JOINT ARCHITECTURAL BOARD/PLAN COMMISSION AGENDA
MONDAY, MAY 20, 2024
6:30 PM
BOARD ROOM, MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 210 COTTONWOOD
Roll Call

Public Comments: Please be advised the Joint Architectural Board/Plan Commission will receive comments
from the public related to any item(s) on the agenda for a three-minute time period per person, with time
extensions per the Chairman’s discretion.

1. Consideration of a motion to approve the Jt. Architectural Board/Plan Commission minutes of the
April 15, 2024 meeting.

2. Consideration of a motion to approve the Jt. Architectural Board/Plan Commission and Village Board
minutes of the April 3, 2024 meeting.

3. Architectural Board review and consideration of an application for signage for Lake Country Dance, 675
Industrial Court.

4. Architectural Board review and consideration of an application for Boardwalk Financial, 128 Cottonwood,
for revision to exterior plan previously approved by the Architectural Board and Plan Commission on
January 16, 2023.

5. Architectural Board review and consideration of an application for signage for S3 Deli, 131 E. Capitol Drive.
6. Presentation of development concept for Eagle Pass, formerly known as the Hammer property.
7. Architectural Board review and consideration of kiosk for Klink’s Karpets.

8. Plan Commission review and consideration of a request for a 5 year renewal of the Conditional Use Permit for
operation of two temporary, adjoining greenhouse structures, tables and racks, to be use for plants, located in
the parking lot at Biebel’s True Value, 580 Hartbrook Drive.

a. Public hearing for consideration of renewal of Conditional Use Permit
b. Consideration of a motion to recommend approval of renewal of Conditional Use Permit

9. Announcements: The following individuals will be given an opportunity to make announcements
at the meeting in regard to (1) activities taken since the previous meeting on behalf of the
community, (2) future municipal activities, and (3) communications received from citizens. It is not
contemplated that these matters will be discussed or acted upon. The following individuals may
provide announcements: Village President or individual Village Board members or Village
Administrator or other Village Staff members.

10. Adjourn.
Ryan Bailey, Village Manager

A complete packet of meeting materials is normally available by 5:00pm on the Friday before the meeting on the Village website:
www.villageofhartland.wi.gov (Government/Agendas and Minutes). 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
Sandee Policello, Village Clerk, at 262-367-2714. The Municipal Building is handicap accessible. To participate in the Village of Hartland “Zoom” meeting
with video, https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89324281053?pwd=bkE3N3FqZEFSRKkIXY1U1cDlgcEprUT09 The Meeting ID is 893 2428 1053 Passcode is 256198.
To participate in the Village of Hartland “Zoom” meeting (audio only), please dial 1(312)626-6799.



http://www.villageofhartland./
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/89324281053?pwd=bkE3N3FqZEFSRklXY1U1cDlqcEprUT09

JOINT ARCHITECTURAL BOARD/PLAN COMMISSION MINUTES
MONDAY APRIL 15, 2024
6:30 PM
BOARD ROOM
MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 210 COTTONWOOD AVE.

Present: Tim Hallquist, Jeff Bierman, Ann Wallschlager, Chip Schneeberger and David DeCourcy-Bower.
Absent: Dino Xykis and Jeff Pfannerstill.

Others Present: Village Manager Bailey, Scott Hussinger, and Deputy Clerk Bushey.

Call to Order- 6:30 pm

Roll Call taken.

Public Comments: Please be advised the Joint Architectural Board/Plan Commission will receive comments from
the public related to any item(s) on the agenda for a three-minute time period per person, with time extensions
per the Chairman’s discretion.

- No Comments

1. Consideration of a motion to nominate a temporary pro tem Chairman -
Motion (Wallschlager/Schneeberger) to appoint Hallquist as pro tem chairman for the Joint
Architectural Board/ Plan Commission meeting of April 15, 2023. Carried (5-0).

2. Consideration of a motion to approve the Jt. Architectural Board/Plan Commission minutes of March
18, 2024.

Motion (DeCourcy-Bower/Hallquist) to approve the Jt. Architectural Board/Plan Commission minutes of
March 18, 2024. Carried. (5-0).

3. Architectural Board review and consideration of an application for signage for Mosiac Health, 139
Cottonwood Ave.
Lucas Enge was present and explained the signage. It will be mounted to the stone wall, will be 3 ft long
and 8 ft off the ground. Brief discussion on the sign being mounted to the wall.

Motion (DeCourcy-Bower/Schneeberger) to approve the application for signage for Mosiac Health, 139
Cottonwood Ave. Carried. (5-0).

4. Plan Commission review of Conditional Use Permit and Business Occupancy permit applications for SD
Hartland, Inc., 805 Cardinal Lane (Mobile Gas Station).
a. Public Hearing for consideration of Conditional Use request
Hallquist opened the Public Hearing at 6:35 pm
There were no comments, the Public Hearing was closed at 6:35 pm.

b. Consideration of a motion to recommend approval of Conditional Use Permit and Business
Occupancy.



Joint Architectural Board/Plan Commission Minutes
Monday April 15, 2024
Page 2

Village Manager Bailey commented that the new owner of the business has been at previous
meetings. He said it was bought from the previous owner and cannot be transferred. The Building
Inspector commented on the hours of operation and wanted the Plan Commission to be aware of
the hours. Wallschlager asked if the nights are on all night. Hussinger said the lights at the gas
canopies are for safety.

Motion (DeCourcy-Bower/Schneeberger) to approve the Conditional Use Permit and Business
Occupancy permit applications for SD Hartland, Inc., 805 Cardinal Lane (Mobile Gas Station).
Carried (5-0).

5. Plan Commission review and consideration of a request for a 5-year renewal of the Conditional Use
Permit for operation of two temporary, adjoining greenhouse structures, tables, and racks, to be

use for plants, located in the parking lot at Biebel’s True Value, 580 Hartbrook Drive.
a. Consideration of a motion to set a Public Hearing

Motion (Hallquist/DeCourcy-Bower) to set the Public Hearing for May 20™, 2024, Plan Commission
meeting. Carried (5-0).

6. Announcements —
Bierman asked if there are any plans in the future for charging stations.

7. Adjourn

Motion (Schneeberger/Wallschlager) to adjourn. Carried (5-0).
Adjourned at 6:42 pm.

