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  AGENDA # V.B. 
City of Madison, Wisconsin 

  

REPORT OF: URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION PRESENTED: June 1, 2005 

REFERRED:  
REREFERRED:   

TITLE: 437, 439, 441 & 443 West Mifflin Street - 
PUD(GDP-SIP), Demolish Two Buildings 
for a 23-Unit Building 

REPORTED BACK:  

AUTHOR: William A. Fruhling, Acting Secretary ADOPTED:  POF:  

DATED: June 1, 2005 ID NUMBER:  

Members present were: Paul Wagner, Chair; Lisa Geer, Robert March, Bruce Woods, Ald. Noel Radomski, 
Michael Barrett, Todd Barnett and Lou Host-Jablonski 
 
 

SUMMARY: 
 
At its meeting of June 1, 2005, the Urban Design Commission REFERRED a request for a PUD(GDP-SIP) to 
demolish two buildings and construct a 23-unit building.  Frank Staniszewski, with Madison Development 
Corp., stated that since their last appearance before the Commission, the applicants met with Planning Unit 
staff.  He stated that they are unable to reduce the number of units and can’t make the building larger, so they 
are asking the Commission to vote it up or down.  Colin Godding, project architect reviewed revisions to the 
front elevation.   
 
Victor Villacrez, representing Madison Development Corp., registered in support.  Carrie Scherpelz, 360 West 
Washington Avenue #512, registered in support, noting that she feels the developers have been responsive to 
concerns of the neighborhood. 
 
Rosemary Lee, 111 West Wilson Street #108, registered in opposition, stating that she doesn’t feel the proposal 
will fit in with the architectural character of the neighborhood.  William Patterson, 1014 Williamson Street #2, 
registered in opposition, stating that the proposal is out of scale and character of the surrounding neighborhood.  
Jim Skrentney, representing the Capitol Centre District of Capitol Neighborhoods and the Steering Committee 
for this project, registered in opposition, stating that the developers did not meet again with the neighborhood as 
they said they would do at the last meeting.  Also, he feels the scale and massing of the proposal are 
inappropriate.  Peter Ostlind, 533 West Main Street, registered in opposition, stating that the project is not in 
scale with the rest of the street and that he doesn’t feel changes were made since the last appearance before the 
Commission. 
 
Woods expressed concern with the larger elements on the side elevations being close to the street and not 
having any windows.  Godding stated that it is a building code issue.  Woods also felt that a four-story building 
would be overpowering on this site.  Barnett stated the size and location of the garage door is his biggest 
concern.  Godding stated that Traffic Engineering is seeking a wider (16’) door.  Wagner stated that he supports 
the alternative of having a usable porch above the garage door, removing the second roof element on the right 
side of the front elevation, and adding windows to the elements on the side elevations. 
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ACTION: 
 
Geer moved, seconded by March, to grant initial approval subject to removing the second roof element on the 
right side of the front elevation, and consideration of some type of windows on the elements on the side 
elevations.  The motion failed on a vote of 3-4-1 (Wagner, Barrett, Barnett and Woods voted no, and Host-
Jablonski abstained).  
 
Woods moved, seconded by Barnett, to refer the application.  The motion failed on a vote of 3-4-1 (Geer, 
Radomski, March and Barrett voted no, and Host-Jablonski abstained). 
 
Barrett moved to reject the application.  The motion failed due to the lack of a second. 
 
On a motion by Barnett, seconded by March, the Urban Design Commission REFERRED a request for a 
PUD(GDP-SIP) to demolish two buildings and construct a 23-unit building at 437, 439, 441 & 443 West 
Mifflin Street.  The referral was to allow the applicant to: 

 work with Traffic Engineering to reduce the garage door size (from 12’ to 8’) and explore moving it 
to one side or the other 

 having a usable porch above the garage door 
 removing the second roof element on the right side of the front elevation 
 adding windows to the elements on the side elevations. 

 
The motion passed on a vote of 5-2-1 (Geer and Barrett voted no, and Host-Jablonski abstained). 
 
After the Commission acts on an application, individual Commissioners rate the overall design on a scale of 1 
to 10, including any changes required by the Commission. The ratings are for information only. They are not 
used to decide whether the project should be approved. The scale is 1 = complete failure; 2 = critically bad; 3 = 
very poor; 4 = poor; 5 = fair; 6 = good; 7 = very good; 8 = excellent; 9 = superior; and 10 = outstanding. The 
overall ratings for this project are 3, 5, 6, 6, 6, and 6.5. 
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URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION PROJECT RATING FOR: 437, 439, 441 & 443 West Mifflin Street  
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- - - - - - - - 
 
General Comments: 

• Building is too tall (four stories) and should not be more than three stories. Garage is too visible and if 
wider would be worse. 

• This would be a beautiful addition to a suburban development. It has no business in one of our classic, 
cherished downtown neighborhoods. Completely out of scale and character. 

• Details, massing have improved, but still concerned with garage door. 
• Too big, but does not destroy character of area. 
• Better proposal. 
• Prefer front balcony proposed revision – if usable. Add windows in blank walls. Delete upper right front 

gable. 
• Prefer the balcony that extends across the face of the building. Would like to see windows somehow 

along the side façade where it is closer to the lot line. 
 










