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MEETING NOTICE AND AGENDA 
Beloit City Plan Commission 

Wednesday, July 8, 2015 at 7:00 PM 
The Forum 

Beloit City Hall, First Floor 
100 State Street, Beloit 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call 

2. Approval of the Minutes of the June 17, 2015 Meeting 

3. Sign Ordinance Amendment – Allowing EVM Signs in C-1 and PLI Zoning Districts 
Public hearing, review and consideration of an Ordinance to amend Sections 
30.17(2)(b)2, (b)3, (b)6 AND (b)7a of the Code of General Ordinances of the City of 
Beloit pertaining to Electronically Variable-Message Signs 

4. Discussion of the Sign Ordinance Update 

5. Status Report on Prior Plan Commission Items 

6. Adjournment 

If you are unable to attend this meeting, please contact Ashley Rosenbaum in the Planning 
Office at 364-6700 no later than 4:00 PM the day before the meeting. 

Notice Mailed:  July 2, 2015 Approved: Julie Christensen, Community 
Development Director 
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MEETING MINUTES 
Beloit City Plan Commission 

Wednesday, June 17, 2015 at 7:00 PM 
The Forum 

Beloit City Hall, First Floor 
100 State Street, Beloit 

1. Call to Order and Roll Call 
Chairperson Faragher called the meeting to order at 7:05pm. Commissioners Moore, 
Mathis, Johnson, Faragher, Ruster, Finnegan, and Tinder were present. Councilor 
Kincaid was also present.  
 

2. Approval of the Minutes of the June 3, 2015 Meeting 
Commissioner Tinder moved to approve the minutes of the June 3, 2015 meeting. 
Commissioner Finnegan seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously (7-0). 
 

3. Extraterritorial Certified Survey Map – 1400 Inman Parkway 
Review and consideration of two-lot Extraterritorial Certified Survey Map for property 
located at 1400 Inman Parkway in the Town of Beloit 

Julie Christensen, Community Development Director, presented the staff report and 
recommendation.  

Commissioner Johnson moved to approve the motion. Commissioner Ruster seconded 
the motion. The motion passed unanimously (7-0).  

4. Conditional Use Permit – 2100 Newark Road – Expanded Contractor Use 
Public hearing, review and consideration of a Conditional Use Permit to allow an 
expanded contractor use in a DH, Development Holding District, for property located at 
2100 Newark Road in the City of Beloit. 

Julie Christensen presented the staff report and recommendation.  

Steve Franks (1000 S Paddock Road), the applicant, explained the history of obtaining 
the property and the improvements they have thus far completed.  

Chairperson Faragher inquired what Mr. Franks planned to do with the temporary 
office once construction was completed. Mr. Franks stated that his company will 
destroy the temporary office and dispose of it.  
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Commissioner Mathis inquired about the latest soil testing of the land. Mr. Franks 
stated that the land has not been tested in the time that they have owned it.  

Commissioner Mathis followed up with a second question regarding the septic system 
on the property. Mr. Franks explained that a new septic system had been installed in 
the spring of 2014 before they purchased the property. He also stated that once the 
new office building was built, they intend to install a septic system there as well once 
they obtain a permit.  

Councilor Kincaid asked Ms. Christensen if there were any variances applied for in the 
application. He also inquired into whether or not the parking lot possesses curbs and 
gutters. Ms. Christensen stated that the applicant did not apply for any variances. Mr. 
Franks stated that there were no plans for installing curbs or gutters; however, the 
parking lot has been striped.  

Commissioner Johnson moved to approve the motion. Commissioner Tinder seconded 
the motion. The motion passed unanimously (7-0).  

5. Conditional Use Permit – 1105 E Grand Avenue – Rooming House 
Public hearing, review and consideration of a Conditional Use Permit to allow a 
rooming house in a C-1, Office District, for the property located at 1105 East Grand 
Avenue.  

Ms. Christensen presented the staff report and recommendation.  

Chairperson Faragher inquired about the previous owners of the building and the 
previous use of the building.  

Terry Bail (622 East Grand Avenue), the planned on-site manager, explained the 
parking situation as well as the previous use of the building.  

Chairperson Faragher asked if there were two addresses for the building. Ms. Bail 
explained that she, as the manager, would have her own separate entrance and exit. 
She also explained the proposed layout of her efficiency apartment.  

Commissioner Moore inquired about the zoning status of the building as well as what 
is allowed according to City Ordinances. Ms. Christensen explained that the zoning is C-
1, Office District, and that a rooming house is a conditional use in this district.  

Commissioner Johnson inquired about the type of clientele the Rooming House would 
be serving. Ms. Bail stated that they would be looking for long-term tenants. They will 
not be looking to rent to just anybody.  

Commissioner Mathis asked if they would be labeling the Rooming House as an 
Assisted Living House. Ms. Bail stated that they would not. She would prefer elderly 
individuals, but due to the stairs, that wouldn’t be possible.  
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Commissioner Mathis asked what the price range would be for the tenants. Ms. Bail 
stated they were looking for $400-$500 a month and expounded upon the benefits of 
living at the Rooming House.  

