AGENDA
City of Monona Plan Commission
Monona Public Library - Municipal Room
1000 Nichols Road, Monona, WI
Monday July 8, 2019
7:00 p.m.
1. Call to Order
2. Roll Call
3. Approval of Minutes of June 24, 2019
4. Appearances
5. Unfinished Business
A. None
6. New Business
A. Public Hearing for a Rezoning Request and Map Amendment from Single Family
Residence District (Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances Sec. 480-24) to TwoFamily Residence District (Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances Sec. 480-25) at
309 Femrite Drive as Requested by Raywood Development, LLC. (Case No. 2-0042019)
B. Consideration of Action for Approval and Recommendation to the City Council for
Approval of a Rezoning Request and Map Amendment from Single Family
Residence District (Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances Sec. 480-24) to TwoFamily Residence District (Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances Sec. 480-25) at
309 Femrite Drive as Requested by Raywood Development, LLC. (Case No. 2-0042019)
C. Public Hearing on Sign Permit Request by Michael Sertich, BNG Services, LLC for
one new Wall Sign for Shopko Optical at 6000 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-0222019)
D. Consideration of Action on Sign Permit Request by Michael Sertich, BNG Services,
LLC for one new Wall Sign for Shopko Optical at 6000 Monona Drive. (Case No. S022-2019)
7. Reports of Staff and Commission Members
A. Staff Report Regarding Status of Development Project Proposals.
1. Potential Upcoming Items
2. Upcoming Meetings: July 22, 2019, August 12, 2019 (Tentative)
B. Plan Commission Requests for Information Concerning Development Projects.

8. Adjournment
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 7/01/19 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 June 24, 2019
The meeting of the City of Monona Plan Commission was called to order (7:00 pm).
Present:

Alder Nancy Moore (Chair), Alder Thomas, Mr. Chris Homburg, Ms. Coreen Fallat,
Mr. Brian Holmquist, Mr. Josh Peterson, and Mr. Rob Stein

Excused:

Ms. Susan Fox

Also Present: Doug Plowman, City Planner
Approval of Minutes
A motion by Ms. Thomas, seconded by Mr. Holmquist, to approve the minutes of June 24,
2019 carried with no corrections.
Appearances
There were no appearances.
Unfinished Business
There was no unfinished business.
New Business
A. Public Hearing on Sign Permit Request by Glen Rosen for two new Monument Signs for
Monona Lakeview Apartments at 3819 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-013-2019)
Dale Ganser of Openwood Studios, Inc. presented the proposed signage on behalf of the
applicant, Glen Rosen. Mr. Ganser shared that the request had changed slightly, as despite the
property being marketed as one, there are in fact four parcels. The Sign Code allows one
monument sign per property, so there would not be a variance request. The main request is the
15’ setback, which is necessitated by the cedar fence screening the parking lot.
The proposal requests new signs at both the north and south entrances to the property, the sign
on the southern portion of the site replacing an existing monument sign in the same location.
The applicant is requesting setback relief amounting to 2’ in the south, and 3’ in the north. There
were no other appearances and the public hearing was declared closed.
B. Consideration of Action on Sign Permit Request by Glen Rosen for two new Monument
Signs for Monona Lakeview Apartments at 3819 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-013-2019)
Mr. Homburg asked for clarification regarding the number of parcels on the site. The submitted
materials appear to show three, while Mr. Ganser mentioned four. It was clarified that there are
four buildings on four parcels that used to be three apartment buildings. Mr. Homburg agrees
with the applicant that this doesn’t require a variance given the number of parcels, despite being
marketed as one complex. The screening fence, original fence and landscaping were completed
27 years ago. Mr. Homburg pointed out the Monona Lakeview Apartments sign on the fence,
was originally allowed because of the sites difficulty signing the northern end of the parcel. The
challenge was the height of the retaining wall, and its proximity to the driveway which impacts
the vision triangle. He has concerns with the existing south sign, and even more concern for the
new sign to the north.
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Mr. Homburg was conceptually fine with the three signs, given the main fence mounted sign is
larger than typical, and the two proposed signs are smaller than typical. The main concern was
with both the height of the north sign, and impacts on the vision triangle. Mr. Ganser challenged
that the sign height was artificially increased, considering the berm to be part of the landscaping.
Mr. Holmquist used the School District main office sign example, citing there wasn’t such a
concern with height during those approvals. There isn’t a proposal to bring in a berm, and it’s
using existing conditions. Mr. Holmquist doesn’t see a vision triangle challenge to the north, but
possibly to the south. He asked if there was a way to move the southern sign north slightly.
Alder Thomas asked if the sign could be lowered slightly while still retaining its visibility. Mr.
Ganser responded that it can be lowered slightly while still in keeping with existing landscaping.
Mr. Stein agrees with Mr. Holmquist; that the application is working with existing grade. He sees
less of an issue with the application, but would suggest the sign be lowered slightly so it isn’t
above the top of the column as it would detract from the existing stonework and lighting. He
asked if the sign could move slightly to the south while still retaining visibility. Mr. Ganser
responded that they could possibly take a couple of yew trees and move it south. Mr. Stein is
comfortable with the southern sign as long as it maintains safe vision triangle, he suggested this
can be handled administratively. He also suggested moving north or pivoting the sign slightly.
Ms. Fallat agreed with Mr. Stein’s comments.
Chair Moore asked for clarification for the height with regards to the fencing. Mr. Ganser
reiterated that the northern sign wouldn’t be near either the fence or column, stating that it would
be similar to the existing south sign. Planner Plowman shared the staff position on the signs. The
size is reasonable, especially when considering the 600’ of Monona Drive frontage. These signs
are functional additions to increase visibility, and he is happy to address vision triangle and
height concerns administratively.
Mr. Homburg clarified that an exception would be needed for the height because the sign is on a
berm, which is to be measured from the sidewalk. He agrees with suggestions for conditions to
keep below the top of the fence, and moving the northern sign south.
A motion by Mr. Homburg, seconded by Alder Thomas, to approve a sign permit for two new
monument signs requested by Glen Rosen (for Monona Lakeview Apartments), to be located
at 3819 Monona Drive, as proposed, and according to Attachment 1 to the Zoning Code of
the Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances, is recommended with the following findings of
fact and conditions of approval:
Findings of Fact:
1. Monona Lakeview Apartments is located on three separate parcels, and as such is
eligible for 3 monument signs despite being marketed as 1 apartment complex.
2. The central sign attached to the screening fence is larger than permitted, but in
conjunction with the two proposed monument signs at either end of the site is
proportional for a site with 600’ of frontage on Monona Drive.
Friendly amendment by Mr. Holmquist, which was accepted by the maker and seconder of
the motion, to add a finding of fact as follows:
3. As the screening fence is already established at an elevated level, it is felt that this sign
is appropriate and fits well in the space. The sign height will be less than 5’ so that it
won’t be an obstruction to pedestrians.
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Conditions of Approval:
1. As the signs are to be illuminated, an electrical permit shall be obtained from the City’s
Building Inspector.
2. The northern sign shall be no taller than the height of the screening fence, and moved
south to move it away from the vision triangle, with final review by staff.
3. If the Plan Commission determines the vision triangle to be an issue with either sign they
retain the right require the applicant to relocate the sign.
4. If the glare from the lighting is deemed to be excessive by the Plan Commission, then the
