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Memorandum 
To:  Village Board 

From:   Eileen Suhm 

Date:  January 15, 2021 

Subject: Rezone Request for 2019 Beulah Avenue 

 

Background: 

At the September 21, 2020, Village Board meeting the Board considered a recommendation to deny rezoning of 2019 
Beulah Avenue to MR-10 based on the ratio of multi-family housing to total housing units being capped at 30% unless 
the property is within a blighted TID or in or around the downtown core (a policy within the Comprehensive Plan).  At 
that Board meeting the Board directed the Plan Commission to reconsider the percentage currently in the 
Comprehensive Plan Policy. 

At the November 9, 2020, Plan Commission meeting the Commission discussed the Village Board’s request to reconsider 
and determined they would not adjust the percentage limitation of multi-family housing units to total housing units.  In 
their denial of the rezoning application, the Commission noted they did not deem the property to be in or around the 
downtown core. 

Fiscal Considerations: 

None 

Attachments: 

• Staff Report from 9/21/2020 Village Board Meeting 
• Minutes from 11/9/2020 Plan Commission Meeting 

 

Recommendation: 

The Village Board needs to take action on this pending application.  Please review the potential motions in contained on 
page 2 of the attached staff report from the September 21, 2020, Village Board meeting. 

 



Date: September 15, 2020 

 

To: Village of East Troy Village Board 

 

From: Tim Schwecke, Zoning Administrator 

 

Subject:  Rezone subject property located at 2019 Beulah Avenue from Light Industrial (LI) to 

Multifamily Residential (MR-10), ABCS Investments LLC (Steve Lambrechts), applicant 

 

Application: 2020-12; https://s.zoninghub.com/NO2W9LG14E 

 

Meeting: September 21, 2020 Village Board meeting 

 

The petitioner submitted an application to the Village in 2016 to rezone the subject property to MR-

10. The Village adopted Ordinance 2016-10 (attached) which included various conditions of 

approval. The petitioner did not satisfy the terms of approval and the adopted ordinance became 

null and void as set forth in Section 4 of the ordinance. This means that the subject property is 

currently zoned Light Industrial (LI). 

 

The petitioner submitted an application to again rezone the property to MR-10. The Plan 

Commission reviewed the petitioner’s request at their meeting on July 11, 2020 and August 20, 2020, 

and made a recommendation to the Village Board to deny the application. 

 

Although the future land use map in the Village’s comprehensive plan shows the subject property 

as multifamily, there is a policy that restricts the rezoning of such properties. The policy in questions is 

included below.  

 

By way of background, the mix of housing types was a point of considerable discussion when the 

Plan Commission worked on the plan update. The Housing Chapter in the background document 

chronicles the change in the Village’s housing stock over time. Based on data from the U.S. Census 

Bureau, the number of multifamily units was about 30 percent of the total in 2000 (Table 12). By 2016, 

that ratio had risen to about 40 percent (Table 13). The Housing Chapter from the adopted plan is 

attached for your reference. 

 

Realizing that there may be instances where multifamily rezonings would achieve other objectives in 

the plan, the policy includes two exemptions. The first exemption relates to a project that is part of a 

tax increment financing district that has been established to eliminate blight. 

 

The second exemption would come into play if the rezoning is in or around the downtown core. The 

plan depicts the downtown core along with a downtown transition area on the future land use 

map, which is attached (Map 5A). 

 

The Plan Commission considered this policy in light of the entire comprehensive plan and 

determined the subject property is not “in or around the downtown core.” 

 

Based on that determination, the Plan Commission recommended denial of the petitioner’s request 

for rezoning. 

 

https://s.zoninghub.com/NO2W9LG14E


Page 2 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

As with the Plan Commission, the Village Board’s decision will hinge on a determination as to 

whether the subject property is or is not in or near the downtown core.  

 

Below are two potential motions for your consideration. If the Board wants to approve, staff will 

prepare an ordinance that is based on Ordinance 2016-10, which would again include conditions 

of approval with a performance period. 

