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CITY OF FITCHBURG
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

5520 LACY ROAD
FITCHBURG, WI 53711

(608) 270-4200
FAX: (608) 270-4275

EMAIL: planning@fitchburgwi.gov

Application: CS-2171-17 & CU-2172-17
Property Location: Commerce Park Drive
Review Date: September 20, 2017
Planning Staff Review #1

Planning staff has reviewed your submitted CSM and CUP, CS-2171-17 & CU-2172-17, submitted on
September 19, 2017. The following comments are based on this review. Please respond to each item
with a detailed written response, along with appropriate updated plans, by 4:00 p.m. on October 4, 2017.
Further comments or questions may arise as additional review occurs.

Conditional Use Permit Comments:
1. Of the initial 45,000 sq ft building area how much is for:

Office ~5000 square feet
Warehouse ~35000 square feet
Retail ~2500 square feet
Recreation area ~2500 square feet
We will submit a draft floor plan with our Architectural and Design Review Application by
October 24thth.

2. Please provide similar numbers for the 62,000 sq ft building (with 17,000 sq ft expansion, and
again for 74500 sq ft building with the 12500 expansion. All of the expansion plans are for
additional warehouse space if needed. At 62,000 square feet the warehouse would increase to
~52000 square feet. At 74500 square feet, the warehouse would increase to 64,500 square feet.

3. If future expansion timelines are known, please provide. These are potential expansion plans but
any timelines would be based on business growth or new opportunities. We do not currently
have any timelines for these potential expansions.

4. What is the anticipated maximum capacity of the building with customers? The absolute
maximum of the building would be 300 people.

5. What is the purpose of the line to the north of the building? This line is showing the required rear
yard setback lines and that the proposed expansion is not over the setback line.

6. Please dimension building to each of the nearest property lines. Need this information. Attached
is an updated site plan which shows all of the setbacks.

7. I counted 25 stalls at the north end; the site plan shows 24 parking stalls. Please confirm and
update plan as necessary. 24 stalls is correct. The open space at the west most end is not a
parking stall. This is marked more clearly on the latest site plan which is attached.

8. Architectural and design review will be required. With this submittal please make sure you screen
semi-trailer parking area, parking lots and use shade trees to cut down on heat islands. Use only
dark sky or full cut-off light fixtures. Thank you, we will make sure this is included in the
Architectural and Design Review application.
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9. Erosion Control and Storm water management plans will be required. Thank you. We have
already been working with Bill Balke at City of Fitchburg and we will have an erosion and storm
water management plan ready for our ADR submittal by October 24th.

10. Where will storm water requirements be met? We will have an erosion and storm water
management plan ready for our ADR submittal by October 24th. Our Engineering firm has been
working with Bill Balke to make sure the requirements are met.

11. Are two handicap stalls sufficient for the number of parking stalls provided? There are 3
handicap stalls on the latest plan and we believe this is sufficient.

12. What is proposed impervious surface ratio? For the initial 45,000 square foot building the
impervious surface ration is 47%. For the proposed expansions we will not exceed 70%
impervious surface ratio based on the published code.

Certified Survey Map Comments:
13. Put clerk name on CSM in city signature block (Patti Anderson) - This question has been

answered separately by Jack Gabrielse in a separate submission.
14. Are easements shown new or existing? If existing please reference CSM or plat on which they

were initially provided. This question has been answered separately by Jack Gabrielse in a
separate submission.


