CITY OF WHITEWATER

PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION

Whitewater Municipal Building
Community Room
312 W. Whitewater Street
Whitewater, W1 53190
August 9, 2010
6:00 p.m.

*AMENDED AGENDA as of 11:15 a.m. on August 4, 2010: item #7 and item #9, and the
outdoor café portion of item #8 have been removed from the agenda due to the City
Council adoption of the Qutdoor Private Property Café Permit Ordinance,

1. Call to order and roll call.

2, Hearing of Citizen Comments. No formal Plan Commission action will be taken during
this meeting ON CITIZEN COMMENTS although issues raised may become a part of a
future agenda. Ttems on the agenda may not be discussed at this time.

3. Reports:
a. Report from CDA Representative.
b. Report from Urban Forestry Commission Representative,
¢. Report from Park and Recreation Board Representative.
d. Report from City Council Representative.
e. Report from Tech Park Board Representative.
f. Report from the Downtown Whitewater Inc. Board Representative.
g. Report from staff.
h. Report from. chair,

4, Approval of the minutes of July 12, 2010,

5. Review and make recommendation to the City Council for the acquisition of land to be used
as a nature preserve or park (The Ray Trost Nature Preserve).

6. Review proposed exterior alterations to the building at 132 W. Main Street for Charles
Bennett Penwell.




*7, Hold a public hearing for consideration of a proposed amendment to the conditional use
permit for creation of an outdoor café to be located at 204 W. Main Street for Robert
Sweet.

*8, Hold a public hearing for consideration of a proposed amendment to the condition use

permit to include a “Class B” Liquor License (to be transferred from “The Sweetspot” to
John Cordio) to serve beer and liquor at 617 E. Milwaukee Street (Beer Here) and for
creation of an outdoor café.

*9,  Hold a public hearing for consideration of a proposed amendment to the condition use
permit for creation of an outdoor café to be located at 561 E. Milwaukee Street for Rick
Hartmann.,

10. Conceptual review of the proposed private student apartment building to be located at
234 N. Prince Street for United Group of Companies.

11. Review and make recommendation to the City Council by resolution for consideration of an
amendment to the City of Whitewater Comprehensive Plan changing the Calvary Lutheran
Church property located at 234 N. Prince Street from “Institutional” future land use category
to the “Higher Density Residential” future land use category.

12. Review and make recommendation to City Council for the acquisition of the property at
372 N. Fremont Street for proposed parkland development.

13. Information:

a. Possible future agenda items.
b, Next regular Plan Commission meeting- September 13, 2010.

14. Adjourn.

Anyone requiring special arrangements is asked to call the Zoning and Planning Office 72 hours prior to the
meeting. Those wishing to weigh in on any of the above-mentioned agenda items but unable to attend the mesting
are asked to send their comments to ¢/o Zoning Administrator, 312 W, Whitewater Street, Whitewater, W1, 53190 or
Jjwegner(@ci. whitewater. wius,

The City of Whitewater website is: ci.whitewaler.wi.us




CITY OF WHITEWATER
PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION
COMMENTS
August 9, 2010

NOTE: The Plan Commission meeting will start at 6:00 p.m.

5. Review and make recommendation to the City Council for the acquisition of land to be used
as a nature preserve or park (The Ray Trost Nature Preserve). This land is located along the bike
path on the east side of the Whitewater Creek, donated by the Trost Family in memory of Ray Trost.
The site plan in your packet indicates the location of this land behind the property on 363 N, Fremont
Street. The bike path borders the land on the north and east sides. The west and south sides are
bordered by Whitewater Creek. There is a survey being performed by Landmark Surveyors that will
divide the land and do a lot line adjustment for this area to be added to the City Garage parcel to the
east. Recommendation is for approval. '

6. Review proposed exterior alterations to the building at 132 W. Main Street for Charles
Bennett Penwell. The owner of the property wants to dress up the front of the building with lap siding
similar to what is on the second floor of the building. Recommendation is for approval subject to
comments at the meeting.

7. Hold a public hearing for consideration of a proposed amendment to the conditional use
permit for creation of an outdoor café to be located at 204 W, Main Street for Robert Sweet,
Removed from the agenda 8-4-10.

8. Hold a public hearing for consideration of a proposed amendment to the condition use permit

to include a “Class B” Liquor License (to be transferred from “The Sweetspot” to John Cordio) to
serve beer and liquor at 617 E. Milwaulkee Street (Beer Here) and for creation of an outdoor café.

This item will not consider the creation of an outdoor café.

9, Hoeld a public hearing for consideration of a proposed amendment to the condition use
permit for creation of an outdoor café to be located at 561 E. Milwaukee Street for Rick
Hartmann. Removed from the agenda §-4-10

10. Conceptual review of the proposed private student apartment building to be located at

234 N. Prince Street for United Group of Companies. This property is encompassing the Calvary
Lutheran Church and University Chapel property, and also two of the homes located south of the Church
property, one on the corner and the second one would be the third lot up from Prince Street heading
west, north of Florence Street. This group has held neighborhood meetings. The Landlord Association
have talked about this a little bit. And we, as a City Staff, have met and talked with them a couple times
in regard to the proposals for this area. This is conceptual review. City Planner Mark Roffers will have
comments at the meeting. Neighboring property owners within 300 feet have been notified.

11. Review and make recommendation to the City Council by resolution for consideration of an
amendment to the City of Whitewater Comprehensive Plan changing the Calvary Lutheran
Church property located at 234 N. Prince Street from “Institutional” future land use category



to the “Higher Density Residential” future land use category. City Planner Mark Roffers will be
leading this item.

12. Review and make recommendation to City Council for the acquisition of the property at
372 N. Fremont Street for proposed parkland development. Please sce Parks and Recreation
Director Matt Amundson’s memo.

13. Information:
a. Possible future agenda items.
b. Next regular Plan Commission meeting- September 13, 2010.




|
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To whom it may concern:

I Jean Ann Trost currently own the property of 363 N. Fremont Street Whitewater, WI
53190. There is approximately four acres of land with the Whitewater creek running
through the center of the property, the bike trail runs directly around the back half of the
land that is located across the creek. 1have every intention of selling the house, garage,
out-building that sits over the creek and all the land located in front of the creek (road
side) I will also sell ten feet of land around the outbuilding that sits across the creek. [
would like to will the back half of my property which abuts the bike trail (approximately
two acres) to the City of Whitewater. 1 will do this only with the following stipulations:

1. The property at 363 N. Fremont street (two acres that abuts the bike trail) that is
willed to the City of Whitewater by Jean Ann Trost will be set aside as a nature
preserve/park and will not be sold by the city at anytime, and will only be used as

a nature preserve or park.

2. I Jean Ann Trost and/or my lineage reserve the right to name the Nature
preserve/park for all time. That name being (The Ray Trost Nature Preserve). The

City of Whitewater will at no time be able to re-name of the Nature preserve/park.

3. There is an English oak tree that is planted on this land as a tribute to Ray Trost.
The City of Whitewater will not cut this tree down, if the tree dies or is destroyed
by an event of nature then the Trost family reserves the right to re-plant a tree to

continue the tribute to Ray Trost.

4. The property that is willed to the City of Whitewater will remain wooded on at

least one acre of the land.

5. The Trost family will be allowed to place a bench near the English oak tree and
will take responsibility to maintain said bench.




6. The Trost family will be allowed to place an earth stone with a commemorative
plaque affixed to it as a memorial tribute to Ray Trost. This stone will not be
removed from the park/nature preserve at anytime. The Trost family reserves the
right to maintain the earth stone and plaque and to replace it if

damaged/deteriorated.

7. I will require the City of Whitewater to conduct a survey of the entire property at
363 N Fremont with no cost to Jean Ann Trost.

Ray Trost was an exemplary individual and officer for the City of Whitewater, Ray stood
steadfast for a fair and just community, He loved all of God’s creation and was a
proprietor of the land. I feel that giving this small section of land to the community in
memory of Ray will allow the reflection of peace in nature and will promote a sense of
unity. I would like to thank you for the consideration of my offer to the City of
Whitewater. 1 will be available for any guestions or concerns 262-473-1651 or

raytrost@charter.net.

Jean A. Trost




Memo

To:

From:

Date:

Re:

Kevin Brunner, City Manager
Common Council

Matt Amundson, Parks and Recreation Director
July 14, 2010

Jean Trost Land Dedication

The Parks and Recreation Board on July 12" approved a generous offer from Jean

Trost for the dedication of land toward the creation of a park. | have attached a letter

from Jean Trost and a map of the proposed area. The area will only be accessible
by trail users and will create a welcome area to rest along the trail system. There
will need to be some clearing of the park and the purchase of a park sign, picnic
table(s), trash receptacles, information kiosk, etc that can be budgeted for in the
parkland development budget in 2011.

The conditions listed in the letter are addressed below:

1.

bk w

o

The deed can be stated that the city cannot sell, and designate its use as a
nature preserve/park

This would require waiving of the park naming policy by the Common Council
There is no concern from staff on this issue

There is no concern from staff on this issue

There is no concern from staff on this issue and has been allowed in other
park sites

There is no concern from staff on this issue and has been allowed in other
park sites

This can be completed and paid for from the parkland acquisition fund at a
minimal! cost to the city

If the council chooses, this resolution accepts the donation of land. The Common
Council will need to waive the park naming policy as the park will be known (per the
donor's request) as the Ray Trost Nature Preserve.

Your consideration of this matter is greatly appreciated.

Thanks!
Matt Amundson
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WHITEWATER

Neighborhood Sarvices » Code Enforcement / Zoning and Department of Public Works
312 W, Whitewater Street / P.O. Bex 178, Whitewater, W1 53180
{262) 473-0540 + Fax (262) 473-0549
www.cl.whitewater wi.us

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 9th day of August, 2010 at 6;00 p.m. to
review proposed exterior alterations to the building located at 132 W. Main
Street for Charles Bennett Penwell.

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 am. to 4:30 p.m.

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

PROPOSED PROJECT MAY BE SUBMITTED IN PERSON OR IN WRITING.

For information, call (262) 473-0540

.

Bruce Parker, Zoning Administrator

#b




QT-1,WUP-255

R & B BRASS RAIL CORP
130 W MAIN STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53190

OT-3

WATSON & SCHARINE
136 W MAIN STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53150

CT-5

ILMI SHABANT

ANIFE SHABANT

140 W MAIN STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53190

CT-8
JOSE J BARAJAS

--JUANA BARAJAS

409 BUCKINGHAM BLVD
WHITEWATER WI 53150

OT-13A

ROBEKT M KNUDSON
NICOLE M KNUDSON
W3438 CRESTWOCD DRIVE
WHITEWATER WI 53190

oT-77

PIKA DEVELOPMENT LLC
S78W20177 MONTEREY DRIVE
MUSKEGO WI 52150

QOT-80

AUREL BEZAT
DANIELA BEZAT

234 N PARK STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53190

TR-4,5,6,6A

T WHITEWATER STREET

RESTAURANT
111 W WHITEWATER ST
WHITEWATER WI 53190

WUP-258

LAKELAND PROPERTY MANAGER
W312 88003 MOCCASIN TRAIL
WHITEWATER WI 53190

OT-2
CBP PROPERTIES
P.O. BOX 528

WHITEWATER, WI £31%0

CT-3A, 0T-10,11,12
W JOS KETTERHAGEN JR
117 N FIRST STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53180

QT-6

MIKNNA, LLC

N6927 GREENLEAF COURT
BLEKHORN, WI 53121

OT-9

WERNER KETTERHAGEN JR
MARY E KETTERHAGEN
1230 W SATINWOOD LANE
WHITEWATER WI 53190

CcT-14

FIRST & MAIN COF
WHITEWATER

5292 S FRANKLIN STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53120

QT-78

RUSSELL R WALTON

KIM A WALTON

1005 W MAIN STREET,STE C
WHITEWATER WI 531920

OT-81,82,83

TRIPLE J PROPERTIES LLC
543 A J ALLEN CIRCLE
WALES, WI 53183

WUP-321A

STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
MADISON WI 53702

OT-84

BULLDCG INVESTMENTS, LLr
N&6327 GREENLEAF CCURTT

ELKHORN, WI 53121

OT-4

JOHN & KIMBERLY GELLETT

745 WALKER WAY

EDGERTON, WI 53534

OT'-7

WOKES LLC

647 S WISCONSIN
WHITEWATER WI 53190

0T-13,24, TR-1,2,3
WUP-256, 257, 2578
CITY OF WHITEWATER

0T-76

141 W MAIN STREET
N1103 PECHOUS LANE
WHITEWATER WI 53190

oT-72

LAKEVIEW CENTER, LLC
147 W MAIN STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53190

0T-85, 86

WALTON DISTRIBUTING LLC

1005 W MAIN STREET
WHITEWATER WI 53190

WUP-257A
DONNA JOANNE HENRY

347 S JANESVILLE STREET

WHITEWATER WI 53190

TR-8

WISCONSIN DAIRY SUPPLY

P.C. BOX 239

WHITEWATER, WI 531350




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

CITY OF WHITEWATER
PLAN REVIEW APPLICATION PROCEDURE

L. File the application with the Code Enforcement Director’s Office at least-;&{;g
weeks prior to the meeting. $100.00 fee. Filedon "7 — 2~/C

2. Agenda Published in Official Newspaper on _ &5 —~0

3. Notices of the public review mailed to property owners on T~ 37-/0

4. Plan Commission holds the public reviewon & — - /0
They will hear comments of the Petitioner and comments of property owners.
Comments may be made in person or in writing. -

5. . Atthe conclusion of the public review, the Plan Commission makes a
decision.