Respectfully submitted by

Recording Secretary,
Deidre Bushéy, Deputy Clerk



VILLAGE OF HARTLAND
MINUTES FOR THE JOINT MEETING OF THE
JOINT ARCHITECTURAL BOARD/PLAN COMMISSION AND VILLAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 3,2024 - 6:30 PM
BOARD ROOM, MUNICIPAL BUILDING, 210 COTTONWOOD

Call to Order of the Joint Architectural Board/Plan Commission at 6:31 pm

Roll Call — Jeffrey Pfannerstill, Chip Schneeberger, Tim Hallquist, Jeff Bierman

Excused: David DeCourcy- Bauer, Dino Xykis, Ann Wallschlager

Others Present: Village Manager Bailey, Village Inspector Scott Hussinger, Trustee Truttschel, Trustee
Pfeiffer, Trustee Conner, Village Engineer Ryan Amtmann, Attorney Hector de la Mora, Village Clerk
Policello, Jon Ford-Three Leaf Development (via Zoom), Derek Taylor-Three Leaf Development

Public Comments: Please be advised the Joint Architectural Board/Plan Commission will receive
comments from the public related to any item(s) for a three-minute time period per person, with time
extensions per the Chair’s discretion. This meeting will be recorded and will be available online through
the Village’s website. There was no public comment.

1.

Plan Commission review and consideration of Hartland Quarry, a proposed PUD development
(“Project”) whose approval and rezoning is being sought by Three Leaf Partners LLC on property
tax keys HAV0730981, HAV0730985, HAV0730986 and HAV0730987 located at 700, 701 W.
Capitol Drive. The Plan Commission will review and consider:

a. Proposed rezoning and PUD Agreement for the Project

Village Manager Bailey said everything has been approved by the Plan Commission with the
exception of the Planned Unit Development. This has been worked on for several months.

Ryan Amtmann said the slope management plan has been adequately addressed with a long-term
maintenance plan; Capitol Drive improvements are being worked on with Kwik Trip; he has
worked extensively with the group regarding the 18 exhibits attached to the PUD and he feels
confident they are in good order.

Scott Hussinger said the underlying RM1 zoning supports this project with the PUD overlayed on
top of it.

Attorney de la Mora told the Commission that he does not have any major legal issues to bring to
their attention, however, he drew their attention to a policy decision they should consider. He
referred them to the PUD lines 880 through the end of that section. He read this section, his
understanding in the negotiations was that Three Leaf was in it for the duration, that it would build
this out. He said at the 11™ hour the request was made for their ability to transfer ownership
interest before it was completed. He said this is not a legal issue, but it is a policy issue. What has



been difficult to analyze is whether this is a reasonable step to allow, given the complexity of this
project. Attorney de la Mora read:

Transfer Restriction. Until the occurrence of Substantial Completion of the
Apartment Project (defined as issuance of certificates of occupancy for buildings
representing at least one hundred thirty-four (134) units of the Apartment Project),
Developer will not sell, transfer, or assign the Apartment Project asset or the membership
interests in Developer for the Apartment Project asset unless (a) to another owner, investor,
developer, real instate investment trust, real estate manager, general contractor, or similar
real estate operator or company which owns or has owned, developed or constructed
multifamily apartment properties aggregating to at least two hundred sixty-seven (267) units
or owns, is a primary investor in, or manages multifamily apartment properties aggregating
to at least one thousand (1000) units, as to be certified in writing by Developer to the Village
or (b) as required by federal, state, bankruptcy, or other law applicable to Developer or as
otherwise required by Developer’s construction lender’s or other lender(s)’ loan documents
for the Apartment Project or membership interests in Developer serving as collateral for
loan(s) made to finance the Apartment Project. For the avoidance of doubt, Developer will
not be required to disclose the identity of the potential acquirer of the Apartment Project
asset or the membership interests in Developer for the Apartment Project asset as part of
Developer’s written certification to the Village. Following either Substantial Completion or
written certification from Developer to the Village described in this Section XVIII(A), at such
time, this restriction shall automatically terminate without any further action required of the
Village or Developer.

Attorney de la Mora said with the current language, even before they get the occupancy permit for
half of the units that they are supposed to build, they could transfer ownership to another party if
they fit the requirements. It is one thing to allow for the transfer, it’s another thing to not have to
disclose to the Village who they are transferring it to. He understands their not wanting the
possible transfer of the project to be frustrated by the Village speculating who the buyer is, but
this language does not obligate them to disclose who ultimately is the party that has the beneficial
interest in this particular project. Again, this is not a legal concern of his, but is a concern with
regard to the assignment he was given in undertaking representation of the village.

President Pfannerstill asked for an analogy of what could happen where you could say why this
was a concern. Attorney de la Mora said this is a complicated project where we have brought in
more consultants than we have ever involved in the past. If the developer has a party that is
unsophisticated or pays the premium price for this project, he believes there will be a built-in
incentive to try to economize in the continuation of the construction of the project. In this
situation, we have insisted on and they have agreed, to put up cash or a letter of credit to address
any problems associated with the slopes, to the tune of $100,000, however, that is only good for
30 months and we have a provision that basically says that if there is a default by the developer,
we cannot force them to go through with the construction. In other words, we have given up
specific performance as a contract remedy. We did build in some mechanisms where we could
impose a special charge, but that involves us chasing them and proving the amount, that it was
reasonable, that it was for their benefit and there’s a delay in recovery of those funds. At the
same time, you have to weigh that there have been other potential developers that have looked at
this project, have gone to certain stages and have backed off. That to me says that this is a difficult
project and it takes the right kind of entity to manage it; he believes through Three Leaf’s exposure
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to the challenges by working with their designers and engineers, they are in the best position to
deliver the project that the Village has been hoping for. And if they step out of those shoes, there
is nothing in this agreement that assures us that the technical know-how, sophistication, or ability
to marshal workforce is going to be in place.

Commissioner Bierman asked if all the technical improvements had to be done on the site; is that
all to be put in before the first units are built, or is it to be done in phases? Attorney de la Mora
said it will be done in phases. They are going to start with the demolition, the grading and the
infrastructure installation. He understands they will do the first buildings and units and as they
move on, they will move towards the back of the pit. Ryan Amtmann confirmed this.

Commissioner Hallquist asked if the comments in the margin of the PUD have been addressed.
Attorney de la Mora said practically all of them have been addressed; the ones that haven’t been
addressed await the closing of the transaction, i.e. insurance.

