1. Roll call.

2. Adoption of agenda.

AGENDA
CITY OF STURGEON BAY
CITY PLAN COMMISSION
Wednesday, April 16, 2014
7:00 p.m.
Council Chambers, City Hall
421 Michigan Street

3. Approval of minutes from February 19, 2014.

4, Public comment on non-agenda items.

5. Consideration of:

B. Consideration of:
7. Consideration of:
8. Consideration of:
9. Consideration of:
10.  Adjourn.

Modification of PUD - Two additions for Pinecrest Village, 1241 N.
18" Ave.

Vacation of a portion of a 25-foot wide alley, known as Lama
Lane, between Alabama Street and Bluebird Lane.

Consideration of:  Zoning code and sigh code amendments to
create Institutional district.

Sign code amendment to allow electronic message signs in
residential districts.

Setback from bridge right-of-way for U.S.C.G. building at Sawyer
Park.

NOTE: DEVIATION FROM THE AGENDA ORDER SHOWN MAY OCCUR.

Notice is hereby given that a majority of the Common Council may be present at this meeting to gather
information about a subject over which they have decision-making responsibility. If a quorum of the Common
Council does attend, this may constitute a meeting of the Common Council and is noticed as such, although the
Common Council will not take any formal action at this meeting.

2.00 p.m.
411/14
CN

Plan Commission Members:
Dan Wiegand — Chair
Richard Wiesner

Mike Gilson

Laurel Brooks

Jeff Norland

Steve Parent

Dennis Statz




“ CITY PLAN CONMMISSION
Wednesday, February 19, 2014

A meeting of the City Plan Commission was called to order at 7:02 p.m. by Chalrperson
Dan Wisgand in Council Chambers City Hall, 421 Michigan Street.

Roll call: Members Mike Gilson, Dennis Statz, Laurel Brooks, Steve Parent, Rick
Wiesner, Jeff Nortand, and Dan Wiegand were present. Also present were Community
Development Director Marty Olejniczak and Community Development Secretary Cheryl
Nault. ‘

Adoption of agenda: Moved by Mr. Statz, seconded by Mr. Norland to adopt the
following agenda: -

Roll call.

Adoption of agenda.

Approval of minutes from January 15, 2014.

Public comment on non-agenda items.

Consideration of. Zoning code and sign code amendments to create Institutional
district.

Consrderation of. Sign code amendment to allow electronic message signs in
residential districts.

7. Consideration of: Zoning code amendment regarding setback from navrgab!e water.

8. Adjourn.
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Carried.

Approval of minutes from January 15, 2014: Moved by Mr. Wiesner, seconded by Mr.
Parent to approve the minutes from January 15, 2014. Carried.

Public comment on non-agenda items: No one spoke during public comment.

Consideration of: Zoning code and sign code amendments to create Institutional
district: Mr. Olejniczak stated that at the last couple of meetings the Commission had
considered whether or not to aflow electronic message centers in residential zoning
districts. There was a specific request from churches, but there was concern that this
could open up to other uses in the district. It was decided to approach a new zoning
district. . The proposed Public Institutional (P-I) district would include churches. schools,
governmental buildings, safety buildings, etc. He asked members if this was worth
proceeding with and if some of the proposed permitted uses or conditional uses he
presented should be changed around or eliminated. The height and area of signage
would also have to be considered.

Mr. Wiegand was not comfortable with a cookie cutter effect for rezoning.

Mr. Olejniczak gave a couple of options, including the City doing a major rezoning of the
properties that are appropriate for the P-I district or have the new district adopted, but not
mapped and let individual properties or groups of properties request to be rezoned.

Mr. Norland said he is in favor of the P-l zoning district, since the Comprehensive Plan
indicates this is the direction to go.




Mr. Olejniczak offered an intermediate option to notify property owners to see if there is
interest in a certain area {o be rezoned.

Mr. Parent stated he liked all the uses that are proposed. But, if implemented, is there
any way of not affecting uses that are already in place? Mr. Olejniczak responded he wil!
confer with the City Attorney.

Ms. Brooks stated this will put residential properties at risk.

It was the consensus of the Commission that the P-1 district has merit and should
proceed with it. Members should provide any ideas pertaining to permitted and
conditional uses to the Community Development Department.

Consideration of: Sign code amendment to allow electronic message signs in
residential districts: Mr. Olejniczak stated there still is the option to add EVMS as a type
of sign allowed in the residential districts. Additional restrictions could be added or the
request to amend the sign code could be rejected.

