AGENDA
Revised May 22, 2020, 11:30 am
City of Monona Plan Commission
Monona City Hall
5211 Schluter Road, Monona, WI
Remote Teleconference Meeting via ZOOM
Tuesday, May 26, 2020
6:00 p.m.
NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC MEETING
Due to the current state of emergency because of the COVID-19 pandemic, this meeting will be
conducted via electronic videoconferencing/teleconferencing. As such, it is likely that some or all
members of, and a possible quorum, may be in attendance via electronic means and not physically
present. In accordance with Wisconsin law, the meeting will remain open to the public. The public
may still attend in person at the location stated in this agenda. However, due to the need to maintain
social distancing in accordance with Emergency Order #12 (Safer At Home Order) and the limited
physical space available, the public is encouraged and requested to also attend via electronic
means. Directions to do so are listed at the bottom of this agenda. Upon reasonable notice, the
needs of disabled individuals will be accommodated through auxiliary aids or services. For additional
information or to request this service, contact Joan Andrusz at 608-222-2525.
1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Approval of Minutes of May 11, 2020
4. Appearances
5. Unfinished Business
A. Public Hearing on Request by Greg Jones of Dave Jones, Inc. for Consideration of a
Zoning Permit for a new Accessory Building at 2251 Kilgust Road. (Case No. 2-0062020)
B. Consideration of Action on Request by Greg Jones of Dave Jones, Inc. for
Consideration of a Zoning Permit for a new Accessory Building at 2251 Kilgust Road.
(Case No. 2-006-2020)
6. New Business
A. Public Hearing on Request by Capital Custom Contractors for one new Wall Sign at
6350 Copps Avenue. (Case No. S-004-2020)
B. Consideration of Action on Request by Capital Custom Contractors for one new Wall
Sign at 6350 Copps Avenue. (Case No. S-004-2020)
C. Public Hearing on Request by Silver Eagle Bar and Grill for one new Canopy Sign at
5805 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-005-2020)
D. Consideration of Action on Request by Silver Eagle Bar and Grill for one new
Canopy Sign at 5805 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-005-2020)
7. Reports of Staff and Commission Members

A. Staff Report Regarding Status of Development Project Proposals.
1. Potential Upcoming Items
2. Upcoming Meetings: June 8, 2020, June 22, 2020
B. Plan Commission Requests for Information from City Staff.
8. Adjournment

DIRECTIONS TO ATTEND MEETING ELECTRONICALLY
You may attend via videoconference by downloading the free Zoom program to your computer at
https://zoom.us/download. At the date and time of the meeting log on through the Zoom program
and enter Meeting ID: 880 6255 6065.
You may attend via telephone conference by calling the following phone number:
PHONE NUMBER: 1-301-715-8592 / MEETING ID: 880 6255 6065, FOLLOWED BY #
Please Mute Your Phone When Not Speaking To Ensure Best Possible Audio Quality.
NOTE: Upon reasonable notice, the City of Monona will accommodate the needs of disabled individuals through
auxiliary aids or services. For additional information or to request this service, contact Joan Andrusz at (608) 2222525, FAX: (608) 222-9225, or through the City Police Department TDD telephone number 441-0399. The public is
notified that any final action taken at a previous meeting may be reconsidered pursuant to the City of Monona
ordinances. A suspension of the rules may allow for final action to be taken on an item of New Business.
It is possible that members of a possible quorum of members of other governmental bodies of the municipality may
be in attendance at the above state meeting to gather information or speak about a subject, over which they have
decision-making responsibility. Any governmental body at the above state meeting will take no action other than the
governmental body specifically referred to above in this notice.
Agenda posted 5/20/2020 on the City Hall, Library, and Community Center bulletin boards and on the City of
Monona’s website, www.mymonona.com.
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Minutes
City of Monona
Plan Commission
Monday May 11, 2020
The meeting of the City of Monona Plan Commission was called to order (7:07 pm).
Present:

Alder Nancy Moore (Chair), Alder Kristie Schilling, Ms. Coreen Fallat, Ms. Susan
Fox, Mr. Chris Homburg, Mr. Brian Holmquist and Mr. Josh Peterson

Absent:

