
 

 

 
PLAN COMMISSION 

CITY OF MARSHFIELD, WISCONSIN 
TUESDAY, August 21, 2012 

Council Chambers Lower Level, City Hall Plaza 
7:00 p.m.  

 
1. Call to Order. – Chairman Meyer. 

 
2. Roll Call. – Secretary Knoeck. 
 
3. Approval of Minutes – July 17, 2012. 

 
4. Rezoning request by Jian Khamo-Soskos to change the zoning from the “I” (Public and Semipublic 

Institutions) district to the “R-5” (Medium Low Density Single- and Two- Family) district for two lots.  
One lot located at 1108 E 4th St (Roddis House) and the other lot being the unaddressed parcel to the 
west.   
Presenter: Josh Miller – Planner/Zoning Administrator 
Public Hearing Required 

 
5. Review of Certificate of Appropriateness by Jian Khamo-Soskos for an addition on 1108 East 4th Street 

(Roddis House). 
Presenter: Josh Miller – Planner/Zoning Administrator 

 
6. Review of Conditional Use Request by Robert Danczak for his “Home Occupation” for a "Seasonal Deer 

Processing Service with Exterior Storage" located at 2600 South Peach Avenue, zoned ‘R-3’ Standard 
Single-Family Residential District. 
Presenter: Josh Miller – Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 

7. Master Sign Plan Request by Zion United Methodist for property located at 2106 North Peach Avenue 
with an exception to allow two free standing monument signs on the same frontage.   
Presenter: Josh Miller – Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 

8. Master Sign Plan Request by Redeemer Church for property located at 200 West 3rd Street.   
Presenter: Josh Miller – Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 

9. Master Sign Plan Request by South Central Suites for property located at 115 South Central Avenue.   
Presenter: Josh Miller – Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 

10. Discussion of Planning for the Veterans Parkway Corridor. 
Presenter: Steve Barg – City Administrator 
 

11. Update on Draft Zoning Code Schedule. 
Presenter: Josh Miller – Planner/Zoning Administrator 
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12. Adjourn.  

 
Posted this 15TH day of August, 2012 at 4:00 PM by Daniel G. Knoeck, Secretary, City Plan Commission 

 
 

For additional information regarding items on the agenda, please contact Jason Angell, Director of Planning & Economic Development at 
715.486.9139 or Josh Miller, Planner/Zoning Administrator at 715.486.2075. 

 
 

NOTE 
********************************************************************************************************************************** 
It is possible that members of and possibly a quorum of other governmental bodies of the municipality may be in attendance at the above-stated meeting to 
gather information; no action will be taken by any governmental body at the above-stated meeting other than the governmental body specifically referred to 
above in this notice. 
********************************************************************************************************************************** 
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 Mary Anderson, Public Works Department at 630 South Central Avenue or by calling (715) 387-8424. 
********************************************************************************************************************************** 



 CITY PLAN COMMISSION 
MARSHFIELD, WISCONSIN 

Minutes of July 17, 2012 
 

 
Meeting called to order by Chairman Meyer at 7:00 PM in the Council Chambers of City Hall 
Plaza. 
 

 PRESENT: Mayor Meyer, Ed Wagner, Dan Knoeck, John Beck, Chris Jockheck and 
Karen Woodford  

EXCUSED:   Ken Wood 
   ABSENT: None 

ALSO PRESENT: Aldermen Feirer, Buttke & Cummings; City Administrator Barg; Planning 
and Economic Development Director Angell; Planner/Zoning 
Administrator Miller; Bill Penker; and others. 

 
PC12-49    Motion by Jockheck, second by Beck to recommend approval of the minutes of the 
June 19, 2012 City Plan Commission meeting. 
All ‘Ayes’    Motion Carried 
 
PUBLIC HEARING - Conditional Use Request from AT&T Wireless for property located at 
1401 East Becker Road (Marshfield High School), zoned “I” Public and Semipublic Institutions 
District for the purpose of adding new telecommunication antennas and equipment building to an 
existing cell tower.  
COMMENTS:  None 
 
PC12-50    Motion by Beck, second by Woodford to recommend approval of the Conditional 
Use Request from AT&T Wireless for property located at 1401 East Becker Road (Marshfield 
High School), zoned “I” Public and Semipublic Institutions District for the purpose of adding 
new telecommunication antennas and equipment building to an existing cell tower.  
All ‘Ayes’    Motion Carried 
 