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING APPLICATION.

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

Twenty complete sets of all plans should be submitted. All plans should be drawn to a scale
of not less than 50 feet to the inch; represent actual existing and proposed site conditions in
detail; and indicate the name, address, and phone number of the applicant, land owner,
architect, engineer, landscape designer, contractot, or others responsible for preparation. It
is often possible and desirable to include two ot mote of the above 8 plans on one map. The
Zoning Administrator or Plan and Architectural Review Commission may request mote
infotmation, or may teduce the submittal requiretnents. If any of the above 10 plans is not
submitted, the applicant should provide a written explanation of why it'is not submitted.




SITE PLAN SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

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

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

Address of Project _ /3 1 L) Mas f/f\.w L? L//\’ "JL&:: La !% Z/I_

Zoning of Property 7)o pe- 84

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

2. Natural Features Inventory Map, showing the existing limits of all water bodies, wetlands,
floodplains, existing trees with trunks more than 4 inches in diameter, and any other
exceptional natural resource features on all or part of the site.

3. Landscape Plan, prepared by a professional, and showing an overhead view of all proposed R
landscaping and existing landscaping to remain. The species, size at time of planting, and ‘
mature size should be indicated for all plantings. Areas to be left in green space should be
clearly delineated. The Plan Commission encourages compliance with its adopted
landscaping guidelines, available from the Zoning Department.

4. Grading and drainage plan, meeting the City’s stormwater management ordinance if
required. The plan should show existing and proposed surface elevations on the site at two
foot intervals or less, and proposed stormwater management improvements, such as
detention/retention facilities where required. Stormwater calculations may be required.

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

6. Building elevations, showing the dimensions, colors, and materials used on all sides of the
building. The Plan Commission encourages variety and creativity in building colors and ;
architectural styles, while respecting the character of the surrounding neighborhood.

7. Sign plan, meeting the City’s sign ordinance, and showing the location, height, dimensions, ]
colot, materials, lighting and copy area of all signage. i

8. Lighting plan, meeting the City’s lighting ordinance, and showing the location, height, type,
orientation, and power of all proposed outdoor lighting—both on poles and on bu1ld1ngs Cut
sheets and photometric plans may be required for larger projects. :



9. Floor plap which shows:

A. The size and locations of:
1) Rooms;
2) Doars;
3) Windows;

4) Structural features - size, height and thickness of wood,

concrete and/or masonry construction; .

5) Exit passageways (hallways) and stairs (including

all stair dimensions - riser height, tread width,
headroom and handrail heights);
6) Plumbing fixtures (bathroom, kitchen, etc.) -
lavatory, water closet, water heater, softener,

7) Chimney(s) - include also the type of construction

(masonry or factory built);

8) Heating equipment;

9 Cooling equipment (central air conditioning, if
provided);

10)  Aftic and crawl space access; and
11)  Fire separation between dwelling and garage.
12)  Electrical service entrance/transformer location.

10.  Elevation drawings which show:
A. Information on exterior appearance (wood, stone, brick,
B. Indicate the location, size and configuration of doors,
chimneys and exterior grade level. i

C. Indicate color of Trim ,Siding -, Roofing .

D. Electrical service entrance/transformer location.

11.  Type of Project:

A. Single family;

B. Duplex;

C. Multifamily # units :
Condominium # units :
Sorority - # units X
Fraternity # units ;
Office/Store;

Industrial;
Parking lot # of stalls ;
Other;

QaEmg

stair  width,

efc.;

block, colors);
windows, roof



City of Whitewater
Application for Plan Review

IDENTIFICATION AND INFORMATION ON APPLICANT(S):

Applicant's Name: ¢ AN-LES B e eTT P up) dr—

Applicant’s Address: 4, T A FreronT
Phone# /73 231/

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

C BP PaoPepliss LLC
Street address of propcrty:' / 32 I, MX.’/'{\)

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

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

Nanze of Individual:
Name of Firm:
Office Address:
Phone:
Name of Contractor: /<< =i /& G- MOS8 K/
)
Has either the applicant or the owner had any vadances issued to them, on aay property? - YES NO

If YES, please indicate the type of variance issued and indicate whether conditions have been complied with.

EXISTING AND PROPOSED USES:

Current Land Use;

Principal Use: 70, r;l/-»’ts € Lo Al e (ihgne s xfyjﬂ-g-_.f

Accessory or Secondary Uses:

Proposed Use
SH s

MNo. of occupants proposed to be accomodated:

Mo. of emiployees:

Zoning District in which property is located:

Section of City Zoning Ordinance that identifies the proposed land use in the Zoning District in which the property is
located:




B PLANS TO ACCOMPANY APPLICATION

Applications for permits shall be accompanied by drawings of the proposed work, drawn to scale, showing, when necessary,
floor plans, sections, elevations, 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 2 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 2ll proposed new construction and the relation to other existing or proposed buildings or structures
ot the same lot, and other buildings or structures on adjoining property within 15 feet of the property lings. In the case of

demolition, the plot plan shall show the buildings or structures to be demolished and the buildings or structures on the same
Lot that are to remain.

STANDARDS
STANDARD APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION

A. The proposed structure,

addition, alteration or use will fg

meet the minimum standacds

of thi title for the district in

which it is located;
B. The proposed development

will be consistent with the 17 & j

adopled city master plan;

C. The proposed development
will be compatible with and Y,
preserve the important natural i
featuras of the site;

D. The proposed use will not
create a nuisance for Ire
neighboring uses, or unduly /f, ’/’ﬁ
reduce the values of an
adjoining property;




STANDARD

APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION

E. The proposed development

will not create traffic
circulation or parking
probiems;

Ot G ES JSTHIY &

The mass, volume,
architeciural features,
materials and/or setback of
proposed structures, additions
or alterations will appear to be
compatible with existing
buildings in the immediate
area;

st

Landmark structures on the
National Register of Historic
Places will be recognizad as
products of their own time.
Alterations whick have no
historical basis will not be
permitted;

%

H.

The proposed structure,
addition or alteration will not
substantially reduce the
availability of sunlight or
sclar access on adjoining
properties,

LR




CONDITIONS

The City of Whitewater Zoning Ordinance authorizes the Plan Commission to place conditions on approved uses,
Corditions can deal with the poinls listed below (Section 19.63.080). Be aware that there may be discussion at the Plan
Commission in regard to placement of such conditions upon your property. You may wish to supply pertinent information,

“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 imay be required by the Plan and Architectural Review Commission upon its fi ndmg that thess are necessary to
fulfill the puepose and intent of this Ordinance,

“Plan Review” may be subject to time limits or requirements for periodic reviews where such requlrements relate to review

/f/‘gé 4/?/

Applicant’s Slgnature MDate /

APPLICATION FEES:

Fee for Plan Review Application: 3100
Date Application Fee Received by City />0 Receipt No, é 00 8723

Received by OV[ Zei;fw,f

T0 BE COMPLETED BY CODE ENFORCEMENT/ZONING OFFICE: -

Date notice sent to owners of record of opposite & abutting properties:
Drate set for public review befare Plan & Architectural Review Board:

ACTION TAKEN:
Plan Review; Granted Not Granted by Plan & Architectural Review Commission.

CONDITIONS PLACED UPON PERMIT BY PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION:

Signaturs of Plan Commission Chairman Date




AGREEMENT OF SERVICES

REIMBURSABLE BY THE PETITIONER/APPLICANT. The City may retain the
services of professional consultants (including planners, engineers, 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 Common Council. The submittal of a development proposal application or
petitiont by a Petitioner shall be construed as an agreement to pay for such professional
review services applicable to the proposal. The City may apply the charges for these
services to the Petitioner 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
fotlowing form as a prerequisite to the processing ofthe proposed application
(Architectural Review,B.Z.A, Planning, Zoning Change):

, the applicant/petitioner for

(Owner’s Name):

, dated: )

Phone #

-, tax key #(s) ,

Agrees that in addition to those normal costs payable by an applicant/petitioner (e.g.
filing or permit fees, publication expenses, recording fees, eic.), that in the event the
action applied or petitioned for requires the City of Whitewater, 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 day of

, 200 .

Dew ot s

(Signature of Applicant/Petitioner)

(Printed Name of Applicant/Petitioner)

(Siénature of Owner of Propetty & Date

Signed)