Mr. Robert Stein

Also Present: City Planner Doug Plowman and City Planning Intern Elisa Guerrero
Approval of Minutes
A motion by Mr. Holmquist, seconded by Ms. Fallat, to approve the minutes of April 27th,
2020, carried with one correction.
Appearances
There were no appearances.
Unfinished Business
A. Public Hearing on Request by Galway Companies for Approval of a Phase II Precise
Implementation Plan (PIP) of “Yahara Commons” for a 145 Unit Residential Building at
6406 Bridge Road. (Case No. 2-002-2020)
Adam Fredendall, of JLA Architects presented the revised plans for Yahara Commons, which will
have 145 units, two levels of underground parking and 158 bike parking spaces. He pointed out
changes to the design of the building along Bridge Road, including adding five first floor units.
Developer Steve Doran, Galway Companies added that they explored various options to
address the Commission’s concerns about the building massing along Bridge Road. They
considered options like walk-up units, but decided that first floor units with balconies were the
best option. Mr. Fredendall explained that the upper level of parking, is for residents, and the
lower parking level will be public parking. Mr. Doran said that they are committed to including 58
public parking stalls, per their agreement with the CDA, even if it requires that they lose a
residential unit. Mr. Doran explained that the entrance to the parking garage has been a
challenge, but its current proposed location seems like the most feasible option. Aaron
Kostichka, McGann Construction, added that they are still looking into other options for the
entrance, and are hoping to improve the design if possible. There is a separate refuse collection
entrance on the opposite side of the building.
Mr. Fredendall shared that, while the building takes up the majority of the lot, the green roof is
designed to create more green space for residents and establish a connection with Grand
Crossing Park. There will be a pool, which will be enclosed by decorative fencing, and the pool
equipment will be covered by a decorative screen. Finally, Mr. Doran said that they would
construct the building roof to be solar ready, but would wait to install solar panels until they have
more information about the performance of their solar panels on other buildings.
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B. Consideration of Action on Request by Galway Companies for Approval of a Phase II
Precise Implementation Plan (PIP) of “Yahara Commons” for a 145 Unit Residential
Building at 6406 Bridge Road. (Case No. 2-002-2020)
Mr. Plowman summarized the Staff Report for the permit, suggesting that blank wall space along
Bridge Road, parking and the solar ready roof were all good points to discuss further. He
explained that the current site design has only 13% green space, which increases to 35% if the
green roof is counted, surpassing the 30% green space required. This is especially important
because having two levels of underground parking requires a large number of trees to be
planted. He also highlighted the importance of clear and sufficient signage for the parking
entrances, to delineate which are public versus private.
Mr. Homburg expressed his support of the changes to the Bridge Rd. façade and the
landscaping plan, even though the landscaping plan is short on points because of the two levels
of underground parking. With the newly proposed parking garage entrance, he expressed some
concerns about disturbing the City’s permeable pavement and sidewalks, and urged the
applicants to treat those areas with caution during construction. Mr. Zampardi, the applicant’s
engineer, responded that they are aware of the need for caution and avoid contaminating the
permeable pavement as much as possible. Mr. Homburg said that he thought that the lighting,
especially along Bridge Rd. could be brighter, even if it did involve more light trespass than the
code allows, and asked about the positions of some of the stormwater inlets. The applicants said
that they had been asked to scale back the lighting plan, although ideally it would be consistent
across the whole development.
Ms. Fallat asked if the fire department and EMS would be able to access the parking garage, in
the current design, and Mr. Fredendall answered that they would not need to access the garage,
since there is access around the entire building’s perimeter. Ms. Fallat also expressed concern
about not reaching the landscaping requirements, but added that the size of the building and lot
created unique challenges and said that she liked the perennial mix in the landscaping plan.
Mr. Peterson asked if it was possible to add a sixth unit to the first floor along Bridge Rd, but Mr.
Kostichka explained that they needed the space for parking stalls to meet their requirements. Mr.
Peterson also asked if it was possible to have access to the green roof from the outside, but Mr.
Doran said that the security risks associated with that were too high. Finally, Mr. Peterson
expressed concern about the parking garage entrance and asked what the rationale for the
change were. Mr. Doran explained that they originally wanted the entrance to face Grand
Crossing park, but that there were challenges with the steep grade, utility infrastructure and
proximity to the other buildings that made that location unfeasible, prompting the change in
design. Mr. Doran explained that there would be pedestrian entrances to the parking garage
facing the park. Mr. Peterson said that wayfinding signage for the entrance would be important
for the site.
Alder Schilling said that she liked the design along Bridge Rd. and preferred balconies to walkup units, for security reasons. She asked what the applicants will do to keep the steep parking
garage entrances free of snow and ice in the winter, proposing heating them from underneath as
a solution to avoid excessive salt use that would drain directly into the Yahara river. Mr. Doran
explained that the extreme winter temperatures in Wisconsin create challenges for implementing
heated drives, and would have very high energy costs. He said that the building would have full
time maintenance staff to keep the entrances safely free of snow and ice. Alder Schilling said the
applicants should carefully consider what plants to include in the landscaping along Bridge Rd,
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given that they will be in full shade and should be hardy plants. Mr. Homburg commented that
there could be soil amendments on that side of the building, to help the landscaping. Then, she
asked what kinds of bike racks would be installed, and Mr. Doran said they would be purchasing
racks from Saris.
Mr. Holmquist said he agreed with much of the commentary of the other members, and asked
what material would be used to pave the trash collection entrance. Mr. Kostichka answered that
it would be paved with concrete. Ms. Fox said she liked the design along Bridge Rd, and agreed
with the discussion about the challenges of the parking garage entrance. She asked if the
elevator that protrudes on the Bridge Rd. façade is the only elevator and what the plan is for
resident move in. Mr. Kostichka explained that there are two elevators in that location and that
one of them is larger, designed to facilitate moving.
Alder Moore commended the applicants for making good changes to the design along Bridge
Rd, but asked if it would still be possible to create more articulation along the roofline, as was
discussed in the January pre-hearing conference. Mr. Doran explained that the possibility of
articulating the roofline by removing some corner units was discussed but eventually turned
down, because of the increased construction costs and because top-floor corner units are
usually the most valuable. Alder Moore then said that she has heard from many residents that
they would like to see more condos available in the City, and suggested the applicants consider
making some of the units. Finally, Alder Moore said she understood the constraints and
complications with the parking garage entrance, but expressed concern about congestion, with
both entrances in the same place, feeding into the parking lot. She asked for the applicants to
consider adding another entrance on the other side of the building, to reduce that congestion.
