ___________________, who
moved its adoption.
Seconded by Council Member ___________________.
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ADOPTED:

Cameron Clapper, City Manager

Michele R. Smith, City Clerk
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