(Printed Name of Owner of Property
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P . " - FERMIT ND.,
.| Forinspections: City of Whitewater |
v Call Il - -
(262) A73-0540 ext. 244 Wisconsin Uniform '
I
{ - - -
| Permit Application PARCEL N, |
i‘ H
| |
| PROJECT LOCATION [ JCONSTRUGTION [Jwvac [Jetee [dsien [ zoning :
| Building Address Phone Lot No, Block No,
:
i k No. /3 2— lDirectionLLj |Slreet Nams /ﬁﬂ/ﬁ) lTVF‘E ISUHE Na. ‘f; 3‘.2? //
2 Zoning Cistrict Lot Ares I'Front Rear Lot Right
: . Setbacks|
‘ sq. i, | fl fl. ft. ft.
| Conlractor's License/Certificate # i
| PERMIT REQUESTED _
i 1/4 /4 Section T N R E {or} W :
i ’{A Contracjor's Nams Mailing Address Phone {
| zgé W) & ssid N 3BY CO. RD AW £3/9D FI0-223~ 7490
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‘ A éﬂffﬁ) e Z( )06 o jz‘? WA AU& %‘.' —_— Z‘// {j/? & | [] Tenant Project [] City Praject
I T
H { HOJECT 3.ELECTRICAL 4. HVAC 5. ENERGY SOURCES
Enew CRepair ﬂ L Entrance Panel O Foreed Air Fusl Space Htg. Water Hig.
Residential i
ﬂAIteratlon [raze " it ? g::g_ﬁamp O Hot water LP Qas [l 0
i ] Addition [Move Res. Units_ Mo g ] Heat Pump Nal. Gas 0 O
| Clcomtination CIFoundaticn OInen-Residantial naergroun O steam cr Vapor Fuel Ol | 0
; (Al & Add'n.)  [IZoning Only U Ovarhead | [ Central Air Condtioning Fleci 0 &
Onen-Permanent  ClChange of Use 6. CONST.TYPE 7. FOLUNDATION [ other, actric g 0
(Tenls, atc.) [ site Constructed | LI Conerate 8. PLUMBING Woaod 0
9. AREA (Qutslde Dimension) I Manufactured O masonry Sewer Solar d
Basements_ _  sq.fit, ETreated Wood [ Municipal Caal | [_]_
‘ {below grade foors) 10. STOngsd Other_____ (] Septic - Permit No.___ 12, WATER
Usahia Area sq. it O {Abovs Grade} 11. USE (Res.) 13. RES. UNITS Added or Deleted Orrivate Utility DMuniclpaI Uility [Clon-sita Well & Pump
{grade floor and above) -Stery [ Seasanal T — 114, BEAT LOSS (Calculated) ‘
Garage sq. ft DE—Slory [ Permanent Family (s} — | Enveiope BTWHR ;
%o 5 My Gondominium {s) P i
TOTAL aq. ft. Oother______ {}ital. Motel, Dorm. infiltyation BTUHA !
15, CLASS OF CONTRUCTION 16. TYPE OF USE (Nen-Residential) 17 PRIEFLY DESCRIBE PROJECT;
£11. Fire Resistive Type A L Amusement, Recr. I 7T warehouse 2l Lxt Lo STaiS Fu Regseluitet ;
2 Fire Resistive Type B O chureh, Religicus I [ Restaurart/Tavern ] o ,
[J 3. Metal Frame - Protected l Industriat I O Educational Ard e Pia & /L, READ P i
[J 4. Heavy Timber [ Parking Garage, Lots | T Pubtis Utility g " i
' SAaTed Tel £ sen. Freyb .
L1 5a, Ext. Masanty - Protected [ Servige Station, | LT Other Non-Res. Buildings e Facebe |
[ 5b.Ext. Masonry - Unprotected Repair Garage I TJ Non-Buildings {Tanks, !
35, Metal frame - Unprotected O Hospital, Instl. | Swimming Pools, slc. i
17, wood Frame - Protected I Office, Bank, Prof, I £ Attached Garage |
[ a. wood Frame - Unprotected [ stores, Marcantils I [ Detached Garage '
NOTE: Inspections are required for the following: all foolings betora pouring, Electrical, Insulation and(] 1BYESTIMATED COST: .
Heating Systems befors they ars coverad and Occupancy Inspection is needed balore cecupying structure. 5? 3 ﬁd ﬁf 4,; _{ f.Ye] i
The applicant agrees to comply with the Wisconsin Building Codes and other Municipal-Qedlir i the conditions of this permit; understands thal the issuance of the i
permlt creates no fegal liability, express cr Imelied, on lhe Degautmant or Mynicipality; and fad jnformaticn is accurate. !
IGNATURE OF APPLICANT o~ wre (0 Iy |
7 !
20. FEES 21. CONDlTIONg OF APPROVAL This perﬁ% issued pursuant to the following conéftions. éailure lo comply may rasult in
Construction suspension o revacation of this permit or cther penalty. |
Zoning. |
Electrical... .o i § !
Heating - i
S % }
Double Fee.............. $
{for work started
withoul permil)
Raze/Wrecking ......... §
Parking ......... i O v Issi
APPROVALS ZOI‘IIi"Tg . ) A s 8 No Landmarlfs Commission  L]Yes Cne
CooUPancY. ..o 5 oy Architect or Professional Engineer Yas 1 Na C-4 Exterior Approval [ Yes e i
OB e B ) State of Wisconsin Oves  [Ino Plan Board Oves  [na ]
TOTAL... S 23. PERMIT(S) ISSUED WISCONSIN UNIFORM 24, PERMIT ISSUED BY \
Vousher No. ... $ Construction PERMIT SEAL # Gily of Whitewater #64-291 & ¥28-292
HVAC NAME
22, FEE GROUP Electrical Moo Dy g Year :
sign DATE ISSUED {
Zoning CERT, NO. '

WHITE - Issuing Jurisdiction YELLCW - Assessor FiNK - Inspecior GOLOENRQOD - Owner/Agent



BUILDING PERMIT CHECKLIST

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

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

Address of Project /jl L‘) Wﬂlp)

Zoning of Property

1.

(=)}

Site Plan, including the location and dimensions of all
huildings, parking, loading, wvehicle and pedestrian circulation,
signs, walls, fences, other structures, outdoor storage areas,
mechanicals, and dumpsters. BAdjacent streets and uses and
methods for screening parking, lcading, storage, mechanical, and
dumpster areas should be shown. Statistics on lot area, green
space percentage, and housing density should be provided. The
Plan Commission encourages compliance with its adopted parking
lot curbing policy.

. Natural Features Inventory Map, showing the existing limits of

all water bodies, wetlands, flocdplains, existing trees with
trunks more than 4 inches 1n diameter, and any other excepticnal
natural resocurce features on all or part of the site.

. Landscape Plan, prepared by a professional, and showing an

overhead view of all proposed landscaping and existing
landscaping to remain. The species, size at time of planting,
and mature size shculd be indicated for all plantings. Areas to
be left in green space should be clearly delineated. The Plan
Commission encourages compliance with its adopted landscaping
guidelines, available from the Zoning Department.

. Grading and drainage plan, meeting the City’s stormwater

management ordinance if required. The plan should show existing
and proposed surface elevations on the site at two foot
intervals or less, and proposed stormwater management
improvements, such as detention/retention facilities where
regquired. Stormwater calculations may be required.

. Utilities plan, showing locations and sizes of existing and

proposed connections to sanitary sewer, water, and storm sewer
lines, aleng with required easements. Sampling manholes may be
required for sanitary sewer. The City's noise ordinance must be
met.

. Building elevations, showing the dimensions, colors, and

materials used on all sides of the building. The Plan
Commission encourages variety and creativity in building colors
and architectural styles, while respecting the character of the
surrounding neighborhood.




7.

10.

11,

Sign plan, meeting the City’s sign ordinance, and shcowing the
location, height, dimensions, coclor, materials, lighting and
copy area of all signage.

. Lighting plan, meeting the City’s lighting ordinance, and showing

the locaticn, height, type, orientation, and power of all

proposed outdoor lighting—both on poles and on buildings. Cut
sheets and photometric plans may be required for larger
projects.

Floor plan which shows:

A. The size and locations of:
1) Rooms;
2) Doors;
3) Windows;
41 Structural features - size, height and thickness of
wood, concrete and/or masonry construction;
5) Exit passageways (hallways) and stairs (including

all stair dimensicns - riser height, tread width,
stair width, headroom and handrail heights);

6) Plumbing fixtures (bathroom, kitchen, etc.) -

lavatory, water closet, water heater, softener,

etc.?;

7) Chimney{s) - include also the type of construction

{masonry or factory built):

8) Heating equipment;

9) Cooling equipnent (central air conditioning, if
provided) ;

10) Attic and crawl space access; and

11) Fire separation between dwelling and garage.

12}  Electrical service entrance/transformer location.

Elevation drawings which show:

A. Information on exterior appearance (wood, stone, brick,
block, colors);

B. Indicate the locaticn, size and configuration of doors,
windows, roof chimneys and exterior grade level.

o Indicate coler of Trim . Siding , Roofing

D. Electrical service sntrance/transformer locaticon.

Type of Project:

Single family;
uplex;

Multifamily # units
Condominium # units
Sorority # units
Fraternity # units
Office/Store;
Industrial;

Parking lot # of stalls ;
Qther;

(@R velir)

e e N wa

Gymm g




12. License/Contractor
Architect ‘ Registration# Address

Builder

Electrical

Fire Protecticn

Heating

Plumbing

Parking

Landscaping

Total value of complete project §

Owners Name: (/, //? P{J{Jé L‘L,»—n szl 1E S

Address: ?O’J ﬂﬂ/tf{.s,ﬂt/\_ff.éé

LI bt (55050
Phone: Work é/’7i2 ;LEE/(

Variance Needed

Home A/os & Conditional Use Needed

Signature /”f/#::;

Date /,/%;;fb

Phone

Est.Cost
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Jane Wegner

From: Megan MacGlashan [mmacglashan@vandewalle.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 4:54 PM

To: Jane Wegner

Subject: FW: Main Street

Hi Jane,

Piease include this email correspondence in the packets for the August 9% Plan Cemmissian maeting related to agenda
item #6 (132 W, Main Street alterations),

We have reviewed the applicant’s proposal to make exterior alterations to his building at 132 W. Main Street. We
understand the applicant is not receiving grant money for this project and, therefore, this proposal does not require
review by the Downtown Design Review Committee.

Generally, we feel the applicant’s proposal to instalt white aluminum siding to the bottom half of the building to match
the siding that is alrezdy located on the top half of the building is appropriate for this property. We understand the
applicant currently has a significant number of signs located in the first floor windows of the bullding, inconsistent with
the City’s sign ordinance. We feel that In an attempt to generally upgrade the appearance of this property, the applicant
should adjust the amount of signage in the window to be consistent with the City’s ordinance {no greater than 1/3 of the
window area can be covered),

We recomimend the Plan Commission approve the exterior alterations subject to the following conditions:

1. The new siding shall match the existing siding on the top half of the front building facade in terms of color,
material, and width.

2. If the applicant is granted funds from Downtown Whitewater to complete this project, he shall be required to
seek approval from the Downtown Design Review Committee before beginning the exterior alterations.
3. The applicant shall bring all window signage into conformance with the City’s sign ordinance (i.e. no more than

1/3 of the total window area shall be covered with signs).

Megan MacGlashan, AICP
Associate Planner

Growth Management Team
VoANDEWALLE & ASSOCIATES [HC.
shoping places, shaping change
120 Earst Lokasichs Strast

P Box 2590734

rahison, Wi 537259034

A3 255 3988
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City of Cai—o

\WHITEWATER

Neighborhood Services + Code Enforcement / Zoning and Depariment of Public Works
312 W. Whitewater Street/ P.O. Box 178, Whitewater, W 53190
(262} 473-0540 » Fax (262) 473-0549
www.ci.whitewater.wi.us

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 9th day of August 2010 at 6:00 p.m. to
hold a public hearing for consideration of an amendment to the Conditicnal Use
Permit to include a “Class B” Liquor License (to be transferred from the Sweetspot to
John CbrdiO) to serve beer and liquor at 617 E. Milwaukee Street (Beer Here) and for
creation of an outdoor café.

The proposal is on file in the office of the Zoning Administrator at 312 W,
Whitewater Street and is open to public inspection during office hours Monday through
Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.

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

PROPOSED PROJECT MAY BE SUBMITTED IN PERSON OR IN WRITING.

-

Bruce Parker, Zoning Administrator

For information, call (262) 473-0540




A1274-1, A4231-1, ES-9A

FRAWLEY ENTERPRISES WHITEWATER
FO BOX 630

WHITEWATER WI 53180

/A288100002

JOHN A CORDIO

2701 N. SCHARINE RD
WHITEWATER WI153190

/ES 00017

DAVE W & KARI A REYNOLDS
N38& COLD SPRING RD
WHITEWATER WI 53190

/ES 00018

RUSSELL G & SANDRA X ASBURY
638 E. CLAY ST

WHITEWATER Wi 53190

ES-24, ES-24A, ES-24B
MARY LYNN LABELLE TRUST
558 E CLAY ST
WHITEWATER W 53150

/WUP 00321A

STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATICON
MADISON W1 53702

/A127400002

PATRICK M FLEMING
PO BOX 215
WHITEWATER W1 53180

/A288100003

STEPHEN W GODFREY
N7599 LARRYS RD
WHITEWATER W1 53190

JES 00018

FRANK CORDIO, JR

222 'S. ESTERLY ST
WHITEWATER W1 53190

/ES 00022

JOHN TODD & ALICIA MARY ENGLEMAN
2647 N 4203RD RD

SHERIDAN IL 60551

/ES 00035A

HARTMANN ENTERPRISES LLC
336 INDIAN MOUND PKWY
WHITEWATER Wi 53150

/288100001

DENNIS C & JUDY A FERO

425 5. PRINCE ST
WHITEWATER W1 53190

/ES 00009
BONITA J VEIUM

233 5. ESTERLY ST
WHITEWATER W1 53190

/ES 00018A

BLANCA RODRIGUEZ
512 E NORTH ST
WRITEWATER W! 53190

/ES 00023

ALLAN T & SHERYL A STARK

578 E CLAY ST
WHITEWATER WI 53150

/ES 0Q0036A

GARY MICKELSON

545 E. MILWAUKEE ST
WHITEWATER WI 53150

617 E MILWAUKEE



CA1274-2

OCCUPANT

214 S NEWCOMB ST
WHITEWATER, W] 53150

ES-18A

OCCUPANT

222 ESTERLY ST
WHITEWATER, Wl 53180

A2881-3

CCCUPANT

212 ESTERLY ST
WHITEWATER, WI 53150

ES-22

OCCUPANT

622 CLAY ST
WHITEWATER, Wi 53190

A2881-3

OCCUPANT

214 ESTERLY ST
WHITEWATER, W! 53190

ES-36A

CHUCK'S TATOO

545 E MILWAUKEE ST
WHITEWATER, Wt 531390




NOTICE:  The Plan Commission meetings are scheduled on the 2nd Monday of
the menth. All complete plans muast be in by 9:00 a.m. four weeks prior to the
meeting. If not, the item will be placed on the next available Plan Commission
meeting,

CITY OF WHITEWATER
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION PROCEDURE

L. File the application with the Code Enforcement Director’s Office at least four
weeks prior to the meeting. $100.00 fee. Filedon 7= /&-—/0

2. Class 1 Notice published in Official Newspaperon '/ = 29—~ ¢

3. Notices of the Public Hearing mailed to property owners on V2772,

4. Plan Commission holds the PUBLIC HEARING on & =9 — /¢
They will hear comments of the Petitioner and comments of property owners.
Comments may be made in person or in writing.

