
AGENDA 
CITY OF WHITEWATER 

PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION 

I. Call to order and roll call. 

Whitewater Municipal Building 
Community Room 

312 W. Whitewater Street 
Whitewater, WI 53190 

May9, 2011 
6:00p.m. 

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

3. Approval of the minutes of Aprilll, 2011. 

4. Conceptual review of the proposed student apartment building to be located at 234 N. Prince 
Street for CatCon Whitewater, LLC. 

5. Review and make recommendation to the City Council to discontinue a portion of Moraine 
View Parkway located near the Innovation Center in the Teclmology Park. 

6. Review and make recommendation to City Council for the land swap/vacation of 
approximately 1,467 sq. ft. piece ofland at the south end ofS. Summit Street (west side) 
adjacent to S. Janesville Street; and trading for a parcel of land (approximately .03 acres) at 
the southwest corner ofW. Walworth Ave. and S. Janesville Street. 

7. Election of Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson; and Plan Cotmnission Representatives to the 
Urban Forestry Committee, the Community Development Authority (CDA), and to the 
Whitewater University Technology Park Architectural Review Conunittee (ARC). 

8. Information: 
a. Possible future agenda items. 

b. Next regular Plan Commission meeting- June 13,2011. 



9. Adjourn. 

Anyone requiring special arrangements is asked to call the Zoning and Planning Office 24 hours prior to the 
meeting. Those wishing to weigh in on any of the above-mentioned agenda items but unable to attend the meeting 
are asked to send their comments to c/o Zoning Administrator, 312 W. Whitewater Street, Whitewater, WI, 53190 or 
jwegner@whitewater-wi.gov. 

The City of Whitewater website is: whitewater-wi.gov 



CITY OF WHITEWATER 
PLAN AND ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW COMMISSION 

COMMENTS 
May9, 2011 

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

4. Conceptual review of the proposed student apartment building to be located at 234 N. Prince 
Street for CatCon Whitewater, LLC. This a conceptual review only. As a number of you know, this 
is a part of the development on N. Prince Street that was to be reviewed by Plan Commission back in 
December until they pulled the item from the agenda. During the last 4 weeks, we have reviewed three 
different plans for them. The first two plans had a number of items that needed to be corrected, changed 
or eliminated to conform with the R-3 Zoning requirements. The third plan that is in your packet, 
indicates that they will be doing: first floor underground parking that still needs to conform to parking 
dimensions and accessibility. They will not be utilizing the two homes which they bought on Florence 
Street. They are planning to build a building that will have 18 units; seventeen 4-bedroom units and one 
2-bedroom unit, with an occupancy load of 70 occupants. They have depicted 71 parking places. 
Unforttmately the area within the building will have to be widened out so that the parking stalls and the 
access meets the requirements of parldng as depicted in the Zoning Ordinance. Mark Roffers will have 
additional comments to be provided. The Fire Department will be given a copy of the plans so they can 
hopefully do a review between now and Monday night. They may be present at the meeting to make 
any comments or concerns that they may have. Again, this is conceptual review only. Direction and 
comments back to the owner will be needed for the developer to either re-design or move forward using 
the R-3 Zoning requirements. 

5. Review and make recommendation to the City Council to discontinue a portion of Moraine 
View Parkway located near the Innovation Center in the Technology Park. Both items #5 and #6 
deal with street discontinuance or vacation and land swaps for different areas of the City of Whitewater. 
Item #5 will be the elimination of a portion of Moraine View Parkway located near the Innovation 
Center in the Teclmology Park. This will be a recommendation to the City Council to discontinue a 
portion of Moraine View Parkway located near the Innovation Center in the Technology Park. See #6. 

6. Review and make recommendation to City Council for the land swap/vacation of 
approximately 1,467 sq. ft. piece ofland at the south end of S. Summit Street (west side) 
adjacent to S. Janesville Street; and trading for a parcel of land (approximately .03 acres) at 
the southwest corner ofW. Walworth Ave. and S. Janesville Street. This is basically a vacation of 
an area adjacent to the Five Points BP gas station off of Summit Street, a portion where the City bent 
Summit Street around to make a right angle T intersection with S. Janesville Street and the remaining 
portion of land (island) that presently exists there would be vacated and turned over to Craig Pope, 
owner of the Five Points BP. Likewise there would be a swap for a parcel of! and at the southwest 
comer of Janesville Street and Walworth Ave. fi·om Craig Pope to the City of Whitewater to help assist 
in the proper turning lane that has been depicted by Strand and Associates for additional right of way 
and the Janesville Street/Walworth Ave. stop sign and island installation that has been presented to the 
City Council. City Attorney McDonell will provide information on both these items and I will assist 
where needed. 



7. Election of Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson; and Plan Commission Representatives to the 
Urban Forestry Committee, the Community Development Authority (CDA), and to the 
Whitewater University Technology Park Architectural Review Committee (ARC). Presently, the 
Plan Commission Chairperson is Greg Torres, Vice Chair is Lynn Binnie, Current Representative to the 
CDA and the Urban Forestry Committee is Tom Miller and Rod Dalee is the Representative to the 
Whitewater University Technology Park Architectural Review Committee. If any of you are interested 
in participating in these functions, please let it be kuown on Monday night so appropriate actions can be 
taken. 

As always, thank you very much for all your assistance over the years. Hopefully a great year will come 
with the Plan and Architectural Review Commission as you do an awful lot of hard work for the City of 
Whitewater. 



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

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

Chairperson Torres called the meeting of the Plan and ArchitecMal Review Commission to 
order at 6:00p.m. 

PRESENT: Torres, Dalee, Miller, Coburn, Knedler, 
Binnie. OTHERS: Wallace McDonell/ City Attorne) 

HEARING OF CITIZEN COMMENTS. 
their concerns. They are given three minutes 
be tahn during this meeting although issues agenda. Items 
on the agenda may not be discussed this time. 

There were no citizen comments. 

MINUTES. Moved by Miller and 
14, 2011. Motion aniJm011S' 

WISCONSIN". Dean 
introduced Michael Hahn, the Chief 
~e~~onal Plarming Commission. Michael 
Planning Commission adopted a regional 
This plan has a design year of 203 5 and 

comprehensive plan for the Southeastern 
Wisconsin the new plan element is being provided to all water 
utilities; and special-purpose units of government; and State and 
Federal agencies in the plan as management agencies with plan 
implementation entities are also asked to adopt or endorse the plan. 
Included in the description of the organizational structure of the water supply 
planning effort, a factors considered in the development of the adopted regional 
water supply plan, and a description of the adopted regional water supply plan. 