Plan Commission may require adjustments to the lighting.
The motion carried.
C. Public Hearing on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two Menu
Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 4905 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-014-2019)
D. Public Hearing on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two Order
Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 4905 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-015-2019)
Previous agenda item 6E
Jill Barden of Big River Sign Co presented the applicant on behalf of Brentt Holland and
McDonald’s restaurant. The applicant is requesting to change from their existing 41-43 sq. ft.
signage, to separate pre-browse and menu boards. These take up less space at 10sq.ft. and
20sq. ft. respectively. Planner Plowman clarified that Order Boards require a Conditional Use
Permit (C.U.P), and the Plan Commission may choose to view all four proposed signs as Order
Boards, rather than Menu Boards and Order Boards as originally stated. This was confirmed,
and the agenda items were subsequently combined (Agenda items 6C and 6E, 6D and 6F, 6G
and 6I as well as 6H and 6J). There were no other appearances and the public hearing was
declared closed.
E. Consideration of Action on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two
Menu Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 4905 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-0142019) Previous agenda item 6D
F. Consideration of Action on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two
Order Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 4905 Monona Drive. (Case No. S-0152019)
Items were considered together
Planner Plowman provided a staff report on the request. He had reviewed the Menu Boards
under the Menu Board signage category in the staff report, but acknowledged this could be
regulated within Order Board. Mr. Homburg asked for clarification on the finish and material for
the boards. The application materials stated they would be galvanized steel, and very different to
the powder coated finish that exists today. The applicant shared photographs showing a powder
coated steel sign.
Mr. Homburg clarified that Menu Boards as defined in the Sign Code weren’t intended for this
type of application. It was meant for restaurants to have small signs on their building. The Order
Board is appropriate and meant for this type of application. Menu Boards are shown as part of
the Order Board in the Code, and this is the lens that these should be viewed. Chair Moore
clarified that if the Commission considers the Menu Board as part of the Order Board, they
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exceed the number of signs permitted on site. Mr. Homburg stated that the C.U.P approved 2
signs originally because there are 2 drive-through lanes. His opinion is that a portion of that size
can be separated in return for less square footage, and free flow of traffic through the site.
Mr. Homburg suggested the addition of conditions for Staff approval of designs as shown at the
meeting, as well as a glare condition considering these are screens. Mr. Stein agreed that the
existing signs are very bright and could impact neighbors.
Mr. Peterson expressed that the existing drive-through lanes have additional advertising through
the point of sale display screen where orders are made. He asked if this is replacing the existing
order point. The existing Order Board is also double-sided, based upon time of the day. He
asked if the new signs will be double sided. Ms. Barden clarified that the back of the sign is plain,
with no additional signage. Mr. Homburg asked if the order point will still remain separate from
the proposed order board. Planner Plowman stated that the screen was considered part of the
structural designs of the building, and not a part of the signage. Mr. Stein stated that he didn’t
see this as additional signage. He saw it as a function of the site, and other locations, namely
gas stations would have many signs if this were the case.
Mr. Holmquist asked for additional clarification regarding the order board. The order sign
references the microphone and not the order screen itself being omitted. Mr. Peterson clarified
his concern that there is a lot of signage already in place on site, and it is busy and bright. Chair
Moore echoed Mr. Peterson’s concerns, and stated how there are other temporary signs around
the site too. Alder Thomas was concerned with efficiency and ease of use for the drive-through
and that she expects this plan to help improve that.
A motion by Mr. Homburg, seconded by Brian Holmquist, to approve a sign permit for four
new order board signs as requested by Brentt Helland (for McDonald’s Restaurant), to be
located at 4905 Monona Drive, as proposed, and according to Attachment 1 to the Zoning
Code of the Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances, is recommended with the following
findings of fact and conditions of approval:
Findings of Fact:
1. The property already has 2 drive-through lanes, and 2 order boards previously approved
with the original Conditional Use Permit.
2. Two additional signs are being allowed per drive-through lane because they decrease
overall square footage when compared to what was previously approved, as well as for
an increase in traffic efficiency through the site.
Conditions of Approval:
1. Approval for the foundation work for the signs shall be obtained from the City’s Building
Inspector.
2. As the signs are to be illuminated, electrical permits shall be obtained from the City’s
Building Inspector.
3. If the glare from the lighting is deemed to be excessive by the Plan Commission, then the
Plan Commission may require adjustments to the lighting.
4. Order board design is to be as presented at the Plan Commission meeting on June 24th
with painted finish edges and backgrounds with final approval by staff.
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The motion carried.
G. Public Hearing on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two Menu
Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 2051 W. Broadway. (Case No. S-016-2019)
H. Public Hearing on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two Order
Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 2051 W. Broadway. (Case No. S-017-2019)
Previously Agenda Item I
Items were considered together
Chair Moore clarified that this application was for the same signage as had previously been
approved at 4905 Monona Drive. With no appearances the public hearing was declared closed.
I.