5. At the conclusion of the Public Hearing, the Plan Commission makes a
decision.

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING APPLICATION.

Refer to Chapter 19.66 of the City of Whitewater Municipal Code of
Ordinances, entitied CONDITIONAL USES, for more information on the application.

Twenty complete sets of all plans should be submitted. All plans should be drawn to a scale
of not less than 50 feet to the inch; represent actual existing and proposed site conditions in
detail; and indicate the name, address, and phone numbes of the applicant, land owner,
architect, engineer, landscape designer, contractor, or others responsible for preparaton. It
is often possible and desirable to include two or more of the above 8 plans on one map. The
Zoning Administrator ot Plan and Architectural Review Commission may request more
information, or may reduce the submittal requirements. If any of the above 10 plans is not
submitted, the applicant should provide a written explanation of why it is not submitted.




SITE PLAN SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

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

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

Address of Project &1 & L.,
Zoning of Property B

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

2. Natural Features Inventory Map, showing the existing limits of all water bodies, wetlands,
floodplains, existing trees with trunks more than 4 inches in diameter, and any other
exceptional natural resource features on all or part of the site.

ﬂ / Landsecape Plan, prepared by a professional, and showing an overhead view of all proposed
landscaplng and existing {andscaping to remain. The species, size at time of planting, and
mature size should be indicated for all plantings. Areas to be left in green space should be
clearly delineated. The Plan Commission encourages compliance with its adopted
landscaping guidelines, avaifable from the Zoning Department.

4. Grading and drainage plan, meeting the City’s stormwater management ordinance if
required. The plan should show existing and proposed surface elevations on the site at two
foot intervals or less, and proposed stormwater management improvements, such as
detention/retention facilities where required. Stormwater calculations may be required.

5. Utilities plan, showing locations and sizes of existing and proposed connections to sanitary
sewer, water, and storm sewer lines, along with required easements. Sampling manholes
/w-zjway be required for sanitary sewer. The City’s noise ordinance must be met.

\/ 6.)/Building elevations, showing the dimensions, colors, and materials used on all sides of the
building. The Plan Commission encourages variety and creativity in building colors and
architectural styles, while respecting the character of the swrrounding neighborhood.

7. Sign plan, meeting the City’s sign ordinance, and showing the location, height, dimensions,

e \\co}or materials, lighting and copy area of all signage.
z/’ ;

g §;v/ Lighting plan, mecting the City’s lighting ordinance, and showing the location, height, type,
T orientation, and power of all proposed outdoor lighting-—both on poles and on buildings. Cut
sheets and photometric plans may be required for larger projects.



/"/N\\L
\5 /} Floor plan which shows:

A. The size and locations of:
1) Rooms;
2) Doors;
3) Windows;

4) Structural features - size, height and thickness of wood,
concrete and/or masonry construction;
5) Exit passageways (hallways) and stairs (including
all stair dimensions - riser height, tread width, stair width,
headroom and handrail heights);
6) Plumbing fixtures (bathroom, kitchen, etc.) -

lavatory, water closet, water heater, softener, etc.;
7} Chimney(s) - include also the type of construction
(masonry or factory built);
3) Heating equipment,
9) Cooling equipment (central air conditioning, if
provided);

10)  Attic and crawl space access; and
11}  Fire separation between dwelling and garage.
12)  Electrical service entrance/transformer location.

10.  Elevation drawings which show:
A. Information on exterior appearance (wood, stone, brick, block, colors);
B. Indicate the location, size and configuration of doors, windows, roof
chimneys and exterior grade level.
C. Indicate color of Trim , Siding , Roofing .
D. Electrical service entrance/transformer location.

11.  Type of Project:
A. Single family;
B.  Duplex; f
C. Multifamily # units ; i
Condominium # units :
Sorority # units ;
Fraternity # uniis ;

D. Office/Store;

E. Industrial;

F. Parking Jot # of stalls
G. Other,

tepeel 1w ﬁ(‘fi}!l/w,ﬂz‘é, /D/I:;,zxfc %ﬁ-g/{f:‘j/p@i) LL'I)
Lo . - : CriopCE |

e




City of Whitewater
Application for Conditional Use Permit

IDENTIFICATION AND INFORMATION ON APPLICANT(S):

Applicant’s Name:_ Vobas (e rellio

Applicant's Address: 275 / (0. Se bapipe D o IS s AT A

Phone# 222, & &£F OIEX

Owner of S:te accordin (g ent pmpezty tax records (as of the date of the apphcauon)
ﬂ A

Street address of property: Cf;j") & WUCQ) G+

Legal Description (Name of Subdivision, Block and Lot or other Legal Descn‘ptjnn):
Lot 2 Wb D5y pol LS i .S Apsr K0

2 Se . See H OTHN  BRe” 1578 % M”

o G2 ) TAL X/E@’ JA258/ 0600 9

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

Name of Individual:
Name of Firm;
" Office Address:
_ Phone:
Name of Contractor: ST [ na S
Has either the applicant or the owner had any variances issued to them, on any property? YES NO

IFYES, please indicate the type of variance issued and indicate whether conditions have been complied with.

EXTSTING AND FROPOSED USKES:

Current Land Use:
Principal Use: E M{\

Accessory or Secondary Uses: NS

o Proposed Use (Describe need for conditional use): _ _
The Lo a simd  feoppln Sty 45 Swaklis

'jk@,f- ALISr  fopi D / e A Serm e Reen. v Lann!

T N e R T i des A Diiw g pref < iNE

/MfaZ¢,//a BE  F i A L el AL A A

et S S ue }*\&3”}"’ "f/i%’—ﬂ:fs”@?‘?’lm 5 A L e R i g

Stedim 5}50# tn  BeEiA-pfene (L7 £ s 57

No. of occupants proposed to be accomodated: /& — 20
No. of employees: Z
Zoning District in which property is located: K / '

Section of City Zoning Ordinance that identifies the proposed land use as a Conditional Use in the Zoning District in which
the property is located:




A; That the establishment,

maintenance, ot operation of
the Conditional Use will not
create a nuisance for
neighboring uses or
substantially veduces valug of
other property.

%ﬁg Cord -3 ?.mmz’%' ,i‘:gr Bar”
g, Lﬁg"?ﬁ/fv’ ~F o KW—,@!D f:g;)’/ ﬁ;mg;é;}v
Bt g ls0 éﬂ’—w‘ﬂfﬁ 73ETR_ + oo

That utilities, access roads,
parking, drainage,
landscaping, and other
necessaty site improvements

. are being provided.

sl wod BE  sFAfn

That the conditional use
cenforms to ail applicable
regulations of the district in
which it is located, unjess
otherwise specifically
exempted in this ordinance.

Coow o S

That the conditional use
conforms to the purpose and
intent of the City Master Plan.

(onrerms




CONDITIONS

/ Applicant's Signature Date

APPLICATION FEES:

Fee far Conditional Use Application; $100
Date Application Fee Received by City 210 Receipt No, (. 0 £73 7

Recetved by, ;’2 ézﬁj}-ﬁ"ué’k

TO BE COMPLETED BY CODE ENFORCEMENT/ZONING OFFICE:

Date notice sent to owners of record of opposite & abutting properties; "7 — &7 /2
Date set for public hearing before Plan & Architectural Review Board: & —&G — /¢

ACTION TAKEN:
Condifional Use Permit: Granted Not Granted by Plan & Architectural Review Commission_.
CONBITIONS PLACED UPON PERMIT BY PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION:

Signature of Plan Commission Chainman Dafe




AGREEMENT OF SERVICES

REIMBURSABLE BY THE PETITIONER/APPLICANT. The City may retain the
services of professional consultants (including planners, engineers, architects, attormeys,
environmental specialists, recreation specialists, and other experts) to assist in the City’s
review of g proposal coming before the Plan Commission, Board of Zoning Appeals
and/or Common Council. The submittal of a development proposal application or
petition by a Petitioner shall be construed as an agreement to pay for such professional
review services applicable to the proposal. The City may apply the charges for these
services to the Petitioner 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 application
(Architectural Review,B.Z.A., Planning, Zoning Change):

» the applicant/petitioner for

{Owner’s Name): , dated: ,

Phone # L tax key #(s) ,

Agrees that in addition {o those normal costs payable by an applicant/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 Whitewater, 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 day of ,200 .

(Signature of Applicant/Petitioner)

(Printed Name of Applicant/Petitioner)

(Signature of Owner of Property & Date

Signed)

(Printed Name of Owner of Property
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WHITEWATER

Neighborhood Servicas + Code Enforcement / Zoning and Department of Public Works
312 W. Whitewater Street / P.O. Box 178, Whitewater, Wi 53190
(262) 473-0540 « Fax (262) 473-0549
www.cl.whitewater.wi.us

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 Sth day of August, 2010 at 6:00 p.m. for a
conceptual review of the proposed private student apartment building to be located at
234 N, Prince Street for United Group of Companies.

The proposal is on file in the office of the Zoning Administrator at 312 W,
Whitewater Street and is open to public inspection during office hours Monday through
Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.

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

PROPOSED PROJECT MAY BE SUBMITTED IN PERSON OR IN WRITING.

For information, call (262) 473-0540

Bruce Parker, Zoning Administrator




/BH -7

CHASE J KINCAID

2028 STATE RD 106
PALMYRA , Wi 53156

/BH 00010

OTTO'S HOUSING LLC
W1581 ISLAND RD
PALMYRA , W1 53156

/WUP-150A, 177,177A ,182A
DLK ENTERPRISES INC

PO BOX 238
WHITEWATER, Wi 53150

/WUP 00176

JOSEPH VULTAGGIO

N9121 OLD COUNTY ROAD "P"
WHITEWATER, Wi531590

/WUP 00178A

JIMMY C & SHERRY J HOFER
1018 W. FLORENCE ST.
WHITEWATER, WI53190

fwup 00181,182

DALE N & GAYLE M STETTLER TRUST
PO BOX 657

WHITEWATER, Wt 53190

/WUP 00183B

KACHEL LP 1042 WEST FLORENCE
PO BOX 239

WHITEWATER, Wi53190

234 N PRINCE
/BH-8
LUIS RAMIREZ, JR
ESTELA RAMIREZ
156 N LINDSEY CT
WHITEWATER, W 53190

JWUP-132A-138E 140,141,144

UW-WHITEWATER PLANNING DEPT,

800 W MAIN STREET
WHITEWATER, Wl 53190

/WUP 00172B

JOAN M GROSINSKE

1019 W. FLORENCE ST
WHITEWATER, Wl 53190

/WUP 00177A

DLK ENTERPRISES INC

PO BOX 239
WHITEWATER, Wl 53150

/WUP 00178B

JOHN ! TINCHER

N1190 CORD N
WHITEWATER, WI53190

JWUP -179,183H, 183,184
WHITEWATER DEVELOPMENT LLC
P. 0. BOX 239

WHITEWATER , Wl 53190

/WUP 00183K

CAROL A CARSON

307 CHURCH ST

MINERAL POINT, W1 53565

/BH-8

ROLLAND P SCHLIEVE

435 W STARIN #102D
WHITEWATER, Wl 53190

JWUP 00150,180,181A,183C,1830,183E
WHITEWATER ESTATES LTR/John Daniels
C/O Tincher Reaity

532 W Main Street

WHITEWATER , W| 53190

JWUP 00172C

AARON NELSON, JESSE DALISKY
7613 MAGNOLIA TR

CHERRY VALLEY, IL 61016

/WUP 00178

SO. WIS. DIST LUTHERAN
CHURCH MO. SYNOD
8100 W. CAPITOL
MILWAUKEE, W 53222

JWUP 00178C
RICHARD D VULTAGGIO
P.0.BOX 29
WHITEWATER, WI53150

/WUP 00183

JEFFREY D THATCHER
1050 W. FLORENCE ST
WHITEWATER, WI 53190




NOTICE:  The Plan Commisslon meetings ave scheduled ¢n the 20d Monday of
pach month. All completed plans must be in by 4:30 pan, four weoks prior to the
stheduled meeting, X nof, the item will be placed on the next available Plan
Commission meeting agenda,

CITY OF WHITEWATER
PLAN REVIEW APPLICATION FROCEDURE

1. File ths application with the Cods Enforcement Diregtor's Offios at least two
weeks prior fo the meeting. $100.00 fee, Filed on _7- 28— ¢¢

2. Agenda Published in Official Newspaper an

3. Noticas of the public review mafled to pmperty owners on

4, Flan Commission holda the publio review on
‘They will hoax comments of the Petitioner and Comments ofpropcrty OWIETs,
Comments may be niade in person or In wniting,

g, Af the conclosion of the public review, the Plan Coramission makes a
decision,

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING APPLICATION.