Mr. Doran asked that the current parking entrance be approved, but that the they be allowed to
continue to refine with the design in the hopes of coming up with a design that is similar to those
supplied in the rendering and addresses the Commission’s concerns that can be approved by
Staff.
A motion by Mr. Homburg, seconded by Ms. Fallat, to approve the Phase II Precise
Implementation Plan (PIP) of “Yahara Commons” for a 145 Unit Residential Building at 6404
Bridge Road, according to Chapter 480-55 of the Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances with
the following findings of face and conditions of approval:
Findings of Fact:
1. The Phase II Precise Implementation Plan submitted for approval, for a 145-Unit
Apartment Building, is deemed to conform substantially to the Revised General
Development Plan for Yahara Commons as approved by the Plan Commission on May
14, 2018.
2. The provided greenspace percentage at street level is 13% which does not meet the
guidelines for 30% greenspace listed in the zoning code. When accounting for the green
roof, this number increases to 35%. This is further allowable due to the adjacent public
park, adequate recreational opportunities with bicycle and pedestrian paths, the open-air
amenities provided for residents, and an extensive landscape plan.
Conditions of Approval:
1. All required state and local building permits shall be obtained.
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2. A monitored alarm system and Knox Box are required, and plans shall be submitted to
the City’s Fire Chief for approval prior to granting of occupancy permits.
3. The applicants shall review the site plan with the City of Monona Fire Chief for circulation
of the city’s largest fire truck with final approval by the Fire Chief.
4. An exhibit showing locations of fire hydrants and proximity to the building and fire
department connections shall be approved by city staff prior to granting of building
permits. All private hydrants shall be installed at the owner’s expense.
5. Determination of the minimum water service size required to provide adequate flow and
pressure to building’s fire suppression system is the responsibility of the applicant’s
engineer.
6. The Police and Fire Departments may require a Bi-Directional Amplifier for the
underground parking garage to address concerns with signal strength. Additionally,
security cameras shall be installed in the public parking area for public safety.
7. The swimming pool shall be completely enclosed by a fence at least four feet in height in
order to comply with City Ordinances.
8. Erosion control and stormwater management permit applications shall be submitted to
the city’s consulting engineer for review and approval prior to the granting of building
permits.
9. As all streets will be new, the applicant is required to stage all their construction
equipment and materials for operations within their own site and not on any city streets.
10. Final paving and repairs to any City property shall be approved by the city’s consulting
engineer and city staff.
11. A City of Monona standard stormwater facilities maintenance agreement (“Declaration of
Conditions, Covenants and Restrictions for Maintenance of Stormwater Management
Measures”) modified specifically for this site shall be submitted for approval by the city’s
consulting engineer prior to approval of stormwater and erosion control permits.
12. The site lighting plan shall be revised due to the light poles proposed in City ROW along
Yahara Lane. Final plans shall be submitted to city staff for approval.
13. Plan Commission approval of a comprehensive signage plan for the building and site is
required. This should include clear delineation of public and private parking areas to aid
traffic circulation.
14. A preconstruction meeting between site contractors and the City of Monona shall be held
prior to beginning construction.
15. The applicant shall address the comments outlined in the Engineering Report from
Strand Associates, with final approval by city staff.
16. A revised public parking entrance configuration shall be reviewed and approved by city
staff. Any major changes will need to be considered by Plan Commission.
17. The public parking allocation is subject to final approval by the City of Monona CDA and
staff.
18. The final lighting, fixtures, styles, and colors shall be approved by city staff.
19. The final landscaping plan shall be approved by city staff.
20. Adequate signage to identify public parking areas and site wayfinding shall be provided.
21. The final pool fence design shall be approved by city staff.
22. Plan Commission approval of the street level mechanical screening wall facing Grand
Crossing Park is required.
The motion carried.
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New Business
A. Prehearing Conference on Request by Greg Jones of Dave Jones, Inc. for
Consideration of a Zoning Permit for a new Accessory Building at 2251 Kilgust Road.
(Case No. 2-006-2020)
Mr. Jones, of Dave Jones Inc., explained that their company would like to build a 12,000
square foot out building in the parking area behind their current building that will be used for
hands on training for construction workers. He said that constructing this building quickly is
important for the company, because it will allow them to provide training and additional work
for people who are experiencing work shortages, due to COVID-19 related construction slowdowns. To protect their employee’s safety, they will limit the number of people in the building
and sanitize after every use. Mr. Jones stressed that while there is an urgency to get the
building built, they plan for it to be a permanent building, to be used for future apprentice
training. He explained that the building would not require restrooms, given the proximity to
their main building, and that it is designed to match the exterior of the main building. The
building will only take up a few parking stalls in their parking lot, and given that they have
over 90 parking stalls there, he doesn’t think there will be parking concerns
Mr. Plowman shared that the project requires a zoning permit because it is an addition to the
original building, and suggested that the Commission consider how the building use would
evolve over time.
Mr. Homburg expressed his support for the company’s actions, and asked clarifying
questions about the location of the building entrance. He also said that he thinks the building
will take up even fewer parking spaces than the applicant mentioned, and concluded that he
approves of the way the soffit and fascia of the proposed building match the other building.
Alder Schilling said that she was not concerned about the site loosing a few parking spaces
and that she liked the quick and adapted use the company is making to support people
affected economically by COVID-19. The other commission members agreed that the design
of the building looks good and that they support the new use.
Reports of Staff and Commission Members
A. Staff Report Regarding Status of Development Project Proposals.
1. Potential Upcoming Items
Mr. Plowman presented the updated Zoning Procedures manual to the Commission
members. He explained that he and Ms. Guerrero had updated the existing manual
to reflect changes in the zoning code and administrative processes, in addition to
creating a more developed and unified design for the document. He said that the
document is inspired by frequent questions about the development process and is
intended as an outward facing document.
The commission members shared some corrections and edits that they thought
necessary, and expressed support of the document, saying it would be useful to
have for reference internally and for the public.
2. Upcoming Meetings: May 26, 2020 (Moved from May 25, 2020, to avoid falling on
Memorial Day). June 8, 2020 (Tentative)
B. Plan Commission Requests for Information from City Staff.
Mr. Homburg said that the screening wall at First Supply has been tagged and requested
that it be removed or covered up.
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Adjournment
A motion by Ms. Fallat, seconded by Mr. Peterson, to adjourn carried. (9:00pm)
Respectfully submitted by:
Elisa Guerrero, City Planning Intern
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PLAN COMMISSION STAFF REPORT
CITY OF MONONA
Project:

Project Address:
Applicants:

MEETING DATE: MAY 26, 2020
AGENDA ITEM 5A & 5B
CASE NO. 2-006-2020

Public Hearing and Consideration of Action on Request by Greg Jones of
Dave Jones, Inc. for Approval of a Zoning Permit for a new Accessory
Building
2251 Kilgust Road
Greg Jones, President/CEO Dave Jones Inc.

Proposal Summary:
Greg Jones, the President and CEO of Dave Jones Inc., has submitted a zoning permit application
for a new Accessory Building to be located at 2251 Kilgust Road. The 1,200 square foot building
would primarily serve as a hands on training location for construction staff. The pre-engineered
building would be built on a poured concrete slab, and it would be supplied by Cleary Building
Corporation. The location would be behind the existing building towards the back of the lot. Interior
buildout would be limited, as the company also has three other buildings on Kilgust Road.
Hours of operation were shared by the applicant in their overview, and they would be Monday
through Friday from 7:00 am to 4:30 pm. Due to the current COVID-19 public health situation, the
number of users of the space would be limited to a maximum of 4 people in the space at any time.
Despite the project being pressing given the current economic climate and the challenges that it
brings, Mr. Jones plans to use this as a training space even after current restrictions are lifted. The
impact on parking would be limited, particularly when accounting for the number of stalls already
available, with a net loss of approximately 4-6 stalls predicted.
Applicable Regulations, Policy or Practice:
The property at 2251 Kilgust Road is located in the Community Design District (CDD) Zoning
District. The CDD is regulated by Chapter 480-30 of the Zoning Code. A use within the CDD should:
i.

ii.
iii.