Commissioner Mathis also asked what the security set-up would be for the building. 
Ms. Bail explained that Mr. Finnegan and she had decided to install security cameras.  

Councilor Kincaid asked for clarification on what a Rooming House entailed as well as 
the bathroom situation in the house. Ms. Christensen explained that Ms. Bail would 
have her own personal restroom and the tenants would have a shared bathroom. 
Councilor Kincaid also inquired about the requirements in the City code regarding the 
use of ovens or hot plates.     

Councilor Kincaid asked for clarification on the parking situation. Ms. Christensen 
explained the code regarding shared parking.  

Councilor Kincaid also asked if there were any commercial businesses in the area. The 
Commission discussed the nearly nonexistent nearby commercial businesses.  

Commissioner Ruster asked what the difference would be between this planned 
Rooming House and the approved Rooming House on Broad Street. Ms. Christensen 
explained the differences.  

Councilor Kincaid also asked if there restrictions on signage for the building. Ms. 
Christensen explained that the Commission could place whatever conditions they 
preferred on the Conditional Use Permit and said the Conditional Use Permit would 
remain with the property.  

Richard Douglas (425 Wisconsin Ave) stated that he was not in favor of the Conditional 
Use Permit. He, along with other residents (that he had spoken with outside of the 
meeting) were concerned about the future owners of the property and the type of 
individuals who would be living in the Rooming House.  

Commissioner Mathis asked Mr. Douglas if his only concern was that the future owners 
would allow the property and the residents to fall into disarray. Mr. Douglas confirmed 
that statement.  

Commissioner Johnson asked Mr. Douglas what he would propose for the property. Mr. 
Douglas stated he would be comfortable with the property being turned into multiple 
apartments.  

Commissioner Mathis asked for clarification from Mr. Douglas regarding his concerns 
about the Rooming House. Mr. Douglas stated that he was concerned about the lack of 
accountability.  He indicated that he is comfortable with Mr. Finnegan owning the 
property, but if the property changed hands, he is concerned that a new owner might 
not take care of the property. 
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Ms. Christensen explained that the Commission could impose a condition for the 
permit that the Conditional Use Permit expires once ownership changes.  

Councilor Kincaid asked if the City could require the Voss sign be removed. Ms. 
Christensen explained that we can order the sign removed since the business is no 
longer located there.  

Councilor Kincaid also asked about regulations for real estate signage. Ms. Christensen 
explained that there are very few restrictions regarding real estate signage.  

The Commission agreed to add a condition stating that there would be no signs 
permitted on the property.  

The Commission agreed to add a condition stating that the Conditional Use Permit 
would expire when ownership changes.  

The Commission agreed to add a condition that three parking spaces would be 
available for the lifetime of the Permit and that if any of the parking spaces were on the 
adjacent property, there will be a written agreement between the property owners. Ms. 
Bail stated that there should be sufficient space for three parking spaces on the 
property.  

Commissioner Mathis asked if there were any manner in which the neighborhood 
residents could meet in the future to discuss the Rooming House. The Commission 
discussed the face that residents could come forward at any time with concerns.  

Commissioner Ruster moved to approve the Conditional Use Permit with the 
additional conditions. Commissioner Tinder seconded the motion. The motion passed 
unanimously (7-0). 

6. Status Report on Prior Plan Commission Items 

Ms. Christensen stated that the Conditional Use Permit for The Alibi was approved by 
City Council. She also said that the Deerfield Estates plat would probably not be moving 
forward for an undefined time. We will have a workshop with the City Council to 
discuss the financing of the development.   

7. Adjournment 
The meeting adjourned at 8:05pm.  

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Ashley Rosenbaum 



 

CITY OF BELOIT 

REPORT TO THE BELOIT CITY PLAN COMMISSION 
 
 
Meeting Date: July 8, 2015 Agenda Item: 3 File Number: RPB-2015-07 
 
 
Request Overview/Background Information: 
City of Beloit staff has drafted an Ordinance to amend four sections of the City’s Outdoor Sign Regulations, hereafter 
referred to as the “Sign Ordinance.” This ordinance amendment was generated in response to a request from Central 
Christian Church on Milwaukee Road to use an Electronically Variable-Message (EVM) Sign to notify the public of 
programs at the church. The proposed Ordinance is attached.  
 
 
Key Issues: 

 The most substantive changes are listed below. 
 Section 1 of the proposed Ordinance adds C-1 & PLI zoning districts to the list of zoning districts permitted to 

have EVM signs as secondary, on-premise signs. 
 Section 2 establishes maximum sign areas for EVM signs in C-1 & PLI zoning districts.  
 Section 3 changes where EVM signs are allowed to be located with regards to the vision triangle. 
 The attached Public Notice was published in the Beloit Daily News. 

 
 
Consistency with Comprehensive Plan and Strategic Plan: 

 The proposed Ordinance is consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. 
 Consideration of this request supports Strategic Goal #5. 

