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MADISON & DANE COUNTY Outdoor Food Service without a

Healdy el and gloces Temporary Food Establishment Permit

1. The operator of a licensed food establishment may conduct certain, approved
outdoor food activities, on their premise without additional licensing. A premise means
each individual building, space or stands where food is prepared, served or sold and the
physical facility, its contents, and the contiguous land or property under the control of the
permit/license holder.

All food shall be served or sold on the food establishment’s premise (inside or
outside).

An outdoor cooking operation shall not be considered in lieu of code complying
indoor kitchen ventilation. However, facilities that meet all other requirements of
this policy except for ventilation may cook outside for up to 14 days per year
under their current food establishment license.

The food establishment shall meet Department of Commerce and local ordinance
requirements.

The outdoor food activities shall be under the control of a certified food manager.

2. The outdoor food activities authorized under these requirements shall be limited to:

Cooking (i.e. grilling meats or cuts of meat, smoking, roasting, boiling), except
that outdoor cooking does not include deep fat frying. Cooking of food shall be
conducted by a food handler of the food establishment.

Hot holding shall be conducted on the grilling surface or in commercially
approved units.

Cold holding shall occur in commercially approved equipment.

Limited assembly of food items (sandwiches, taco...etc) may occur in the outdoor
food service area.

Food preparation activities (mixing, cutting, chopping, slicing, grinding) must
occur within the licensed establishment.

3. The outdoor food equipment and physical layout:

The outdoor cooker must not have been made from a container previously used
for toxic material storage.

The outdoor food service area shall be located on surfaces, such as: washed
gravel, grass, concrete, and asphalt. Except for the grilling/cooking area, outdoor
food service areas shall have overhead protection.

The cooking area shall be inaccessible to the public.

All utensils shall be washed in the licensed food establishment.

In most cases a convenient, plumbed handwashing facility will be required in the
outdoor food service area. In some situations where this may not be feasible, a
self-contained handwashing facility approved by the Department shall be
provided in the outdoor food service area.

If you have any questions or concerns please contact the
Environmental Health Division (608) 243-0330

2701 International Lane Phone:  608-243-0330
Suite 204 Fax: 608-242-6435
Madison, WI 53704 www.PublicHealthMDC.com



Office of the Common Council
Ald. Sara Eskrich, District 13

City-County Building, Room 417

210 Martin Luther King, Jr. Boulevard
Madison, Wisconsin 53703-3345
Phone (608) 266-4071

Fax (608) 267-8669
district13@cityofmadison.com

www.cityofmadison.com/council/district13

To: Members of the Plan Commission

From: Sara Eskrich, District 13 Alder

Re: Double S BBQ Conditional Use Application
Date: October 24, 2015

Thank you for your attention to the request for a conditional use permit at 1835 Monroe Street. As
you will see in the many public comments before you this evening, this application has garnered
much attention from surrounding neighbors, including opposition and support. We held a public
neighborhood meeting and pit demonstration on October 22, for which we mailed postcard and
electronic invitations to residents, and I have been in contact with neighbors via email and listserv
conversation over the past few months.

Neighborhood discussion started in May, when the applicants applied for and received an alcohol
license at the Alcohol License Review Committee (ALRC). I attached my testimony from that
meeting for your reference. I fully supported and do support their alcohol license request, because 1
support vibrant, locally-owned and operated business on Monroe Street. Please note that the ALRC
approved the license with a condition that prohibits the use of an outdoor pit. If you were to approve
this conditional use request, the applicants would need to return to ALRC to request removal of that
condition in order to operate the pit.

After experiencing the October 22 demonstration myself, it was clear to me that this application does
not meet standards 1 and 3 of the Standards of Approval for Conditional Use:

1. The establishment, maintenance or operation of the conditional use will not be detrimental
to or endanger the public health, safety, or general welfare. ‘

3. The uses, values and enjoyment of other property in the neighborhood for purposes already
established will not be substantially impaired or diminished in any foreseeable manner.

The proposed pit will be in an alley that abuts residential homes. The cooking frequency and
resulting smoke will disrupt the general welfare and impair the established uses and enjoyment of
other property in the neighborhood.

I encourage you to deny the conditional use request by Double SS BBQ for use of an outdoor BBQ
pit. Thank you for your attention and thorough review. Please do not hesitate to reach out to me with
any questions.
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To: Members of the Alcohol License Review Committee
From: Sara Eskrich, District 13- Alder

RE: Double S BBQ

Date: May 20, 2015

Thank you for your attention to the request for a beer and wine license at 1835 Monroe Street. As
you will see in the many public comments before you this evening, this application has garnered
much attention from the surrounding neighbors, including both opposition and support of the applied
for alcohol licenses. We held a public neighborhood meeting, with mailed postcard and electronic
invitations to residents on May 12 to discuss this application and I have been in contact with
neighbors via email and listserv conversation over the past month.