Produce an attractive environment of sustained aesthetic and ecological desirability,
economic stability, and functional practicality compatible with the general policy guidelines of
the Comprehensive Plan as well as the specific concerns expressed by the community.
Not create traffic or parking demand incompatible with the existing or proposed facilities to
serve it unless jointly resolved.
Serve regional and community needs for employment, open space, moderate-cost housing,
lake access and/or recreational facilities.

Any construction, substantial relocation or substantial enlargement of a building requires a zoning
permit. For the CDD zoning district, Plan Commission review and approval of zoning permits is
required. The applicant participated in a prehearing conference at the May 11 meeting, where
feedback was positive. There was discussion concerning the orientation of the building, and
specifically the building entrance, but answers appeared satisfactory to the Commission.
Recommendations:
Approval of a Zoning Permit for a new Accessory Building at 2251 Kilgust Road, according to
Chapter 480 of the Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances, as proposed, is recommended with the
following condition of approval:
1. All required building permits from state and local agencies shall be obtained. The applicant
shall contact the City of Monona Building Inspection Department to confirm requirements.

Douglas Plowman
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Greg Jones <GJones@DaveJonesInc.com>
Thursday, May 07, 2020 4:30 PM
Douglas Plowman
Greg Jones; Holly Kellesvig
Dave Jones, Inc.- Training Building
Dave Jones Elevations.docx; 1625_001.pdf; DJ Training Shed.pdf

Doug‐
Dave Jones, Inc. is a full service subcontractor, providing plumbing, HVAC, fire protection, and electrical installations in
both residential and commercial settings. We also feature a complete service and remodeling segment. DJI employs
over 450 people in southern Wisconsin. The company began in 1977 in Mount Horeb and moved to Monona in
1992. We have been here ever since and we have expanded into 3 facilities on Kilgust Road. We are proud to call
Monona home.
We are proposing a 1,200 square foot outbuilding (40x30) in the back parking lot of our office at 2251 Kilgust Road. We
would pour a concrete slab and this would be built by the Cleary Building Corporation. This building will be used to
conduct hands on training to our construction workers. This building does not need a restroom as we have restrooms
available in all 3 of our buildings on Kilgust Road.
I am grateful that the planning commission has allowed me to attend on such short notice to get feedback. The timing of
this building is essential. If completed quickly, this will prevent dozens of people from being laid off. Due to the COVID‐
19 pandemic, DJI will soon be experiencing shortages in workload. Many of our upcoming projects have been delayed or
canceled. Instead of laying people off, we would like to use this time to provide hands on training to our team. Ideally,
this training would occur on job sites. Due to the pandemic, sending extra people to sites with the specific goal of
training is not permitted, and in many ways unsafe. This building would provide us a controlled, open air environment in
which we can provide hands on skilled training to our workers. We can limit the number of people in the building at one
time and we can sanitize it before each use. We anticipate no more than 1‐4 people will be utilizing the building at a
time, and this would occur during our normal business hours of 7:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday.
While the current need is urgent, we also intend for the training to occur long term. Training is a key part of our 2020
strategic plan and will be important going forward. This building would be ideal for training new hires before they are
sent to a job site for the first time. Our intention would be to keep the building in place over the long term. Dave Jones,
Inc. employs nearly 100 apprentices in multiple trade and we are proud to be training the future of the construction
workforce.
I have attached a preliminary sketch of the building along with some information on the colors. We will be looking to
match the existing building color on the site as closely as we can. I have also attached an aerial photo which shows
where we would like to place the building.
Please let me know if you need any additional information. I look forward to the meeting on Monday.
Sincerely,

Greg Jones
President/CEO | Dave Jones Inc.
Tel: 608‐268‐7505 | Cell: 608‐220‐6314
Best of Madison 2020 Gold – Best Plumber and Best Electrician
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Dave Jones, Inc.
40’ Wide x 30’ Long X 16’8” Eave Height with a 23’4” Peak height
Steel Siding and Roofing is Ash Gray

PLAN COMMISSION STAFF REPORT
CITY OF MONONA

Project:
Project Address:
Applicants:

MEETING DATE: MAY 26, 2020
AGENDA ITEM 6.A. & 6.B.
CASE NO. S-004-2020

Public Hearing & Consideration of Action on Signage Request for Capital
Custom Contractors
6350 Copps Avenue
David Rohde – Property Owner
Allison Novitske – Grant Signs

Proposal Summary:
Grant Signs have submitted plans for a new wall sign for Capital Custom Contractors located at
6350 Copps Avenue. The proposal is to install a new sign face, replacing an existing sign from a
previous tenant using the same cabinet dimensions. Please refer to the attached sign permit
application materials for this site. The following sign is being proposed:
•

Wall Sign – “Capital Custom Contractors – Capital Minds LLC” –
68 sq. ft. – gooseneck lighting (existing) - facing south.