Michael Hahn explained that the purpose of endorsement is to endorse the concept and idea that 
this plan will help to gnide the city as it goes into the future with development and maintaining 
its water supply. The City of Whitewater fits into the Intennediate-Level Program of 
conservation where the utilities would continue to utilize grotmdwater as a source of supply with 
no outstanding significant grotmdwater quality issues requiring resolution. Components of this 
base level would be to maintain water supply efficiency standards, such as water audits, meter 
testing, leak detection and repair. It would also include a level of public education or 
programming for example having available plumbing retrofits, such as water saving shower 
heads etc., things that could be recommended and promoted to the users of the Water Utility; 
water conservation rate structures which the City of Whitewater is looking into and possibly 
more aggressive outdoor watering restrictions. These will enable the City of Whitewater to 
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maintain their deep aquifer as a sustainable source of water. They also recommend that the City 
monitor its water levels over time to be sure there is no significant draw down that might indicate 
a problem in that aquifer. SEWRPC also looked at protection and preservation of the 
groundwater recharge system where snow or rain fall infiltrate and get to the groundwater to 
provide a continuing source of water for the ground water. The northwest comer of Walworth 
County (Map 5) shows orange and red which is only low to moderate potential to recharge the 
groundwater. The Jefferson County part of the City of Whitewater was included in the plan 
(even if it does not show on the maps). In regard to the siting of high capacity wells, given that 
Whitewater has a number oflakes, they do have a recommendation that when a high capacity 
well is proposed, that it be evaluated for its affect on surface water resources, lakes and streams. 
The model that was developed for the region is a framework which a more detailed 
evaluation could be made for a high capacity well as to how affect lakes and streams. 

The Board Members asked questions about how fast 
how to replenish the City's deep aquifer; explain 
income and minority areas; what is "enhanced 

Dean Fischer, Director of Public Works, 
a little bit, but not enough to have to lower the 
air bound the pumps. 

Michael Hahn explained that the 
infiltrate which does not have to go to 
flow of ground water into the deep 
over a long period of · 
to the aquifer. It 

The socio-economic 

elevations are changing and 
analysis to support low 

have changed 
so we don't 

by whatever water can 
and also there is a general 

and goes to the east. So 
of Whitewater will get 

f these recommendations would place an 
population. It was a general conclusion undue 

that it the extension of the Lake Michigm1 
does not allow diversion fi·om Lake 

;irc:turtstad1C.~s and then only with the consent of the State 

location would 
use plan. They did 

a provision that if found that the plan in any geographic 
water supply to be provided, they could amend the land 

do that when they completed the process. 

Enhanced recharge would way of promoting infiltration of rainfall or snow melt to a greater 
degree than what would naturally fall on the land surface. For example when you pave over a 
parking lot or build buildings the impervious land surface is reduced. Different facilities can be 
used to help retain water for infiltration to the groundwater. On a single lot level, one possibility 
could be a rain garden where you collect the water on the ground surface so it can infiltrate into 
the ground. On a larger area, infiltration basins that collect water from a greater area can be 
provided to promote more infiltration to the groundwater. 

Michael Hahn explained that this infonnation is given as an advisory and should help as the City 
develops in the filture. The purpose of the endorsement is to infonn our community to make sure 
it is aware of the plan. The endorsement will serve the community on a plmming level to help 
guide the City into future development and maintaining its water supply. 
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Moved by Zaballos and Miller moved to recommend to the City Council to adopt the resolution 
for the "Regional Water Supply Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin". Motion approved by 
unanimous roll call vote. 

INFORMATION: 
a. Future agenda items: Zoning Administrator Bruce Parker stated that we will have one 

item on the May 9111 Plan Commission agenda in regard to a conceptual review for an 
apartment building. 

Plan Commission Member Kristine Zaballos' tenn with the 
Plan Commission Members thm1ked Kristine for all her 

eornmissi1on ends in May. The 
and contributions to the Plan 

Conm1ission. 

The next regular Plan Commission meeting will 

Moved by Zaballos and Miller to adjourn at 
unanimous voice vote. 

was approved by 
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Cit:y of 

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

312 W. Whitewater Street I P.O. Box 178, Whitewater, WI 53190 
(262) 473-0540 • Fax (262) 473-0549 

www. ci. 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 May, 2011 at 6:00p.m. for a 

conceptual review of the proposed student apartment building to be located at 

234 N. Prince Street for CatCon Whitewater, LLC. 

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, 8:00a.m. to 4:30p.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) 4 73-0540 

Bruce Parker, Zoning Administrator 



/BH -7 
CHASE J KINCAID 
2028 STATE RD 106 
PALMYRA, WI 53156 

/BH 00010 
OTIO'S HOUSING LLC 
W15811SLAND RD 
PALMYRA, WI 53156 

/WUP-150A, 176, 177,177A ,182A 
DLK ENTERPRISES INC 
PO BOX 239 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00181,182 
DALEN & GAYLE M STETILER TRUST 
PO BOX 657 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00183B 
I<ACHEL LP 1042 WEST FLORENCE 
PO BOX 239 
WHITEWATER, Wl53190 

/BH-8 
LUIS RAMIREZ, JR 
ESTELA RAMIREZ 
156 N Ll N DSEY CT 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP-132A-138E ,140,141,144 

UW-WHITEWATER PLANNING DEPT. 
800 W MAIN STREET 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00175 
Frank Ziebarth 
142 N. Prince St. 
Whitewater, WI 53190 

/WUP 00177A, 172B, 172C 
DLK ENTERPRISES INC 
PO BOX 239 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00178B 
JOHN J TINCHER 
N1190 CORD N 
WHITEWATER, Wl53190 

/WUP -179,183H, 1831,184 
WHITEWATER DEVELOPMENT LLC 
P. 0. BOX 239 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00183K 
CAROL A CARSON 
307 CHURCH ST 
MINERAL POINT, Wl53565 

/BH-9 
ROLLAND P SCHLIEVE 
435 W STARIN #102D 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00150,180,181A,l83C,l83D,183E 

Lee L. Daniels Trust 
C/O Tincher Realty 
532 W Main Street 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00178 

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

/WUP 00183 
JEFFREY D THATCHER 
1050 W. FLORENCE ST 
WHITEWATER, WI 53190 

/WUP 00178A, 178C 
CatCon Whitewater LLC. 
Attn: Matthew Burow 
225 E. Mason Street Suite 600 
Milwaukee, WI 53202 
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NOTICE: The Plnn Commlssio11 meetings nre scheduled on the 2nd Monday of 
ench mo11tb. All completed plau8 must be in by 4:30 p.m. four weeks prior to the 
scheduled meeting. Ji not, the item will be placed on the next available Piau 
ComJDission meeting agenda. 