Consideration of Action on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two
Menu Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 2051 W. Broadway. (Case No. S-0162019) Previously Agenda Item H

J. Consideration of Action on Sign Permit Request by Brentt Holland, USSI Global for two
Order Board Signs for McDonald’s Restaurant at 2051 W. Broadway. (Case No. S-0172019) Items were considered together
A motion by Alder Thomas, seconded by Chris Homburg, to approve a sign permit for four
new order board signs as requested by Brentt Helland (for McDonald’s Restaurant), to be
located at 2051 W. Broadway, as proposed, and according to Attachment 1 to the Zoning
Code of the Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances, is recommended with the following
findings of fact and conditions of approval:
Findings of Fact:
1. The property already has 2 drive-through lanes, and 2 order boards previously approved
with the original Conditional Use Permit.
2. Two additional signs are being allowed per drive-through lane because they decrease
overall square footage when compared to what was previously approved, as well as for
an increase in traffic efficiency through the site.
Conditions of Approval:
1. Approval for the foundation work for the signs shall be obtained from the City’s Building
Inspector.
2. As the signs are to be illuminated, electrical permits shall be obtained from the City’s
Building Inspector.
3. If the glare from the lighting is deemed to be excessive by the Plan Commission, then the
Plan Commission may require adjustments to the lighting.
4. Order board design is to be as presented at the Plan Commission meeting on June 24th
with painted finish edges and backgrounds with final approval by staff.
The motion carried.
Reports of Staff and Commission Members
A. Staff Report Regarding Status of Development Project Proposals.
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1. The July 8th meeting will hear a rezoning request for 309 Femrite Drive as well as an
expected signage application.
2. Upcoming Meetings – July 8, 2019, July 22, 2019 (Tentative)
B. Plan Commission Requests for Information Concerning Development Projects
There were no questions.
Mr. Homburg shared some project updates from the Green Tier Charter Meeting that were of
significance to the City.
a. Elicit discharge to storm sewer – As an MS4 Community, Monona is required to have
an ordinance regulating this. Dane County is working on an ordinance, as is the City
of Madison.
b. Land disturbance – Within Dane County anything >4,000 sf. is considered a
redevelopment. Small businesses are not repaving their parking lots. Both Dane
County and the City of Madison are rewriting their ordinances to increase the number
back to 20,000 sf. Mr. Homburg recommended this is something the City should be
aware of.
c. Lakes and Watershed Commission – Looking to implement a fee in lieu of infiltration.
Any exempted or excluded sites can pay to retrofit other sites to ensure a fair
contribution. This is to be implemented by 2022 and will also affect the City.
d. The real estate sign at Winnequah and Monona Drive has been removed. Mr.
Homburg is pleased to see the safety hazard moved.
Adjournment
A motion by Mr. Stein, seconded by Mr. Peterson, to adjourn carried. (8:08pm)
Respectfully submitted by:
Doug Plowman, City Planner
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PLAN COMMISSION STAFF REPORT
CITY OF MONONA

Project:
Project Address:
Applicant:

MEETING DATE: JULY 8, 2019
AGENDA ITEMS 6.A. & 6.B.
CASE NO. 2-004-2019

Public Hearing and Consideration of Action for Approval and
Recommendation to the City Council for a Rezoning Request and Map
Amendment
309 Femrite Drive
Dale Ganser – Raywood Development, LLC

Proposal Summary:
Mr. Ganser has submitted a request for rezoning and map amendment at 309 Femrite Drive for the
purpose of building a two-family home on the property. The 12,900 sq. ft. site, currently zoned
Single-Family would need to be rezoned to Two-Family zoning for the proposed development to
occur.
Mr. Ganser has national development experience, and has worked on similar projects in Monona,
specifically the small-lot subdivision at 215 Femrite Drive, just north-west of the subject site. Here,
six single-family homes were added on a lot that previously held one home. These homes, and the
309 Femrite Drive proposal follow the principal of New Urbanism that encourages walkable,
diversely populated areas that are more environmentally responsible.
The development plans themselves aren’t subject to review, but the site concept is useful in
considering the application. You can find a copy of the development concept in the complete packet.
All final development plans would be subject to review by the City Building Inspector.
Applicable Regulations, Policy, or Practice:
The rezoning procedure is outlined in Chapter 480-46 of the City’s Code. The Plan Commission are
to review the application and provide a report and make a recommendation to the Common Council.
Public notice has been sent to adjacent property owners, as well as following the applicable
regulations of the Class II notice with two postings in the newspaper of record. The report and
recommendation are tentatively placed on the July 15th meeting agenda of the City Council for their
consideration.
The 2016 Comprehensive Plan discusses housing mix strategies for the City, with Objective 2.1.1
from the Housing Section to “Encourage the balanced development of a variety of housing types”.
Applicable section policies include “Research and support creative housing proposals that bring new
and diverse housing types to Monona” as well as to “Promote affordable homes to first time
homebuyers, families and young professionals”.
Staff Comments:
 Staff have met with Mr. Ganser to discuss the proposal, as well as reviewing some of his
other projects from across the Country. The proposal is well designed, and meets goals
of the Comprehensive Plan for diverse and innovative housing that is widely appealing.
 The proposed Two-Family classification is appropriate given the surrounding uses, with
the cemetery to the east, and Community Design District and Multi-Family zoning across
the street. The neighbors immediately to the west face Roselawn rather than Femrite,
and these are the only two lots on Femrite that are currently zoned Single-Family.
 The lot size and dimensions are appropriate for a Two-Family classification.