PC12-51    Motion by Wagner, second by Woodford to recommend approval of the rezoning 
request by the Prairie Run Group, Inc, to amend the Specific Implementation Plan for the 
Planned Unit Development of the Prairie Run Subdivision, and change the zoning from PUD-
GDP to PUD-SIP and amending the allowable permitted and conditional uses, bulk and setback 
requirements, covenants, residential development density, and allowable building sizes of the 
commercial buildings for the southern portion of the Prairie Run Subdivision. 
All ‘Ayes’   Motion Carried   
 
PC12-52    Motion by Beck, second by Jockheck to recommend approval of the Conditional Use 
Request by Robert Danczak for his “Home Occupation” for a "Seasonal Deer Processing Service 
with Exterior Storage" located at 2600 South Peach Avenue, zoned ‘R-3’ Standard Single-
Family Residential District, subject to the following conditions: 
1.  Hours of operation are limited to 8:00 AM to 10:00 PM seven days a week. 
2. All parking shall be located off-street. 
3. The only exterior storage allowed is the portable freezer and it shall be stored off site when 

not in use for the business. 
4. All carcasses and hides shall remain contained within the garage until they are removed from 

the premises. 
5. The sign shall be removed during the off season. 
6. Deer processing activities shall be screened from the public view. 
No vote taken 
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 Wagner questioned if any complaints were received regarding operating until 10:00 PM.  

There have been none.   
 Woodford would like to see this item delayed until the August Plan Commission meeting and 

invite the neighbors. 
 
PW12-53    Motion by Wagner, second by Woodford to recommend postponing definitely the 
conditional use request by Robert Danczak for his “Home Occupation” for a “Seasonal Deer 
Processing Service with Exterior Storage” located at 2600 South Peach Avenue, zoned ‘R-3’ 
Standard Single Family Residential District until the August 21, 2012 Plan Commission meeting 
to allow adjacent property owners to be notified of the meeting. 
All ‘Ayes’    Motion Carried 
 
PC12-54     Motion by Jockheck, second by Beck to recommend approval of the Certificate of 
Appropriateness Request by Bill Heiting of New York Life, for a new exterior Eagle Strategies 
LLC sign for property located at 108-112 East Second Street (Tower Hall) as presented.  
All ‘Ayes’   Motion Carried   
 
PC12-55    Motion by Wagner, second by Woodford to recommend approval of the Master Sign 
Plan Request by Bill Heiting of New York Life, for a Master Sign Plan for property located at 
108-112 East Second Street (Tower Hall) contingent on the following: 

1.  Future wall signs may face the north, east and south façades. 
2. The sign area for future wall signs may be up to 40 square feet in area per façade.    

All ‘Ayes’    Motion Carried 
 
 Alderman Feirer presented a concept for a military veterans display to be located on an 

existing concrete platform at 307 East First Street.  The display would be done by a local 
artist and funded through donations.   

 Jockheck questioned who owns the property.  The City of Marshfield owns the property.  He 
is concerned whether this will look good with a foundation that just happens to be there.  He 
questioned if we were starting from scratch would we use a foundation like this. 

 Wagner agrees that Veterans Parkway needs a signature monument to honor veterans.  The 
two displays we have now don’t quite do it in his opinion.  This location seems to be a good 
choice for a monument like this.  He feels that murals are the wrong medium to honor our 
veterans, especially at the speeds on Veterans Parkway.  He suggested a design competition 
to find the right monument concept. 

 Feirer stated that most memorials will not be visible at 35 MPH on Veterans Parkway and 
this will be primarily for walkers and bikers. 

 Jockheck as how much public discussion has been held on this and what is the appeal of this 
site and the murals. 

 Buttke stated the panels are made with MDO board which is what professionals use so they 
will not be tacky.  The mural on the block building will be painted over. 

 Beck asked if any provisions have been made to allow for parking.  There is parking in the 
alley. 
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PC12-56    Motion by Beck, second by Woodford to recommend approval of the Alternative 
Sign Permit Request by Mike Feirer for a new Veterans’ Military mural along the south 
boundary of Veterans Parkway between South Cedar Avenue and South Cherry Avenue with an 
exception to allow more than one free standing sign on a property and exceed the sign allowance 
in the Veterans Parkway Corridor.      
Meyer, Knoeck, Woodford & Beck voted ‘Aye’, Wagner & Jockheck voted ‘No’    Motion Carried 
 
Planner/Zoning Administrator Miller led a discussion on several draft zoning code policy issues 
including: 

 Temporary structures 
 Allowable encroachments into setbacks 
 Parking standards, hard surface requirements 
 Off street parking 
 Outdoor wood burning stoves 
 Landscaping requirements 
 Rear and side yard setbacks for accessory structures 

 
Motion by Beck, second by Wagner that the meeting be adjourned at 8:39 PM. 
All ‘Ayes’    Motion Carried 
 
 
 
Daniel G. Knoeck, Secretary 
CITY PLAN COMMISSION 
 















 
 
 

 
      TO:  Plan Commission 
FROM: Josh Miller, Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 DATE: August 21, 2012 
     
      RE: Certificate of Appropriateness Application by Integrity Builders for an 

addition to the “Roddis House”, located at 1108 East 4th Street. 
 