CITY OF WHITEWATER 
PLAN REVJEW APPLICATION PROCEDURE 

1. File the application with the Code Enforcement Director's Office at least two 
weeks prior to the meeting. $100.00 fee. Filed on~--------' 

2. Agenda Publi~hed in Official Newspaper on _______ _ 

3. Notices of the public reviewmaikd to property owners on _____ ~· 

4. Pl.illl Colrttnission holds the public review on-:-----,----· 
They will hear comments of the Petitioner and comments 6fprol'erty owners. 
Comments may be m~<le in pers6n m in writing. 

5. At the conclusion of the public review, the Plan C6mmission 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 info1mation on the application. 

Twenty complete sets of •llplans should be subruitted. All plans should be dJ:aW11 to a scale 
of nOt l¢s• than 50 feet to the inch; represent actual existiog and proposed site conditions w 
detail; and indicate the name, addtess, and phone number of the applicant, J,md owner, 
architect, engineet, landscape deoignet, conttactor, or othets responsible for preparation. It 
is often possible and desitable to include two or mote of the above 8 plans Oll one :tnap. The 
Zoning Admirristtator or Plan and Atdritectutal Review Conmussion rruty request mote 
information, ot ttuy reduce the snbmitt.1l xequil:en>ents. If any of the above 10 ~tans is not 
subnritted, the applicant should pro·<ride a written ell:planat:ion of why it is not subo;l.\tted. 
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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 ret1.1med to the owner and will not 
proceed until all information and forms are complete. 

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

Address ofProject 2 3 4 N Prince Street, 10 0 6 W Florence Street 
ZoningofP!·operty R-3 Multi-Family Residential District 

1. Site Plan, including the location and dimensions of all buildings, parking, loading, vel:dcle 
and pedestl:ian circulation, signs, walls, fences, other structures, outl!oor storage areas, 
mecha:nicals, and dumpsters. Adjacent streets and uses and methods for screening parking, 
loading, storage, mechanical, and dump&ter areas should be shown. Statistics on lot area, 
gt·een space peJ:centage, and ho1.Jsi.J.1g density should be provided. The Plan Commission 
encourages compliance with its adopted patki:ng lot ctu·bing policy. 

2. Natural Features Inventory Map, showing the existing limit3 of all water bodies, wetlands, 
floodplains, existing trees with trunks more thon 4 inches in diameter, and any other 
exceptional natmal resource featlues on all or part of the site. 

3. Landscape Plan, prepared by a professional, and showing an overhead view of all proposed 
landscaping and existing landscaping to remain. The species, size at time of planting, and 
tmthn·e size should be inclicated :for all phmtings_ 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. Gntdin.g 11nd dl'ainllge pll!n, meeting the City's storm water tnanagem.eut ordina.1J.Qe if 
required. The plan should show existing and proposed s\l:tface elevations on the site at two 
foot intervals or less, end proposed storm water management improvements, such as 
detention/retention faci.J.ities where rec(uired. Stonnwater calculations may be required. 

5. Utili.tles pllll\, showing locations and sizes of existing end proposed cmmections to sanitmy 
sewer, water, and storm sewer llnes, along with required easement$. Sampling manholes 
may be required for sanitary sewer. The City's noise ordinance must be met. 

6. Building elevations, showing the dimensions, colors, and mate.rials used on all sides of the 
buil<:liug. The Plan Con=ission encourages variety and creativity in bllilding colors and 
archltectural styles, while respecting the character of the Stln'Ollllding neighborhood. 

7. Sign plan, meeting the City's sign ordinance, and showing the location, height, dimensions, 
color, materi&ls, lighting (U1d copy area of all signage. 

8. Lighting plan, meeting the City's lighting ordimmce, and showing the location, height, type, 
orientation, and power of all proposed outdoor lighting-both on poles and on buildings. Cut 
sheets lind phatomet:J:ic plans may be reqtJu·ed for larger projects. 
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9. Floor plan which shows: 
A. The size and locations of: 

1) Rooms; 
2) Doors; 
3) Wttldows; 

4) Structural features - size, height 
concrete and/or masomy consmlction; 

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

headroom and handrail heights); 
6) Plumbing fL"{till't)S (bathroom, kitchen, etc.)-

lavatory, water closet, water heater, softener, 
7) Chimney(s) ·include also the type of constl1lction 

(masonry or factory built); 
8) Heating equipme11t; 
9) Cooling equipment ( centtal air conditionllig, if 

provided); 
10) 
11) 
12) 

Attic and crawl space acce/ls; and 
Fire separation between dwelling a11d garage. 
Electtical service entrooce/transfmmer location. 

l 0. :Elevation drawings which show: 
A. Information on eltterior appearance (wood, stone, b1ick, 
B. Indicate the location, size and configuration of doors, 

chinmeys and exterior grade level. 
C. lndicate color ofTrit11...,.______, Sieling ____ , RoofinEcg __ 
D. Electtical service entrance/transfOJmer looation. 