Derek Taylor from Three Leaf Development appeared in person. Jon Ford from Three Leaf
appeared via Zoom. Ford said they have 100% intent to develop this development. All they ask for
from a legal standpoint in the PUD agreement is that, not unlike any other developer, they don’t
want to be restricted or handcuffed in economic times. They have agreed, in the section Attorney
de la Mora referenced, that they have restriction until they have 50% of the units delivered. They
would suggest that no one has ever agreed to this much of a restriction previously, which in
addition to that, a future buyer would need to meet certain requirements and that should give the
Village very much comfort in the sophistication of who that could be. He reiterated that Three
Leaf has 100% intent to see this development through the end. They started this process in
February of 2023. They have worked tirelessly throughout the last year with the Village and all
Village staff and all of the consultants. They have done extra analysis, additional borings, to
provide a design that is completely safe and will generate that impact for the Hartland Community.
Mr. Ford thanked Village Manager Bailey and the Village staff for their collaborative efforts. He
said Ryan Amtmann with Ruekert Mielke has been instrumental in the process, as well as Greg
Johnson from Ehlers from a TIF standpoint, and certainly Attorney de la Mora as well. Mr. Ford
said they continue to see very challenging economic times in the overall market. While he can’t
provide an exact date when they will commence construction, what he can say is that they
continue to see strong interest and make very good progress on a variety of fronts to get to a point
where they can commence construction. Earlier this year they closed on the land; last week they
received DNR approval; from a design standpoint construction documents are well underway over
the last couple months and progressing nicely. They are in regular communication with a general
contractor that has budget priced this project; they have the 50% CD out for budget pricing now
that they will have in the next week or two. They have had multiple debt lenders to the site with
active conversations with them, as well as institutional and very large equity potential interested
parties. Their goal is to close on financing this summer and commence site work immediately
thereafter. Approval of the PUD tonight will afford the project another major step towards
commencing that construction.

Pfannerstill said the Board would like to see Three Leaf handle the project through its conclusion.
He asked what type of scenario would cause Three Leaf to turn it over to another party and not
tell the Village who is actually doing it. Ford deferred to Taylor why disclosure can’t be realistic.
Ford said they don’t want to restrict or handcuff their investors. He said from an economic
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standpoint, if they are approached and if it’s the best benefit to their investors, they need to make
that decision. This is a challenging development. The restrictions they have agreed to should
show the Board that they can’t even sell it until it is 50% developed and 50% of the units have
been delivered. Taylor said Three Leaf is committed to Hartland. They have actually brought
another project forward to the community, and they have developed here before Three Leaf
Partners came into existence, so they are very committed to the community. Taylor said they
cannot disclose to the Village of Hartland who a potential buyer or buyers are without entering
into the public domain and FOIA requests, which would wreck the market. They are bound to
confidentiality when they engage, so to disclose that would waive that confidentiality with them
and they wouldn’t engage in a process if their identity was put out into the public domain. They
fully intend to build this project; this is what they have sold to their investors. They are going to
sign on for about $80 million in debt and equity between the lender and their investors, so it
would not be in their interest to transfer this development prior to completion. They never asked
to sell it prior to completion; they were asked if they would agree that they can’t transfer or sell
until stabilization. What they have drafted is to the Village’s benefit. No other community that
they are doing TIF in right now has asked for this, so Hartland is getting something more than
anybody else that they have done TIF developments with.

Trustee Truttschel said it seems like there are a lot of cross checks on this PUD. He is in approval
of the PUD. Truttschel left the meeting at this point.

Taylor said the PUD will be recorded in its entirety and run with the land. If someone did ever buy
the development before completion or before stabilization, or even after, they will still be bound
the agreements in the PUD and the exhibits that will be recorded. He confirmed that after a sale,
the buyer would be disclosed to the Village, in fact, once they had an agreement and they start to
work on closing on the acquisition, they will probably ask for some sort of an estoppel from the
Village about some of the things in the agreement that may not be relevant anymore. They can’t
be the ones that disclose the buyer; the buyer would need to come forward.

Attorney de la Mora said the most recent agreement he has done for another municipality is the
Mandel School Sisters project in ElIm Grove and that is an $87 million downstroke. What you are
not told by Mr. Taylor is that in that recorded agreement, there is a personal guarantee by Barry
Mandel that the structure, which they pegged at a minimum value of $40 million for purposes of
assessment to generate the revenue needed to pay off obligations of the Village of EIm Grove,
were personally guaranteed. Nobody is guaranteeing anything here. They don’t have an
obligation to disclose it to you. What Mr. Taylor fails to tell you is that under Wisconsin public
records law, certain confidentiality agreements can be entered into on a but for basis. If you read
the language that’s been proposed for this section, there’s no obligation on their part. He is
concerned about the Village not ever knowing and conceivably under that language, they could
sell memberships in the LLC and on the legal surface nothing changes from the perspective of the
Village, except that the operating arrangements can be drastically modified. That’s the concern
that he has. The language reads that if they complete 50% or if they find a buyer that qualifies in
terms of having developed 267 units or owns an interest in 1000 units, they could take that route.
Profit could motivate them to do this and there is nothing wrong with that. But the thing that
holds him back is they talk about an $S80 million equity in investment; $16 million of those dollars
are coming from the taxpayers, the people who will not see the tax revenue for 27 years. Their



desire to have the option to transfer is not in any way inappropriate or undesirable, it’s just that
the people that we have been dealing with could be gone.

Mr. Bailey is in agreement with this PUD. He said the Village of EIm Grove is fronting the
developer, Mandel, $8.466 million, so without a personal guarantee from Barry Mandel, they
could walk from the $8.4 million and not develop and never get that money back. They are also
doing $3.9 million of long-term debt, $865,000 of infrastructure costs. Here, this is 100% pay go
TIF, so by this development they will have their three condo buildings developed, their rec center
developed and 134 units of apartments developed. There is no money outlay for the Village,
except for the $868,000, which if that is developed, we will get all of that back. We get the first
crack at the first $35,000. This is a pay go TIF. What you are doing compared to what ElIm Grove
did is much safer. Elm Grove gave $9 million up front, plus $9.8 million in pay go, they are giving
$23.2 million in TIF. Some of that is upfront, some of that is pay go. Ours is 100% pay go. Bailey
said he is 100% in agreement with this PUD.

Pfannerstill said our attorney is not hired to make sure that the developer is protected or to be
their friend, he is hired to make sure that Hartland is in the best situation under any situation that
we go with. Attorney de la Mora said he yields to Mr. Bailey’s analysis and that was the
mechanism that was used to cover Elm Grove’s exposure. Pfannerstill asked Attorney de la Mora if
later in the project a developer could change the materials. Scott Hussinger said they are
obligated to develop the projected per the approved site and building plans. Taylor said those
plans and specifications are explicitly referenced in the PUD agreement. Taylor said line 883
protects the Village from membership in the LLC being sold. Taylor said lines 578 through 581
where prior to them getting a building permit they will show the Village that they have executed a
completion guarantee with their lender. He said this is their number one project and top of mind
for them.

Attorney de la Mora said they do have to show us paperwork about their loan, but if they sell, it
doesn’t say in the PUD that the same financing arrangements continue or are transferrable to their
buyer, that could be a separate arrangement. If they transfer, there is uncertainty.