The Commission members agreed that if the Public-institutional district is being
considered, it would make sense to not make a decision on the signs at this time.

Moved by Mr. Wiegand, seconded by Mr. Statz to postpone discussion until after the P-l
district decision has been made. All ayes. Carried.

Consideration of: Zoning code amendment regarding setback from navigable
water: Mr. Olejniczak stated that the City does not have any specific regulations
pertaining to how close a building can be to the shoreline. Door County follows the state
DNR imposed 75 ft. setback from the ordinary high water mark. This requirement would
not pertain to existing buildings. In case of fire, an existing building could be rebuilt where
it had been located. It would not affect non-conforming buildings.

The Commission discussed different options regarding setback from navigable waters,
including principal buildings and accessory structures. Moved by Mr. Gilson, seconded by
Mr. Parent to adopt a 25’ setback from navigable water for all buildings. All ayes.
Carried.

Adjourn: Moved by Mr. Wiesner, seconded by Mr. Norland to adjourn. Carried. Meeting
adjourned at 7:59 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Cheryl Nadilt
Community Development Secretary




Executive Summary

Title; Modification to PUD — Plnecrest Village — Activity Room & Dining Room
Additions

Background: Pinecrest Village is a Residential Care Apartment Complex (RCAC)
located at 1241 N. 18" Avenue. It offers assisted living to elderly residents and was
approved by the City in 1999 as a Planned Unit Development ((PUD). One of the
conditions of the PUD is that the development and maintenance of the property be in
conformance with the approved final PUD plans. Pinecrest Village wants to modify the
plans by adding a 22" x 22" activity room and a 4’ x 22" addition to the dmlng room. Both
additions are single-story.

Under section 20.24(6) of the planned unit development section of the zoning code, the
Plan Commission has the authority to approve minor changes to the PUD, if such
" changes do not affect the character and standard of the PUD. Staff believes the
proposal falls under that section of the code. The change does not impact the number
of apartments or residents. The two additions are both located to the rear of the building
and are not visible from the street or from adjoining property due to the existing
landscaping. The architecture of the proposed additions is compatible.with the existing
building. The additions comply with the required setback and do not violate any
provision of the PUD ordinance for Pinecrest Village or provision of the zoning code.

The Plan Commission has the options of approving the minor change or denying it. It
also has the option of declaring that it is not a minor change as deemed by staff and
requiring that a full PUD amendment is necessary, including new public hearing and
approval by the Common Council.

Fiscal Impact: The additions to the building will increase the overall value of the
building without increasing the level of City services provided to it. Thus, there will be a
modest positive fiscal impact from the project.

Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of medification of the final PUD, as
submitted.

Prepared by: C}'/lc'gh\) U)é,:{? f’/*”?’-’/ 4

Martin Olejniczak / Date
Community Development Director

Reviewed by: 4 ﬁ «[fé
Stephen McNeil Date

City Administrator




CITY OF STURGEON BAY PLANNING COMMISSION

Reference : Pinecrest Village April 2,2014
1241 N. 18th Ave.
Sturgeon Bay, WI 54235

Planning Commission Members -

Enclosed are the floor plans, elevations for 2 (two) separate additions, the existing partial
site plan copy, and the proposed revised site plan copy. This project we would like the
City of Sturgeon Bay to consider for approval to Pinecrest Villages previous PUD.

The first addition is a 22' x 22' "Activity Center" that would be attached to the existing
main entry / lobby and have generous lighting, it's own egress exit, and the ability to
close it off from the main lobby with 2 sets of French doors, allowing for meetings and
activity's such as entertainment, lectures, family gatherings, etc.

The second addition would be a ~22' x 4' addition to the dining room allowing the
opportunity for additional seating and easier maneuverability by residents and staff.

Both additions would be done at the same time, and the construction both interior and
exterior would be in keeping with the existing structure esthetically.

NOTE : Plans will require State Approval to Code Compliancy prior to construction
Respectfully,
(E/ & QQTE—-/J
Joe Porten
Design Consultant

Portside Builders
Sturgeon Bay, W1




PANEL LOCATED IN ENTRY TO REMOVE ANNUNCIATOR PANEL

IN CONDUIT.
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ALABAMA STREET

E.C. TO

PROVIDE CIRCUIT NO. A-13 FOR  SIGHN iLLUMINATION.
3, EC. TO PROVIDE (1) WEATHER PROOF &Fl DUTLET IN

2. EC. TO PROVIDE (1) WEATHER PROOF &Ft QUTLET IN
BASE OF SieN. WIRE TO CIRCUIT NO. AL

BASE OF LIGHT POLE. WIRE TO CIRCUIT NO. A-l.