 

 

Potential motion for denial: Deny the petitioner’s request to rezone the subject property to MR-10 

based on the finding that the current number of multifamily housing units in the Village exceeds 30 

percent, a threshold established in the Village’s adopted Comprehensive Plan, and the subject 

property is not exempt from that policy because the subject property is not in or near the 

downtown core and the subject property is not part of tax increment financing district that has 

been established to eliminate blight. 

 

Motion for approval with future action: The Village Board directs the Village planner to prepare an 

ordinance approving the request based on a finding that the subject property is exempt from the 

threshold of multifamily housing established in the Village’s adopted Comprehensive Plan because 

the subject property is in or around the downtown core. The ordinance will be reviewed at the next 

regular Village Board meeting at which time final action will be taken. 

 

 

 

Attachments:  

1. Ordinance 2016-10 

2. Housing Chapter from Comprehensive Plan 

3. Map 5A – Future Land Use 
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Chapter 3 - Housing 

Unlike some of the other required elements of a comprehensive plan, the purpose of a housing element may 

not be as readily apparent. This is due, in part, to the fact that typically local governments are not seen as 

housing developers and builders. However, a community’s housing stock is its largest long-term capital asset.  

Yet, local governmental units do finance and develop certain types of housing when it is needed to address 

an unmet need. And most importantly, local governmental units do directly influence the provision of decent 

and affordable housing through the land use regulations and development standards they adopt and the 

type of services they provide. As an example, the Land Use element of this plan identifies what types of 

housing units (e.g., single-family / multi- family) are constructed and at what density. In addition, transportation 

and public utility plans can certainly affect the timing of residential development. Therefore, it will be 

necessary to ensure that each of the elements in this plan form a consistent framework and support each 

other where they overlap. 

Affordable and decent housing has long been considered a basic element of one’s quality of life. Yet it is not 

always possible to find housing that is both decent and affordable. A dwelling unit is considered affordable if it 

costs no more than one-third of the total household income. The lack of affordable housing is an issue that 

exists even in times of relative economic prosperity. According to studies of housing in the United States, 

finding affordable housing is a continuing problem for many families. Government at all levels is engaged in 

and committed to getting citizens into affordable housing. Originally these programs were targeted at the very 

low end of the economic spectrum, but with the persistent increases in the cost of housing and a rethinking of 

the definition of government-subsidized housing, the size of their clientele group has increased. There are 

various government programs, mostly administered and directed at the local level, to provide down payment 

assistance for purchases and rental assistance for those unable to buy. 

As an example, a comparison of 2000 and 2016 US Census data for the Village of East Troy indicates that the 

median contract rent increased from $564/month to $783/month, an increase of 38.8 percent. A worker 

earning the current federal minimum wage of $7.25 per hour would have to work roughly 108 hours of each 

month in order to afford a two-bedroom unit with a rent of $783. Based on the recommended one-third of 

household income guideline, this worker would have to earn at least $13.26 per hour for a 40-hour week to 

afford that unit. In the Village of East Troy, according to the 2016 US Census American Community Survey 

estimates, 27 percent of homeowners with a mortgage and 46.7 percent of renters spent more than 30 

percent of their income on housing. This issue is not unique to the village, the lack of affordable housing 

extends to all corners of Wisconsin. 

Types of Housing Units 

In 2000, there were 1,373 housing units 

in the village (Table 12). Single-family 

units accounted for 65 percent of the 

total, which is a substantially lower 

percentage than for the county and 

state (74.5 and 69.4 percent, 

respectively). Multi-family units 

accounted for the second most 

common type of housing in the village, 

accounting for 23.8 percent of the 

total, followed by duplexes with 6.8 

percent. Manufactured homes 

accounted for 4.1 percent of the 

Village in 2000. 