Trustee Pfeiffer referred to line 883. He asked about the word “unless” which would not force the
developer to build 134 units before they sell if the buyer met the criteria in (a) or (b). Bailey
suggested putting a period after the word “project” in line 882. Taylor said they carefully went
through this language. To protect the Village they added the language that the buyer would need
to have developed a project of this size or they own or invest in 1000+ units to assure the Village
that the buyer would be a sophisticated buyer. He said if they were required to divest in the
property due to bankruptcy or their lender makes them because they are not paying them, they
have to have the ability to do that. Bailey said line 884 says “owner” and not “developer”, so they
could sell it to another owner. Taylor said they could strike in (a) all possible buyers and limit it to
“developer”. Attorney de la Mora agreed that changing the comma to a period and the
elimination of passive owners in that sentence, that it would get us closer to the situation that we
would like to be in.

Pfannerstill understands both sides of this. Taylor said it would make it illegal to replace the
comma with a period. They could further qualify (a) about who the developer is. If they were
limited in selling the development, it would make it worse for the Village.



Attorney de la Mora recommends inserting the period and delete the reference to the federal law
— a federal court can nullify the contract and sell it; the trustee in bankruptcy can sell it to whoever
it nominates.

Hussinger and Amtmann both said that they support the project.

Pfannerstill said this property sat for a long time. It would be wonderful to see it developed.
There is limited risk because of the pay go. As with anything of this magnitude there is risk on
both sides.

Bailey asked Taylor if in line 884 they got rid of “owner investor” — what other language would he
get rid of? Pfeiffer said he would only keep “developer” in (a). Taylor said he would be
comfortable in (a) if they had it say “to another comparable developer who has developed ...."

Trustee Conner said if a period were put after “project”, this would not be a complete sentence.
Bailey said in 884 it would say “for the Apartment Project asset unless (a) to another comparable
developer who has owned, developed or constructed ...” Bailey asked if Taylor was ok with that.
Taylor said they would be okay with that, so it would say “... to another comparable developer
which owns or has owned, developed or constructed ...”

Pfannerstill wants to be sure that the word is right and it is on the record.

Pfeiffer asked if they want to limit it to “developer” rather than include a “developer who owns or
has owned” ...

Bailey said if we get to a motion, we want to be sure that we clean up the language.

Pfannerstill said it may seem like he is pushing for the developer, but it does continue to read and
says “which owns or has owned, developed or constructed multifamily apartment properties
aggregating to at least 267 units or owns, is a primary investor in, or manages multifamily
apartment properties aggregating to at least 1,000 units ...” Pfannerstill says he feels with this
wording the buyer would have the money to complete the project.

Taylor said he made adjustments — “unless (a) to another comparable developer which has
developed multifamily apartment properties aggregating to at least 267 units or another owner,
investor, developer, real estate investment trust, real estate manager, general contractor, or similar
real estate operator or company which owns, is a primary investor in, or manages multifamily
apartment properties aggregating to at least 1,000 units ...”

Pfeiffer said he likes the first half of it better than the second half. He doesn’t like that the “owner,
investor, real estate investment trust, real estate manager” back into the language. Taylor said
those are the types of companies that would not be developers, but own 1000+ units. Pfeiffer said
that’s not who they want to take over a project that is incomplete. Bailey said this is even talking
about once it’s completed. Taylor said MLG Capitol owns billions of dollars of multi-family and
they have never developed. But if they said they were going to develop this, they would be
qualified to do it, perhaps more qualified than Three Leaf, because of who they are.

Pfeiffer said he thinks this just moves the language and says the same exact thing. Pfannerstill said
if this is half built and it is sold to someone that is worth a billion dollars, but all they do is own,



they don’t develop, the Village does still have the remedy to take them to court if they don’t
complete the development. They still have to abide by the agreement.

Taylor referred to line 768 which deals with this. The Village can seek specific performance
against their successors or assigns — the Village could go to court and say build the thing.

Attorney de la Mora said it all depends on the transfer vehicle that is used. If there is a sale of the
membership, it’s the same shell entity and we can’t get specific performance. We are getting
closer to closing the gap, but the gap is still there.

Taylor said he doesn’t think there is a gap. Line 883 states they will not sell, transfer, or assign the
Apartment Project asset or the membership interests in the Developer and your rights to enforce
specific performance are to our successors and assigns.

Hallquist doesn’t have a problem with the language after (a) because we are defining what (a) is
underneath.

Pfannerstill feels this is an extremely valuable opportunity for the Village.

Bailey said there is risk no matter what. The risk we mitigated by a TIF. If this project gets half
developed, we are not out any money. We will build the infrastructure and we will get the first
pack of money back; he doesn’t have concerns about that. If it is sold, we want to be sure they are
qualified. Both parties will not be 100% satisfied any agreement.

Taylor repeated language - “unless (a) to another comparable developer which has developed
multifamily apartment properties aggregating to at least 267 units or another owner, investor,
developer, real estate investment trust, real estate manager, general contractor, or similar real
estate operator or company which owns, is a primary investor in, or manages multifamily
apartment properties aggregating to at least 1,000 units ...”

Pfannerstill asked that the Clerk, once the recording is transcribed, send to the Village Board and
Plan Commission what was just read so everyone is on the same page. This was confirmed.

Motion (Hallquist/Schneeberger) to approve the proposed PUD agreement and rezoning sought by
Three Leaf Partners LLC on property tax keys HAV 0730981, HAV 0730985, HAV 0730986 and HAV
0730987 located at 700, 701 W. Capitol Drive. This also will include the $80,000 letter of credit
and revision to the PUD line 884 (a) as stated by Mr. Taylor, and the exhibits, with final review and
approval by staff and Attorney de la Mora. All were in favor, motion carried.

Adjournment of Joint Architectural Board/Plan Commission

Motion (Hallquist/Schneeberger) to adjourn. All were in favor, motion carried.

IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING THE ADJOURNMENT OF THE ARCHITECTURAL BOARD/PLAN COMMISSION
THE VILLAGE BOARD MEETING WILL BE CALLED TO ORDER

Roll Call: President Pfannerstill, Trustees de Boer (via Zoom), Pfeiffer, Hallquist, Conner
Excused: Trustees Truttschel and Wallschlager

1. Village Board review and consideration of Hartland Quarry, a proposed PUD development

(“Project”) whose approval and rezoning is being sought by Three Leaf Partners LLC on property
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tax keys HAV0730981, HAV0730985, HAV0730986 and HAV0730987 located at 700, 701 W.
Capitol Drive. The Village Board will review and consider:
a. Proposed rezoning and PUD Agreement for the Project

President Pfannerstill said what the Village Board needs to review is a proposed rezoning and PUD
Agreement for the Quarry Project. He added that a motion and vote of approval was taken by the
Plan Commission just prior to this meeting, in which they approved the rezoning and the PUD
Agreement, that the language needs to include that there is a $80,000 letter of credit, line 884
needs to reflect the new language that was approved at the Plan Commission meeting, with
exhibits, with the stipulation that staff gets a final review of the exhibits.