There is an ongoing challenge around the density of liquor licenses and restaurants on Monroe Street
that impact the surrounding residential neighborhoods. These are issues — including traffic, parking,
noise, and more — that we are working together to resolve to the best of our ability, including through
a “good neighbor agreement” that Double S BBQ has agreed to work with the neighborhood
association on and sign. Though I have heard from many neighbors supporting and opposing the
alcohol license for Double S BBQ, the majority have been supportive of this small restaurant as an
addition to the street regarding their internal restaurant operations and beer/wine license. Monroe
" Street is an asset to the city, but proves a challenging and delicate balance between residential and
viable commercial space that improves the character of the urban neighborhood.

The applicant started working on this license with the previous alder. There are issues that remain
unresolved with regard to the business plan for this applicant, most notably their intention to smoke
meat in an outdoor cooking operation behind the leased space on Monroe Street, adjoining a
residential neighborhood. This is an issue for the Plan Commission to review through a conditional
use process. However, the proposal affects areas in the purview of the ALRC, namely the goal,
“enhance public safety & quality of life.”

I recommend that you approve the applicant’s request for a beer and wine license with the following
conditions, some of which are reflected in the application but I believe should be reiterated in
approval conditions from ALRC:

e Limit hours of operations to closing at 9pm Sunday-Thursday and 11pm Fri/Sat.

e Food will be served during all hours of operation.

o Parking plan should include promotion via social media and business internal signage of off-

street public parking structures.
e Deliveries will abide by city standards.
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o Recommend that the Plan Commission not approve conditional use zoning for an outdoor
cooking operation including an outdoor smoker due to the potential quality of life impacts on
the adjoining neighborhood. This condition shall be re-examined pending the demonstration
of said smoker with the neighborhood and further review through the conditional use process,
where a final determination will be made with regard to the outdoor cooking operation.

e Business will meet with neighborhood approximately 3 months post-opening to check-in
regarding operations.

Thank you for your attention and thorough review of this beer/wine license request from Double S
BBQ. Please do not hesitate to reach out to me with any questions.



Stouder, Heather

From: Gera Bodley

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2015 12:23 PM

To: Stouder, Heather; Lafferty, Jeffery

Cc: David Gevers; Gera Bodley .
Subject: Fw: [VilasNA] Fw: [Alder Eskrich, District 13] Week of 10/19 Meetings of Interest

Dear Ms. Stouder and Mr. Lafferty,

At the suggestion of my Vilas Neighborhood Association president, Mr. David Gevers, I am sending you my
email (please see below) that I sent to him and my Alderperson Ms. Sara Eskrich.

At this time today I'm at work and the restaurant is doing it's test run of smoking meat in the alley to
impress upon the neighbors that it's not going to be a problem. But when I return home, or take a
vacation day, or am at home sick all day and have to deal with the fumes, what type of problem will I
have to deal with at that time? What are the elderly or families with young children and stay at home
parents who are at home in our neighborhood having to deal with all day in their homes? To say, "just
close the windows" is an absurd solution, pushing the blame on the homeowner for a problem caused by
someone who hasn't thought through a situation. It's on the level of telling an abused woman she
shouldn't have walked into her abusers fist.

My point is to have a restaurant try to discount or minimize the effects of a 30 foot meat smoker working
for many hours in a residential neighborhood is absurd. For the restaurant owners to say the
demonstration is to confirm that the smoke is not a health issue is similar to saying cigarette smoking
doesn't cause second hand smoke health risks. We all know how lobbyists worked hard on making that
argument stick.

Thank you for your time and service to the city.

Best,
Gera Bodley
rant Street

----- Forwarded Message -----
From: Gera Bodley

To: "district13@cityofmadison.com"” <district13@cityofmadison.com>; David Gevers <—
Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 5:05 PM
Subject: Fw: [VilasNA] Fw: [Alder Eskrich, District 13] Week of 10/19 Meetings of Interest

Hello Sara and David,

In anticipation of the meat smoking behind the Double S BBQ restaurant I would trust that the City has
planned on running air quality control test days before, along with during, and days after the smoker is in
the alley. Then there would be a solid answer to the issue of what we are breathing and what will be
filling our homes.

I live down wind of this restaurant and when I bought my house 28 years ago it was a different set of
businesses on Monroe Street. I don't intent to have the smell of BBQ fill the crevices of my 124 year
old home so someone can make a living for a few years. If I had wanted to smell industrial fumes that I
would have bought a house on the East Side next to Oscar Mayer's or Kipp Corporation.

