BELLEVILLE PLAN COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2010
7:00 p.m 
Belleville Village Hall, 24 West Main Street
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

OPENING PROCEDURES - Motions and Votes May be Taken on the Following:
1. Call to order

2. Roll call

3. Reading of the minutes

4. Acknowledgement of visitors

5. Visitors wishing to speak

6. Next meeting date is Wednesday, November 10, 2010.
NEW BUSINESS - Motions and Votes May be Taken on the Following: 
1. Site Plan for Productive Holdings LLC (corner of Remy and D)

2. PC role in Beer Garden review process

CONTINUED BUSINESS - Motions and Votes May be Taken on the Following: 
1. Comprehensive Plan Consistency Guidelines 
STATEMENTS AND/OR QUESTIONS FROM REGISTERED PARTIES 


COMMISSIONER’S COMMENTS AND/OR QUESTIONS

ADJOURNMENT

Terry Kringle, Chairperson



It is possible that members of and possible a quorum of members of other governmental bodies of the municipality may be in attendance at the above stated meeting to gather information; no action will be taken by any governmental body at the above stated meeting other than the governmental body specifically referred to above in this notice.  Please note that, upon reasonable notice efforts will be made to accommodate the needs of disabled individuals through appropriate aids and services.  For additional information or to request this service, contact Mary Austin, Village Deputy Clerk/Treasurer, at 24 West Main Street, P.O. Box 79, Belleville, Wisconsin, 53508-0079.  Telephone, 608.424.33
Posted 10-8-10
NB1
BACKGROUND:
We had a preliminary meeting on the site plan during our August PC meeting.

PROCEDURE:
Approve or not approve the site plan.

ENCLOSURES:
Site plans & building elevations.
NB2
BACKGROUND:
In 2011 when the alcohol establishments that have a beer garden or want a beer garden apply for their license they must submit a site plan. I would like the PC to decide exactly what we will be looking at so that this information can be given to the applicants. I want to send a letter out to everyone in January or sooner so that they can get their site plans in to us before June.

PROCEDURE:
Develop a list of what the planning commission will require for the site plan. 

ENCLOSURES:
Ordinance 7-2-19 
CB1
BACKGROUND:


PROCEDURE:


ENCLOSURES:
 

BELLEVILLE PLAN COMMISSION

REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 13, 2010
7:00 p.m 

Belleville Village Hall, 24 West Main Street
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Terry Kringle called the meeting to order.  Members present were:  Donna Moore, Lance Williston, Larry Enlow, Gary Ziegler, and Jim Schmitz.  Brad Walters was absent. Professional staff present was Bill Preboski. Visitor Craig Patchin of Productive Holdings LLC was present.

Motion by Lance Williston seconded by Larry Enlow to approve the September 8, 2010 regular minutes with the correction of He to They in the second sentence of Acceptance of land south of Sugar River Apartments from Herb & Luane Blaser.  Motion carried. 

The next regular meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, November 10, 2010.  A Public Hearing for Shamrock II is scheduled at that time.

Site Plan for Productive Holdings LLC (corner of Remy and D)

Craig Patchin, owner, was present.   Lex  Dutch is also an owner.  They are going to build a multi-tenant metal building (owner occupied) on Lot 1,the corner of Highway D & Remy Road, in the Industrial Park.  It will be a steel frame 8000 sq.ft. 1 story building.  They would like to start construction this fall.  The maximum number of vehicles will be 7-12 patrons and/or employees at one time.  Kevin Lord commented on the Stormwater Plan in a letter dated October 12, 2010.  The 2 items concerned the routing of the stormwater from the site to the pond, south of Chalet.  Bill Preboski suggested waving the setback requirement of being closer to Hwy D and leave the building sited where it is.   There are 2 easements by the north side of the lot which would make it impracticable to move the building up as close as the guidelines require plus the lay of the land would be impracticable as far a drainage standpoint.   The 35% requirement of glass would not be needed since it would be moved back beyond the distance where it is required. The Plan Commission should review this requirement and make different requirements for different classes of buildings such as retail, commercial, industrial and business park.  It was suggested they landscape part of the berm if possible and maybe some on the north side in practicable places along Highway D.  Motion by Gary Ziegler, seconded by Jim Schmitz to approve the site plan for Productive Holdings LLC contingent upon the 2 stormwater issues resolved in the letter dated October 12, 2010 from Kevin Lord of MSA.  Motion carried.
PC role in Beer Garden review process

Terry wanted the Plan Commission to review the new ordinance relating to Licensing and Regulation of Beer Gardens.  His goal was to put all the requirements in a letter so the applicants would know what they needed to do before the issuance of a license in 2011.  After discussion, it was decided the Plan Commission would not review this type of site plan because of the downtown locations.  The beer gardens are in the rear of the buildings and not on public property.  Motion by Lance Williston, seconded by Gary Ziegler to eliminate section 7-2-19(c) Site Plan from Ordinance 7-2-19.  Motion carried.
Comprehensive Plan Consistency Guidelines 

Bill Preboski and Matt have worked on these over several months.  The format is as follows:


 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CONSISTENCY GUIDELINES   

The following comprehensive plan guidelines are intended to be used to assist in the preparation of a plan consistency report to determine the consistency of a proposal to the policies and recommendations within the Village of Belleville Comprehensive Master Plan, adopted 10/2004 and amended 9/2007 and 2/2008.