Refer to Chapier 19,63 of the City of Whitewater Municipal Code of
Ordinances, entifled PLAN REVIEW, for more information ¢n the application.

Tweniy complete sets of a1l plans should be subtmitted. All plans should be dtawn to 4 acale
of nat less than 50 feet to the fock; teprosent actual exlsting and proposed site conditions fo
detail; and indicate the name, address, 2nd phone namber of the applicant, land oiwner,
architect, enpineer, landscape degignes, coniractor, or othets responsible for preparation. It
is often possible and desitabls to include two ot mote of ths above 8 plans on one tuap, The
Zeming Adeainistrator ox Plan and Atchitectussl Review Commission may request mote
information, ok may reduce the submittal requirements. If any of the above 10 plans i not
subinitted, the applicant should provide o wiitten explanation of why it is not subimitted.




STTE PLAN SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

Thiy chacklist must be complsted before making applleation for a City of Whitewater

Zoning/Building Pexmit, If not complets, the applcation will ba tetusned to the owner and will not
procead witi] all information and forms are complete,

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

Addvess of Project___ North Prince Street
Zoning ¢f Propay  R-3 Mulbti-Family

|8

Site Plan, including the location and dimensions of el buildings, parking, loading, veldcls
and pedestrian circulation, signs, walls, fences, other sirmotures, outdoot stotage atens,
mechanicals, and dumpsters. Adjacent streets and uses and methods for sorecning parking,
loading, storage, mechanical, and dumpster sreas should be shown, Statistics on lot ares,
geeen space percentage, and howsing density should be previded, The Plan Commission
encourages coinpliance with its adepted parking lot curbing policy.

Naiural Features Inventory Map, showing the sxisting limits of el water bodies, wetlands,
floodplatng, existing trees with tronks more than 4 inchey in digmeter, and any other
¢xseptional netural resoures features on. all or part of the she.

Landscape Flan, prepared by a professional, and showing an overhiead view of all proposed
landscaping and existing landscaping o remain, Tha species, size at time of planting, snd
mature gize should be indleatsd for all plantings. Areas to be left in grach spate should be
dlearly delfngatad. The Plat Commission sncovrages contpliance with iis adopted
landscaping gridelines, available from the Zoning Department.

Grading and drpinags plax, meéeling ths City's stommwater management ordinance if
required. The plan shonld show existing and yroposed sarfacs elavations on, the site at two
foot Intervals ot legs, and proposed stortowater manapement Improvements, such as
detention/retention facifities where required, Stormwater calonlations may be required,

Utilities plan, showing logations and sizes of exdsting and proposed conmsctions to sunitary
sewer Water, and storm sewer Hnes, along with required easaments. Satnpling manholos
may be requited for sanitary sewer. The City's noise ordinance must be met.

Building elevations, showing the dimensions, colors, and materials wsed or all sides of the
puilding, The Plan Commisglon encourapes variety and creatieity in tuilding colors and
architectoeal styles, while respecting the character of the sumovnding nelghborhood.

. Sign plau, meeting the City’s sign ordinance, and showing the location, height, dimensions,

colar, matenials, lghting and copy area of all signage.

Lighting plan, meeting the Cify’s lighting ordinance, and showing the locetion, height, type,
orientation, mnd power of 4ll proposed outdoor lighting—both on poles and on buildings. Cut
sheets and photometric plans may be wequived for larper projests,




B Fioor plan which shows:
A The siza and locations oft

D Rooms;
2} Doorg
3 Windowa,

4y Structwrsl features - size, height end thickness of wood,
concrete and/or masonry constmction;
5) Bxit passageways (hallwaye) and stairg (inchuding
all stair dimensions - risar helght, tread width, glair  width,
headroom. and hendrail heights);
Plumbing fixtures (bathroom, kitchen, etc.) -
lavatory, water closet, waier heater, softener, et
7 Chirmmey(s) - include also the type of construetion
(ransonty of factory built);
8) Heating aquipment;
9) Cooling equipment (central al conditioning, if

10)  Attle and craw] space access; and
11)  Fire separation between dwelling and garage.
12)  Bleotrical service entrance/transfortner location.

10,  Revation drawings which show:
A, Informoation on exterior appearance (waod, stone, brick, block, colors);
B. Indicate the location, size and configyration of doors, windows, youl
chirmeys and extexior grade level,
C. Indicate color of Trim ; Siding , Roofing .
D.  Electtigal servics entvance/itansformer location,

11 Typﬁ of Project:
Singls family;

B. Duplex;

C. Multifamily # units 173 Bed Skudent Apartment Complex
Condominivm # ynits I
Sorarity  #wnits ;
Fraternity # tirdts :
Office/Store,
Indnslial,
Patking lot # of stalls 93 :
Other;

e




City of Whitewstar
Applisation for Plan Review

Appllcant's Nams: Unlte Development, Brik SLerlensel -
Applicant’s Address; 1050 W Wr:.qhtwood Ave, Chlc_go, 1L 606l4
Thone#

{ Grwmor of Site, nooording to eurren! property tax racords (as of tha date of the applination)r

South Wiaconsin Pistrict Lutheran Church

Sireet addressofproperty: 234 North Prince Street

%g‘:}g%gj ﬂmggm X ofsub}l nglggmpk Md'];ﬁ\?r %ﬁ:g%gﬁl%&s&ﬂ}yh g‘:‘ Whitewatex, Walworth

Countyr

Agon! or Repreganlative assisting inthe Application (Boglnaer, Architeet, Altorney, sto.)

Mama of Individuet. Tom Schermerhorn

Hane of Fiern: Excel Engineering. Inc.

Offles Address; 100 Camelot Drive, Fond du Lac, WI 54935
Phome: 920-926-2800

Hame of Coniraetor: Catalyst Construction

Hauz either the applicans or the svmer liad aoy vatlanoed Jasned to them, on oy property! ‘YES NO
I YES, plenss indientn the type of varianios lsvued and indisate whethey conditions bave been-complied with,

)

BEXISTING AND PROPOSED TISIKS:

" No. af ocenpants proposed to be sccomadated:_ 173

t
Privclpal Use: Church and two res:.(alentlaywiots

Acoeatory or Besondary Usos:

mnmspps Roiide

Proposed Use
Student apartments e

1
WMo, of employses;

Zouing Disivlet In whieh prapecty Is losated; R-3

Seastlon of City Zoning Ordinanes that identifics (he proposed land vse in the 2oniog Digtrict in whieh the prapedy
{ocated;
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PLANE TOQ ACCOMPANY ARTLICATION

Applications for parmite shall ba recompantad by drawings of'the proposad work, drawn fo soals, showing, when nesessary,
floor plang, seotinng, elevations, strustuenl dotalls, computations and yiress diagrams 45 the bullding offlofal may equire,

T PLOT PLAN mi

When vequlred by the building offfclal, fhese sball be submilted & plot plan n & faten and alze designated by the building
official for ling permoansntly with the premit record, dravm to seale, with &1t dimension figures, showlng saenzatoly the
slze and exact locatioa of all propoasd nsw coustrustion aad the relation to o iher exigtiig ar proposed buildiogs or strachures
on the gemio ot and ether boildings er stucfuess on adfolning property within 13 fast of the propetty Hnes, In the aese of
demolitfon, the plot plan shall show the butldings o struotures to be demolished and the buildings or struoiirns on the same

lot that are to remaln,

STANDARDS

STANDARD T AFPLICANT'S BXELANATION ' B!

A, The pioposed structuys, iy ]
additlon, alieratlos orvse wifl | PS80 apartment building for students this project

meot the minimom sfandards | weets the requirements of R-3 zoning with the
of this tifls for the district in parking mesting the requirements for student

whichit Is located; housing.

B. deve t .
The proposed devclopmen The proposed development meets the intent of the

wAll be consisient with the
adopled afty wsder plan; comprehensive plan for higher density housing. The
Church property will have to be changed to align
with this.
C. The mopossd dsvelopnrent The proposged design will remove all existing

will be compatiblowith énd | 1,41dings and be developed to work with the

raserve e impottant natugaf .
];';atures of the :fit&; topography of the site.

D, The propasad usa will not The proposed uge will refiregh the neighborhood
sroate o milsancs for with a new facility and has already increased the

noighboring wes, o wrduly . . ) .
Tediton Uit valves of an value of the properties in the neigbborhood.

adjoining preparty;




' b n ey b P
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STANDARD APPLICANT'S BXPLANATION
E Tt ﬁ;g::g::;‘;}:‘fggpmm Thie should be minimal additiomal vehicle
3]
elreaintion or paridag traffic as this project is closer to the
problems; academic buildings on campus and will
encourage pedestrian traffic because of
the-proxinity .

¥, Themass, volume, Lo ) ,
srchitootaval Paaturas, The materials on the exterior of the build
materlals andfor setback of ing are resldential materials and resgpect
proposed sinuctorey, additions . .
orattartions will appearto be | the existing residences.
aotapeifile with existing
buildings 3o the Immediate
aras; :

'@, Landwak streoturcs on the
Matfonsl Regidter of Higtoris Does not app 1 y.
Plases will ba recognized ag
products of thejr own tine,
Alserations which have no
Tiatorisal busis will not be
permitied;

H, Theproposed elroturs, o

addition or ulisration will aot
suhstasllally redvcs the
syailability of ennlight ee
salur acoess o adjolning
propartios.

There will be no impact as the sky
exposure plane set back requirements have
been adhered to,

-




CONDITIONS

Thio ity 6 WEllwater Zonlng Orainanca anihoTizes e Plan Commlssion to plce GONGILGNS on approved RAcs, —]
Gonditions cart dea) with the points listed Balow (Section 12.63,080), Bu avmre that thers may ba dlsenssion at the Flan
Commizelon In regard to placstst of such ¢uruditfons spon your propery, You may wish t2 supply pertivent information.

“Condltlons™ auch &8 lanclseaping, aralitastues! deslgy, typs of constrastion, sonstructlon vormmencement and completon
dutes, sureties, lighttog, fenclng, plantation, deed resteiotiony, highway necess restletions, taoreaged yards o packing
roquirements may be requived by the Plen and Archltestnrnl Review Corpmibsston wpon it Frtdlog that these are noosssary 1o
R e puspons and tatent of this Ordinange.

“Plan Roview may be aubjest to time Jimits or requiremsnt for pedlodf reviews where sueh requirements relate 3o raview
stendards, ,

07/28/2010
Date

Appllcant'a $tgnature

APPLICATION FRES:

Hag foe Blea Revlaw Applioarion: $100
Tiato Application Fee Recelved by City Reeelpt Mo,

Reoetvad by

e

;I‘(J BE COMPLETED BY CODE ENFORGEMENT/ZONING OFFICE:

Date notlee sent to ownees of reoord of oppodite & sbutting properfies:
T3ate sat for pobilis review before Tlan & Architsctural Review Board;

ACTION TAKIN;

Plan Review: Qranted Mot Oraatad by Plaa & Acchiteonural Revisw Comumission.