Background 
 
After designation of a local historic structure, site or district, no person shall alter, 
reconstruct, move or permit any alteration of all or any exterior portion of a 
historic structure or site or a property within a historic district unless the Historic 
Preservation Committee has recommended and the City Plan Commission has 
approved such work, and the Building Services Supervisor has issued a 
Certificate of Appropriateness. 
 
Built in 1914, by Hamilton Roddis, the Roddis House is the finest example of 
Dutch Colonial revival style in the City of Marshfield.  The Dutch Colonial Revival 
Style rejuvenates from the front façade that accents an entry portico supporting 
classical Tuscan columns.  Additionally, the gambrel roof defines and largely 
distinguishes the Dutch Colonial Revival Style.  Many of the windows are 
displayed as pairs or triplets with cornices and surrounded with classical 
moldings.  The three story house towers over others in the neighborhood and 
upon entry, the high coffered ceilings on the first floor provide reasoning. 
 
The Applicant is looking to put on an addition for a foyer, mud room, and half 
bath in the back portion of the home.  The siding and windows will be designed to 
look similar to the existing structure.  The roof will be flat with white rubber 
covering.  The roof will likely not be visible from the ground.    
 
According to the contractor, Hank Zimmerman of Integrity Builders, the new 
addition would be smooth cedar siding and would match the siding on the 
existing house.  The windows would be Prairie Style and have the same vertical 
mutton spacing as the existing windows.  He’s not sure about the door yet, but it 
wouldn’t be a modern style door.  The roof will be flat and be a white rubber roof.  
The horizontal trim would be wood and match the existing cornice and trim.  Also, 
there may be a window added to the west elevation.   
The existing basement is stone that is three feet out of the ground, but much of 
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the current foundation visible from the street is white painted wood.  It would be 
optional to imitate the stone look, whether immediately or some time in the future.  
The other option for the foundation would be to extend the horizontal siding to 
ground level.  The property owner has yet to decide how they want the 
foundation to look.  Either option would fit with the existing style of the home.  
The addition will also allow the removal of the exterior cellar access and would 
allow access to the basement from the inside.  The foundation for the new 
addition will be a frost wall in the ground with poured cement for the lower level 
floor.   
 
Analysis 
 
Certificate of Appropriateness requirements only relate to locally designated 
structures, sites and districts.  In this case, the “Roddis House” falls under the 
definition of a locally designated historic structure where a Certificate of 
Appropriateness is required for any exterior alteration or reconstruction.  
Because the construction requires a building permit, a review and 
recommendation is required by the Historic Preservation Committee with 
approval from the Plan Commission. 
 
For each Certificate of Appropriateness application that requires a building 
permit, the Historic Preservation Committee shall determine if the proposed work 
would not detrimentally change, destroy or adversely affect any feature of the 
improvement, would harmonize with the external appearance of the neighboring 
sites, and, if in a historic district, would conform to the established preservation 
plan objectives and design criteria.  The Historic Preservation Committee met on 
Monday, August 6, 2012 and reviewed the application.  Their recommendation 
was to approve the project.   
 
Plan Commission Options 
 
The Plan Commission can make the following recommendations: 

1. Approval of the request with any exceptions, conditions, or modifications 
the Commission feels are justifiable and applicable to the request. 

2. Denial of the request with justification stated by the Plan Commission. 
3. Table the request for further study.   

 
Recommendation 
 
Approve the Certificate of Appropriateness Application to put an addition for a 
foyer, mud room, and half bath on the back edge of the house at 1108 East 4th 
Street. 
 
Attachments 
 

1. Application 







South Elevation 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



East Elevation 

 
 

  



 
East Façade from Felker Avenue 

 
 

North 

 



 
 
 

 
      TO: Plan Commission 
FROM: Josh Miller, Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 DATE: August 21, 2012 
     

RE: Review of Conditional Use Request by Robert Danczak for a “Home 
Occupation” for a "Seasonal Deer Processing Service with Exterior 
Storage" located at 2600 S Peach Avenue, zoned ‘R-3’ Standard 
Single-Family Residential District. 