1 L Type of Project: 
A. Single family; 
B. Duplex; 

and thickness of wood, 

stair width, 

etc.; 

block, colors); 
windows, roof 

C. Multifm:nily#unitS.l8 units t;otal, 17 4-bedroom, one 2-bedroom 
Condominium# ))nits, ____ _ 
Sorority #units. ____ _ 
fratenrity # mrlts, __ ~--

D. Office/Store; 
E. industrial; 
F. Parking lot# of stalls; ___ _ 
G. Other; 
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City of Vn111ewater 
Appll.~atlon fo• Pl~n ReviiiW 

IDENTIFICATION ANT> '\TTON DN APl'T.ICANT/8'1: 
ApplicOllt'sNam•: Cat Con Whltewater, 
Applicant'• Add!Ws: 2 2 5 E Mason St 

LLC (attn: Matthew Burow) 
811 i t e 6 o 0 . Milwaukee. WI 

-----------~------Phone# 414-72 7- 6!J-::I Q 
53202 

Ownor of Sllo, =or4lngto curronlproperty~uooordo (as ofthe,date ofthe ~pplical\on): . 
CatCon Florence Propertles, So. Wlsconsln Dlstrlct Lutheran Chur 

SJteet addreM of property: 2 3 4 N Prince Street, MO. Synod - Prince Street and 
100!? W Florence 

Leg•IDescription {Namo ofSubdtvision, Elock and Lot or other Legal De•cl'iption): 
§~Je J2rOQertJ::: information attachment 

Age.nt or Representstivfi: as~isting ln the Application (Engine~r~Attomcy, ~to.) 

Name oi Individu,l: Tom Schermerhorn 
Name afFirm: Excel Engineering, Inc. 
Office Address: d a a Caw5lJci: [JJ::j ~~~ Ecn.Jd dJJ I1ac WT 5![935 

... .....!!'~.2.Jl,;;;.9.2..6,;o.,9 8 0 0 
Nam• of Contractor: CatalJ:::st Construction 

!r.s eiU10r !he applicont or the oWller had any varinnoes isauedto tboru, on arry property? YES @:) 
lfYES, plef.lse indicate fue type ofvari~nae issued and indjcate wbe1her conditions b.ave been·compliod with, 

EXISTING AND PROPOSED USES' 

Prlndpa1 Use: ...... R-3 and Church 
Current Land Use: 

~ 

Accessory or Second11ry Uses: 

R-3 - multi-family 
l'l'o~osed Use 

residentia . 

--
-"~ 

No. of occupants proposed to b0 accomodnted~ 7 0 

No. of employees: 0 -
Zoning District in whiuh pro{.le.t:ty is located: R-3 

Section ofCl~ .Zoning Ordlna:nce that identifies the proposed land me in the Zoning District tn which the ptopetry i:!l 
located: 1 · 21 , 

h 
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l'LANS TO ACCOMl;' ANY APPLICATION 

Applications for ponni!S sholl bo accompanied by drawings afthe proposed wot·k, drawn to scalo, showlng, whe:n neoessary, 
floor pions, seotlons elevations stnwtural do taUs. comuutations and· slteSS diagrama as tho bulldltl~ official ma¥ reouire. 

I'LOTPLAN 

When required by the building official, tMJ:o shall be submitted a plot pl•n in a fo1'rtl and alze designated by the building 
official fur tlling permanently with the p<rnlit reoord, drawn to scale, wllh all dimension figures, showing Mcurately the 

size and exact location of all proposed new construction aud the relalion to oiller exi~ting or proposed bullding• or ilt!llctll<e• 
on !hosarrto lo~ and other building• orattUoturos on a<ijolniug proper>)' w!thln 15 feet of the property lines. In the oaae of 

demolition, tho plot pion shall show the building• or •tructures to be demolished Arui the bu!!dlngs or structures on 1h< same 
lot that ate to renmm. 

STANDARDS 

STANDARD APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION 

A- 'the proposed struclm'e, This plan has nouslng tor 70 stude.nts and provlaes 
adrlitiont nlterndon or use wlll for a total of 71 parking spaces along with indoor 
me~t the 0"3nimu:m t~tandards bike storage. Of the 71 parking spaces 25 are 
of this title for th• district in 
which it is located; provided indoors. All R-3 zoning requirements 

have been met. 

B. The pf<!posed development The Comprehensive Plan identities all of the 
will be oonsistent with the subject site as appropriate for future 11 Higher 
adopted city masm plan; Density Residentialn use such as the proposed proje 

The existing church parcel was recently changed fro 
11 Institutional 11 to 11 Higher Density Residential 11 • 

C, 11le proposed develoi>ment 
The proposed design will require the removal will bl;! cmnpatiblo wHll and 

preserve the importaP.Illatur~l of all buildings from the site and will be 
fealure~ oflbe site; developed to work with the topography of 

the property. 

D. The proposod ~se will not The proposed use. will not create a nuisance 
create a nuisance for 
neighboring n•es, or nnd ul y for any neighboring uses in which student 
xeduco the values of an rental housing makes up the majority. The 
odjoiniog property; proposed development will bring a 

refreshing look to the neighborhood and 

not reduce the value of adjoining properties. 

t. 
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STAN1lARD APPLICANT'S EXPLANATION 

E. Tho proposed d~ve!opment 
will not-::reate U"affic This development should bring minimal additional 
cin:•latiOl\ or parking vehicle traffic to the adjacent roadways as this 
pr<>blems; project is closer to the academic buildings on the 

college campus which will encourage more pedestrian 

traffic than vehicle traffic. 
F. The znass, volume? 

architectural features, 
The setback of the building from property 

matllcials and/or setback of 
propo•ed atructwes, additioru; lines meet R-3 setback requirements and 
or alterations wlll appear to be are compatible with the neighboring univer-
oompatibl• will; ~•isting 
buildings in 1M !nunodiate sity buildings. Building will be an urban 
a:rea; 

style building. Material will consist of 

brick, stone/ composite board 

siding. 
G. Laru.imark structures on thv Does not apply. 

Nat1ons.1 Register ofHlstorio 
Places wm be recogoiz-ed as 
product~! of thal.r awn tlme. 
Alternllons which have no 
historical basia will not be 
penni tied; 

H. Th~ proposed strt>Ctu<e, Tn-ere Wlll be no lmpact to adjacent 
addition or a[reration \v.ilt not properties as the building will meet sky 
aubstantially roduco tho 
availability of aunli*ht or exposure plane requirements for all four 
solu.r acoess on adj(lhtin:g sides of the building. 
properties. 

_......,,. 
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!:ONPlriONS 

The Clty~fWhitewater Zoning OrdinOnce authori>., the Plan Commission to place oondltioru on approved uocs. 
Conditions can deal with tne poh1ts listed below (Beotlon l9 .63,0?0}. llo aWl!ro that lh«e lti1!ybe dlsouss!on at the Plan 
Commission In regard to p'laoement of such conditlom upon your property. You 11\1\Y w!sh to supply pertinent information. 