Motion (Conner/Hallquist) to approve Hartland Quarry, a proposed PUD development (“Project”)
whose approval and rezoning is being sought by Three Leaf Partners LLC on property tax keys
HAV0730981, HAV0730985, HAV0730986 and HAV0730987 located at 700, 701 W. Capitol Drive,
for the proposed rezoning and PUD Agreement for the project, including a $80,000 letter of credit,
line 884 (a) as stipulated by Mr. Taylor and that exhibits are finalized and approved by staff after
review. All were in favor, motion carried.

2. Motion (Pfeiffer/Conner) to adjourn the meeting.

Respectfully submitted,

Sandee Policello
Village Clerk



— VILLAGE OF—

HARTLAND

WISCOHSIN
DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
APPLICATION FOR ARCHITECTURAL BOARD

JobAddress 675 Industrial Ct

Lot Block Subdivision Key No. HAV

Owner Kathryn Indermuehle EMAIL Kathryn@lakecountrydanee.“Bhone 414.702.1860

Address W275N7145 Glacier Pass City Hartland State WI Zip 53029
Contractor Silver Leaf Signs Phone 41452512 | FAX EMAIL Brian@silverleafsigns.ug
Address 11830 W Ripley Ave City Wauwatosa State WI Zip 53226

The Architectural Board meets on the THIRD MONDAY of the Month at 6:30 p.m. in the Board Room of the
Hartland Municipal Building located at 210 Cottonwood Avenue in the Village of Hartland.

The DEADLINE for filing is FIFTEEN WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO THE MEETING DATE at 4:30 p.m. All of the
following information must be received prior to the deadline in order to be placed on the agenda.

All applications for consideration by the Architectural Board are subject to the policies described in this
document.

Commercial/lndustrial/Multifamily:

[C] ©One (1) bound set of plans and application material and one (1) electronic copy of all submittals.

[C] Elevations must show all sides of the structure and state the building materials and colors. Additions must
be shown with the existing building.

Signs:

[] One (1) color rendering of the requested sign(s) and one (1) electronic copy of all submittals. Include
colors and material type. Renderings are to be dimensioned and must show placement on building and
height.

[] Details (color picture) of all existing wall signs on the same building elevation. A photograph of the
building with sign location shown is recommended.

O One (1) site plan with dimensions. Not required for wall signs or other signs attached to the building.
One (1) set of lighting details. Include type, location, number and photometric plan.

[] Submit Sign Permit Application

NOTE: Approval by the Architectural Board is not permission to begin construction; a building permit must first be
obtained.

Date Applied: é// / 7240/ a/l?/ Date of Meeting: ‘6//,;20/,7'1 ff/ Item No.

Commercial J Page 10of 2




Martland Architectural Board
Application Review Policies

All applicants and applications are subject to the foillowing policles in order to be considered by the Architectural Board.

1.

1.

The deadline for filing any application is a minimum of fifteen (15) working days before the meeting.
All applicants for building renovations are encouraged to communicate with or mest with the Building and Zoning Official and the
Village Administrater prior to submission of an application.
Applications for signs within the boundaries of the Hartland Downtown Business Improvement District (BID) must be reviewed by
the BID prior to the meeting with the Architectural Board.
All requested or required information, including the application and appropriate fees, must be received prior to the deadline in order
to be placed on the agenda. Village Staff has been directed to delay placement on the Architectural Board Agenda based on
incomplete submittals,
Applications shall include professional-level drawings of all elevations impacted by the proposed project showing the proposed
conditions inciuding location and depiction of requested signage.
Applications for signage on existing buildings shouid include a scale depiction of the sign on a current photograph of the existing
building.
One (1) set of application materials and one (1) electronic copy (PDF) of all application materials must be submitted by the
deadiing,
Applications that include site plans must depict the following existing and proposed information plus other information as
appropriate or as requested:

Complete dimensions (lot, building, setbacks, parking, drives, etc.)

Scale and north arrow

All structures {include building elevations and height)

Drainage and grades (include design calculations for drainage)

Storm Water Management Plan

Utilities and easements (sewer, water, storm etc.)

Calculation of lot coverage

Parking stalis (stalls to be minimum 180 s.f., driving lanes minimum 24 ft. wide and 30 ft. maximum at street right-of-way,

asphalt to be minimum 3 ft. from lot lines)

Grading and erosioh control

Landscaping, Including a Tree Protection Plan

Exterior lighting details

Exterior HYAC equipment location
. Dumpster location (screening required)

Street right-of-way '

Miscellaneous items including, but not limited to, 100 year floodplain, wetland boundary, environmental corridor
Adclltlonal information may be requested by the Architectural Board or Staff.

FemopoTw

O 53 —

. The Applicant must complete and submit the required Professional Services Reimbursement Form along with any required deposit

at the time of application.
The Applicant or a representative of Applicant able to make representations on behalf of the Applicant shall attend the meeting at
which the matter will be discussed. Failure to have representation will result in tabling of the request to the next meeting.

Commercial 2019 Page 2 of 2



DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION PERMIT #
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

JOB LOCATION _g75 industrial Ct TAX KEY #

OWNER Kathryn Indermushie PHONE

ADDRESS CITY _Martiand STATE _wi  ZIP s3p09
CONTRACTOR gjiver | eat signs & graphics PHONE 4145051237
ADDRESS _11a30 w Ripley Ave CITY _wauwainsa  STATE _w; ZIP gaoog
SIGN TYPE: M\NALL 0O PROJECTING O AWNING, CANOPY 3 GROUND
 PORTABLE/TRAINING [ REAL ESTATE PERM. 0O REAL ESTATE TEMP.

WORDS AS THEY WILL APPEAR ON THE SIGN:

OVERALL DIMENSIONS OF SIGN _180"x 10.5” COLOR OF BACKGROUND

SIZE OF LETTERS iN INCHES _Vary. Max is 13.4” x 10.5” COLOR OF LETTERS _Hed

CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS OF SIGN BACKGROUND (i.e. WOOD, ALUM, ETC.)
- Aluminuin framing

ILLUMINATED? ¥ YES O NO O INTERNALLY 0 EXTERNALLY

SIGN PLANS MUST BE APPROVED BY ARCHITECTURAL BOARD PRIOR TO PERMIT BEING
APPROVED (SEE ARCHITECTURAL BOARD APPLICATION)

ESTIMATED COST OF ABOVE SIGN $_5,000

TO THE BUILDING INSPECTOR: THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY APPLIES FOR A PERMIT TO DQ WORK
HEREIN DESCRIBED ACCORDING TO THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FILED HEREWITH AND LOCATED

S SHOWN ON THIS APPLICATION, THE UNDERSIGNED AGREES THAT SUCH WORK WILL BE DONE IN
ACCORDANCE WITH TH D DESCRIPTION, PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND IN COMPLIANCE WITH
ZONING ORDINANCE AND ALL OTHER ORDINANCES OF THE VILLAGE OF HARTLAND AND WITH ALL THE
LAWS AND ORDERS OF THE STATE OF WISCONSIN APPLICABLE TO SAID PREMISES.