 
Background 
 
The Applicant applied for and received a Conditional Use Permit for a deer 
processing home occupation in October of 2011.  One of the conditions was to 
review the application again after six months.     
 
Analysis 
 
Overall, the Applicant does appear to be in compliance with the conditions set 
forth by the Plan Commission last year.  There was only one incident early on 
where the Applicant had left some of the deer carcasses out by the road for 
Veolia Environmental Services to pick up.  Veolia informed staff of the incident as 
they won’t pick up those items from residences, but they do allow for the disposal 
of animal carcasses at their facility.  The Applicant thought he could place items 
related to processing out by the road for garbage pickup, but that was a 
misunderstanding of the conditions in the Conditional Use Permit and since that 
once incident, staff is unaware of any other issues or complaints.    
 
The Applicant estimated that he processed around 40 deer this past year.  The 
original estimate was that he’d process around 20 deer.  The additionally deer 
did not appear to cause any issues in the neighborhood.  Additionally, the freezer 
and sign have been removed when not in use. 
 
Staff sent out notices to the neighboring properties within 100 feet 10 days prior 
to the meeting.  At the time the memo was written, staff had not been contacted 
by any of the neighbors.  Staff is recommending approval of the Conditional Use 
Permit with all of the same conditions, except for the 6 month review.   
 
Plan Commission Options 
 
The Plan Commission can make the following recommendations: 
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      TO: Plan Commission 
FROM: Josh Miller, Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 DATE: August 21, 2012 

 
RE: Master Sign Plan – Zion United Methodist Church @ 2106 North 

Peach Avenue.  
 
Background 
 
Zion United Methodist Church has submitted a Master Sign Plan for their 
business at 2106 N Peach Ave.  The signage includes the existing pylon sign 
and one new internally lit monument sign with an electronic message center.   
 
Analysis 
 
The applicant is proposing to construct one new internally lit monument sign with 
an electronic message center.  The new monument sign will be located in the 
parking lot facing North Peach Avenue.   
 
The existing monument sign is about 6 feet tall, 32 square feet in area, and 
setback approximately 110 feet from the right-of-way.  The proposed sign is 12 
feet tall, 55 square feet in area, 30 square feet electronic message center, and 
will be setback 10 feet from the right-of-way.     
 
The applicant has submitted a complete application package.   
 

 Comparison of total sign area 
 

The total allowable signage for the property is 660 square feet, calculated from 2 
square feet of lineal feet of frontage.  Frontage along Peach Avenue is 330 
square feet.  The total proposed signage for this property is 117 square feet, 
meeting this requirement.   
   
The existing monument sign area:  32 square feet.   
   
The proposed monument sign area:  55 square feet.   
 
The proposed electronic message center sign area:  30 square feet.   
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The proposed total sign area for existing and new signs:  117 square feet.  
 
TABLE A – Freestanding Signage  

A 
Location       

(street / other) 
Type        

(new/exist) 
Style              

(pole / monument) 
Area    

(sq. ft.) 
Height (ft.)    
(to sign top) 

Setbacks   
(ft.) 

Display                    
(message) 

1 Parking Lot Existing Monument 32 6 110 Zion United Methodist  

2 N Peach Ave New Monument 55 12 10 Zion United Methodist 

 Electronic   Changeable 

 Message Center: 
 _X_ YES  ___ NO  __30__ Area (sq. ft.) 

 Copy Sign: 
___ YES _X_ NO  _______ Area (sq. ft.) 

 
 Sign Allowance  

 
Religious assembly uses are limited to one free standing sign.  The Applicant is 
requesting an exception to this requirement so the existing sign could remain.  
The existing sign is made of wood, is 32 square feet in area and is setback 
approximately 110 feet from the right-of-way.  Although the sign is visible from 
the street, much of it isn’t readable from that distance.  Additionally, the property 
has 330 feet of frontage on a 35 mph street and would not cause an over 
proliferation of signage on this property.         
 
TABLE B – Total Signage  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 Compliance with individual sign standards 

 
The proposed monument sign has 55 square feet of signage, plus has a 30 
square foot electronic message center.  The existing sign is 32 square feet in 
area.  The Sign Code does not include the sign area of an electronic message 
center as part of the sign area for the monument sign.  The maximum sign area 
for a monument sign is 75 square feet at a 10 foot setback and the maximum 
sign area for an electronic message center sign 40 square feet.  Additionally, the 
maximum height for a free standing sign is 12 feet.  Both free standing signs 
meet the individual sign standards.   