Recommendation:
Recommendation to the City Council for Approval of a Rezoning Request and Map Amendment from
Single Family Residence District (Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances Sec. 480-24) to TwoFamily Residence District (Monona Municipal Code of Ordinances Sec. 480-25) at 309 Femrite
Drive.

PLAN COMMISSION STAFF REPORT
CITY OF MONONA

Project:
Project Address:
Applicant:

MEETING DATE: JULY 8, 2019
AGENDA ITEMS 6.C. & 6.D.
CASE NO. S-022-2019

Public Hearing and Consideration of Action on Signage Request for Shopko
Optical
6000 Monona Drive
BNG Services, LLC

Proposal Summary:
Shopko Optical have submitted plans for a new wall sign for their new retail store located at 6000
Monona Drive. The proposed wall sign will be above the store, facing Monona Drive. Refer to the
attached renderings in the application materials along with the reason for the request. The following
signs are being proposed:


Wall Sign – “Shopko Optical” – 51 sq. ft. – facing west

Applicable Regulations, Policy, or Practice:
A Comprehensive Sign Plan was approved for Watertower Plaza by the Plan Commission on April
28, 2008. The original approval outlines the maximum permitted height of the signs and the size of
logos. Attached is the accompanying Signage Plan with specifics for the site. Applicable conditions
have been included below:
1) The height of all the diabond panels shall be 3 ft. with signage area a maximum of 2 ft. high.
2) Channel Letters on Raceway
a. Raceway: PMS to match fascia
b. Returns and trim – Black
c. Internally lit front white LED letters
d. Face colors: White or perforated black
e. Logo: On raceway – black returns black. On trim – faces limited to trademark colors,
size not to exceed 24” x 24”.
3) Channel Letters or Diabond Panels may be placed anywhere in the Approved Sign Band but
Sections of the building with the same continuous façade and exterior building material must
have the same style of signage.
4) The property has an approved sign band within which all signage must be located.
The sign meets the conditions for lettering size (except for one letter that encroaches by 5.5”), the
white LED letters and overall size dimensions, but the colored face is outside of the regulations. The
Sign Plan allows colors within the logo, but this is not to exceed 24” x 24”. The applicant shared that
the tenant believes the teal color to be an identifying factor, and critical to the signage at the store.
This sign design and color combination will be the same at stores across the State, including a
number in the Greater Madison area.
In March 2010 one of the adjacent tenants, Subway appeared before Plan Commission seeking
relief to be able to use their yellow and white corporate colors. It was deemed as a finding of fact that
for the applicant, their name is in fact the logo, and colors are allowed in the logo under the
Comprehensive Sign Plan for the property. This was approved, and the sign is still in use today on
the site.
Sign Standards & Staff Comments:
 The proposal generally complies with the Plan regarding sign letter height and meets the
Comprehensive Sign Plan requirements for sign height and placement above the store.





The Plan is over 10 years old, and with The Tasting Room’s upcoming departure from
the property, it may be time to consider a full evaluation of the Plan, especially as it
relates to sign and primary colors that are included as part of a company’s trademark.
The applicant may consider revising the Comprehensive Sign Plan to allow greater
flexibility in sign color choices.
The landlord has approved the sign including the color scheme, as proposed, and the
email chain is attached.

Recommendation:
The Plan Commission should discuss the teal sign face, and if there are concerns with the continuity
with other signs in the development. If there are concerns with compatibility, the Plan Commission
should discuss alternatives with the applicant. After discussion, the Commission may choose to
approve, table or deny the application. If the Commission chooses to approve the application, the
following condition of approval is recommended:
Potential Condition of approval:
1. As the sign is to be illuminated, an electrical permit shall be obtained from the City’s building
inspector.