Table 12. Housing Units by Type: 2000   

 Village of East Troy Walworth 
County 

Percent [1] 
Wisconsin 
Percent [1] Housing Type Number Percent [1] 

Single-Family 893 65.0 74.5 69.4 

Duplex 94 6.8 4.5 8.2 

Multi-Family 327 23.8 18.2 18.0 

Manufactured Homes* 56 4.1 2.7 4.4 

Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 .10 

Total 1,373 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source:  US Census Bureau, 2000 

Notes:  

1. The percent column may not add up to 100 due to rounding. 
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In 2016, there were an estimated 1,636 housing units in the village (Table 13), an increase of 263 units from the 

previous 2000 census period. The 

majority of the units, 896, were single-

family homes, accounting for over 

half of the available housing stock in 

the village. This represents a 

significantly lower percentage than 

for the state (70.9 percent) and even 

less than Walworth County (75.5 

percent). Multi-family (3+ units), other 

than duplexes, accounted for the 

second most common type of 

housing in the village, representing 36 

percent of the total. Duplexes 

accounted for 3.1 percent of the 

Village’s total housing units, and 

manufactured homes comprised 6.2 

percent of the total.  

 

New Housing Construction 

More recent data for the period 2009 through 2018 indicate that the village’s total housing stock added 114 

new dwelling units (Table 14). The most significant increase in housing stock during this period was in the 

construction of multi-family units, other than duplexes.  

Table 14. New Dwelling Units by Type: 2009 – 2018 
        

 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 

Single-Family 2 5 2 2 7 5 5 9 5 5 

Duplex 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 

Multi-Family 0 0 0 0 0 56 0 0 0 6 

Other (Mobile home, trailer, etc.) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

Total 2 5 2 2 7 61 5 13 5 12 

Source: Village of East Troy Building Inspector         

Occupancy Status 

The number of dwelling units that are available for rent or purchase in a community can represent the 

difference between a community with intense pressure for housing and inflated housing costs and a 

community in decline with abandoned homes. The supply of available dwelling units must be sufficient to 

allow for the formation of new households within the existing population, absorb in-migration of new 

households and permit existing households to reform because of a change in size or status. If the supply is 

insufficient, it is likely that housing costs will rise making it more difficult to find affordable housing for many 

residents. 

Table 13. Housing Units by Type: 2016   

 Village of East Troy Walworth 
County Percent 

[1] 
Wisconsin 
Percent [1] Housing Type Number Percent [1] 

Single-Family 896 54.8 75.5 70.9 

Duplex 50 3.1 3.9 6.5 

Multi-Family 589 36.0 18.4 19.0 

Manufactured Homes [2] 101 6.2 2.3 3.6 

Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Total 1,636 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates 2016 

Notes:  

1. The percent column may not add up to 100 due to rounding. 

2.  The City of East Troy records show that, in contradiction to the US Census data, 109 mobile or 
manufactured homes exist in the City. 
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The general rule is that the average, overall vacancy rate should not exceed three percent (1.5 percent for 

owned units and 4.5 percent for 

rentals). According to 2016 estimates, 

there is a shortage of both types of 

units, a problem not uncommon 

across the State and Country.  

Of the 1,337 housing units in the 

village in 2000, 97.4 percent were 

occupied, which is significantly higher 

than for all of Walworth County and 

the state (Table 15). In 2016 the 

village had experienced a very slight 

increase in the occupancy (Table 16) 

of the available housing stock, while 

state and county occupancy rates 

dropped slightly. This reflects a 

county-wide trend of rural population 

decline and urban growth. 

The estimated median assessed 

housing value in 2016 was $186,400, 

which is higher than nearby cities, but 

less than gentrifying rural and resort 

areas in Walworth County. In 2016, 

the estimated median monthly rent for East Troy was $783. 

Housing Tenure 

During 2000, over 70 percent of the 

occupied housing units in the village 

were owner-occupied (Table 17). This 

rate was slightly higher than the 

ownership occupancy rate in 

Walworth County and all of Wisconsin. 

Nationally, the homeownership rate in 

2000 was almost 64 percent. Since 

2000, homeownership has dropped 

by approximately 5 percent in the 

village. Much of this increase can be 

attributed, in part, to the 2000s 

housing crash, though low interest 

rates and the rebounding economy in 

the late 2010’s may affect 

homeownership rates in the future. 

According to the 2016 US Census 

estimates, 64.9 percent of the 

occupied housing units in the village 

were owner-occupied (Table 18). This 

rate was only slightly higher than the ownership occupancy rate in Walworth County and Wisconsin, 67.8 

percent and 67.0 percent, respectively. Nationally, the homeownership rate in 2016 was estimated to be 

about 87.8 percent, slightly higher thant experience here. 