 
 Incorporation of  general design guideline 

 
The proposed free standing monument sign within the façade features and are 
scaled proportionate to the architectural elevations.  
 

Signs 
Area      

(sq. ft.) 

Allowable 
Signage  
(sq. ft.) 

  Freestanding 117  

Total 117 660 
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Proposed Monument Sign
Display: Zion United Methodist
Area: 55 sq. ft.
          30 sq. ft. Electronic Message Center
Height: 12 ft.
Setback: 10 ft.

Existing Monument Sign
Display: Zion United Methodist
Area: 32 sq. ft.
Height: 6 ft.
Setback: 110 ft.

Master Sign Plan - Zion United Methodist @ 2106 N Peach  Ave 
City of Marshfield - Plan Commission
Meeting Date August 21, 2012
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      TO: Plan Commission 
FROM: Josh Miller, Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 DATE: August 21, 2012 

 
RE: Master Sign Plan – Redeemer Church @ 200 W 3rd Street.  

 
Background 
 
Redeemer Church recently moved to 200 West 3rd Street and has submitted a 
Master Sign Plan two new signs.  The proposed signage includes one new wall 
sign and one existing pole sign.   
 
Analysis 
 

 Applicability & Review Process 
 
A master sign plan is a plot plan and accompanying documentation that identifies 
all existing and proposed on-premise signage of a multi-tenant development or 
complex of buildings.   
 
Section 24-10 (2) of the Municipal Code requires a master sign plan when 
Two or more signs are proposed for a development. 
 
There is currently one pole sign on the property and the Applicant is proposing to 
add one wall sign. 
 
According to procedures of the sign code, master sign plans are approved by the 
Plan Commission following the same procedures of the standard sign permit 
application process.  The standard sign permit application process requires a 
complete application and compliance with the terms of the code.  
 
The applicant has submitted a complete application package.   
 

1. Comparison of total sign area  
 

The total allowable signage for the property is 416 square feet, calculated from 2 
square feet of lineal feet of frontage (87.3 feet on W 3rd St and 120.7 feet on S 

City of 
Marshfield

Memorandum



Chestnut Ave for a total of 208 feet of frontage).  The total proposed signage for 
this property is 53.5 square feet, meeting this requirement.   
 
The existing free standing sign area:  40 square feet.   
   
The proposed wall sign area:  13.5 square feet.    
 
The proposed total sign area:  53.5 square feet.  
 
TABLE A – Freestanding Signage  

A 
Location       

(street / other) 
Type        

(new/exist) 
Style              

(pole / monument) 
Area    

(sq. ft.) 
Height (ft.)    
(to sign top) 

Setbacks   
(ft.) 

Display                    
(message) 

1 Facing NE Existing Pole 40 8 17 Redeemer Christian Church 

 Electronic   Changeable 

 Message Center: 
 __ YES  _X_ NO  ____ Area (sq. ft.) 

 Copy Sign: 
___ YES _X_ NO  _______ Area (sq. ft.) 

 
TABLE B – Attached Signage 

 
Total Signage  
 

2. Sign Allowance  
 
Section 24 – 05 (3) Maximum sign area allowed determined by use 
Lots fronting on one or more streets are allowed the permitted sign area for each 
frontage; however, the total sign area that is oriented toward a particular street 
may not exceed the portion of the lot’s total sign area allocation that is derived 
from the lot, building or wall area frontage on that street. 
 
All signs comply with the standard sign allowance. 
 
TABLE C – Total Signage  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3. Compliance with individual sign standards 

  Facing (direction): East  Façade Area: 850  (sq. ft.)  X  10 %  = 85  (sq. ft.)  Allowable Signage  

B 
Location        

(street / other) 
Type       

(new/exist) 
Style             

(wall / projection) 
Area    

(sq. ft.) 
Height (ft.)      

(to sign bottom) 
Setbacks   

(ft.) 
Display                  

(message) 

1 
S Chestnut 

Ave New Wall 13.5 4 N/A 
Redeemer Christian Church 

Hours/Address 

Signs 
Area      

(sq. ft.) 

Allowable 
Signage  
(sq. ft.) 