CITY OF MONONA
SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION FORM
For all sign standards and requ irements see Monona Municipa l Code Chapter 13 Article L. Contact the City
Planner with any questions at (608)222-2525 or sreichertz@ci.monona.wi.us

I

APPLICANT INFORMATION:
*Applicant Name:
Email:

M ichael Sertich

bngservicesllc@gmail.com

MailingAddress: P . O
sign contractor:

.

Phone:

262-784-0443

Box631, Elm Grove, WI 53122

B&G Maintenance Services , LLC

PropertyAddress: 6 Q OO
owner Name:

Company: B&G Maintenance Services, LLC For Shapka Optical

Monona Drive, Suite 101(unit 102) Monona, WI 53716

Slinde Realty Company

Owner Signature:

*A sign permit application may be granted to any tenant or lessee acting as agent of the owner w ith written consent of
the owner of the building, structure, and land on which the sign is to be erected. However, such applicant shall b e held
responsible and liable to prove his/her right for such a permit if contested by any aggrieved p arty.

I

Type of Sign:

0 Landscape Ground

I DPylon

l i!i!i wall

I0

DOff Premises

Directional

I 0 Reader Board

OOther:
Sign M aterial:

OWood

li!i!! Acrylic

l i!i!! Aiuminum

I DPiastic

O Masonry

I

I OVinyl

O Other:

I

Type of lighting:

D Externa lly Illuminated

I I!!! Internally Illuminated

0 Non- Ill uminated

I

Sign Dimensions:

Height of Freestanding Sign (From Grade to Top):

13'6"

Total Square Feet (One Side Face):

51

/\

Applicant Signature:

--1/Z/'i,h/1fi SJJilf:JjA
I

- v~

I Date: 6 -26-2019
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SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION PROCEDURES
Applications must include:
0 Completed sign permit application form
0

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

0
0

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, bui lding or structure on which
the proposed sign is to be attached or erected

0

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:
0

Appl icants requiring Plan Commission review shall submit 10 hard copy sets of the complete application.

0

Submit electronic (PDF) files of all applications via email to the City Planner.

0

All freestanding signs 20 feet tall or grater shall submit construction plans stamped by a certified engineer to the
City Building Inspector for approval.

0

Shopping centers I multi-tenant buildings with leased space shall develop a comprehensive signage plan.

0

Temporary sign applications shall include a written statement of the dates on which the sign is to be displayed.

0

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 Adm inistrator.

I

Below Space for Office Use

Date Approved:

Permit Number:

Approved By:

Fee:

I

Paid:

Attach conditions for approved permits.
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SIGN SCHEDULE
A CHANNEL LETTERS ON WIREWAY | ONE (1) REQ.

GENERAL NOTES

A

W A R R A N T Y

N O T I C E

CERTAIN ELECTRICAL COMPONENTS OF SIGNS WILL FAIL PREMATURELY IF NOT SHUT OFF FOR A PERIOD OF TIME, ONCE EACH DAY.
FOR BEST PERFORMANCE WE RECOMMEND THAT SIGNS BE CONNECTED TO AN AUTOMATIC CONTROLLING DEVICE SUCH AS AN
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT SYSTEM, TIME CLOCK OR PHOTO CELL TO CONTROL THE DAILY SHUT-OFF PERIOD. FAILURE TO FOLLOW
THESE RECOMMENDATIONS CAN CAUSE DAMAGE TO ELECTRICAL COMPONENTS OF THE SIGN AND VOID THE WARRANTY. SOME DIMMING
DEVISES WILL ADVERSELY AFFECT THE ELECTRICAL COMPONENTS OF THE SIGN IT IS ATTACHED TO, CAUSING FAILURE. ANY DIMMING OF
THE SIGN WITHOUT CONSULTATION WITH FEDERAL HEATH SIGN CO. WILL VOID THE WARRANTY.

