MINUTES OF THE SPRINGDALE PLAN COMMISSION MEETING April 23, 2012  
IN ATTENDANCE: Carol Statz, Ellen Bunn, Mike Fagan, Jim Hanson, Wayne Hefty, John Rosenbaum, Jeff Smith and Denise Sullivan. (A quorum is present.)
CALL TO ORDER: by Statz at 8:02 p.m. 

NOTICE OF THE MEETING: pursuant to Wisconsin Open Meeting Law was confirmed. The final agenda was posted on 4/19/12 in the three customary locations in the Town of Springdale as required by law and as a courtesy to the residents, a notice was published in the Mt. Horeb Mail. 
MINUTES: MOTION by Rosenbaum/Sullivan to approve the minutes of March 26, 2012, as distributed. Motion carried 7-0.
C. AND E. BOLDEN/SEC. 11 & 14/ CTH PD/Sec. 11 & 14/CTH PD/proposed concept plan: MOTION by Rosenbaum/Hefty to approve the Option 2 concept plan as submitted. Discussion: Contiguous acres owned on the effective date of the Plan = 45.8. A site visit was conducted on March 28, 2012. The approved Option 2 concept plan contains four development areas adequate to contain two potential new building envelopes/new lots with the agricultural land preserved with one of the development areas/a single owner. Development areas:  A – in the wooded area on the east side of Allen Dr. off of the agricultural field.  B – in the wooded area on the west side of Allen Drive, nestled at the edge of the woods and agricultural field. C - in a wooded area defined by the ridge line. D –in a wooded area to the east of the existing house. The Boldens would prefer development areas A and/or C or B and/or C. Access to A, B, C could be by Allen Dr. Access to D could be via a shared driveway with the existing house. The Boldens understand that the historical house on the property, which is no longer habitable, is not considered a future building site/density unit in this concept plan. Motion to approve the concept plan as submitted carried 8-0. 
D. Cassidy/Lot Line Adjustment-Preliminary CSM/Klevenville-Riley Rd./Sec. 2: MOTION 

by  Hanson/Fagan to approve the lot line/CSM reconfiguration as submitted. Discussion: A small triangular piece of CSM Lot 2 CSM 8126 (Fisher’s house lot) will be added to the existing CSM Lot 1 CSM 8126 (Cassidy’s vacant lot) to allow for the necessary property line setback for the construction of a new house in the location preferred by Cassidy. There are no further divisions of this lot. The Town Plan states: “The town requires notification of any lot line adjustment.” Motion to approve carried 7 – aye,  0 – nay, 1 – abstain,  (Rosenbaum abstained.) 

F. & C. Carlstrom/Lot Line Adjustment-Preliminary CSM/CTH J/Sec. 2: MOTION by Hefty/Fagan to approve the lot line reconfiguration/CSM as submitted. Discussion: Several years ago the Carlstroms created a 1 acre Lot from their existing residential lot. At this time, they plan to enlarge the 1 acre Lot to 2.1 acres to include an existing outbuilding. Their existing house would remain on 13.7 acres and the new lot would contain 2.1 acres. There are no further divisions of these lots. The Town Plan states: “The town requires notification of any lot line adjustment.” Motion to approve carried 8-0. 
J. & M. Aleckson/Lot Line Adjustment/Town Hall Rd./Sec. 6: The Alecksons attended the meeting to discuss the process of combining the two CSM lots of approximately 5. 1 and 12.2 acres  into a single lot to reduce the taxes on the property. It was explained that a revised CSM would be required to erase the lot line between the two parts of the property. The PC and TB would have to act on the revised CSM/lot line reconfiguration to enable the Clerk to sign the Town Certificate of Approval on a final CSM for recordation at the Dane County Register of Deeds.  MOTION to generally support the proposal carried 7 – aye, 0 – nay, 1 – abstain,  (Sullivan abstained.) 

AMENDMENT SUGGESTIONS FOR THE TOWN OF SPRINGDALE LAND USE PLAN SUBMITTED AS OF 12/31/11.

MOTION by Fagan/Hefty to approve the following amendment to Sec. 3 Implementing the Goals (C):
“Switching among the residential density options requires approval of the Town of Springdale Plan Commission and shall be 
based on sufficient remaining acreage to qualify for density unit(s) and on consideration on demonstration of that prior 
conveyances of land designated as development area(s) in a concept plan are consistent with a higher numbered option.
Motion carried 8-0. 

MOTION by Rosenbaum/Sullivan to approve the following amendment to Sec. 3 Implementing the Goals (C):
“1.
Allowed Can be considered from a lower numbered option to a higher numbered option before creating a second lot for new residential development. After the creation of a second lot for new residential development, all subsequent lot(s) shall continue to be created under the same residential density option as the second lot [see note 3 in Land Use Plan Section 14(A)].

2.
Allowed Can be considered from a higher numbered option to a lower numbered option [see note 4 in Land Use Plan Section 14(A)].” Motion carried 8-0.

MOTION by Bunn/Hefty to include two new definitions in Sec. 15 Definitions: 

Non-residential use. Any use that is not a residential use.

Residential use. Land use for a dwelling unit. Single family detached dwelling units and duplex dwelling units are permitted 

residential uses.  Motion carried 8-0. 
PLAN COMMISSION PROCEDURES: 
The next PC meeting will be held on Tuesday, May 29, at 8 p.m., with the deadline for submittals as May 15, 2012.  If a site visit is requested, the applicant will be asked to attend the May PC meeting to enable the PC to explain the site visit/concept plan process and answer any questions the applicant may have regarding the town land use plan.   
ADJOURN: MOTION by Fagan/Hanson. Motion carried 8-0, 9:15 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,                                                                                                         Vicki Anderson, Recording Secretary 