Freestanding  40   

  Attached 13.5  

Total  53.5 416 
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Display: Redeemer Christian Church
Area: 40 sq. ft.
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Proposed Wall Sign
Display: Redeemer Christian Church
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Area: 13.5 sq. ft.

Master Sign Plan - Redeemer Church @ 200 W 3rd St 
City of Marshfield - Plan Commission
Meeting Date August 21, 2012
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      TO: Plan Commission 
FROM: Josh Miller, Planner/Zoning Administrator 
 DATE: August 21, 2012 

 
RE: Master Sign Plan – South Central Suites @ 115 S Central Avenue.  

 
Background 
 
South Central Suites has submitted a Master Sign Plan for their business at 115 
S Central Avenue.  The proposed signage includes two new wall signs.  
 
Analysis 
 

 Applicability & Review Process 
 
A master sign plan is a plot plan and accompanying documentation that identifies 
all existing and proposed on-premise signage of a multi-tenant development or 
complex of buildings.   
 
Section 24-10 (2) of the Municipal Code requires a master sign plan when 
Two or more signs are proposed for a development. 
 
The applicant is proposing to construct two new wall signs. 
 
According to procedures of the sign code, master sign plans are approved by the 
Plan Commission following the same procedures of the standard sign permit 
application process.  The standard sign permit application process requires a 
complete application and compliance with the terms of the code.  
 
The applicant has submitted a complete application package.   
 

 Comparison of total sign area  
 

The total allowable signage for the property is 120 square feet, calculated from 
25% of the property’s façade of 480 square feet.  The “B-5” Downtown Central 
Business limits signage to 25% of a building’s facade.  The total proposed 
signage for this property is 101.2 square feet, meeting this requirement.   
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The existing wall sign area: 53.6 square feet. 
 
The proposed new wall sign area:  47.6 square feet.    
 
The proposed total sign area:  101.2 square feet.  
 
TABLE A – Attached Signage 

 
Total Signage  
 

 Sign Allowance  
 
Section 24 – 05 (3) Maximum sign area allowed determined by use 
Lots fronting on one or more streets are allowed the permitted sign area for each 
frontage; however, the total sign area that is oriented toward a particular street 
may not exceed the portion of the lot’s total sign area allocation that is derived 
from the lot, building or wall area frontage on that street. 
 
All signs comply with the standard sign allowance. 
 
TABLE C – Total Signage  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 Compliance with individual sign standards 

 
The wall signs are less than the allowable 25% of the façade facing the 
respective rights-of-way, and meet the individual sign standards. 
.   

 Incorporation of  general design guidelines 

  Facing (direction): West  Façade Area: 480 (sq. ft.)  X  25 % (for downtown)  =  120 (sq. ft.)  Allowable Signage  

B 
Location        

(street / other) 
Type       

(new/exist) 
Style             

(wall / projection) 
Area    

(sq. ft.) 
Height (ft.)      

(to sign bottom) 
Setbacks   

(ft.) 
Display                    

(message) 

1 S Central Ave Existing Wall 47.6  N/A 
98th Avenue on 
Central Salon 

2 S Central Ave Existing Wall 6  N/A S. Central 115 Suites 

3 S Central Ave New Wall 23.8  N/A Nail Artistry 

4 S Central Ave New Wall 23.8  N/A 
(Logo) Farmers 

Auto|Home|Commercial|Life| 

TOTAL 101.2    

Signs 
Area      

(sq. ft.) 

Allowable 
Signage  
(sq. ft.) 

  Attached 101.2  

Total  101.2 120 
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City of Marshfield - Plan Commission
Meeting Date August 21, 2012
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DATE:  August 11, 2012 
TO:  Mayor Meyer & Plan Commission    
FROM: Steve Barg, City Administrator 
RE:  Possible development of Veteran’s Parkway Corridor Plan   
 
 
Background 
During recent discussions of a request for a “Veteran’s Memorial”, questions arose on the 
type of look and feel that the City wants to create along the Veteran’s Parkway corridor, 
especially in areas near the downtown district. Since we’re now in the process of revising 
the zoning code and starting an Economic Development Board, it may be appropriate for 
the Commission and City staff to have some discussion on this issue.  I’m not suggesting 
that we start another large project right now, but rather that we look at current uses along 
the corridor within a limited area to determine if special restrictions or proactive planning 
may be desirable.  The area we will be looking at will be along Veterans Parkway from 
Hume Avenue (east) to Laurel Street (west).   
     
Recommendation 
I request that the Commission briefly review and discuss this issue, and decide if further 
study is warranted. 
 
 
SB:sb 
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