"Cond!Uons" such as landscaping, Oicltitectur<l design, type ofconsfruct!on, construction commenooment and completion 
date>;, 0\lreties, Hghling, fencing, plantation, deod r<:$!rlctions, highway access restricjions, Increased yards or porldng 
requiloments 111ltY be required by the Plan iUld Arobitcotural Review Commission upon its finding that these are neoessary to 
fulfill tlte purpose artd intent of !his Ordinance. 

"Plan Review" may be rubjeot to time limits or req~irements tor periodic reviews wb.eie ouch roquir~ments relate to review 
standards. 

Applicant's SiiJllllhue Date 

APPLICA'T!Oi'/ FEfi:S: 

Dftto Application Fee l.Wceived by City _____ _ Receipt No.-----------

Received by_~--·---·-------~~ 

------------~ .. ~-·-----·---·----. ·-·---

TO BE COMPLETED BY CODE ENFORCEMENT/ZONING OFFICE, 

Pflt<J; 1wttee sent to o-wners of reCord of oppG'ilitc::: &. abutting .Properties~ -
Date set for public re'Vitw bot ore ~!an & Architectural Review Boerd: ... 

ACTION TAKEN: 

PLm Review: Orantod Not Granted by Plan & Architectural Review Co.mmi,.lon .. 

CONDITtONS Fl.ACED UPON PERMIT BY PLAN AND ARCUJTECTURAJ, REVIEW COMMISSION: 

Signature of Plan ComnJission Cltairmatl Datf!. 



PROPERTY INFORMATION 
Property Address: 
Owner: 
Phone#: 
Tax Parcel #: 
Legal Description: 

Property Address: 
Owner: 
Tax Parcel#: 
Legal Description: 

1006 W. Florence Street, Whitewater, WI 
Richard D Vultaggio 
262-473-3500 
/WUP 00178C 
A parcel ofland located in the NW :4 of Section 5, Town 4 
North, Range 15 East, in the City of Whitewater, Walworth 
County, Wisconsin, described as follows, to-wit: Commencing 
at a point on the North-South :4 Section line of said Section 5, II 
chains and 50 links North of the center of said Section; thence 
West along the center line of Florence Street, 99 feet to a point, 
thence North parallel to said North-South quarter-section line 30 
feet to the North line of Florence Street and the place of 
beginning; thence continuing North parallel to said quarter­
section line 120 feet; thence East parallel to the center line of 
Florence Street 99 feet; thence South parallel to said quarter­
section line 120 feet to theN orth line of Florence Street, thence 
West along the North line of Florence Street 99 feet to the place 
of beginning. 

234 N. Prince Street Whitewater, WI 
So. Wis. Dist. Lutheran/Church Mo. Synod 
/WUP 00178 
PT NW :4 SEC 5, T4N RISE DESCAS: COM AT PT ON N&S 
:4 SECLN SEC 5 909' N OF C/L SEC 5,W 165', S 10', W 66', 
N 261.72', E 231 ', S 251.72' TO POB. ALSO COM 231' W OF 
N-S :4 LN& 759' N OF E-W :4 LN SEC 5,N2Dl5'45"E 163' 
TO POB, N2D15'45"E 115.50', N89D32'W 82.39', 
S2Dl7'57"W 115.50', S89D31 '54"E 82.46' TO PO B. CITY OF 
WHITEWATER 

F:\Job Files\1104280 Whitewater Student Housing\state plan approvallp:roperty info.doc 
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EDAR 

1-1/2" OF COMMERCIAl. GRADE WEAR COURSE 
(AS APPR0\-£0 B'r' ENQNEER) 

1-1/2" OF COM~ERCJAL GRAD£ BINDER 
COURSE {CONTACT ENGINEER IF WfAR 
COORS£ IS NOT INSTAU.ED 'MTHIN 30 
OA YS OF' BASE COURSE) 

- BASE COURSE 
4'" Of 1-1/4'" CRUSHED AGGREGATE OVER 
s · Of' r CRUSHED ACCAEGAl£ 

NOlL -'lL AGGREGATE PROVIDED MUST 
COI.I PL 'r' 'MTH · se:cnON ~5 DENS£ GRADED 
BASE• Of T11E 'MSCON~N ST.'.NOARO 
SPECiflCATIONS FOR HIGHWAY AND 
StRUCTURE CONSTRUCnON. 

STANDARD ASPHALT PAVING DETAIL 
NO SCALE 

@ !~~~ONCRETE CURB & GUTIER DETAIL 

·LidHTLv : ' · 
BROOM. 
FlNISH .; : 

@ ~0A~~ICAP SIGNAGE DETAIL 

®~:~::ED CURB DETAIL 

Wl.4- x W1 .4- w.w.F. 

SITE INFORMATION· 

PROPERTY AREA: 

EXISTING ZONING: 

PROPOSED ZONING: 

AREA - 67,623 S.F ( 1.548 ACRES) . 

R-3 RESIDENTIAL 

R-3 RESIDENTIAL 

PROPOSED USE: MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING (COLLEGE STILDENT HOUSING) 

SETBACKS: 
(R-3 ZONING) 

BUILDING: FRONT - 30' 
SIDE- 15' 
REAR - JO' 
CORNER - 25' 

PARKING: SIDE - 3' 
REAR - 3' 

ADJACENT ZONING: NORTH: R- 3. SOUTH: R- 3, EAST: INST .. WEST: R-3 

PROPOSIED BUILDING HEIGHT 34'-THREE STORIES 

BUILDING: /8 UNITS 70 OCCUPANTS 

PARKING PROVIDED: 71 SPACES TOTAL (J H.C. ACCESSIBLE) 

PARKING RATIO PROVIDED (SPACES PER OCCUPANT): 1.014 

HANDICAP STALLS REQUIRED: 3, HANDICAP STALLS PROVIDED: 

HOURS OF OPERATION: 24 HOURS 

BUILDING OCCUPANCY CLASSIFlCATION = R-3 RESIDENTIAL 

CLASS OF BUILDING CONSTRUCTION - VA 

DISTILRBED AREA - 49,384 SF (1 .13 AC) 