Applicable Regulations, Policy, or Practice:
All signs shall be reviewed according to the standards in the Sign Code and according to the
following evaluation factors:
1) Conformance to the Zoning and Sign Code.
2) Minimization of conflict with vehicular or pedestrian circulation.
3) Compatibility with the building characteristics, adjacent uses and adjacent signs.
4) Compatibility with specific physical site conditions which warrant approval of the sign.
5) Materials and maintenance aspects.
6) Legibility and visual clarity.
Sign Standards & Staff Comments:
• The proposed wall sign exceeds current code standards for sign size. The sign as
proposed is 68 square feet, and the CDD standards allow for one square foot of signage
per linear foot of frontage, of which there are 40.
•

The existing sign was approved by staff in 2013, and the applicant intends to use the
same cabinet for the new wall sign. These approvals are included in the packet.

•

Despite using the existing cabinet, any new wall sign that changes the copy requires
Plan Commission approval

•

The sign faces the parking lot, rather than fronting onto Copps Avenue (the public street
frontage) specifically, but it would be in keeping with adjacent signs, and is the logical
location for a sign of this type.

•

The adjacent business, Pirtek Madison located at 6354 Copps Avenue received Plan
Commission approvals for a new wall sign in August, 2019. No specific conditions of
approval were stipulated as the lighting was already in place.

Recommendation:
The Plan Commission should discuss the wall sign, and if the reuse of the existing cabinet is
appropriate grounds to approve an exception to the Code. If there are concerns with size, the Plan
Commission may discuss alternatives with the applicant. After discussion, the Commission may
choose to approve, table or deny the application.

CITY OF MONONA
SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION FORM
For all sign standards and requirements see Monona Municipal Code Chapter 480, Article XII and Attachment
5 – Sign Groups. Contact the City Planner with any questions at (608)222-2525 or
dplowman@ci.monona.wi.us

APPLICANT INFORMATION:
*Applicant Name:

Company:

Email:

Phone:

Mailing Address:
Sign Contractor:
Property Address:
Owner Name:

Owner Signature:

_________________________________

*A sign permit application may be granted to any tenant or lessee acting as agent of the owner with written consent of
the owner of the building, structure, and land on which the sign is to be erected. However, such applicant shall be held
responsible and liable to prove his/her right for such a permit if contested by any aggrieved party.
Type of Sign:
☐Landscape Ground

☐Pylon

☐Wall

☐Off Premises

☐Directional

☐Reader Board

☐Masonry

☐Plastic

☐Vinyl

☐Other ______________________________________
Sign Material:
☐Wood
☐Other

☐Acrylic

☐Aluminum

__________________________________

Type of Lighting:
☐Externally Illuminated

☐Internally Illuminated

☐Non-Illuminated

Sign Dimensions:
Height of Freestanding Sign (From Grade to Top):
Total Square Feet (One Side Face):
Applicant Signature: ___________________________________________

Date: _________________________
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SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION PROCEDURES
Applications must include:
☐ Completed sign permit application form
☐ A scale drawing of the proposed sign showing the message to be displayed, sign area, height, material
composition, colors, typestyle and size, all graphic elements to be used, and landscaping coordinated with site
landscaping for landscape ground signs
☐ A photograph showing the location of the proposed sign and its relationship to the building or surrounding area
☐ A dimensioned plot plan drawn to scale (1” = 20’) showing the location of the lot, building or structure on which
the proposed sign is to be attached or erected
☐ A description of all electrical equipment and attachments if the sign is to be lighted or illuminated (illumined
signs require an electrical permit from the building inspector)

Other requirements:
☐ Applicants requiring Plan Commission review shall submit 10 hard copy sets of the complete application.
☐ The applicant or sign contractor shall be present at the Plan Commission meeting or the sign application may
not be considered.
☐ Submit electronic (PDF) files of all applications via email to the City Planner.
☐ All freestanding signs 20 feet tall or grater shall submit construction plans stamped by a certified engineer to
the City Building Inspector for approval.
☐ Shopping centers / multi-tenant buildings with leased space shall develop a comprehensive signage plan.
☐ Temporary sign applications shall include a written statement of the dates on which the sign is to be displayed.
☐ The fee shall be one dollar ($1.00) per square foot for all signs with a minimum fee of $50.00 and is due before
issuance of any sign permit by the Zoning Administrator.
Below Space for Office Use
Date Approved:

Permit Number:

Approved By:

Fee:

Paid:

Attach conditions for approved permits.
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EXISTING FACE

CONCEPTUAL RENDERING (*MAY NOT BE TO EXACT SCALE)

INSTALL NEW FACE INTO EXISTING CABINET

58322-01-1

04.29.20

1/2” = 1’-0”

PERMITTING
CAPITAL CUSTOM CONTRACTORS
6350 COPPS AVE. MADISON, WI
CS

UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED:

ALL FLUORESCENT LAMPS WILL BE T12-CW-HO LAMPS. ALL BALLASTS WILL BE COLD START ALL-WEATHER BALLASTS. ALL NEON TRANSFORMERS WILL BE 30 MILLIAMPS. 120V PRIMARY POWER TO SIGNS WILL BE BY OTHERS. ALL DATA LINES TO ELECTRONIC SIGNAGE WILL BE BY OTHERS. ALL PAINT COLORS WILL BE SEMI-GLOSS FINISH.
ALL SIZES AND SHAPES DEPICTED ARE REPRESENTATIONAL AND MAY VARY FROM FINAL PRODUCT.

WWW.GRANTSIGNS.NET

2810 SYENE RD - MADISON, WI 53713

608.838.7794

DAN PIETRZYKOWSKI

PLAN COMMISSION STAFF REPORT
CITY OF MONONA

Project:
Project Address:
Applicants:

MEETING DATE: MAY 26, 2020
AGENDA ITEM 6.C. & 6.D.
CASE NO. S-005-2020

Public Hearing & Consideration of Action on Signage Request for Silver
Eagle Bar & Grill
5805 Monona Drive
Mitch Marks – Property Owner
Mark Toijala – Gallagher Tent & Awning

Proposal Summary:
Mr. Mitch Marks has submitted plans for a new awning for the Silver Eagle Bar & Grill located at
5805 Monona Drive. The proposal is to install a replacement awning of the same size, updating the
sign copy with their new logo as well as additional logos on each end. Please refer to the attached
sign permit application materials for this site. The following sign is being proposed:
•

Awning Sign – “Silver Eagle Bar & Grill – Monona, WI Est. 1985” –
Total area of sign text and logos is 28.5 sq. ft. - facing east.

Applicable Regulations, Policy, or Practice:
All signs shall be reviewed according to the standards in the Sign Code and according to the
following evaluation factors:
1) Conformance to the Zoning and Sign Code.
2) Minimization of conflict with vehicular or pedestrian circulation.
3) Compatibility with the building characteristics, adjacent uses and adjacent signs.
4) Compatibility with specific physical site conditions which warrant approval of the sign.
5) Materials and maintenance aspects.
6) Legibility and visual clarity.
Additionally, this property is located along the Monona Drive corridor, and subject to guidance from
the Monona Drive Urban Design Guidelines. With regards to signage it states that “commercial
signage should reflect a balance between allowing adequate signage for business identification,
legibility, and visibility, and protecting the aesthetic of the overall streetscape.”
Sign Standards & Staff Comments:
• The proposed awning sign exceeds current code standards for sign size. The sign as
proposed is approximately 28.5 square feet, and the Retail Business standards allow for
a maximum of 12 square feet of signage. It is also stated that the entire awning shall be
used to measure sign size, which will certainly exceed the 12 square feet allowed in the
RB district. Of note, the building is approximately 58’ in width, with about 150’ of parcel
frontage facing Monona Drive.
•

Awning signs are also limited in the script that they may use to be 12 inches in height
and shall not cover more than 50% of the awning area. It appears that the applicant
meets both of these conditions.

•

This is the only signage facing Monona Drive, with no permanent monument or wall
signage in place.

•

The existing awning sign was approved by staff in 1995, and the applicant intends to use
the same awning frame for the new signage, although the area with sign copy will
decrease by three square feet. These approvals are included in the packet.

•

Despite using the existing awning, any new awning sign that changes the copy requires
Plan Commission approval.

•

The proposed awning signage is smaller in size than what was previously approved.
Additionally, the sign is set back from Monona Drive by approximately 65’, and it is the
opinion of Staff that the sign text is appropriate given its location and scale of the
building, and that it meets the spirit and intent of the Monona Drive Urban Design
Guidelines with limited impact to the overall streetscape.

Recommendation:
The Plan Commission should discuss the awning sign, and if the proposed signage and decrease in
total size is enough to approve an exception to the Code. If there are concerns with size, the Plan
Commission may discuss alternatives with the applicant. After discussion, the Commission may
choose to approve, table or deny the application.