APPLICANT DATE _4-23-30 24

PLANS APPROVED: ARCHITECTURAL BOARD

APPLICATION APPROVED: BUILDING INSPECTOR DATE




UISULAIVIEK: ALL AKIWUKK IS PRUPEK Y UF SLYU ANU CANNU | BE REFRUDULED WIITHUUI SILVEK LEAF SIGND ANU UKAPHIU > PEKMISSIUN.
ITIS ILLEGAL TO DUPLICATE OR REPRODUCE COPYRIGHTED ARTWORK WITHOUT PRIOR WRITTEN CONSENT.

SIGNS & GRAPHICS %

For all provcnuoi-itn
i dancers

NOIIGERB D [ ERERENTY
Client: LC Dance
Contact: Kathryn 2k : H . b WELC( 'ME _!?_‘ NCERS.

Address: 675 Industrial Court in
Hartland

Job Type: External sign lettering,

and window graphics e i : : : = = e
Dimensions:

=Ewr  LAKE COUNTRY DANCE
Left Windc(;w: 40"W x 40"H

Right Window: 130"W x 38"H

Door: 20°W x 25°H 180"W x 10.5"H

Quantity: 1 Exterior

Materials:

" External: llluminated letters

Windows: Cut Vinyl ok NTR)

S

WELCOME DANCER

Classes and programs

Representative: Brian Green

Designer: Lucy

* <
THE Love ©

for all preschool-12th

Date: 4.4.24 (262) 696-9796

Versiori: 2 lakecountrydance.com grade dancers
APPROVED tg fxv)i(::ox =g ‘g x25"H 130"Wx 38"H
oor Right Window

REVISE & RESUBMIT

*PRODUCTION CANNOT BEGIN UNTIL WE RECEIVE YOUR AUTHORIZATION THE PROOF IS ACCURATE.
DELAYS IN RECEIVING YOUR APPROVAL WILL DELAY PRODUCTION TIMES.

NTE: THE MM NRE SHAWK N THIQ PRANE ADE CORCEDT!IAL ORI Y AND DO KNT RERDRECQENT ANTHIAT DAINT ANV ACDVIEIC AR 1 IRHTIMG AN MBS ANTIIAL QANMDI EQ MAYV RE DROAVINEN | IDOKN AHIRTAMER'S RENI IFQT



9.5"Wx9.8"H T6"Wx9.7°H 13.4°"Wx 9.8"H 18" Wx98H  111'Wx105°H T1"Wx104°H  121°Wx101"H  13.4"Wx9.8"H T"Wx97"H  1L7"Wx98°H  11"Wx98°H  11.9'Wx98°H  11.6"Wx07"H 1BAWx97'H  TL1"Wx104°H  11.8"Wx97°H

LAKE COUNTRY DANCE




WELCOME DANCERS

and programs
for all preschool-12th

130"W x 38"H
Right Window

LAKE COUNTRY DANCE

180"Wx10.5"H
Exterior




& B (2626969796

 lakecountrydance.com

40" W x 40" H 20"W x 25"H
Left Window Door
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DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
APPLICATION FOR ARCHITECTURAL BOARD

Job Address 128 Cottonwood Ave, Hartland

Lot Block Subdivision Key No. HAV

Owner Mike & Heidi Rodenbaugh via LLC | EMAIL mrodenbaugh@gmail.com| Phone 312-919-1493
Address W298N3324 S Imperial Dr | City Pewaukee State WI Zip53072
Contractor TBD Phone FAX EMAIL

Address City State Zip

The Architectural Board meets on the THIRD MONDAY of the Month at 6:30 p.m. in the Board Room of the
Hartland Municipal Building located at 210 Cottonwood Avenue in the Village of Hartland.

The DEADLINE for filing is FIFTEEN WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO THE MEETING DATE at 4:30 p.m. All of the
following information must be received prior to the deadline in order to be placed on the agenda.

All applications for consideration by the Architectural Board are subject to the policies described in this
document.

Commerciallindustrial/Multifamily:

[] ©One (1) bound set of plans and application material and one (1) electronic copy of all submittals.

[] Elevations must show all sides of the structure and state the building materials and colors. Additions must
be shown with the existing building.

Signs:

[ ] One (1) color rendering of the requested sign(s) and one (1) electronic copy of all submittals. Include
colors and material type. Renderings are to be dimensioned and must show placement on building and
height.

[] Details (color picture) of all existing wall signs on the same building elevation. A photograph of the
building with sign location shown is recommended.

[ ] One (1) site plan with dimensions. Not required for wall signs or other signs attached to the building.
One (1) set of lighting details. Include type, location, number and photometric plan.

] Submit Sign Permit Application

NOTE: Approval by the Architectural Board is not permission to begin construction; a building permit must first be
obtained.

Date Applied:_4/26/2024 Date of Meeting: _ 5/20/2024 Item No.

Commercial Page 1 of 2




Previously approved - January 16, 2023 Materials — wood framing, tin roof
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Requested change — May 20, 2024

Would like to use revised design and not use wood

Potential Awning #1 (this is our preference):
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DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
APPLICATION FOR ARCHITECTURAL BOARD

Job Address 31 §© Gopial De . Ho Hand  WE

Lot Block ' Subdl;nsmn ~—t Key No. HAV

Owner & 3 Del EMAIL ba_| |0ﬂ\[¥yu ?83\9 If’;hone N -k~ 7970
Address City State Zip
Contractor N]mH- @q”@ﬂ-.kme Phone - . . | FAX e EMAIL " AR
Address ety o |state - |zip

The Architectural Board meets on the THIRD MONDAY of the Month at 6:30 p.m. in the Board Room of the
Hartiznd Municipal Building located at 210 Cottonwood Avenue in the Village of Hartland.

The DEADLINE for filing is FIFTEEN WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO THE MEETING DATE at 4:30 p.m. All of the
following information must be received prior to the deadline in order to be placed on the agenda.

All applications for consideration by the Architectural Board are subject to the policies described in this
document.

Commercial/lndustrial/Multifamily:

[ ©One (1) bound set of plans and application material and one (1) electronic copy of all submittals.