 

Sustainability: (Briefly comment on the sustainable long term impact of this policy or program related to how it will impact 
both the built and natural environment utilizing the four following eco-municipality guidelines) 
 

 Reduce dependence upon fossil fuels – N/A 
 
 Reduce dependence on chemicals and other manufacturing substances that accumulate in nature – N/A 
 
 Reduce dependence on activities that harm life sustaining eco-systems – N/A 
 
 Meet the hierarchy of present and future human needs fairly and efficiently – N/A 

 

Staff Recommendation: 
The Planning & Building Services Division recommends approval of the attached Ordinance to amend various sections of 
the Code of General Ordinances of the City of Beloit pertaining to Electronically Variable-Message (EVM) signs. 
 

Fiscal Note/Budget Impact: N/A 
 

Attachments: Proposed Ordinance and Public Notice 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 

 



 

 
 

 



 

 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
City of Beloit staff has drafted an 
Ordinance to amend four sections 
of the City’s Outdoor Sign 
Regulations. The proposed 
amendments will allow Electronic 
Variable Messaging signs in both 
C-1 and PLI zoning districts. The 
proposed Ordinance is available 
on the City’s website 
(www.ci.beloit.wi.us) under 
Document Center > Public Notices 
> 2015. The following public 
hearings will be held regarding this 
proposed Ordinance:  City Plan 
Commission: Wednesday, July 8, 
2015, and City Council: Monday, 

July 20, 2015, both at 7:00 PM or 
as soon thereafter as the matter 
can be heard, in The Forum, Beloit 
City Hall, 100 State Street. The 
public is invited to attend these 
hearings. We are interested in 
your opinion. For additional 
information, contact Alex 
Morganroth in the Planning & 
Building Services Division at (608) 
364-6708. 
Lorena Rae Stottler, City Clerk 
#01-611100-5231-85 
Published: July 3, 2015 

http://www.ci.beloit.wi.us/


CITY OF BELOIT 
REPORT TO THE BELOIT CITY PLAN COMMISSION 

 

Topic:  Discussion of the Proposed Sign Ordinance Update 

Date:  July 8, 2015 

Agenda Item:  4 

Overview/Background Information: 

In 2006, the Outdoor Sign Regulations were amended to make them more user-friendly and understandable.  In the years since, we 
have found these regulations to be very difficult for sign companies and businesses to understand, so we have clearly not met the 
intent of the 2006 amendment.   At this time, we are proposing to simplify the ordinance.  Before we bring the ordinance forward, 
we thought there was some value in discussing our basic concepts in preparing the ordinance amendment. 

Key Issues (maximum of 5): 
1. The first goal is to simplify the ordinance to make it easier for businesses including sign companies to understand and follow the 

ordinance.  The Outdoor Sign Regulations currently have many definitions for the same type of sign.  For example, there are 
portable signs, temporary signs, and special event signs.  This requires people using the ordinance to look in multiple places for 
the regulations.   

 
2. The second goal is to address electronic signs.  These signs are currently only allowed in C-2, C-3, and CBD zoning districts, and 

we have proposed to allow them in more districts.  However, we still retained the regulations related to how often a sign face 
could change and the prohibition against moving and animated signs.   

 
3. Attached are the sign changes staff is proposing.  This ordinance has not yet undergone legal review.  Therefore, it is not on your 

agenda for action.  I would like to begin having discussions on the sign ordinance changes that Plan Commission are interested 
in having made to the Sign Ordinance. We do not need to review the entire ordinance on July 8.  Since we had a light agenda, 
and the one agenda item was a sign ordinance amendment, I thought it would be a good time to start the discussion.  Listed 
below are some of the changes we are proposing for the Outdoor Sign Regulations: 

 
a. Instead of having sign types listed in multiple locations in the ordinance, we propose to have the sign defined in the 

definitions and the regulations for the sign type are outlined in one location in the Ordinance.  The definitions have not 
changed, in most cases; they have simply been moved to the definition section. 

 
b. We are proposing to reduce the number of types of signs.  We have removed the primary and secondary designation, as it 

was difficult to deal with on a regular basis.  Instead, we are using the maximum sign allowance and the maximum sign area 
per type of sign to address this issue.  We have combined all temporary signs into one category. 
 

c. We are proposing to move the sign regulations such as sign area, height, and the number of signs on a site into a table. 
 

d. Currently, projecting signs, signs which extend from a building more than 12 inches, are only allowed in the Central Business 
District.  We are proposing to expand that to all commercial, manufacturing, and PLI districts. 
 

e. There are no provisions for legal non-conforming businesses, home occupations, or multi-family developments to have 
signs advertising their businesses or developments.  We are proposing to allow them to have 32 square foot signs if they 
are located in a R-1 or R-2 zoning district or 64 square feet if they are located in an R-3 or R-4 district.  
 

f. We are proposing to reduce the sign allowance for businesses in the Central Business District.  In the current ordinance, C-1 
and C-2 businesses are allowed to have 2 times the street frontage, and CBD and C-3 businesses are allowed to have 4 times 
the street frontage.  We are proposing to reduce the CBD allowance to 3 times the street frontage. 
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