Douglas Plowman
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Microsoft.com Team <marksmitch@hotmail.com>
Thursday, May 21, 2020 4:37 PM
Douglas Plowman
Re: Silver Eagle Awning

To whom it concerns.
We at the Silver Eagle Bar & Grill would like to get a new awning for the front of the building that faces
Monona Dr.
The one that is on there right now is in need of repair, cleaning and most of all has our old logo still on it!
We change are logo about 2 years ago now and would like to add it to our main sign we have for the Drive.
The logo in the middle would be as big as the space would allow! Would like to use the 2 small bump out on
the sides that face more north and south so that the traffic driving either way have more time to see it so they
can turn into the parking lot with more time instead of seeing it more head on and then making a quick turn
signal on to make the turn! Very dangerous !
Thank You for your time. Mitch Marks owner
From: Douglas Plowman <dplowman@ci.monona.wi.us>
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2020 11:15 AM
To: Mark Toijala <mark.toijala@tds.net>; 'Microsoft.com Team' <marksmitch@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Silver Eagle Awning

Thanks for the clarification, Mark. Having reviewed the materials I’m going to ask that this come back through Plan
Commission for a sign permit. We allow for a re facing or maintenance with the same copy, but given there are two
more logos being added a review by the Plan Commission is necessary. Additionally, the Silver Eagle is zoned Retail
Business (RB), and they are only allowed 12sf of awning signage by-right (Sign Code). I understand this is less than
currently in place, and less than proposed, but I am unable to approve this administratively.
Mitch, as I mentioned there is a Plan Commission meeting scheduled for this coming Tuesday (5/26). After that, the next
would likely be June 8th. If you would like to be considered for Tuesday’s meeting, I would need a complete sign permit
application by end of day today. This would include the application form, photos of the approved design with
measurements (height and width). Ideally you would have information on the current signage (photo and dimensions) to
aid comparison. Finally, because you would be requesting an exception to the code, a short letter or memo outlining the
reasoning would be needed as well.
Please let me know if there’s anything else I can help with. Thank you both for your responsiveness.
Doug
From: Mark Toijala [mailto:mark.toijala@tds.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2020 9:22 AM
To: Douglas Plowman <dplowman@ci.monona.wi.us>
Cc: 'Microsoft.com Team' <marksmitch@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Silver Eagle Awning
Hi Doug,
Yes, the north end wing will match the south. Right now, the center section large bottle cap logo will be around 4’ x 4’
(16 sq ft). The two smaller bottle caps on the wings will be around 2’ x 2’ each (4 sq ft ea). Maybe go a tick bigger if it
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looks good proportionately once I get the frame sections in here. Maybe 2’-6” x 2’-6” on the smaller caps if I go bigger
(6.25 sq ft ea). For reference, the existing logo as you currently see it is 9’-0 wide x 3-6” tall overall (31.5 sq ft).
Regarding the “Est. 1985” lettering. Not sure if Mitch will add that or not. He wanted to see it both ways
conceptually. I haven’t quite sized those letters yet exactly but I would say they will be around 12” tall on the center
section and around 6” tall on the wing sections. Will add very little to the sq ft. Hope this helps. Thanks Doug. Mark

Mark F. Toijala
Vice President
GallagherTent & Awning
809 Plaenert Dr.
Madison, WI 53713
(608) 255-7286
(608) 255-7293 Fax
From: Douglas Plowman <dplowman@ci.monona.wi.us>
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2020 9:02 AM
To: Mark Toijala <mark.toijala@tds.net>
Cc: 'Microsoft.com Team' <marksmitch@hotmail.com>
Subject: RE: Silver Eagle Awning
Good morning Mark,
Thank you for sharing the concepts. I have a couple of follow up questions for you. Is there a plan to add the bottle cap
logo to the northern end of the awning as well (to match the south)? Do you have estimations of the size each of the
logos (in square feet)? I’d need to know the dimensions of the proposed logos, and ideally the size of the existing logo
too.
Thanks,
Doug
From: Mark Toijala [mailto:mark.toijala@tds.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2020 8:54 AM
To: Douglas Plowman <dplowman@ci.monona.wi.us>
Cc: 'Microsoft.com Team' <marksmitch@hotmail.com>
Subject: Silver Eagle Awning
Hi Douglas,
Please see attached for concepts on re-working the awning for Mitch at the Silver Eagle. Please note that the white
“bubble” you see around the bottle cap will not be there on the finished awning. The black bottle cap edge will meet up
with the blue fabric. Let me know if you have any questions. Thank you. Mark

Mark F. Toijala
Vice President
GallagherTent & Awning
809 Plaenert Dr.
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Proposed Signage (looking west from Monona Drive)
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Proposed Signage (looking north)
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