 

Table 15. Occupancy Status: 2000 
    

 Village of East Troy Walworth 
County 
Percent 

Wisconsin 
Percent  Number Percent 

Occupied Units 1,337 97.4 78.8 89.8 

Vacant Units 36 2.6 21.2 10.2 

Total 1,373 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source: US Census of Population and Housing, 2000    

Table 16. Occupancy Status: 2016 
    

 Village of East Troy Walworth 
County 
Percent 

Wisconsin 
Percent  Number Percent 

Occupied Units 1,623 99.2 77.3 87.2 

Vacant Units 13 0.8 22.7 12.8 

Total 1,636 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates 2016    

Table 17. Occupied Housing Units by Tenure: 2000    

 Village of East Troy Walworth 
County 
Percent 

Wisconsin 
Percent  Number Percent 

Owner-Occupied 963 71.3 68.1 68.4 

Renter-Occupied 387 28.7 30.9 31.6 

Total 1,350 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source: US Census Bureau 2000 

 

   

Table 18. Occupied Housing Units by Tenure: 2016    

 Village of East Troy Walworth 
County 
Percent 

Wisconsin 
Percent  Number Percent 

Owner-Occupied 1,054 64.9 67.8 67.0 

Renter-Occupied 569 35.1 32.2 33.0 

Total 1,623 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates 2016    
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Household Size 

The number of people living in a 

dwelling unit has implications for the 

number of housing units that may be 

needed. Even if the population were 

to remain stable, the declining trend 

in household size would suggest that 

more housing units would be needed 

to accommodate the same 

population. 

Nationally, the average number of 

individuals living in a dwelling unit has been declining for the last 45 years. In Wisconsin, the average household 

size between 1970 and 1990 declined from 3.22 to 2.61, representing a decline of 19 percent. Between 1990 

and 2016 it declined only slightly further from 2.61 to 2.41 (7.6%). 

Many factors have contributed to this trend, including: increasing number of single-parent homes, decreasing 

number of children per household and increasing life expectancy, especially for females. Although the 

decline in household size has been fairly steady for several decades, it is anticipated that the downward trend 

will moderate in the future and remain somewhat stable. 

In 2000, the average household size was 2.60 in the Village, which was slightly higher than all of Walworth 

County and the State. At the time of the 2016 U.S. Census estimates, the village, remained relatively 

unchanged in terms of average household size with a slight increased, but the County and State average 

household size declined further (Table 19). The slight differences in average household size are more notable in 

a comparison of owner-occupied to renter-occupied units in 2016 

Age of Housing Stock 

The age of the housing stock in a community is one measure of quality, although one must not assume that as 

the age of a home increases, its quality declines as well. Age of a building only suggests that as a home gets 

older it may be necessary to spend 

more time and money on upkeep 

and maintenance. 

If basic maintenance is not done on a 

continual basis, older homes will soon 

become a liability rather than an 

asset. The costs of maintenance can 

be especially burdensome on low-

income households who may not 

have the necessary resources. In 

addition, some of the older homes 

that become substantially 

substandard, will be torn down or 

abandoned and must be replaced to 

maintain the same number of units in 

the housing stock. 

As shown in Table 20, the largest 

number of existing housing units, 422, 

were built from 1990 – 1999. More 

than a 40 percent of the existing housing stock in the village was constructed prior to 1980. These 683 units will 

soon be approaching almost 40 years of age. A limited number of new units were constructed from 2010 to 

2014, though many may have been built since 2014 as economic recovery continues. Additionally, as 

previously described, the majority of new housing construction was in multi-family units. 