USABLE OPEN SPACE ON SITE: 6,300 S.F. TOTAL REQUIRED 
9,476 S.F. TOTAL PROVIDED 

E:~ISIJ~(I SIIE QATA 

PRO.£CT SITE 
BUILDING FLOOR AREA 
PAvEMENT (ASP. & CONC.) 
TOTAL IMPERVIOUS 
LANDSCAPE/OPEN SPACE 

EBPEPSE:P SIIE Pt. IA 

PRO.£CT SIT£ 
BUILOINC FLOOR AREA 
PAVE1.1ENT (ASP. & CONC.) 
TOTAL I~PERY'IOUS 

LANDSCAPE/OPEN SPACE 

WA.RHIHC sti~FACE. 
KTRUIIICATtOOOI.IES'fllnt 

A lASE DIAioiE'lUI or o.t• ~o~JN. ro 1 .... -
r.IAX. MO 4 TOPDIAI.tET[ROfOF~:C 
WIN. TO&~ WAX. OF lHESASE 
DIAWElVI. HOGHT OF COUts Slt.W. ttA~ 
A HOCHT OF 0.2' . l"R\JNCATtO OOiol£5 
SH...U. ~~A ctJ\11'0-to-ctNTOt 
SPACINC Of' u• WIN, AHO 2.4' IIAX. AHO 
A liJ.S£-1Q-8A5E 5P.t.QNC Of O.BS' o.lto. 
loiEASUREil BE"NI£Eil nt[~TADJACEHf 
DOW£..SOh'~£CitO.DOioiESSitALLIE 
oWCNEO IN A SQUARE 01110 P4TlDN. 

AREA (AC} AREA (Sf) 

1. 5-4 67.&23 
0.15 7,057 
0.57 24,803 
0.73 31.860 
0.82 J5.76J 

AREA {AC} AREA (Sf) 

1.54 67,623 
0.31 13,887 
0.47 20,670 
0.79 34.557 
076 33,066 

PERFORATID UND£RDRAflll W/ 
GE:OTEX1lLE Fll TER F' ABRIC 
{SEE UllUTY PlAN fOR LOCATIONS) 

NOTE: 

-.no 

10.-4% 
36.6% 
47.1% 
52.9% 

-.no 

20.5% 
30.5" 
51.1% 
48.9" 

PUBLIC SIDEWALK OUTSIDE OF DRivtE 
APPROACHES SHALL BE 4" CONCRETE AND 
CONSTRUCTED PER CITY STANDARDS. 

NOTE: 
DUMPSTER AND TRASH AREA IS LOCATED 
INSIDE PROPOSED BUILDING 

OPTION B 
SITE PLAN 

• n·uS DETAIL IS NOT FOR CONSTRUCnON. THE WAU 
~ANUFACTIJRER IS RESPONSIBL£ FOR ACnJ-'l CESJGN AND 
CONSTRUCTION DETAJLS. 
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VANDEWALLE & 
ASSOCIATES INC. 

To: City of Whitewater Plan and Architectural Review Commission 

From: MarkRoffers, AICP, City Planning Consultant 

Date: May4, 2011 

Re: Conceptual review of proposed student apartment building at 234 N. Prince 
Street for CatCon Whitewater, LLC. 

Summary of Request . . 
Requested Approval: Review of revised concept plan for site- no fonnal action requested 

Proposed Use: 18-unit, 70-bedroom apartment building for students. 17 4-bedroom units 
& one 2-bedroom. 71 parking spaces, including 25 underbuilding spaces. 

Location: Northwest comer of Prince and Florence Streets, across from UWW campus. 

Current Zoning: R-3 Multifamily Residence 

Proposed Zoning: R-3 Multifamily Residence (no change proposed) 

Comprehensive Plan Future Use Designation: Higher Density Residential 

Current Land Use: Includes site of current church and one current single family residence 
at comer of Prince and Florence (1006 WFlorence), both of which would be demolished. 
Project no longer includes lot with second existing residence further west at 1018 Florence. 

Surrounding Zoning and Land Use: North: R-3, student-rented housing; East: 
Institutional zone, UWW; South: R-3, student housing; West: R-3, student housing &vacant 

Brief History of Project: A larger version of this project was first brought for City staff 
review in May2010 (88 units). It has undergone several revisions in response to changes in 
site configuration, staff comments, and Commission review since then. The project shrunk 
to 49 and then 31 units during 2010, but continued to rely on rezoning to PCD based on 
density and parking characteristics that did not match R-3 zoning. In December, the Plan 
Commission recommended denial of rezoning request. Prior to City Council action on that 
request, the applicant withdrew the petition. Among the Commission's concerns was a 
feeling that the then-proposed parking ratio of 0.75-0.80 spaces per occupant was 
insufficient, there were too m:any requested modification to normal R-3 requirements, and 
the property should instead develop under R-3 zoning. The applicant submitted preliminary 
concept plans for an "R-3 project" within the last month or so for staff comments. 

120 East Lakeside Street • Madison, Wisconsin 53715 • 608.255.3988 • 608.255.0814 Fax 
611 North Broadway • Suite 410 • Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 • 414.441.200 I 

414.732.2035 Fax 
www.vandewolle.com 

Shaping places, shaping change 



Analysis of Proposed Project 
Note: If project is to move forward, it would require Plan Commission approvals of a 
conditional use permit (CUP) and site plan. This analysis is based on the standards that 
would be used in consideration of these future approvals, recognizing that additional plan 
materials and analysis would be required at such time and full analysis is not possible today. 

Consistency with Comprehensive Plan's 
Future Land Use Map designation. 

Consistency with other applicable 
Comprehensive Plan policies. 

Consistency with any detailed 
neighborhood plan covering area. 

The establishment, maintenance, or 
operation of the conditional use will not 
create a nuisance for neighboring uses or 
substantially reduce the values of other 
property. 

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

The conditional use conforms to all 
applicable regulations of the district in 
which it is located, unless otherwise 
specifically exempted in this ordinance [or 
through a variance]. 

The conditional use conforms to the 
purpose and intent of the city master 
[comprehensive] plan. 

5/4/2011 

Met 

Largely met at 
this time 

Not applicable 

Subject to 
further review 
when detailed 

CUP plans 
submitted at 

later date 

Subject to 
futther review 

with CUP 
application 

Subject to 
further review 

with CUP 
application 

Subject to 
further review 

with CUP 
application 

area, 
"enLcotrrag;e[ s[ layouts where buildings appear as 
groupings of smaller residences" and "private 
sidewalk connections" (p. 87). Greater 
architectural detailing should be added to the east 
facades of the wings near Prince Street and private 

should be added. 