II. PLAN CONSISTENCY
All proposed developments must be reviewed to determine, if they are consistent with the Village’s Comprehensive Plan. A plan consistency report, using the guidelines, will be prepared for review by the Belleville Village Plan Commission. If the plan consistency report indicates that a proposal is inconsistent, the report will suggest under what conditions the proposal may meet plan consistency. However, the Comprehensive Master Plan itself, not the guidelines will be the sole determining factor in determining plan consistency.  

III. HOUSING

1. Residential development is proposed to be built at urban densities typical for development in the Village of Belleville.

2. The proposal is within Phase 1, 2, or 3 growth management phase of the Residential Development Management Plan.

3. Single-family detached units will make up from 63% to 74% of new housing units within a Village neighborhood context.

4. Multifamily units will make up from 21% to 29% of new housing units within a Village neighborhood context, multifamily units include: duplexes, town houses and apartment, rental or condominiums.

IV. TRANSPORTATION

1. The proposed local street pattern will provide for convenient circulation and access for motor vehicles, while at the same time designing the streets to discourage speeding.

2. Higher-density residential and business development is directed near to major roadways.

3. The needs of bicyclists and pedestrians were considered in the proposed roadway improvements, including roadway surfaces, safety, intersection design, roadway width and/or sidewalks.

4. Adequate right-of-way is set aside for and construction of sidewalks and/or trails. 

V. COMMUNITY FACILITIES & UTILITIES

1. The proposal is within Belleville Urban Service Area (USA) or an amendment to the USA has been filed with the Capital Area Regional Planning Commission. 

2. The proposal by itself or as part of a neighborhood concept plan and is contiguous to existing development areas served by public sewer and water services. 

3. A review the impact of the development proposal avoids exceeding the capacities of the public facilities or services, unless adequate capacities are planned concurrent with its development.

4. Preliminary facility plans have been developed to manage storm water runoff and erosion control.  
VI. NATURAL RESOURCES

1. Adequate dedication of parkland or fees-in-lieu-of dedication is provided for the proposed development, such that all residential neighborhoods are within one-half mile of a park.

2. The proposal preserves wetlands, floodplains, woodlands of ecological significance and areas with slopes over 12% within a system of environmental corridors. 

3. The proposal is located and designed to by incorporate natural drainage patterns and storm water management measures.

4. No new development is located in the 100-year floodplain areas other than for dedicated public facilities.

VII. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

1. Commercial areas are screened from adjacent residential areas or are carefully integrated into residential development.

2. Proposed commercial uses are clustered in planned commercial areas.  Commercial uses along highway frontage do not access directly onto the highway.

3. Proposed industries are located in areas where they will have adequate expansion space to meet anticipated future needs and have nearby access to highways.

4. The proposal meets the standards for site plan approval, especially along Highways 69, 92 & PB. Site plan review requires Downtown or Villagewide design guidelines.

VIII. INTERGOVERNMENTAL COOPERATION

1. Village will develop within the urban service area at urban densities served by public sewer and water and other Village services.

2. The Village will inform adjacent towns, the Belleville School District and Dane County or Green County of proposed developments.

3. The Village of Belleville discourages creation of subdivisions or certified survey maps that create building sites for non-farm residential uses, not served by public sewer, within the Village of Belleville the first one half mile of its one and one half mile extraterritorial plat approval jurisdiction.

IX. LAND USE

1. The proposed neighborhood design is pedestrian-oriented.

2. The proposal is located adjacent or close to existing urban development, has access to sanitary sewer and public water and will be built at urban densities.

3. The placement of buildings should avoid lands unsuitable for development, because of high groundwater or steep slopes, unless site design can overcome those limitations to development.

X. IMPLEMENTATION

(Yes ( No
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.  Is the proposal consistent with the Belleville Village Comprehensive Master Plan? 

( Yes ( No
ANNEXATION.  Is the proposed zoning and site plan consistent with any applicable area land use plans?  

( Yes ( No
LAND DIVISION.  Is the proposed lot configuration, street layout or improvements compatible with transportation plans or ordinance requirements? 

( Yes ( No
REZONING & CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS.  Are the proposed land use and site plan be compatible with Village land use ordinances?  

( Yes ( No
WATER QUALITY.  Is the proposal within the approved Belleville Urban Service Area?  

( Yes ( No
OFFICIAL MAP.  Does the proposal require any proposed future streets, parkways or drainageways, in addition to ordinary preliminary plat requirements? 

( Yes ( No
PUBLIC LANDS ACQUISITION.  Is adequate land reserved within the preliminary plat for parkland dedication, stormwater facilities and other public improvements?  

Motion by Gary Ziegler, seconded by Lance Williston to recommend to the Village Board the adoption of this format of the guidelines for plan consistency.  Motion carried.
Bill also created Consistency Report – Model and the Belleville Comprehensive Plan’s Policies and Recommendations.
Street Trees
This item was not on the agenda.  Bill Preboski presented a draft of an ordinance Street Trees – Required Improvements.  At the present time it is not part of the subdivision required improvements.  Public Works will work on this and will bring it back to the Plan Commission since it will be in Title 10.  They also need to decided as to when a tree needs to be paid for.
Motion by Donna Moore, seconded by Larry Enlow to adjourn the meeting.  Motion carried.
Submitted, 

Mary Austin