Table 19. Average Household Size: 2000 and 2016   

 
2000 2016 

2016 Owner-
Occupied 

2016 Renter-
Occupied 

Village of East Troy 2.60 2.62 2.79 2.30 

Walworth County 2.57 2.48 2.61 2.29 

Wisconsin 2.50 2.41 2.54 2.19 

Source: US Census Bureau 2000 and American Community Survey estimates, 2016 
  

Table 20. Year of Housing Construction: 2016 
  

 Village of East Troy Walworth 
County 

Percent [1] 
Wisconsin 
Percent [1]  Number Percent 

2014 or later 0 0.0 0.2 0.2 

2010-2013 3 0.2 0.6 1.4 

2000-2009 298 18.2 15.5 13.0 

1990 - 1999 422 25.8 17.1 14.0 

1980 - 1989 170 10.4 9.2 9.9 

1970 - 1979 350 21.4 14.5 14.8 

1960 - 1969 73 4.5 9.3 9.8 

1940 - 1959 191 11.7 14.4 17.0 

1939 or earlier 69 7.9 19.3 19.8 

Total 1,636 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey estimates, 2016   
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Housing Affordability 

Affordable housing has been considered a basic element of the quality of life for a community. As briefly 

mentioned earlier, housing affordability is a problem that affects many low-and moderate-income residents 

throughout Wisconsin. Housing is considered to be affordable when a household is paying no more than 30 

percent of its annual income on housing. According to the 2016 US Census estimates, 27 percent of home 

owners with a mortgage and 46.7 percent of renters in East Troy are putting more than 30 percent of their 

income towards housing. 

Special Needs Housing 

As the age of the population grows disproportionately older, the special housing needs of the elderly must be 

an important part of a community’s commitment to provide appropriate housing options for all of its residents. 

The availability of special facilities, including senior independent living facilities, is especially important to 

residents who want to stay in the community they are most familiar with and remain near family and friends. 

The Wisconsin Department of Health Services (DHS), Division of Quality Assurance licenses a number of 

residential settings for the elderly along with facilities for the physically and developmentally disabled. Table 21 

lists various residential settings and the number of facilities and total beds in Walworth County and the Village.  

Table 21. Special Needs Housing in East Troy and Walworth County: 2019   

 

East Troy 

Walworth County 
Not Including East 

Troy 

Facility Type and Description Facilities Beds Facilities Beds 

Adult Family Homes (AFH) (Licensed by the state) 

A place where 3 or 4 adults receive care, treatment or services (above the level of room and board) and that 
may include up to 7 hours per week of nursing care per resident. 

0 0 32 126 

Community Based Residential Facility (CBRF) 

A place where 5 or more unrelated people live together in a community setting. Services provided include 
room and board, supervision, support services and may include up to 3 hours of nursing care per week. 

0 0 33 704 

Nursing Home 

A residential facility that provides 24-hour services, including room and board to 3 or more unrelated persons. 
These persons require more than 7 hours a week of nursing care. 

1 50 8 488 

Residential Care Apartment Complex (RCAC) 

Independent apartment units in which the following services are provided: room and board, up to 28 hours per 
week of supportive care, personal care and nursing services. 

0 0 8 302 

Source: Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services, Division of Quality Assurance   
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Minutes 
Village of East Troy Plan Commission  

2015 Energy Drive 
November 9, 2020 

6:30 p.m. 

1. Call to order- President Seager called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. 
2. Pledge of Allegiance 
3. Verification of open meeting notice – Clerk Alexander verified the meeting had been posted 

according to open meetings laws. 
4. Roll call 

Present: President Seager, Trustee Renucci, Commissioners Edward Arendt, Chris Bottoni, Roger 

Hayes, Benny Stichmann and Joe Wisniewski 

Others: Zoning Administrator Schwecke, Administrator Suhm, Clerk Alexander 

5. Citizen participation 
Administrator Suhm read a submitted written comment from Rodney and Barbara Baerbock, 3034 
Chafin Ave., regarding their opinion to maintain the ratio of single to multi-family housing and 
that the 30% ratio as stated in the Comprehensive Plan is desirable. 

6. Approve Plan Commission minutes of October 12, 2020 
Motion by Commissioner Stichmann, second by Commissioner Arendt, to approve the minutes as 
presented. Motion carried.  

