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City of Evansville

Unified Land Development Code Advisory Committee
Thursday, May 15, 2008, 6:00 p.m.
City Hall (Third Floor), 31 S. Madison Street, Evansville, Wisconsin

MINUTES

1. Call to order.  The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by Bill Hammann.  
2. Attendance. 
Members present: Bill Hammann, Mason Braunschweig, Gil Skinner, Lori Allen

Members absent: Tony Wyse, Michael Pierick, Roger Berg

Staff:  Tim Schwecke

Members of the public: none

Note: Dan Wietecha submitted written comments via email.

3. Approval of agenda.  Braunschweig made a motion, seconded by Skinner to approve the agenda.  Motion approved unanimously.
4. Approval of minutes. Braunschweig made a motion, seconded by Skinner to waive the reading of the March 13, 2008 minutes and approve them as printed.  Motion approved unanimously.
5. Review of code
A. Article 5 Administrative Bodies (draft 3). The committee reviewed the article and discussed the following:
(1) 130-408. This section and others referring to compensation needs to be clarified so that city staff that serve are compensated for their time.

(2) Division 4, Erosion Control Technical Review Committee – It was agreed that if this committee is not required it should be eliminated.

(3) Division 5, Stormwater Management Technical Review Committee – It was agreed that if this committee is not required its duties should be done by the Public Works Committee of the City Council.

(4) Division 3, Ground Water Technical Review Committee – It was agreed that if this committee is not required its duties should be done by the Public Works Committee of the City Council. 
B. Article 12 Transportation. The committee reviewed the article and discussed the following:
(1) Wietecha commented that the City Engineer and Public Works Department need to review this chapter.

(2) Wietecha commented that the there should be some mention of rail, especially in regards to its importance for biodiesel and to a lesser degree the crush plant.

(3) 130-4000 and 130-4001 – Wietecha commented that the importance of sidewalks and pedestrians are emphasized in other parts of ULDC and Smart Growth Plan. It should be included in the purpose of this article.
(4) 130-4002.b – Wietecha made comment in regard to preparation of a digital map. Will verify with City Engineer.
(5) 130-4003 – Wietecha questioned whether we need to make a distinction between public and private streets.
(6) 130-4005 – The committee agreed that the city engineer should have the authority to determine when a traffic impact report. In addition, the committee added a provision indicating that the report should be submitted with the initial development application (e.g., preliminary land division). 
(7) 130-4006.c – Wietecha questioned whether plans should be submitted as paper and/or digital. Further, the committee added a narrative to clarify that the engineer needs to be licensed in the state.
(8) 130-4009.b – Wietecha suggested that the standards for curb radius be reviewed to make sure this works for fire trucks, garbage trucks, school buses, etc).
(9) 130-4009 – The committee decided to remove the “Industrial” street category.
(10) 130-4010.b – Wietecha commented that the city has trouble with privately maintained alleys.

(11) Sec 130-4012 – Wietecha suggested that this be reworded so that developer may propose AND/OR city may require, also strike “when necessary.”

(12) Sec 130-4014.b (table) – Wietecha commented that 10 feet is extremely small for a residential driveway. Committee members agreed and this standard was revised to 20 feet.
(13) Sec 130-4014.b (table) – Wietecha questioned whether the radius width (not just the driveway width) for the commercial/industrial standards is appropriate. Need to verify with City Engineer.
(14) Sec 130-4014.c (table) – Wietecha questioned why the number of access for agriculture is unlimited. The committee increased the number of residential accesses from 1 to 2. Committee also decided to have a separate category just for industrial because the needs are different – they often need more.
(15) Sec 130-4014.d – Wietecha questioned whether we are going to start reviewing the location of driveways with building permits and if every residence will need to go through a site plan review. Schwecke indicated that this would be accomplished through the building permit process.
(16) Sec 130-4015 – Wietecha suggested that this provision be clarified so that stop signs, street signs, etc may occur within the visibility triangle.
(17) Sec 130-4016.b and footnote 172 – Wietecha commented that there are instances where a public street may be allowed.

(18) Sec 130-4016.b – Wietecha commented that private streets are often smaller or lesser than the standards for public streets.

(19) Sec 130-4016.b – Wietecha questioned whether alleys (130-4010) are considered private streets. This has not been resolved as of yet. It is a big policy question.
(20) Sec 130-4019 – Wietecha questioned what the 15-inch standard is based on. City engineer is to verify.
(21) Sec 130-4023 – Wietecha commented whether we need to also address addressing here. Committee agreed.
6. Next regular meeting date.  The next date for the committee is June 19, 2008. 
7. Motion to Adjourn.  On a motion by Braunschweig, seconded by Skinner, the meeting adjourned at 8:10 p.m.
Prepared by: Tim Schwecke, City Planner
The minutes are not official until approved by the committee.