Project will require buffering or screening from 
lots to the north and south, shown via fencing on 
concept plan (proposed fencing on south side 
needs adjusting). Development of property should 
increase values of nearby properties and their 
potential for similar redevelopment in my opinion. 

More comments on parking below. Applicable 
plans not included and not required with a 
concept plan submittal. Plans submitted with 
December 2010 project met these standards. 
Before submitting a CUP application, applicant 
should meet with Fire Dept. staff and confirm 
compliance with Fire Code. 

Subject to confinnation of parking dimensions 
and exact site area, project appears to meet all 
zoning ordinance requirements applicable under 
R-3 zoning, to the extent that this can be analyzed 
at this concept plan stage. 

See "Comprehensive Plan and Detailed 
Neighborhood Plan" section above. 

2 



' 
' Standard Evaluation Comments 
' ' 

Facilitating compatible redevelopment for student-
oriented housing in planned areas close to campus 

The conditional use and structures are Subject to is in accordance with Otyplans. Locating higher 

consistent with sound planning and further review density housing close to major activity center (like 
zoning principles. with CUP UWW), major roads (like Main Street), and 

application commercial services (like those within a few 
blocks on Main Street) is a generally accepted 
planning principle. 

··csfllnliailce::'WIHi$1te f>lah':R~Vl~w.Gilidelities'Yse~'se:ctiiJril9 .63.ioo·.iJr i6fi.in~:6fuiriliD:2~~. '·'''//•:':''; .... 

The proposed structure, addition, 
Subject to See "Applicable Ordinance Standards" section 

further review below. 
alteration, or use will meet the minimum when detailed 
standards of this title for the district in site plan 
which it is located. submitted at 

later date 

The proposed development will be Subject to See "OJmprehensive Plan and Detailed 

consistent with the adopted city master further review Neighborhood Plan" section above. 

[comprehensive] plan. with site plan 
application 

Project would require removal of some mature 

The proposed development will be Subject to trees (but fewer than in previous plans). Future 

compatible with and preserve the further review landscape/ grading plans should include new trees 

important natural features of the site. with site plan to compensate for lost ones and specify methods 
application to preserve the mature trees on and near site 

boundaries that are proposed to remain. 

Neighboring uses and adjoining properties ought 

The proposed use will not create a 
not to be negatively affected, particularly if tree 

Subject to preservation methods implemented. Proposed 
nuisance for neighboring uses or unduly further review fencing will buffer adjoining residential properties, 
reduce the values of an adjoining with site plan which are also student-occupied. Project will 
property. application introduce up to 70 additional students to 

neighborhood, but this area is planned byOtyfor 
student apartment housing. 

The proposed development will not create 
Subject to See "Other Applicable Zoning Ordinance 

further review Standards" and "Engineering Design Standards" 
traffic circulation or parking problems. with site plan sections below. 

application 

5/4/2011 3 



' ,. 
Standard Evaluation ' Comments ' 

' 

The mass, volume, architectural features, 
The scale of the buildings is compatible with both 

Subject to 
the UWW buildings across Prince Street and with 

materials, and/ or setback of proposed 
further review new public and private student housing projects in 

structures, additions, or alternations will 
with site plan the vicinity. Additional architectural detailing and 

appear to be compatible with existing landscaping, particularly for the Prince Street 
buildings in the immediate area. application wings, should be included to improve appearance 

and reduce apparent building scale. 

Landmark structures on the National Existing buildings that would be demolished are 
Register of Historic Places will be not landmarks or listed on any historic properties' 
recognized as products of their own time. Not applicable registry. 
Alterations which have no historical basis 
will not be permitted. 

The proposed structure, addition, or The proposed 3-story building would meet the 

alteration will not substantially reduce the Gty's "sky plane exposure" setback requirements, 

availability of sunlight or solar access on Met specifically designed to protect solar access to 

adjoining properties. adjoining properties. The north-south orientation 
of the building would further assist in this regard . 

.Otherj\.fiplicable Zol)ing ·ordit1anceStandards'.·.•···· .. .... • .. · .... •·•····•· ' .. ··•··.•• · <' · c:/X•/'?.c•,'·•''.i··•! ;•.f'''•>• ••!!' •/ · •:: •. >• 

Setbacks Met R-3 setbacks would be met. No parking proposed 
within front or street side yards. 

At 3 stories and 34 feet tall, the proposed building 
is well within R-3 district maximums. "Usable 
Open Space" requirements for R-3 district also 
met given strictest interpretation of that standard 
(only outdoor space not in minimum setback 
areas). Regarding minimum lot area, 1.552 acres 

Needs 
are required given the number of units and 

confirmation bedrooms proposed. The applicant's Cl.O 

Building and site dimensions with site concept plan sheet reports the proposed site at 

plan!CSM 1.548 acres. My interpretation of the 2010 CSM 

application for this area suggests a site area of 1.551 acres. 
Therefore, it is my position that, to meet R-3 
density standards, eitherthe site will actually need 
to "survey out" at 1.552 acres or one bedroom 
will need to be removed from one apartment unit. 
Additional land cannot be gained from the lot at 
1018 Florence, because that lot is already a legal 
non-conforming lot in terms of lot area. 

5/4/2011 4 



' Standard Evaluation Comments 

Maximum of 5 unrelated persons per household 
in R-3 district. Applicant suggesting a total 

Non-family household size requirement Met 
occupancythat equals the number of bedrooms, 
which means that no unit would have more than 4 
unrelated persons. This could become a condition 
of CUP approval, per comprehensive plan policy. 

As proposed in the concept plan, the apartment 
units would meet the "minimum usable floor 
area" requirements of Section 19.57.130 of wning 

Minimum housing unit size requirement 
ordinance. The 4-bedroom units range from 

Met about 1,110 sq. ft. (A-unit) to about 1,280 sq. ft. 
(E-unit). The City's minimum4-bedroomfloor 
area is 1,000 square feet. At about 850 square 
feet, the 2-bedroom unit is greater than the City's 
800 square feet minimum requirement. 

Subject to Applicable plan not included and not required 

Exterior lighting further review with a concept plan submittal. 
with site plan 
application 

Project would provide exactly the number of 
parking spaces required by ordinance (71). 
Southernmost underbuilding space would be 

Needs difficult to back out of. Applicant should confirm 

Parking (inc. curbing policy) 
confirmation with CUP submittal that all parking space and 

with CUP/site drive aisle dimensions for both surface and 
plan application underbuilding lots meet ordinance requirements-

they appear very close to minimmns. Entire 
parking lot and driveways area proposed to be 
curbed, per City's curbing policy. 