HEMRY M, ISAKSEN - ARCH
48 MEST OAK STREET

STURGEON BAY, WISCONSIH
PHONE: 920-743-47159 F,
EMAIL: hisaksen@dorls com

JULr 28, 1999

AT, WISCONSIN
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EMAIL.: hisaksengdewis.com :

"STURGEON BAT, WISCONSIN
BHONE. 420.748-a15d Fi |

HENRY M, ISAKSEN - ARCH |
48 HWEST OAK STREET :

ALABAMA STREET
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3. EC. T PROVIDE (1) WEATHER PROOF &f
UL 28, 1499

F.C. TO ROUTE COMMUNICATION WIRE FROM MAIN ANNUNGIATOR
PANEL LOCATED (N ENTRYT TO REMOVE ANNUNCIATOR PANEL

E.C. TO PROVIDE EST CAT. #LSRA ANNUNCIATOR PANEL.
IN CONDUIT,

PROVIDE CIRCUIT NO. A-13 FOR  SIGN ILLUMINATION,

BASE OF LIGHT POLE., WIRE TO CIRCUIT NO. Al

2. EC. TO PROVIDE (1) WEATHER PROOF &F OUTLET IN
BASE OF SIGN, WIRE TO CIRCUIT MO, Al

NOTES:

AT, WISCONSIN
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Location Map
Planned Unit Development
Pinecrest Village
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Subject Property - 1241 N. 18th Avenue




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Title: Abandorment of Alley in Lama Wamah Park Subdivision

Background: Three property owners abutting- a recorded alley have submitted a request fo-

abandon (vacate) the public alley. The 25-ft wide alley runs between Alabama Street and Biuebird
Drive behind N. Third Avenue. It was created by the plat of Lama Wamah Park in 1957 but has
never been improved, although the north end is used for driveway access for two homes.

The alley provides access to a private park in the subdivision. The private park is for the use of,
and jointly owned and maintained by, the owners of 7 lots surroundmg the park. The alley provides
the only access other than from Lama Lagoon.

It is unclear exactly how much of the alley is being proposed for abandonment. it is believed that
the three petitioners want it abandoned from Alabama Street to the north line of the private park.
The petition states that an easement for utilities would be created but it is unclear if that easement
includes access to the park.

The State Statutes allow the Common Council to vacate or abandon an unpaved alley. The Plan
Commission makes a recommendation to the Council.

There does not appear to be any benefit to the general public for this ailey since it only serves the
private park and the adjoining residential lots. However, the abandonment would impact the rights
of the 7 surrounding lot owners. Consensus of these owners should be achieved regarding how
much of the alley to vacate and whether an access easement should be created if vacated.

Fiscal Impact: Abandonment of the alley would eliminate any present or future maintenance
responsibilities of the city. The alley would be attached to the abutting lots thereby increasing the
size/value of those lots. Therefore, there should be a slight positive fiscal impact.

Recommendation: The Plan'Commission should determine the desires and concerns of the
affected seven property owners and recommend to vacate all or some of the alley if there is
CONnsensus.

Prepared by: f/‘!/&m C%ﬁ Z/“'//‘//fl/

Martin Olejniczak  / Date
Community Development Director

Reviewed by: - fj &N QDQ@‘\ o -1 -20'

Tony Degies v Date
City Engineer




March 5, 2014

We, the undersigned, owners of property lacated and adjacent to the 25 feet
Public Alley as shown on the plat of Lama Wamah Park, wish to have this property
abandon@‘%\ﬂ

We further agree to give a utility easement on this property for the operation and

maintenance of the utilities located on this property.