CONDITICNS PLACED TIPON FERMIT KY FLAN AND ARCHITECTURAY, REVIEW COMMISSTON;:

Slpuatuee of Plan Commission Chalrman Date




AGREEMNENT QF SERVICTS

REIMBURSABLE BY ‘THE PETITIONER/APPLICANT, The City muy retain the
sgrvioss of professional consultants (ncluding planners, engineers, architects, attorneys,
anvironmeatal speclalists, recreation specialists, atd ofher exparte) to agsist in the City's
review of a proposal coming before the Plan Cotnmission, Board of Zoning Appesls
mi/or Common Counedl, The submitial of a development proposal applieation or
petition by a Petltioner 8hall be conatrusd as an apreement to pay for such professional
roview services applicable to the proposal. The Cify may apply the charges for these
services to the Petitioner andfor propérty owner, The City may delay acceptance of the
application or petition rs complete, or may delay final approval of the proposal, watil the
Petitioner pays such fees, Review fues which are apped to a Petitioner, but which are
not paid, may be assigned by the City a9 u spscial sesessment to the sub; eot property,
The Petitioner shall be required to provide the City with an exeeuted copy of tha
following form 48 a prevequisite to the processing of the proposed applleation
(Architectural Review,B,Z.A,, Plaining, Zening Change)

Tom Schermerhorn , the applicant/petitioner for

{Ovmer's Nome} Ldated:  07/2B/2010 s

Thone # iax key#(e) WUP 00178 ,

Agrees ihat In addition to those nonna! costs payable by an applleant/petitioner (4.5,
Hling or permoit fees, publication prpenses, recording fess, oto.), that in fhe event the
action applied or petitioned for requires the City of Wittewater, 1o the judgement ofits
staft] to oblain edditional professional servica(s) {a.g. enginesring, surveying, planning,
legal) than norroally would be routinely svailable “in house™ fo enable the City to
properly address, taka appropriate action on, or determine the same, spplicant/petitioner
shall reimburse the Cly for the costs thergof,

L—

Dated fhis 2arHiay of, 2089

(Hlgnature of Applicant/Fetifionar)

T‘:& Schermerhorn (Printed Name of Applicant/Petitloner)
)"‘"’”{ / Wwé EEP t {Siguahys of Qwner of Property & Date
Bigned)

%x]\b\ U)W]ﬁ‘ A M@[’ (Printed Nania of Ownet of Propelty
LU\QAWM G\/\w&/‘ :




July 21, 2010

Planning Commission
City of Whitewater

312 W. Whitewater Street
Whitewater, WI 53190

RE: PRIVATE STUDENT APARTMENT PROJECT AT 234 PRINCE STREET
Dear Members and Staff of the City of Whitewater Planning Commission,

The United Group of Companies is pleased to iniroduce our revised plans for a new
student apartment housing complex to be located at 234 Prince Street (herein after
referred to as "The Project”) The Project will consist of one, wood framed buildings, one 4
stories with partially underground parking. The building wifl be located on the site of the
current Lutheran Church at 234-6 Prince Straet and will contain 173 beds of rental student
housing in approximately 50 units, as well as muliiple common amenities, and an
cutreach office location for the Lutheran Church.

This project seeks o provide a modern, safe, and conveniant, residential community for
UW whitewater students and as such will be an exclusively student facility. The design of
the building, inclusion of amenities, and operation of the project by our own management
company United Realty Management, is focused on the singular idea that student housing
should enhance the collegiate learmning and social experience rather than be a distraction
and a source of difficulty. We include common amenities such as a fithess center,
business and copy center, on-site laundry, snack shop, staffed management offices, 24
hour security, a media and theater room, and a study lounge with team and conference
rooms. All leasing is enacted on an individual basis, whereby a student resident wili lease
his or her hed space and pay an individual assessment for all utilities. Units typically
include separate individually lockable bedrooms for 1 or 2 residents, no greater than 2
studenis per bathroom, a full kitchen with full size range and refrigerator, dishwasher,
microwave, and waste disposal. The units are also fumished with a full size bed, desk and
dresser, as well as a closet or wardrobe,

We have also included 93 spaces of student parking. We feel it is very imporfant to
provide as much off-street parking as possible to provide the convenience that our future
residents demand and avoid the issues that on-strest parking typically causes both for
students and our potential neighbors.

This location, adjacent to UW Whitewater's western boundary, is ideally situated for The
Projact, allowing it to provide short commutes to class, downtown amenities, and other
nearby student residences both on and off campus. It is also located in an area where a
majority of homes and buildings are currently occupied by student renters.

300 Jordan Read / Troy, New York 12180

—e Tal: 518.687.7300 / Fax: 518.687.7330 / Web: www.ugoc.com




The project will be designed to compliment the existing architectural styles of the
surrounding neighborhoods best examples incorporating stone or brick elements, and
using a durable hardy plank siding and residential roofline styling.

United's team of professionals is committed to providing an exceptional residential
experience for students, and provide a safe, attractive, and well-maintained, asset that
enhances the overall landscape of the City of Whitewater's local neighborhood.

We are currenily proposing to begin construction of this project in early Fall 2010 in
anticipation of completion before the 2011-2012 academic year.

Thank you very much in advance for your time and consideration in reviewing the Project.
Please do not hesitate to contact me or any member of our team for any information or
assistance you may require. We look forward to working with you to make this concept a
reality

Sincersly,

f@/g;

Erik A. Steffensen
Development Executive

United Group of Companies




Cagvarg Luﬂ‘mran
and { Iniversi ty

234 N Prince Sireet
Whitewater, WI 53190-1131
(262)473-5274
David Emmrich, Pastor

July 12,2010
To whom it may concern:

Calvary Lutheran Church hereby requests the City of Whitewater to change the
comprehensive plan for our property from institutional to high density residential.

Sincerely,

A’d L L;jl;;g’%b

David N. Emmrich, Pastor




July 12, 2010

Planning Commission
City of Whitewater

312 W. Whitewater Street
Whitewater, WI 53190

RE: PRIVATE STUDENT APARTMENT PROJECT AT 234 PRINCE STREET
Dear Members and Staff of the City of Whitewater Planning Commission,

The United Group of Companies is pleased to introduce our revised plans for a new
student apartment housing complex to be located at 234 Prince Street (herein after
referred to as "The Project”) The Project will consist of two, wood framed buildings, one 4
stories and one two stories, each with partially underground parking. The first building,
submitted here, (herein after referred to as “Phase I” will be the larger of the two
structures and located on the site of the current Lutheran Church at 234-6 Prince Street.
The second smaller building (herein after referred to as "Phase 1" will be located just
across Florence drive on the Southwest corner of Florence and Prince. Phase | will
contain between 170 and 180 beds of rental student housing in approximately 50
apartment units, as well as multiple common amenities, and an outreach office location for
the Lutheran Church. Phase |l will house an additional 66 beds, and students will have
access to all amenities of Phase | plus dedicated laundry facilities. We anticipate
presenting Phase 1 for approval in the next 30-90 days.

This project seeks to provide a modern, safe, and convenient, residential community for
UW whitewater students and as such will be an exclusively student facility. The design of
the building, inclusion of amenities, and operation of the project by our own management
company United Realty Management, is focused on the singular idea that student housing
should enhance the collegiate learning and social experience rather than be a distraction
and a source of difficuity. We include common amenities such as a fithess center,
business and copy center, on-site laundry, snack shop, staffed management offices, 24
hour security, 2 media and theater room, and a large study lounge with team and
conference rooms. All leasing is enacted on an individual basis, whereby a student
resident will lease his or her bed space and pay an individual assessment for all utilifies.
Units typically include separate individually lockable bedrooms for 1 or 2 residents, no
greater than 2 students per bathroom, a full kitchen with full size range and refrigerator,
dishwasher, microwave, and waste disposal. The units are also furnished with a full size
bed, desk and dresser, as well as a closat.




We have also included in Phase | 93 spaces of student parking. We feel it is very
important to provide as much off-street parking as possible to provide the convenience
that our future residents demand and avoid the issues that on-street parking typically
causes both for students and our potential neighbors.

This location, adjacent to UW Whitewater's western boundary, is ideally situated for The
Project, allowing it to provide short commutes to class, downtown amenities, and other
nearby student residences both on and off campus. It is also located in an area where a
majority of homes and buildings are currently occupied by student renters.

The buildings themselves will be designed to compliment the existing architectural styles
of the surrounding neighborhoods best examples incorporating stone or brick elements,
and using a durable hardy plank siding and residential roofline styling.

United’s team of professionals is committed to providing an exceptional residential
experience for students, and provide a safe, attractive, and well-maintained, asset that
enhances the overall landscape of the City of Whitewater's jocal neighborhood.

We are currently proposing to begin construction of this project in early Fall 2010 in
anticipation of completion before the 2011-2012 academic year.

Thank you very much in advance for your time and consideration in reviewing Phase | of
our proposed project. Please do not hesitate to contact me or any member of our team for

any information or assistance you may require. We look forward to working with you to
make this concept a reality

Sincerely,

z@j//

Erik A. Steffensen
Development Executive

United Group of Companies
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VANDEWALLE &
ASSOCIATES INC.

To:  City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission
From: Mark Roffers, AICP, City Planning Consultant
Date:  August 5, 2010

Re: Concept Plan, Private Student Apartment Project at 234 Prince Street

Summary of Request

The apphcant is presenting a concept plan for Plan Commission comment at this time, The project
is proposed for the northwest comer of Florence Street and Prince Street, across the Prince Street
from the University campus. It is proposed as a 49-unit, four-story apartment building with
underground and surface parking. The bulding is intended to cater exclusively to student renters.
However, the building would not be affiliated with the University and land would remain privately
owned and managed. The vast majority of units in the building (37 of 49) would have four
bedrooms, although 7 one-bedroom units and 5 two-bedroom untts are also proposed. A total of 173
beds would be provided, and leases would generally be to individuals and by the bedroom. The
project would also include other amenities, such as a fitness center, business and copy center, on-site
laundry facility, snack shop, staffed management offices, a media and theater room, and a study
lounge. The building would bave round-the-ciock security and would be managed by United Reality
Management.

Analysis

1. Surrounding Zoning and Land Uses: All parcels that comprise the subject site are currently
zoned R-3 Multiple Family, in which multi-family buildings with over four units per building
require a conditional use permit and maxirmum housing density standards apply. Land
surrounding the site to the north, south, and west is also zoned R-3. Land to the east (across
Prince Street) is zoned Institutional, The development site is surrounded by a mixture of one-
and two-unit residences that are almost entirely renter occupied. The development site would
include the property currently occupied by Calvary Lutheran Church, which is the only non-
residential use on this block.

2. Relationship to Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Recommendations: The proposed project
appears consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan, with one notable exception, The
Comprehensive Plan identifies much of the subject site and all of the surrounding area west of
Prince Street as appropriate for future “Higher Density Residential” use. This is a future land
use designation intended to accommodate hlgher density multiple family development, along the
lines of what is being proposed. Given the area’s proximity to campus and the existing

120 East Lakeside Street « Madison, Wisconsin 53715 « 608,255.3988 » 608.255.0814 Fax
611 North Broadway « Suite 410 « Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 » 414.441.2001 «
414.,732.,2035 Fax
www. yandewdile.com
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characteristics of this neighborhood, through the Comprehensive Plan the City has identified this
area as a logical and desirable location for furure student-oriented and multi-family housing
optiots,

The Calvary Lutheran Church parcel— a component of the subject site— is designated in the
Comprehensive Plan as appropriate for future “Instirutional” land use category, which is
reflective of is current church use but would not allow for multiple family housing, This student
housing project, if it moves forward, would require rezoning of the subject site to Planned
Community Development (PCD) for reasons we will describe later in this analysis. The need for
a rezoning triggers the State’s planning-zoning consistency requlrement A rezoning to PCD to
accommodate a multi-family residential development would be inconsistent with the
Comprehensive Plan as currently written. Therefore, before this project could move forward, the
City would first have to amend the Comprehensive Plan, changing the future land use

" designation for the chuirch site from “Institutional” vo “Higher Derisity Resideritial”. "The ™~

Church has requested such an amendment, which is scheduled for Plan Commission
recommendation later in the agenda (see separate report).