[] Elevations must show all sides of the structure and state the building materials and colors. Additions must
be shown with the existing building.

Signs:

[ ] One (1) color rendering of the requested sign(s) and one (1) electronic copy of all submittals. Include
colors and material type. Renderings are to be dimensioned and must show placement on building and
height.

[ Details (color picture) of all existing wall signs on the same building elevation. A photograph of the
building with sign location shown is recommended.

[ ] One (1) site plan with dimensions. Not required for wall signs or other signs attached to the building.
One (1) set of lighting details. Include type, location, number and photometric plan.

[] Submit Sign Permit Application

NOTE: Approval by the Architectural Board is not permission to begin construction; a building permit must first be
obtained.

Date Applied: - Date of Meeting: ltem No.

Commercial Page 1 of 2
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DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION PERMIT #
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERNMIT
JosLocaTion S22  Del; TAX KEY #

OWNER __VIIi™ ReciShne /VVMH Rellendons  PHONE 41-%5 = 7570
ADDRESS - 13| & CamL@\ D CITY tbeHawd STATE Wi ZIP £2009
CONTRACTOR __ Ony' Stoe.  Dicften | PHONE 47~ 36Y-<g7
ADDRESS (o} $ Ace fndute | CITY thﬁlw STATE WT  ZIP&Ziih

IOy

SIGN TYPE: \ﬂWALL 0 PROJECTING 0 AWNING, CANOPY 3 GROUND
0 PORTABLE/TRAINING 0O REAL ESTATE PERM. O REAL ESTATE TEMP,

WORDS AS THEY WILL APPEAR ON THE SIGN:

<2 Delf z’ <‘>au§9< i%,la.ok,. Lot wickos

OVERALL DIMENSIONS OF SIGN _ 55Ty DhWh(_’f COLOR OF BACKGROUND GM v

SIZE OF LETTERS IN INCHES 3 D hn COLOR OF LETTERS EZQ_BM

CONSTRUCTION MA}ERE S OF SIGN BACKGROUND (j.e. WOOD, ALUM, ETC.)
W GO &

ILLUMINATED? OYES /@ NO 0O INTERNALLY O EXTERNALLY

SIGN PLANS MUST BE APPROVED BY ARCHITECTURAL BOARD PRIOR TO PERMIT BEING
APPROVED (SEE ARCHITECTURAL BOARD APPLICATION)

ESTIMATED COST OF ABOVE SIGNS. 785

TO THE BUILDING INSPECTOR: THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY APPLIES FOR A PERMIT.TO DO WORK
HEREIN DESCRIBED ACCORDING TO THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FILED HEREWITH AND LOCATED
AS SHOWN ON THIS APPLICATION. THE UNDERSIGNED AGREES THAT SUCH WORK WILL BE DONE [N
ACCORDANCE WITH THE SAID DESCRIPTION, PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND IN COMPLIANCE WITH
ZONING ORDINANCE AND ALL OTHER ORDINANCES OF THE VILLAGE OF HARTLAND AND WITH ALL THE
LAVWS AND ORDERS QF THE STATE OF WISCONSIN APPLICABLE TQ SAID PREMISES.

APPLICANT /é/ émf /{;vu/ (,Zf DATE 6’ - 6~ "l‘\{

PLANS APPROVED: ARCHITECTURAL BOARD

APPLICATION APPROVED: BUILDING INSPECTOR DATE




5/15/24, 9:06 AM

1000000184.jpg
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DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION PERMIT #
APPLICATION FOR SIGN PERMIT

.

JOB LOCATION gg De \ TAX KEY #

OWNER Y1l Berisha /- Mc\,{# Bello ady ny PHONE M -3c8 =797

ADDRESS S $oaf Cagitel De . CITY W/ STATE WE _ZIP 5503 §

CONTRACTOR O Stop  Pyite PHONE “!11~ 3204 - <079

ADDRESS bJol $ Aot Twd ‘S‘*?“"T CITY QA@W STATE Wl ZIP B3(lg
WA EVIV

SIGN TYPE: 0 WAILL m’\PROJECTING 0 AWNING, CANOPY 3 GROUND

[ PORTABLE/TRAINING \lKl REAL ESTATE PERM. O REAL ESTATE TEMP.

WORDS AS THEY WILL APPEAR ON THE SIGN:

€3  Delg §vu‘(9¢‘, Salfuii , §qmoJ wichef

_ { g Y et ‘
OVERALL DIMENSIONS OF SIGN 5 é’ A x 9 /‘9 . COLCR OF BACKGROUND Vglﬁ C/C

/ﬂ

SIZE OF LETTERS IN INCHES Sinch  aad | 1nch  coLor oF LETTERS whde & 6/&6/(

CONSTﬁ%&ION MATERIALS OF SIGN BACKGROUND (i.e. WOOD, ALUM, ETC.)

[LLUMINATED? O YES )é NO O INTERNALLY O EXTERNALLY

SIGN PLANS MUST BE APPROVED BY ARCHITECTURAL BOARD PRIOR TO PERMIT BEING
APPROVED (SEE ARCHITECTURAL BOARD APPLICATION)

ESTIMATED COST OF ABOVE SIGNS._ 798~

TO THE BUILDING INSPECTOR: THE UNDERSIGNED HEREBY APPLIES FOR A PERMIT TO DO WORK
HEREIN DESCRIBED ACCORDING TO THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FILED HEREWITH AND LOCATED
AS SHOWN ON THIS APPLICATION. THE UNDERSIGNED AGREES THAT SUCH WORK WILL BE DONE IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE SAID DESCRIPTION, PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS AND IN COMPLIANCE WITH

ZONING ORDINANCE AND ALL OTHER ORDINANCES OF THE VILLAGE OF HARTLAND AND WITH ALL THE
LAWS AND ORDERS OF Tik SFATE OF WISCON

LAWS AND ORDERS OF THE STATE OF WISCOMSIN APPLICABLE TO SAID PREMISES.