Name Address City
/Q@oy Z %wﬁ’/ 212 Alabama Street Sturgeon Bay, W1 54235
James Londo

Q‘Q% w ~1205 N 3" Ave Sturgeon Bay, WI 54235

“'G&Fﬁ&d Richter \

Q()ﬁw} g\b& m 1225 N 3™ Ave Sturgeon Bay, Wi 54235

‘f{)an Briggs
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MEMO

To: City Plan Commission

From: - Martin Qlejniczak, Community Development Director
Date: February 14, 2014

Subject: Institutional Zoning District

For a2 couple of meetings the request to allow electronic variable message signs (EVMS} in
residential zoning districts has been considered. Although the request was specificaily for churches
there was concern that an amendment would lead to other consequences in the residential areas. At
the last meeting an idea was broached to create a separate zoning classification with its own
permitied uses, sign requirements, and other rules geared toward churches and other institutional
use.

The creation of an institutional zoning districtis a valid way to handle the EVMS issue. Many zoning
codes contain a zoning classification for public and institutional uses. As long as the standards are
consistent within this district, they can be tailored to match the community’s desires re!ated to
churches, schools, and so forth.

A draft of the provisions of this type of district has been completed. The district is called Public and
Institutional (P-1}) to match the category and definition aiready within the Sturgeon Bay
Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use map. The proposed permitted and conditional uses are
based upon uses within the City's other zoning districts that seemed appropriate for P-l and a review
of other City’'s zoning codes. Some of these uses could be shifted between permitted and
conditional, if desired. -

The dimensional and sign standards are based upon other districts in the Sturgeon Bay code. Right
now many of the institutional uses are zoned R-4, so the setbacks and sign rules are roughly inline
with what is currently aliowed in R-4. However, the Plan Commission will want to verify these
provisions.

This approach of creating a separate zoning classification will take longer to implement than just an
amendment to the sign code. First, the specific standards with the zoning code and sign code need
to be approved by the Plan Commission. A public hearing is needed to amend the zoning code,
followed by adoption through first and second readings by the Council. Once the districtis created, it
can then be mapped. There are two options. The City could proactively pick areas that it wants to be
zoned P-{ and schedule a public hearing to rezone those areas. The second option is to wait for
individual property owners or groups of property owners to petition for a rezoning to that district.

Please review the proposed district and be prepared to determine if you want to pursue the creation
of the P-| district and, if yes, the specific uses and rules for that district.




20.09 Use regulations for P-1 district.

The Public & Institutional P-1 district is intended to provide appropriate areas for community
facilities or public uses such as educational, medical, governmental, and cultural facilities.

(1) Permitted uses are:

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
43)
(&)
(h)
(@
1)
)

(i)
(m)

()

Churches and religious institutions.

Elementary, junior, and senior high schools.

Colleges and vocational schools.

Govermment administrative offices, public utility offices, police stations, and fire stations.
Libraries & muscuins.

Parks and playgrounds.

Recreational and community center buildings and grounds.

Charitable institutions, clubs and lodges,

Funeral homes.

Medical, dental, and veterinarian facilities.

Child day care facilities, provided the facility is licensed by the Wisconsin Department of
Children and Families.

Botanical and community gardens.

Accessory dwelling units for caretakers or clergy associated with a listed permitted or
conditional use. Such dwellings shall comply with the dimensional requirements of the R-2
district under s. 20.27(2).

Accessoty uses customarily incidental and subordinate to any of the above uses provided
that no such use generates traffic or noise that would create a public or private nuisance.

(2) Conditional uses are:

(a)
(b)
(©)
@
()

H

Hospitals.

Communication towers.

Public garages, shops or storage yards.

Penal or correctional institutions and asylums.

Sewage freatment plants, water pumping or storage facilities, water treatinent plants,
electrical transformer stations, gas regulator stations, and similar facilities for public
utilities.

Art galleries.




(g) Community living arrangements, except as regulated in § 62.23(7)(i), Wis. Stats., and

provided, however that the 2,500-foot distance described in § 62.23(7)(1)2r.a., Wis. Stats.,

shall not apply.
(h) Nursing homes,
(1) Animal shelters and pounds.
() Airports, including terminal facilities and necessary concessions.
(k) Cemeteries, crematoria, columbaria, and mausoleums.

() Parking lots.

20.72 Height and area regulations generally,

(1) The maximum impervious surfaces shall be 70% of the lot area.

(2) Dimensional requirements.

(a) Minmimum lot area — 21,780 square feet (1/2 acre)
(b)Y Minimum lof width — 100 feet
{¢} Required vards.