Relationship to Comprehensive Plan Multiple Family Redevelopment Polices: The
Comprehensive Plan lists a number of criteria to evaluate the desirability and impacts of

proposed redevelopment projects (pp. 86-87) in areas designated for future “Higher Density
Residential” use. These criteria are listed below, along with our evaluation of how well this
concept plan meets these criteria {criteria in zz/éies, our commentary in normal type):

A “The extent to which the project provides a positive and lasting coniribution to the charaeter of the
nelghborbood.”

An evaluation of the project against this criterion is at least partially dependent upon
how one views the current character of this neighborhood and what one envisions the
neighborhood’s character to be like in the {uture, If one agree that this neighborhood
wall continue to evolve as a predominately student-oriented, but upgraded neighborhood
(an opinion supported by the Comprehensive Plan), then it is our opinion that a project
of this type would make a considerably positive addition to the neighborhood. The
building would replace some aging buildings with a modern and attractive building that
may help spur additional, similar investments in the area. On the flip side, in the short
term, the project would be of a greater scale and density than most other development
west of Prince Street, but would be similar in scale to the university buildings and
campus directly across Prince Street. Additional analysis of the building’s scale, density,
and appearance is included below.

b, “..Such project is supported by adspied City plans that cover the area, including the City’s desire to
0/ 2
preserve certain areas om:r.ide of the district for single-family bonsing that is not student-oriented.”

As discussed above, the recommendations in the Comprehensive Plan generally support
the evolution of this neighborhood as a logical location for multi-family, mainly student-
oriented housing, Directing more intensive student housing uses to areas of the City
where such uses are generally supported by the community and where similar uses are
already located will help reduce dermand for student-oriented howsing in other City
neighborhoods that have been planned for predominately single-family, owner-occupied
housing, per the City’s Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, a project which would absorb
up to 173 students in this location of the City that was identified as a preferred student
housing location would in our opinion meet this criterion.
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“The exctent to which the project improves the appearance and condision of the building and lot, and
increases or at least maintains the value of the subject property and surrounding properties for eurrent
and possible future uses in accordance with City plans.”

In our opinion, the appearance and value of the lots on which this building would be
placed and the surrounding area would be enhanced by this project. The submitted
conceptual site and building elevation plans suggest a well-designed apartment building,
with interesting architectural detailing and variations in building setback which will help
break down its relatively large scale. The integration of underbuilding parking also
significantly improves the impact that significantly more surface parking would
otherwise have. Or balance, we feel that this project would also leave a positive
impression and suggest an approptiate template for further redevelopment in the area in
the future, and/or lead to the upgrade of surrounding houses and properties to remain
competitive with this new product in the neighborhood.

“A design and determination that off-street parking .. .can be provided in a manner that will meet
ordinanie requirensents, result in a parking arrangement that & aesthetically pleasing, and inelude
Stormwater managerent so as not to negatively affect nearby properties or the City'’s stormwater
management system ...

Discussion of parking and stormwater is included later in this analysis. In short, it
appears that both in quantity and arrangement, parking would be managed accordingly.
Addrtional detail and creative solutions will be necessary to address stormwater ina
manner that complies with City ordinance requirements.

“Consideration of the character of nearly residensial land uses, including the predorminant nuniber of
units per building, whether surroimding buildings are predominately renter- or owner-ocoupied, and
wheiher the scale of the proposed project iv compatible with the surrounding neighborbood.”

FHomes in this neighborhood are predominately renter occupied, Of the 27 residential
properties located on this block, only three were owner-occupied in 2008 when we
conducted our analysis for the Trate Street area rezoning proposal, Therefore, having
student renter-occupied housing in this neighborhood would not substantially change
the established renter-owner mix of this neighborhood. Further, since the building
would be located on the side of the neighborhood closest to the campus and downtown,
residents” most commonly traveled routes would be away from (rather than through) the
remainder of the neighborhood.

The character of other buildings in the neighborhood to the north, west, and south i of
a considerably smaller scale than what is proposed for this building (one and 2 unit
homes vs. the proposed four story apartment building). However, if we consider the

“neighborhood” to be inclusive of what is located east of the subject site (east side of
Prince Street), the proposed apartment building is much more compatible in scale.
Directly across Prince Street is a four-story campus building, surrounded by several
larger surface parking lots. Therefore, we view this site {and all properties on the west
side of Prince Street in this area for that marter) as being transitional properties in terms
of scale and density. This, of course, is a matter of opinion and the Comprehensive Plan
criterion leaves room for other opinions on the question of scale compatibilicy.

The Comprehensive Plan also includes recommendations related to the preferred design
for multi-family buildings. See below for additional discussion of the building’s
architecture.




2. Relationship to Comprehensive Plan Multiple Family Building/Site Design Polices: The
Comprehensive Plan also lists a number of criteria to evaluate the design of proposed

redevelopment projects {pp. 86-87) in areas designated for “Higher Density Residential” use.
These crizeria are listed below, along with our evaluation of how well this proposal meets these
criteria (criteria m stakivs, our commentary in normal type):

2.
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“Tncorporate architectural designs that fit the context of the surrounding neighborbood.”

Apart from the scale of the building, the design elements generally complement the
character of other smaller-scale residences in the neighborhood (e.g., pitched roof and
high-quality, residential building traterials). Efforts to integrate parking under the
bullclmg also help, though the straddling of parking on either side of the remaining
student rental house along Florence Street is less than ideal. We understand that the
applicant has attempted to acquire the lot that includes that house for integration into
this project, but has been unsuccessful.

“Eneourage layouts where buildings appear as a grouping of smaller residences.”

This proposal will have a difficult time meeting this criterion, given the height and bulk
of the building. There have been efforts to break up the scale and mass of the building,
by having the bulk of the building considerably set back from the road with “wings” of
the building projecting towards the road. 'This echoes the pattern of single family
building setbacks on this block. The use of darker colors near the base of the buﬂdmg
and lighter colors near the top also helps. Additional efforts to manage the apparent
scale of the building along Prince Street should be explored, including higher-end
architectural treatments and even stepping back the top one or two stories on these
wings from the rest of this building, Also, site design adjustments that would increase
landscaped areas between these “wings” and Prince Street and/or use them in creative
ways {e.g., seat wall along the Prince Street sidewalk) should be explored.

“Promote the use of brick and other natural materials ay components of building facades.”

'The proposed building fagade would incorporate both brick and stone elements. The
majority of the siding is proposed to be Hardiplank, which is an upgrade in durability
and appearance from vinyl.

“Avoid monctenons facades and bose-like buildings. Tnorporate balvonizs, porches, garden wally, varied
building and fagade sethacks, varied rogf designs, and bay windows.”

The building would incorporate valymg setbacks, architectural projections and recesses,
windows, varying roof heights, and variations in. building materials and architectural
details to break up the fagade. The entry canopy would also be an attractive feature.
Some additional windows (including double or wriple window combinations should be
explored along the facades of the “wings” that face Prince Street.

“Orient buildings lo the street with rrodest front yard setbavks, bringing sirect-oricited entrier close to
piblic sidewalkes .. Include private sidewalk connections,”

The building placement is a response to both the project’s proposed size and an effort
to design the project to adhere to normal R-3 setback standards on all sides. The
building is generally oriented toward Prince Street and the campus, and has 2 frone yard
setback that is similar to other buildings along Prince Street. We recommend that as part
of the applicant’s formal submitted site plan, pedestrian walkway connections be
extended all the way to the sidewalks along both Prince and Florence Streets, including
one at the end of the southeast parking lot and two separate walkways to Prince Street.
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“Locate dumpsters and other unatiractive wes behind buildings andy or sereen them with materials that
match the building.”

We have not yet seen the location of the dumpster(s). This information would need to
be included with the applicant’s formal submittal. ‘The use of underbuilding parking
presents an opportunity to also keep trash, recyclables, and certain mechanical units
within this same area, as opposed to outside. The applicant should explore this option.

For parking lots and garages, generally promote the following: 1) locate garage doors and parking lois so
they are not the dominant visual element, 2) buffer parking areas from public view, 3) break up large
parking lots with Iaﬂdwped islands and similar features, 4) provide divect fnks to building entrances
by pedestrian walkways ..

Though the proposed parkmg/ drivewsy arrangement would appear to “work,” the
proposed surface parking/circulation arrangement on this site is challenged by the
irregular shape of the subject site and by the proposed size and placement of the
building, The concept proposal includes parking within normal minimum street yard
setback areas, which is discouraged under this Comprehensive Plan criterion and has
generally not be included in recent multiple family projects that the City has recently
approved The one-way drive aisle/parking area between Prince Street and the building
is tight— 1t's circulation function may be challenged by backing vehicles, it leaves little
room for landscaping/buffering in this area, and overhanging bumpers may make use of
the walkway in. front of the building challenging. We ask the applicant to reconsider
the decision to include both parking spaces and a circulation drive in this area. A
circulation drive and some drop-off area would make sense, however. We also have
some cotcerns about the throat depth (distance between Florence Street and the first
parking stall) in the south-western parking area, which appears to be only around 5 feet
in wicth. We would prefer it to be around 25 feet, which would also remove parking
from that setback area. We suggest the applicant address these issues as part of their
formal submittal. Perhaps some of the proposed on-site parking needs to be moved to
an expanded below-ground parking area and/ or off-site, but within 500 feet of the site.

“Offer on-iite recreational and open space areas ... "

The project would appear to incorporate a wealth of mdoor. recreation, study, and other
spaces, as described in the applicant’s letter. On-site outdoor recreation space would be
more limtted, but akin to what has been provided in other apartment projects close to
the campus. The relative shortage of outdoor recreational space would largely be
mitigated by the fact that the University campus would be directly across the street. The
campus has its own open space and recreational amentties that would be easily accessible
by the students living in the apartments. However, the applicant should look to provide
some small, dedicated outdoor recreation/ leisure space close to the main entrance on
Prince Street; some reduction in the parking in this location would assist with finding the
necessary space. The project would also be responsible for contributing a substantial
sum to the City’s park fund in lieu of on-site dedication of public park space and
improvements, which could be used on other park improvements in the area.

3. Proposed PCD Zoning Approach: As suggested above, the applicant would have to seek
Planned Community Development (PCD) zoning to pursue this project as proposed. While the
project appears to meet most of the standard R-3 zoning district requirements (including
setbacks, lot coverage, lot width, sky exposure plane, and number of unrelated persons per
building), there appear to be at least two and possibly three areas where the project would not
meet normal R-3 requirements:

8/5/2010
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a. 'The project would not meet minimum lot size requirements for the R-3 zoning district
based on the number of units/bedrooms proposed,

b. The project would not meet off-street parking requirements for the R-3 district based on
the number of units proposed.

¢. The project may not meet the “usable opes space” requirement for the R-3 district,
depending on how grading may affect the usability of the green spaces.

The purpose of PCD zoning is to provide some additional flexibility from standards applicable
under standard zoning in exchange for a higher-quality development that betters the community.
"The purpose is not simply to circumvent standards that are not convenient to the development
of the property. Given the nature of this project and the fact that it would generally offera
unique type of student housing arrangement in the community that is unlike anythmg that it is
here today, it seems the project would be a reasonable candidate for PCD zoning.

An Elaboration on Minimum Lot Size/Density Issues Related To PCD Zoning: Under R-3
zoning regulations (Section 19.21.04C), the applicant would normally need a minimum 3,97-acre

site to accommodate the number of units/bedrooms being proposed. The proposed
developinent site is only 1.73 acres. This means the project would be characterized by a
population density that is higher than a “typical R-3” development. The density increase over
normat R-3 requirements would be similar to what was allowed for the Regent Apartments
project last year. As discussed above, as the City’s consultants, we suggest that the City consider
this higher density, given the character and location of the project (Le. student-oriented housing
adjacent to campus), but this is clearly a matter where the Plan Commission should weigh in.
Similar to the discussion that occurred last fall when the Plan Commission approved an addition
to Regent Apartments, higher density projects in certain key neighborhoods are necessary to
accomplish the City’s goal to direct student housing to appropriate areas of the City and
simultaneously preserve other appropriate neighborhoods for predominately single-family,
owner-occupied housing. Provided such projects are of a high-quality, are professionally
managed and maintained, and will generally contribute positively to the community character.