N
AERIAL SITE PLAN (NTS)

SAUL STANKUS

23-56078-10

JESSICA VIDAL
CHRIS CANTRELL

6000 MONONA DRIVE
SUITE 101 (UNIT 1002)
MONONA, WI 53716

06-10-19
1

3
23-56078-10

20’-0”

20’-0”

ELEVATION - EXISTING - SCALE: 3/16” = 1’-0”

3’-0”

5'-5"

7’-0”
15'-9"±

15'-9"±

7’-0”

17’-0”

ELEVATION - PROPOSED - SCALE: 3/16” = 1’-0”

SAUL STANKUS

23-56078-10

JESSICA VIDAL
CHRIS CANTRELL

6000 MONONA DRIVE
SUITE 101 (UNIT 1002)
MONONA, WI 53716

06-10-19
2

3
23-56078-10

DRAWINGS ARE FOR DESIGN INTENT ONLY...
ENGINEERING REQUIRED TO DETERMINE ACTUAL MFG. REQUIREMENTS
Support
Brackets Req’d

1'-1 7/16"

7'-9 7/8"(column vo)

2'-0"
COLUMN

1'-3 1/2"

Brick
Wall

Aluminum Letter Returns
w/ White Interior Finish

PLAN VIEW

Cabinet to recess 2” into column
Cabinet to be seamed

17’-0”
16’-5 5/8”

PRIMAY MUST BE
OUT RIGHT SIDE
5” 4”

INSTALL PER F.H ENGINEERING

1/4" Weep Hole w/ Cover
N.T.S.

Section Detail | Internally Illuminated Channel Letter/ Element |Bkgd Cabinet
Low Voltage L.E.D. Lighting System | U.L. Listed Class 2 - Conforms To U.L. 48 & NEC 600 Code

End View
(NTS)

3 5/16” ®

A

4"

PRIMARY EXISTING
ON RIGHT SIDE OF FASCIA.
POWER TO BE TO RIGHT
SIDE OF CABINET

3/16" Acrylic Faces
Pan-Type Aluminum Cabinet Painted
T/M Pantone 321C Teal
120v/12vdc Power Supply Located Inside
Pan-Type Cabinet w/ External Cut-Off Switch

7’-9 1/2”

3’-0”
2’-5 15/16”
2’-0”(O)
1'-10 3/16"

7’-9 1/2”

5"

Trim Cap
.063 Aluminum Letter Backs
LED Modules

5"

4"

2"

1'-3 3/8"

1'-1 13/16"

7'-10 5/8"(column vo)

Brick
Wall

Internally Illuminated Channel Letters On Wireway | One (1) Req’d.
SCALE: 3/8” = 1’-0”

32.94 SQ. FT
41.10 SQ FT (W/DESCENDER)
51.0 SQ FT (PANEL)

ELECTRICAL REQUIREMENTS

SPECIFICATIONS:
FACES: 3/16" WHITE ACRYLIC.
CHANNEL LETTER RETURNS: 5" DEEP, PRE-FINISHED WHITE ALUMINUM W/ MATCHING WHITE TRIMCAP.
INTERNAL ILLUMINATION: WHITE LED MODULES POWERED BY LOW VOLTAGE POWER SUPPLIES.
MOUNTING: CHANNEL LETTERS MOUNTED TO PAN ALUMINUM TYPE WIREWAY CABINET PAINTED TEAL.
CABINET TO HOUSE POWER SUPPLIES
®: TO BE FIRST SURFACE WHITE VINYL
COLOR SCHEDULE:
WHITE
ACRYLIC

PAINT T/M
PMS 321C TEAL

WHITE PRE-FINISHED
ALUMINUM

3M 7725-10

REFER TO PAGE 1
FOR ADDITIONAL
ELECTRICAL AND
INSTALLATION
INFORMATION &
REQUIREMENTS

T.B.D. Amps
Total: _______
# of 120V, 20A Circuits Req’d T.B.D.

ALL BRANCH CIRCUITS SHALL
BE DEDICATED TO SIGNS
(INCLUDING GROUND AND

INSTALLATION OF THIS SIGN SHALL CONFORM
TO ARTICLE 600 OF THE NEC, UL 48 AND OR
OTHER APPLICABLE LOCAL CODES, INCLUDING
THE PROPER GROUNDING AND BONDING OF THE SIGN.
THE LOCATION OF THE DISCONNECT SWITCH, AFTER INSTALLATION
SHALL COMPLY WITH ARTICLE 600.6(A) OF THE NEC.

POWER ON RIGHT SIDE OF FASCIA (EXISTING)

SAUL STANKUS

23-56078-10

JESSICA VIDAL
CHRIS CANTRELL

6000 MONONA DRIVE
SUITE 101 (UNIT 1002)
MONONA, WI 53716

06-10-19
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3
23-56078-10