1. Street — 25 feet

2. Side — 10 feet, except where the side yard abuts premises located in a residential district,

the required side yard shall be increased to 20 feet.
3. Rear — 25 feet
(d) Maximum building height — 45 feet

Signs in P-I district

Area of Wall Signs. Walls signs shall not exceed one square foot per linear foot of building
fagade [to a limit of 50/100/77 square feet per building fagade]. See note 1
Area of Ground Signs. Ground signs shall not exceed 64 [32, 100] square feet facing each
frontage. See note 2
Height. Ground signs shall not exceed 12 [20] feet in height. See nore 3
EVMS. Permitted with the following rules: See note 4

a. Size: 32 [16, 24, 77} square feet maximuim

b. 630, ??] seconds per message change

¢. No limits on hours of operation [limited to between 6 AM and 9 PM, 77]




Notes:

Carrently, most institutional uses in residential districts are resfricted to a wall sign limit of 50 sq.
ft. per fagade. However, such uses in the commercial districts as well as schools, hospitals,
offices, and clinics in R-4 district have no wall sign limit,

Currently, most institutional uses are restricted to 32 sq. ft. of sign area per frontage. However,
such uses in the commerciat districts (as well as schools, hospitals, offices, and clinics in R-4) are
allowed to have up to 100 sq. ft. of sign area per frontage.

Currently, most institutional uses are restricted to a ground sign height of 12 feet. However, such
uses in the commercial districts (as well as schools, hospitals, offices, and clinics in R-4) can
have ground signs up to 20 feet in height.

Currently, EVMS are not permitted at all in residential districts. In commercial districts,
institutional uses can have of to 32 square feet of EVMS with 6 second message interval and no
limit on hours of operation.




ADDENDUM TO EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Title: Sign Code Amendment — Electronic Vartable Message :Signs in Residential Districts

Additional Information: Based upon discussion at the previous Plan Commission meeting, the
City Attorney was asked to weigh in on options for regulating EVMS in the residential district.
The City Attorney’s opinion letter is included in the agenda packet. The conclusions are:

1. Making decisions regarding such signs on a case by case basis is not recommended. I
likely runs afoul of previous court rulings that sign regulations must be content-neutral.

2. Allowing such signs in the residential districts solely for churches is strongly
recommended against. This is due to both content-neutral concern and establishment
clause of the 1% Amendment concern.-

3. Having different requirements for such signs in the residential districts is OK provided
the regulations are content-neutral. So, rules regarding the size, brightness, message
interval, etc. would be permissible,

The Attorney also indicates that there is no legal problem with maintaining the current outright
ban on such signs in the residential districts.

Based upon the Attorney’s opinion, staff opted not to create a sample ordinance for the case by
case review option.

Petition: An online petition was initiated through the Change.org website by Melissa Hadley.
The petition states: "Do not change the zoning to allow LED/Neon flashing signs in the
residential neighborhoods of Door County WI.” A number of people signed it from around the
warid (8) and other parits of the United States (24}, but there were only two submissions from
Sturgeon Bay residents (Josh Hadley and Rose Wodack), and two more from other Door
County residents, It is unclear from the language of the petition if the issue at hand is
understood because the City already allows LED and neon signs in residential neighborhoods
and prohibits flashing signs. It is the strictly the variable message issue that is being
considering for amendment,

Options: Assuming the options to do case by case reviews and limit the amendment o just
churches are no longer to be considered, the Plan Commission still has the following options to

consider;

1. Recommend approval of the sign code amendment to add residential districts to the
eligible areas for electronic variable message signs following the current dimensional
and operational standards.

2. Add additional restrictions and recommend approval of the amendment. Some examples
of the restrictions that have been put forth include smaller size limit than the 32 sq. fi.
used for commercial districts, longer time interval between message changes than the 6
seconds currently used in commercial areas, and time limits on the use of such signs

{such as 6 AM to @ PM).
3. Reject the request to amend the code (EVMS would still be prohibited in the residential
districts).
Prepared by: %m %A o~ /1o- 1y
Martin Olgjniczak / * Date

. Community Development Director




Proposed amendment to allow electronic variable message signs
in the residential zoning districts

Option 1 — Allowed using same rules as commercial districts

Subsection 27.12(4) of the Sturgeon Bay Sign Code is amended as follows:
(4) Electronic variable message signs (EVMS). The sign inspector may issue a
special sign permit for a EVMS in the residential; commercial and industrial zoning

districts. The sign inspector shall apply the following standards in reviewing the
proposed sign:

[rest of Subsection not changed)]

Option 2 — Allowed but with extra rules

The following is a sample. The specific rules within the residential districts can be
modified, eliminated or created as desired by the plan commission.