7. Three-lot certified survey map (CSM) for extraterritorial review for land in Town of East Troy 
located in Section 26, Town of East Troy (P ET2600003); Middleton Family Revocable Trust (Juli 
Markham, agent) (application 2020-20) 

A. Potential recommendation by Plan Commission to Village Board 

Zoning Administrator Schwecke reviewed his staff report, noting that the proposed easement is 
actually 60’ on private property. He stated that issues involved in this situation include access to 
the lots not conforming to Village code that all new lots must front on a public street. This is a 
legal consideration for the future should annexation occur, and the Village be required to accept 
this easement as a road. The lot sizes also exceed the square footage requirements of the 
Village. The Plan Commission will make a recommendation to the Village Board in this matter 
and the Village Board makes the final decision. The easement crosses Lot 3 and while this lot is 
currently zoned agriculture there is nothing preventing this from being rezoned in the future for 
future development.  

Discussion included background on why these regulations are in place for future development and 
to avoid land locked parcels, that an easement is not a public road and can be contested; while 
easement situations do exist the current regulations for Village Extraterritorial Zoning Authority 
have changed, and projects must be compatible with current regulations. The family’s surveyor 
argued that there were other examples of this type of arrangement and to deny the application 
would place an unnecessary burden on the family. It was pointed out that the Town may rezone 
the large remaining parcel from agricultural in the future and the Village would have no input on 
that decision but that could affect the proposed lots as well as future lots on other portions of 
the property. Discussion then moved to the possibility of making the easement a public street 
by Town standards if the Town would accept it.  

Motion by President Seager, second by Commission Arendt, to table until the Middleton family can 
return with discussion points to create the roadway with the Town. Motion carried. 



 

 

 

8. Raze an existing building in the Downtown District for a potential redevelopment project located 
at 2919 Main Street (ROP 00100); Jeff McKone, applicant (application 2020-17) 

A. Public hearing 

President Seager opened the public hearing. Zoning Administrator Schwecke explained that 
this is a multi-part application consisting of razing the existing building. The architect reviewed 
the building plans and use of the space for multi-tenants, initially there will be two tenants with 
one being a bakery with a drive-through and the other a restaurant with outside seating and 
rooftop dining during summer months. There will be an elevator available to patrons and the 
proposed traffic pattern was discussed.  

President Seager closed the public hearing. 

B. Potential recommendation by Plan Commission to Village Board 

Motion by Commissioner Stichmann, second by Commissioner Bottoni, to recommend the Village 
Board approve the demolition of the existing building, subject to the following terms and 
conditions: 

1. Prior to demolition, the petitioner submits an application for a new building and obtains all  
approvals as may be required. 
2. Demolition starts within 9 months of this date and commences in good faith to completion and 
construction of the building as approved by the Village starts within 18 months of this date and 
continues in good faith to completion. 

Motion carried. 

9. Conditional use for a restaurant in the Downtown District located at 2919 Main Street (ROP 
00100); Jeff McKone, applicant (application 2020-21) 

A. Public hearing 

President Seager opened the public hearing. Zoning Administrator Schwecke explained that the 
proposed use is for two restaurants which are a Conditional Use in the Central Business zoning 
district. The Plan Commission will forward their recommendations to the Village Board for final 
approval. Discussion of the Conditional Use order included this project having a multi-tenant 
building, street level patio and rooftop dining.  The roof top dining is limited to 700 square feet 
per state code. The applicant indicated that they agreed with the conditions in the Conditional 
Use Order.   

President Seager closed the public hearing. 

B. Potential recommendation by Plan Commission to Village Board 

Motion from Commissioner Stichmann, second by Commission Arendt, to Recommend to the 
Village Board the approval of the conditional use subject to the terms in the draft conditional 
use order dated November 5, 2020. Motion carried.  

10. Site plan for a restaurant in the Downtown District located at 2919 Main Street (ROP 00100); Jeff 
McKone, applicant (application 2020-22) 

A. Potential action by Plan Commission 

Zoning Administrator Schwecke encouraged the Commission to consider the architectural 
appearance in relation to the Downtown District. Discussion included that this building will be a 
stand-along structure from the storefront facades seen on the Square, the colors blend with the 
other buildings on the Square but it has a more modern flair as a transitional parcel while still 



 

 

engaging the canopies, glass fronts, trim details  and lighting that the complimentary to the 
Square.  Signage is planned to be reclaimed barn wood.  

 

Commission consensus was that this building has an architectural design compatible with the 
downtown district.  

