Phillips Planning Commission Meeting

 and Public Hearing
Council Room, Municipal Hall
174 S Eyder Avenue

March 31, 2015
5:00 p.m. 
Mayor, Charles Peterson
Planning Commission Members:  Linda Johnson, Mike Henningfeld, Ted Kempkes, Joe Perkins, Jenny LaChance and David Scholz.

Clerk/Treasurer: Barb Revak
Legal Council: Bruce Marshall
This meeting is held in compliance with Wisconsin’s Open Meeting Law, WI § Chapter 19, Subchapter V.  As such it is open to the public.
Call to Order (presiding officer)

Roll Call:  Charles Peterson ___, Linda Johnson _____, Mike Henningfeld ____, Ted Kempkes ____, Joe Perkins ____, Jenny LaChance ____, David Scholz ____.
Public Comment 
DISCUSSION-ACTION ITEMS:

1. Motion to accept the minutes from the March 3, 2015 public hearing/meeting.

2. Discussion on C-1 Commercial uses both allowed and conditional.
3. Adjournment.  Time: _____
THESE ARE UNAPPROVED MINUTES.
Meeting minutes

Phillips Planning Commission

March 31, 2015
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Peterson at 5:00 p.m. on March 31, 2015.  Those present included:

Mayor Charles Peterson, Ted Kempkes, Joe Perkins, David Scholz, Jenny LaChance and Clerk/Treasurer Barb Revak.

Others present:   

DISCUSSION-ACTION ITEMS:

1. Kempkes/Perkins motioned to accept the minutes from the March 3, 2015 public hearing/meeting.  Carried
2. Discussion on residential uses in a commercial district.  Perkin’s understanding was whatever was on the books in 1985 was grandfathered in.  After that they have to follow the ordinance.  Anything that is changing needs to come to the planning commission.  The ordinance doesn’t allow for apartments.
Kempkes states that if we allow for apartments on the ground floor then we lose the usage of downtown.

Scholtz asked about 296 N Lake Ave.  Revak; one of them is being used as a dance studio and the other one has a business and the renter sleeps there.  Kempkes; so there is nowhere that it states you can’t sleep in your office but if it becomes a residence that would be a non-conforming use.  Peterson; so what is considered a residence.  Perkins; if a residence has not been established at another location then you can assume he is living there.  LaChance; if somebody can’t open up a door and come in to a business then it isn’t a business. 
More discussion on Zoning and building inspections etc.

What do you want the downtown business to be?  If the city opens up the downtown area to apartments which are easier to rent then we lose the downtown.  
Revak wanted to see if they wanted to change the ordinance or leave it the same.  Leave the ordinance as is and allow upstairs apartments-possiblility.  No apartments allowed on the main street level.  There would be parking issues. 

More misc discussion on ordinance on building inspector, when a building permit is needed, etc.  Inspections from state inspector is only going for new builds.  We need an inspector that will cover other issues.
People downtown that want to put in new apartments can’t because it is not allowed in the ordinance.

LaChance; How do we strengthen or do we strengthen the ordinance where a person is using a building as a business and a residence.  This would be a compliance issue and we would need a compliance inspector.  The Fire Chief would be a good compliance person; Perkins states this person should be independent from the government agency for a more objective view.  If we put in more beef into the ordinance then we need to have a compliance inspector.
Peterson; we could use the police as the enforcing part of it but would need the inspector/compliance guy to turn into the police what that person is doing wrong so then the police could tell them what ordinance they are breaking.

Discussion on a new building inspector and issues the clerk’s office is having.

Kempkes was wondering how to strengthen this ordinance?  Perkins; the ordinance is pretty straight forward.  Maybe think about adding if unoccupied for ten years you lose the grandfather clause. Kempkes; in terms of non-conforming uses. So if it was grandfathered in as an apartment back 1985 and for a full ten years it was not used as an apartment then the grandfathering goes away.  Kempkes; Does the upstairs apartments issue be allowed?  Does this need to be addressed as a conditional use? Do we need to be concerned about this?  Perkins; the biggest concern would be parking and fire access.
Revak will get in touch with Precour tomorrow and if he has a problem then he can get in touch with the committee.  Perkins; he is not in compliance and to become in compliance he would need to change it and the ordinance doesn’t allow this the renter needs to find someplace else to live. 
Kempkes; C-1 is commercial and doesn’t include any kind of residential use.  The only residential use we allow has been grandfathered in, back in 1984 and if it has been changed since then it is a non-compliance use and is illegal. 
3. Johnson/Scholz - Adjournment.  Time:  5:48
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City Clerk-Treasurer