Signage Met 
Proposed sign appears to meet dimensional 
requirements for R-3 signs allowed with CUP uses 

Engineering Deslgl1Stimdards '.,·_ ... _· ·. ; :. __ · .•.. ) ~-·-· ....... _.···. ·.·; -· '-;' .. -.... ,., .: . .·._ .• -..... _.· .. -. _.,-,_, ··- '.: i? •.. ' ... :- •.'>,• ·' ·• ' ' 

Subject to Applicable plans not included and not required 

Stormwater and grading 
further review with a concept plan submittal. Will have to meet 
with site plan Citystonnwater management ordinance. Would 
application have met ordinance with Dec. 2010 submittal. 

Subject to Applicable plans not included and not required 

Sewer and water utilities further review with a concept plan submittal. Has been reviewed 
with site plan previously with larger version of project and no 
application major issues identified. 
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Standard Evaluation 
I 

Comments 

Subject to Prince Street is a collector road and traffic signal 

Roads/transportation further review in place at Prince and Main, 1 block to south. 
with site plan Reviewed previously; no major issues identified. 
application 

L ' : M:,::c:''i''i ,,, 

Complete concept plan submittal filed. Site plan 

Completeness/ accuracy of submittal Met and CUP submittals will need to meet 
requirements of Sections 19.63 and 19.66. C:SM 
will also be required. 

Subject to Applicable plan not included and not required 

Landscaping guidelines further review 
with a concept plan submittal. Has been reviewed 

with site plan previously with larger version of project and Oty's 

application 
landscaping guidelines exceeded at that time. See 
also above comments on tree preservation. 

Consistent with December 2010 building design 

Building design 
and materials. Includes a variety of durable and 

Met natural materials and variations in building 
setbacks and features. Modem architecture. See 
comments on more detailing of east wings above. 

Plans appropriately place building "up front" and 
parking behind or under building. Underbuilding 
parking would be an asset and greatly assists with 

Subject to site layout, though applicant should confinn that 

Site design further review turn radius into garage from notth driveway 
with site plan works. Fire code requirements will need to be 
application met. Unclear from plans whether dumpsters will 

be inside building or in southwest comer of 
parking lot- should be clarified. Will need to be 
fully screened an on concrete pad if outside. 
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RESOLUTION DISCONTINUING A PORTION OF 
MORAINE VIEW PARKWAY 

WHEREAS, the City of Whitewater has recently constructed an Innovation Center in the 

City of Whitewater, and 

WHEREAS, there is currently a platted street stub for Moraine View Parkway that is 

located near said Innovation Center, and 

WHEREAS, the Moraine View Parkway stub is not needed for current development 

plans for the area and may be an impediment to the development of the City of Whitewater 

Technology Park, and 

WHEREAS, the public interest requires it. 

Now, therefore, BE IT RESOLVED as follows: 

1. Moraine View Parkway from its intersection with Innovation Drive southerly to the 

point described on the attached legal description, and shown on the attached and map, is hereby 

discontinued. 

2. The official map of the City of Whitewater IS hereby amended to show the 

discontinuance ofthis pmiion of Moraine View Parkway. 

Resolution introduced by Councilmember ___________ , who moved its 

adoption. Seconded by Councilmember -----------

AYES: 

NOES: Kevin Brunner, City Manager 

ABSENT: 
Michele R. Smith, City Clerk 

ADOPTED: 



Legal Description: 

Vacating Moraine View Parkway as dedicated on C.S.M. 3050, being a part of the 
SE1/4 and SW1/4 of the NE1/4 of Section 3, Town 4 North, Range 15 East, 
City of Whitewater, Walworth County, Wisconsin: 

Commencing at the East 1/4 corner of said Section 3; 
Thence North oo 14' 18" West a distance of 1 ,248.84 feet along the East line of the NE 1/4 of 
said Section 3; 
Thence South 88° 40' 08" West a distance of 33.01 feet to the intersection the Westerly right-of­
way line 
of Howard Road and the Southerly right-of-way line of Corporate Drive; 
Thence South 88° 40' 08" West a distance of 1,177.73 feet along said Southerly right-of-way 
line to the point of beginning; 

Thence South 83° 41' 51" West a distance of 94.54 feet; 
Thence South oo 14' 18" East a distance of 122.47 feet; 
Thence South 89° 45' 42" West a distance of 70.00 feet; 
Thence North oo 14' 18" West a distance of 34.01 feet; 
Thence North 16° 25' 34" West a distance of 98.71 feet to the Southerly right-of-way line of 
Corporate Drive; 
Thence North 88° 40' 11" East a distance of 191.56 feet to the P.O. B. 

Containing 0.25 acres, more or less. 

C:\Documents and Settings~wegne\Local Settings\Temporary Internet 
Files\Content.Outlook\IFS3XFW6\Vacate Moraine View Parkway Stub Legal Description.docx 
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Legal Description: 

Part of Lot 12 of Block 1 of Tratts Addition to the City of Whitewater, 
being part of the Northeast 1/4 of Section 8, Town 4 North, Range 15 East, 
City of Whitewater, Walworth County, Wisconsin more particularly described as follows: 

Commencing at the North 1/4 of Section 8, Town 4 North, Range 15 East; 
Thence North 88° 52' 57" East, 1,140.23 feet along the North line of said Section 8; 
thence South 1 o 07' 03" East, 32.47 feet to the Southerly right-of-way line of Walworth Street 
and the point of beginning; 

thence South 72° 35' 48" East, 25.68 feet to a point of a circular curve concave to the 
Southwest and having a radius of 35.00 feet; 
Thence 54.33 feet Southeasterly along the arc of said circular curve whose long chord bears 
South 28° 07' 41" East, 49.04 feet; 
thence South 16° 20' 25" West a distance of 8.34 feet to the Westerly right-of-way line of 
Janesville Street; 
thence North 33° 03' 06" East, 72.43 feet along said Westerly right-of-way line to the 
intersection 
with the Southerly right-of-way line of Walworth Street; 
thence South 88° 47' 49" West, 84.80 feet to the point of beginning. 

Containing 0.03 acres, more or less. 
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