Subsection 27.12(4) of the Sturgecon Bay Sign Code is amended as follows:

MS). The sign inspector may issue a
2§ . commercial and industrial zoning
districts. The sign inspector shall apply the following standards in reviewing the
proposed sign:

(4) Electronic variable message sign

(a) Dimensional standards.
[par. 1 & 2 not changed)]
3. The illuminated or message display area of the EVMS shall be included

within the area to be regulated as the maximum area of a sign for the site.
The message dasplay area___shall not exceed 32 square fest

{b) Operational standards.

{par. 1 & 2 not changed)

3. Each message displayed by the EVIVIS shali remain for a mm um of 6




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Title: Reduced Street Yard in C-2 District for U.S. Coast Guard Building

Background: The United States Coast Guard is proposing to construct a 40’ x 60’ storage
and work building on land that it leases from the City at Sawyer Park. The building replaces
two smaller buildings on the other side of the Oregon Street Bridge corridor. It consolidates
its facilities for the USCG Cutter Mobile Bay, thus freeing up the north side of the bridge
corridor for redevelopment.

The building site is zoned Central Business District (C-2), which requires a minimum street
yard (setback) of 15 feet from the right-of-way line. However, the zoning code also provides
that the Plan Commission can authorize a lesser street yard in the Waterfront
Redevelopment District.

The proposed building is located 8.5 feet from the right-of-way for the bridge. Thus, approval
of the Plan Commission is required. The building site is 6.8 feet from the public sidewalk that
was installed last summer. It is approximately 23 feet from the bridge.

The project was reviewed by Waterfront Design Review Board. The Board approved the
building design and site plan. The Common Council also reviewed the site plan when it
approved the lease for the USCG. Although it did not specifically consider or act upon the
setback distance, the proposed location of the building was known at that time and has not
changed. The location closer to the bridge was promoted by staff and City officials as a
means of lessening obstruction of the view toward the water and Mobile Bay.

Many of the buildings in the downtown area have shallow or zero street setbacks. The Plan
Commission previously approved reduced setbacks for the Hol ‘n’ One addition, the
Cellcom/Gilas building, and addition for May’s Sports Center.

Fiscal Impact: None.

Recommendation: Approve a reduced setback of a minimum of 8 feet from the right-of-way
for the USCG building, so that it can be constructed per the approved site plan.

Prepared by: % %7 Ser)- 1)

Martin Olejniczak ~ Date
Community Development Director
P . ( |
Reviewed by: / g Eﬂ—%@»}@ o~ 120/ 7
Tony Depies 7/ Date
City Engineer
Reviewed by: /dwttf%ﬂp(édh &ﬂ/ o -11-20 14
Stephen McNeil Date

City Administrator




M M (

To: City Plan Commission
From: William Galligan, Waterfront Design Review Board Chairman
Date: April 10, 2014

Subject: Setback for U.S.C.G. Storage Building

The Waterfront Design Review Board reviewed the plans for the proposed storage building
serving the U.S. Coast Guard at Sawyer Park. The plans included the design of the building
and the site plan showing the location of the building in relation to the Oregon Street Bridge
and the adjoining Sawyer Park walkway. The Board members unanimously approved the
project during its meeting on May 13, 2013.

William Galligan, Cliéir




1.8, Department of
Homeland Security

United States
Comst Guard

Commanding Officer
United States Coast Guard
Civil Engineering Unit Cleveland

Community Development Director
City of Sturgeon Bay

421 Michigan Street

Sturgeon Bay, WI 54235

Reference: Variance Request for CGC MOBILE BAY Moorings

Dear Mr. Olgjniczak:

1240 East Ninth Street, Room 2179
Cleveland, Ok 441989-2060

Staff Symbol CO

Phore; {216) 902-6204

Fax: ﬂ216)9 2.6277

E-mall: Peler. R.Carroli@uscy.mil

11160

APR 11 2014

Based upon the construction survey and the city survey, we have a conflict with the new storage
building and the required [5-foot building setback from the leased property lines, Therefore, the
U. 8. Coast Guard is formally requesting a variance to the 15-foot sethack requirement to
accommodate the new storage building location. Without this variance the building will not be
able to be constructed in the location as planned because of site encumbrances that cannot be

moved.

Sincerely,

s e —

M. D. BARNER

Commander

Executive Officer

Civil Engineering Unit Cleveland
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