APPLICANT VW W //.,@,/ pATE__ 5~ [6 mr}‘f

PLANS APPROVED: ARCHITECTURAL BOARD

APPLICATION APPROVED: BUILDING INSPECTOR DATE
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127 ECAPITOL LLC
142 E CAPITOL DR STE 300
HARTLAND, WI153029-2104

BL BRANCH GROUP II, LLC
120 E WASHINGTON ST STE 201
SYRACUSE, NY 13205-4008

EMANDEMCO LLC
142 E CAPITOL DR STE 300
HARTLAND, W1 53029

MCBRIDE111 PROPERTIES LLC AND ATTN

TABITHA MCBRIDE MANAGER
W282N6668 MEADOWLARK LN
HARTLAND, WI53029-9664

ARKAD GROUP
139 E CAPITOL DR
HARTLAND, W1 53029

CMM REAL ESTATE & INVESTMENTS,
LLC AND RENEE M EVERT

170 WARREN AVE

HARTLAND, W1 53029-2118

THE AMERICAN LEGION AND FLANAGAN-
DORN AMERICAN LEGION POST #294
231 GOODWIN AVE

HARTLAND, W1 53029

P RADNEK AND J BOWAN
128 E CAPITOL DR
HARTLAND, W1 53029

AUGUST E & DONA J FABYAN 1998
LIVING TRUST

115 E CAPITOL DR

HARTLAND, WI153029-2103

EMANDEMCO LLC
142 E CAPITOL DR STE 300
HARTLAND, W1 53029

LT GROUP LLC
122 E CAPITOL DR
HARTLAND, WI153029-2104

WOODMOOR, LLC
W178N9912 RIVERCREST DR STE 101
GERMANTOWN, WI 53022-4662



Re: Eagle Pass
4
@ Ken Servi <kservi43@gmail.com> © | © Reply © ReplyAll | = Forward &

To @ Ryan Bailey Wed 4/17/2024 9:48 AM
Cc tom tlangan.com; ' Dave Felkner; ' Scott Hussinger: @ Sandee Policello
(i) You replied to this message on 5/7/2024 11:42 AM.

Good Morning all

FYI I have an accepted offer to purchase on the Eagle Pass property, and are working with my engineers to develop 7 lots on this site.
This site is land locked on three sides, and at the end of two dead end streets.

This makes it a difficult site. Not so much from a development standpoint, but from a logistical standpoint

There are two roads into the property and we will be able to connect to the sewer and water main at the dead end of these streets. and have
a loop connecting them.

This is a great site and once developed the houses will complement the area

This site will have to be developed using the existing roads and will have heavy traffic (during construction) from the material coming into
the site, and we can't sugar coat that any way shape or form

| see major problems and complaints coming from the land owners who have not had any traffic on the streets in front of their houses in
forever. WE will need to address this with the residents prior to development, but will need Village approval prior.

After this is developed however there will be virtually no traffic as there will only be seven homes.
My wife and | have lived in Hartland for the past 20 years in a condo in Bristlecone Pines and | have served on both the HOA board and the
condo as President for many years before resigning this past December. WE are members of St. Charles and | am a member of the Knights

of Columbus.

| have also built ( as a contractor) and developed many subdivisions in the past 30 years and look forward to the challenges of getting this
one done

| am available any time for any comments and questions you may have.

Thank you
Ken Servi
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From: Mark Klink <klinkskarpets@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2024 11:06 AM

To: Ryan Bailey <ryanb@villageofhartland.wi.gov>
Subject: Klink's Karpets parking lot sign

Morning,

Ok, am NOT a graphic designer...lol. If we have it on this front corner facing the sidewalk |
think that would be a great spot or we could do it by the garbage can in front of the pole?
Idea is for the BID to have a kiosk at the "start" of the BID district that would highlight
downtown events for people to look at when walking into town.

Hope this works!
Kristine



mailto:klinkskarpets@gmail.com
mailto:ryanb@villageofhartland.wi.gov

BEHREND PROPERTY LLC
220 E CAPITOL DR
HARTLAND, W1 53029-2106

LAKE COUNTRY PROPERTIES AND MT
NESTER LLC

107 NORTH AVE

HARTLAND, WI53029-1715

WILLIAM VANDENBERG
118 HILL ST
HARTLAND, W1 53029-2045

BL BRANCH GROUP II, LLC
120 E WASHINGTON ST STE 201
SYRACUSE, NY 13205-4008

MT NESTER LLC
107 NORTH AVE
HARTLAND, WI153029-1715

JAMES R OEHMCKE
W333N5426 LINDEN CIR
NASHOTAH, W1 53058-9757

ROBERT S BEHREND
142 W MAIN ST
WALES, WI 53183-9400
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PETITION FOR CONDITIONAL USE
O $150 REVIEW FEE DUE AT TIME OF APPLICATION
PLUS $300 PROFESSIONAL FEE DEPOSIT

Property Owner [P et 2 m“““?’”‘4+ Cc-dnp"nf—r

Buslness Name Bigsa' s TQME //:\-Lué HMIDW&EE

Business Ownar RV OR BLe R 1268L,

Address S BO  kapr pRe0K DR

Contact Person  Jreo 08w 1 remes Phone AL 2469 -1670

Key No. HAV Email cinodlrevablebe (6'3)-"‘“' {.cem

The Plan Commission meets on the third Monday of the month at 7:00 PM in the Village Board Room of the
Hartiand Municipal Building located at 210 Cottonwood Avenue, Hartland.

The deadline for filing is a minimum of fifteen (15) working days before the meeting.
All of the requested information must be received prior fo the deadline in order to be placed on the agenda.
Village Plan Review Staff has been directed fo delay placement on the Plan Commission Agenda based on

incomplete submittals.

State present use of property and basic information on the intended use:

L\)e iatand & g ¥e pat-'!'ww o€ pur curcart gartaiag ot 5,

écmpo.r‘ﬂ-m—. wre oP +u.)6 ad‘\‘o“\ "‘\Q s een house QPMC}"““"“‘“‘ ar wel
t { 3 ¥ 4
af stoms Fables and cacksr Por plants.
v

Additional documents and materials must be submitted addressing the requirements described in Article IV of
the Hartland Zoning Code regarding Conditional Uses.

All applications for consideration by the Plan Commission are subject to the policies described in this
document.

Petitioner Signature /,?A 2 WM

PrintName /00 20 Srener Date ‘//2/2,-/{

OFFICE USE ONLY: |

i} )
Date Applied: 44/ /a-%/ Date of Meeting: J_] /Nﬁ’/o? L/ Return Comments by: -
{ l_// [}

Peiition for Conditional Use Page 1cf 2




WASONRY TYPE | BUADING
5-1 STORAGE
Js61 50, 1.

EXISTHG "RAILKOAD
TES" ALONG PROPERTY o}
LNE- ADD RIVER ROCK N
BACKFILL Tt

EXIST'G, OWE STORY
WASCHRY TYPE 1B BULDING
Y- HERCANTILE
179388 0. F1.

Green boxes - intended use april 25th - sept 31st as a greenhouse for storage of retail plants and flowers
Blue Boxes - Intended use Oct 1st - April 24th. Stored for offseason in loading dock

Structures to be anchored into the ground during use, no electricity needed. Each structure is 10’ deep, 22’
wide and 12’ tall. They will be side by side with the open side facing Hartbrook Dr.
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	1 - Minutes 4-15-24
	2 - Minutes 4-3-24
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