 

Motion by Commissioner Arendt, second by Commissioner Wisniewski, to Approve the site 
plan/plan of operation as set forth in the submittal documents, subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. The Village Board approves the conditional use for the proposed use 

2. The Village Engineer reviews and approves the site layout. 

 

Prior to the vote being taken, the Commission discussed the alternative color schemes for plans 
presented at the meeting.  There was a general discussion the two darker alternatives, green or 
blue, were preferred. 

 

Motion carried.  
11. Conditional use application for a truck stop located on east side of CTH ES (RA475100001); Kwik 
Trip, Inc. (Jeff Osgood, agent); (application 2020-23) 

A. Public hearing 

President Seager opened the public hearing. 

Zoning Administrator Schwecke reviewed his staff report for the property, which is zoned 
Highway Business, and the draft Conditional Use for the truck stop. Kwik Trip is proposing to 
add truck fueling north of the current store. This will offer a new and fully separate area for 
diesel traffic with curb and gutter and Walworth County is comfortable with the plans. This is a 
separate parcel, operated by Kwik Trip and they will secure all required access permits from 
Walworth County.  There will be a cross access easement between the parcels so drivers can 
walk to the existing store. 

President Seager closed the public hearing.  

B. Potential recommendation by Plan Commission to Village Board 

Motion by Commissioner Stichmann, second by Commissioner Wisniewski, to recommend to the 
Village Board the approval of the conditional use subject to the terms in the draft conditional use 
order dated November 5, 2020. 
Motion carried. 

12. Site plan for a truck stop located on east side of CTH ES (RA475100001); Kwik Trip, Inc. (Jeff 
Osgood, agent); (application 2020-24) 

A. Potential action by Plan Commission 

Zoning Administrator Schwecke reviewed the site plan and pointed out the small accessory 
building for on-site maintenance equipment such as salt spreader, pressure washer, gator, etc. 
to maintain the site. The traffic pattern will be one-way in and one-way out of the location.  
Plans included two dry stormwater basins, four fueling lanes and a cross access to the store on 
the adjacent parcel with a sidewalk. An easement agreement will be needed for the two 
properties to maintain the cross access. A trash enclosure will need to be added and the 
landscaping required more of a buffer yard to the property to the north. Recommendation is to 



 

 

have Kwik Trip resubmit a landscaping plan to be reviewed at staff level. Outdoor lighting 
exceeds standards only at the access points. Water/sewer will be extended along the frontage.  

Motion by Commissioner Stichmann, second by President Seager, to Approve the site plan/plan of 
operation for the gas station/convenience store asset forth in the submittal documents, provided: 
1. the Village Board approves the conditional use for the proposed use, 
2. the Village engineer approves the stormwater management plan and other land plan 
requirements 
3. the petitioner records a stormwater maintenance agreement as approved by the Village 
planner and attorney; 
4. Walworth County approves the access points onto Main Street (CTH ES), a county highway; 
and 
5. The landscape plan is revised and submitted to the Zoning Administrator, for his review and 
approval.  

Motion carried. 

11. Discussion related to potential revision to the Village’s comprehensive plan with regard to mix of 
housing types (i.e., single-family vs. multi-family) 

A. Review and discussion 

President Seager explained that there was concern at Village Board level on the single-family to 
multi-family dwelling ratio and if the ratio should be increased. Consensus of the Commission 
was to maintain the current ratio and perhaps look as the definitions of the various types of 
multi-family dwellings to make them more specific, to define the Downtown Core and consider 
alternate zoning for specific property uses. Discussion included the need to provide housing for 
workers and the amount of density the Village strives for.  This is policy decision and the 
Commission will consider the character and the overall vision for the community. This isn’t set 
in stone and can always be reconsidered in the future if needed. Discussion included types of 
smaller homes, institutional zoning vs. MR-10 and light industrial definitions. 

B. Potential action by Plan Commission 

Consensus of the Commission was to leave the ratio as is and consider language changes.  

12. Next meeting: December 14, 2020 

13. Adjourn 
Motion by President Seager, second by Commissioner Bottoni, to adjourn at 8:40 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted by  

Lorri Alexander 
Village Clerk  

esuhm
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