An Elaboration on Off-Street Parking Issues Related to PCD Zoning: Based on the City's

standard parking requirements, were a project of this type developed under R-3 zoning, the
applicant would need a minimum of 177 off-street parking spaces to accommodate the number
of units/bedrooms being proposed (Section 19.51.13C). The applicant is currently proposing 3
parldng spaces (33 above ground and 60 underground). This would equate to 1.9 spaces per unit
or 0.54 spaces per occupant. The City has approved reductions in the standard parking
requirements via PCD zoning, and there has been recent preceden: for allowing such reductions
in situations where a multi-family development is oriented toward the student population and
located in close proximity to campus. Specifically, the Plan Commission approved a parking ratio
of 0.65 parking spaces per occupant assoclated the expansion of Regent Apartments last fall,

In the case of the Regent Apartments, the applicant was able to provide historic parking data for
the existing portion of Regert Apartments that indicated such a reduction in parking would be
adequate to meet demand. In the case of the proposed Prince Street project currently under
conceptual review, we have some concerns about the amount of parking being proposed. The
applicant indicated in a letter to the Clity dated May 23, 2010 that approximately 75 percent of
their renrers {in other similar projects) have cars and want to have easily accessible parking,
Assuming a similar percentage for this project, 130 parking spaces would be more in line with
expected demand given the 49 proposed units. (112 spaces would bring the project in fine with
what was provided through the expansion of the Regent Apartments.) In our opinion, the
applicant should address this discrepancy, through some combination of increases in the number

8/5/2010 6
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of parking spaces, decreases in the number of units, or decreases in the number of bedrooms in
some of the units. We understand that at the time of this writing, the applicant had options to
purchase some other property immediately south of Florence Street, across the street from this
development site. Perhaps this area could be used to accommodate additional parkang, both to
address the perceived shortcoming in parking and to address earlier-stated concerns over the
placement of some of the proposed parking spaces north of Florence Street. Any additional
parking on that site would need to be accommodated in a manner that respects surrounding land
uses and adheres to City standards.

Additionally, the applicant should provide information on parking demand for other similar
projects the developer has completed, plans for how parlang will be allocated and monitored
(sirnilar information was required for the Regent Apartments project), and ideas about how to
promote pedestrian and bike transportation as alternatives. (Minimally, the project needs
outdoor bike rack and some covered bike parling spaces.)

Uiility and Stormvwater Planning: At this time, the applicant has not submitted utility, drainage,
or stormwater management plans, which is certainly acceptable given that this is onlya
conceptual review. The City’s engineering consultant reviewed an earlier concept plan for this
project and offered a few comments and concerns, primanly relating to how the applicant plans
for meet the City's stormwater requirements, The applicant has verbally shared their conceptual
stormwater management plans with us, and they appear confident the City’s standards can be
met (both in terms of water quantity and quality), largely via an underground management
system. Detailed plans would need to be included as part of the applicant’s PCD submittal.

Traffic Management: City engineering staff and consultants have indicated that they do net
believe that a traffic impact analysis for this project should be required. The adjacent streets
should have adequate design and capacity to handle projected volumes, and there are currently
traffic signals at both Prince/Main and Tratt/Main in this area. Certainly, though, on and off-
site traffic management will be of critical importance.

Emergency and Protective Services: At the time this report was prepared, the applicant was
trying to get in touch with the Fire Chief, In addition to in-building fire suppression
requirements that may be applicable to a building of this size, it will be importart to understand
whether or not some type of four-sided fire access would be required. If so, there would need to
be substantial changes to the proposed site plan. Conversations with the Police Chief regarding
security and protective services are also in order, and should be expected of the applicant.

Landscaping and Lighting: The applicant has not submitted lighting plans or detailed
landscaping plans, which is appropriate given that this is onlya conceptual review. We have
observed that there are 2 number of mature trees on this development site. The applicant’s
formal submittal should include an inventory of existing mature trees and should indicate a plan
for preserving as many of these trees as possible given the proposed site plan.

Neighborhood Meeting: A neighborhood meeting regarding this project was held on the
evening of Wednesday, August 4%, The applicant should be prepared to summarize and discuss
the significant outcomes of that meeting at the Plan Commission meeting.

Recommendation

No Plan Commissior: action is required since the applicant has not yet submitted a formal
application. However, the apphcant is seeking guidance from the Plan Commission regarding
whether or not the proposed project would be an appropriate use for this site.

8/5/2010
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VANDEWALLE &
ASSOCIATES INC.

To:  City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Comnmission
From: Matk Roffers, AICP, City Planning Consultant
Date:  August 4, 2010

Re:  Proposed Amendiment to the City of Whitewater Comprehensive Plan changing the
property located at 234 N, Prince Street (Calvary Lutheran Church) from the
“Institutional” future land use category to the “Higher Density Residential” future
land use category.

Summary of Request and Analysis

The owner of the property located at 234 N. Prince Street, Calvary Lutheran Church, is
requesting that the City amend its Comprehensive Plan to change the future land use
category for this patcel on Map 5: Future Land Use from the “Institutional” futute land use
category to the “Higher Density Residential” future land use category. The “Higher Density
Residential” futute land use categoty is intended to accommodate a range of housing
optons, iacluding “... rental apartment complexes, condominiums, townhouses, and the
continuation of pre-existing, single- and two-family residences ...” Italso aliows for “small
institutional uses...such as patks, schools, and churches.” (p. 85, comprehensive plany.

This property is already zoned R-3 Multiple Family Residential, along with all the propetties
that surround it to the north, south, and west, Land across Ptince Street to the east is zoned
Institutional (University Campus). During and immediately before the City’s comprehensive
planning process, which was completed eatlier this year, through a public process, this
neighborhood was envisioned as an appropriate location for higher density, student-otiented
housing and was, therefore, mostly mapped within the “Higher Density Residential” future
land use category. The church’s propetty is the only property on this block shown in the
“Institutional” future land use category, which was based on the existing use of that
patticular property.

Since the land is already zoned R-3 Multiple Family Residential, residential uses—including
multi-family uses--are already allowable on this property regardless of the comprehensive
plan designation. However, larger muldple family buildings require a conditional use permit
under R-3 zoning, and the City’s conditional use permit standards advise consistency with
the Comprehensive Plan, Further, changing the future land use category to “Higher Density
Residential” would facilitate the tedevelopment of this site and enable projects that may
require rezoning to the PCD Planned Community Development district. This would include
but would not necessarily be limited to the student apartment project discussed eatlier this
evening. A rezoniog to PCD of this property for multiple family residental development

120 East Lakeside Street » Madisen, Wisconsin 53715 » 408.255.3988 » £08.255.0814 Fax
411 North Broadway = Suite 410 « Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 « 414.441,2001 « 414,732,2035 Fax
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would run contraty to the “consistency” requitement undet Wisconsin Statutes, if the
propetty retained its current “Institutional” future land use designation. Showing the parcel
in the “Higher Density Resideatial” future land use category would alsc more appropriately
represent the City’s broader vision for this neighbothood, as described above. Finally, the
“Higher Density Residential” category appears to reflect the church’s intent to seek broader
future use opportunities for this site, including other institutional and higher-density
residential uses, all of which would be allowed under this amended future land use category.
For these reasons, we recommend that regardless of the Plan Commission’s opinion about
the currently proposed student apartment project, the “Higher Density Residential” future
land use category is an appropriate designation for this site within the City’s comprehensive
plan.

Recommendation

We recommend the Plan Commission approve the attached tesolution recommending the
City Council adopt an ordinance to amend the Comprehensive Plan, changing the property
at 234 N, Prince Street from the “Tnstitutional” future land use categoty to the “Higher
Density Residential” future land use category.

LRSS L

8/4/2010




PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION RESOLUTION 2010-

RECOMMMENDING AN AMENDMENT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF
THE CITY OF WHITEWATER

WHEREAS, on February 2, 2010, the City Council of Whitewater adopted the Cizy of Whitewater
Comprebensive Plan (hereinafter “Plax”) as the City’s comprehensive plan under Section 66.1001(4),
Wisconsin Statutes, with said Plar including procedures for regular consideration of amendments to
it; and

WHEREAS, Section 66.1001(4), Wisconsin Statutes, establishes the required procedute for a local
government to amend a comprehensive plan once it has been initially adopted; and

WHEREAS, the City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Cornrnission has the authority to
recommend amendments to the Plan to the City Council, under Section 66.1001(4)(b); and

WHERHEAS, to better reflect the City’s desired future land use pattern, the Plan and Architectural
Review Commission has identified the need to amend Map 5: Future Land Use to change the future
land use category for the property located at 234 N. Prince Street from “Institutional” to “Higher
Density Residential”; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'T RESOLVED that the Plan and Atchitectutal Review Commission of
the City of Whitewater heteby recommends that, following a public hearing, the City Council adopt
an ordinance to constitute official City approval of an amendment to the Cily of Whitewater
Comprehensive Plan, specifically by amending Map 5: Future Land Use to change the future land use
category for propetty located at 234 N. Prince Street from “Institutional” to “Higher Density
Residental.”

Resolution Adopted: August 9, 2010

Gregory Torres, Chairperson

Attest

Jane Wegner, Plan and Aschitectural Review Commission Clerk
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Memo

To: Kevin Brunner, City Manager
Common Council

From: Matt Amundson, Parks and Recreation Director
Date: July 14, 2010
Re: Purchase of 372 N Fremont Street

At the July 12" Parks and Recreation Board meeting, in closed session, the board
approved purchasing the home at 372 N Fremont Street at an amount of $105,000.
The expenditure would be paid for from the parkland acquisition fund. 1 have
included a letter from Judy Lee and a listing estimate from Tincher Realty on the
property at 372 N Fremont Sireet. This is the green house surrounded on three
sides by Starin Park.

By purchasing this parcel, it would allow the city the flexibility to construct a much
needed 41 baseball/softball diamond in the park and provide a location for a needed
stormwater pond. The opportunity exists for the city to rent/lease the land for the
stormwater pond and use the revenue from that agreement to pay for the
construction of another ball diamond. If the home is purchased, a formal
improvement plan for Starin Park will go to the Parks and Recreation Board in
August.

Your consideration of this matier is greatly appreciated.

Thanks!
Matt Amundson
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Michelle Dujardin

From: Englebert, Natalie J [EngleberNJ22@uww.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, August 04, 2010 5:39 PM

To: Michelle Dujardin

Subject: RE: Fall Dance Classes

I'm interested and able to do:

Tap on Tuesdays 6-7
Beginning Jazz Hip-Hop 4-5

If no one can do the creative movement on Mondays 3:30-4:30@, I can do that as well,
Thank you Michellel!

Natalie Englebert

From: Michelle Dujardin [MDujardin@ci.whitewater.wi.us]

Sent: Tuesday, August 63, 2010 7:55 AM

To: Boesch, Lindsay M; Lostroscio, Nicole K; Tracy Werner; Kachelski, Kelly N; Englebert,
Natalie 3J

Subject: Fall Dance Classes

Good Morning Dance Instructors~

As the summer comes to an end, I’m starting to plan for Fall. I hope all of you had a great
summer and look forward to another school year.

I have attached the class list for the Fall. Please send me your availability and first
choices of classes. I would like to be fair and give everyone a chance to have equal classes
or at least the hours they desire.

Side Note- The Adult Tap will be on Monday’s 6:38pm- 8:6@pm

Thanks!

Michelle Dujardin, CPRP

Recreation and Community Events Programmer City of Whitewater Parks and Recreation Department
262-473-9121

262-903-9532 (cell)

262-473-0509 (fax)

mdujardin@ci.whitewater.wi.us<mailto:mdujardin@ci.whitewater.wi.us>




	Agenda August 9, 2010

	Director's Comments

	Acquisition of land for Ray Trost Nature Preserve

	Review of proposed exterior 
alterations to 132 W Main Street
	Consideration of transfer of conditional use permit for "Class B" liquor license from "The Sweetspot" to John Cordio to serve beer & liquor at Beer Here (617 E Milwaukee St.

	Conceptual review of proposed private student apartments at 234 N Prince St.

	Recommend amendment of  Comprehensive Plan to change the Calvary Lutheran Church property at 234 N Prince from "Institutional" future land use to "Higher Density Residential".
 
	Review of acquisition of property at 372 N Fremont for proposed parkland development.