With this restaurant and the big apartment buildings going in to over shadow the residence, please take a
long term view of the stakeholders and move with caution. The stakeholders being the children and
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grandchildren of the current homeowners who will inherit the homes on the boarders of our

neighborhood. Instead of catering to a restaurant or building contractor, and bending to all their demands
just to fill the storefronts, please ask yourself, is this a long term sustainable solution that will last 30 or
50 years. If not, then the business owners need to rethink their numbers. There are examples of

modest three story apartment buildings with underground parking in the Isthmus that blend nicely into
the surrounding neighbors on all sides. The difference is short term or long term profit margins and

goals.

Also, the restaurant that uses paper and plastic products and produces volumes of waste for our limited
landfill is not in-tune with the Vilas neighbors who are concerned about reducing their carbon footprint
whenever possible. Putting a massive grill in the neighborhood adds insult to injury.

Thank you for your time serving our community.

Best,
Gera Bodley
-Grant Street

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: "Eskrich, Sara' district13@cityofmadison.com [VilasNA]" <VilasNA@yahoogroups.com>
To: "vilasna@yahoogroups.com" <vilasna@yahoogroups.com=

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 6:48 AM

Subject: [VilasNA] Fw: [Alder Eskrich, District 13] Week of 10/19 Meetings of Interest

Neighbors - please see my update linked below for full information. Here are highlights for Vilas:

Monday: Plan Commission, 5:30pm

e  14. 40042 Consideration of a demolition permit and conditional use to allow demolition of offices

in a converted residence and construction of a mixed-use building with 6,500 square feet of

commercial space and 2 apartments at 1906 Monroe Street; 13th Ald. Dist.
o The project architect will be making slight adjustments to the building to meet the
requirement for the “rear yard height transition” to the residential property behind the
site. With a reconfiguration of the square footage of the building, expected changes will
include the loss of one parking stall, a slightly smaller third floor, and a smaller fourth
floor resulting in a change in one of the apartment units from a two-bedroom to a one-
bedroom unit. Staff anticipates receiving revised plans on October 19, and will make the
plans available at this link: hitp://www . cityofmadison.com/dpced/planning/1906-monroe-
street/1717/. The proposal is now scheduled to be heard by the Plan Commission on
Monday, November 2.

Wednesday: Alcohol License Review Committee, 5:30pme

e  Three of the applications for alcohol licenses in my district on Wednesday night have not
reached out to discuss their application with me or hold a neighborhood meeting for public input. Due
to this process issue, | have requested referral of these applicants until such outreach has happened.

They include:

o 40244 Hong Kong Chili
40245 Tobacco Plus
40250 Ramen Station
Thursday: Double SS BBQ Demonstration and Public Neighborhood Meeting, 7:30pm
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e  The applicants will be demonstrating use of their BBQ Pit in the alley behind their restaurant at
1835 Monroe Street. They will be cooking meat all day and neighbors are welcome to walk by to view
the smoker in action. However, please note that the operators will be cooking meat for consumption,
so they will not be able to talk with neighbors at the smoker during the day. Please bring questions to
the meeting at 7:30pm.
¢« Meeting Agenda

o Welcome: Objectives and Ground Rules

o Applicants Outline Proposal

o City Staff Outline Process, Zoning, Public Health Impacts

o Q&A: Clarifying Questions First, Issues/Concerns/Support Second

o Next Steps/Timeline
e  This proposal will be before the Plan Commission on 11/2.

Sara Eskrich

DISTRICT 13 ALDER

CITY OF MADISON

(608) 669-6979

district1 3@cityofmadison.com

Subscribe to District 13 updates at www.citvofmadison.com/councit/district13/

From: Eskrich, Sara

Sent: Monday, October 19, 2015 6:42 AM

To: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: [Alder Eskrich, District 13] Week of 10/19 Meetings of Interest

JIVIIVALIIN
Alder Eskrich, District 13 U

posted October 19, 2015 6:39 AM

L)
pdates

Week of 10/19 Meetings of Interest

Greetings Neighbors — This week has many potential meetings of interest to residents of District 13.
Here are my notes and updates on items that | believe are particularly relevant: Monday: Plan
Commission , 5:30pm 8. 40231 Creating Section 12.138(14) of the Madison General Ordinances to
reduce ... :

Read more

To be removed from further mailings from this list: Unsubscribe

To manage your Email Lists subscriptions, go to My City of Madison Account.

Posted by: "Eskrich, Sara" <district13@cityofmadison.com>




Stouder, Heather

From: David Feldstein

Sent: : Wednesday, October 21, 2015 11:02 PM
To: Stouder, Heather; Lafferty, Jeffery

Cc: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: Fwd: Double SS Qutdoor Smoker

Ms. Stouder and Mr. Lafferty,

I meant to copy you on this email to Alder Eskrich regarding the Outdoor Smoker. Thank you.
David Feldstein, MD

>>> David Feldstein 10/20/2015 11:39 AM >>>
Alder Eskrich, .

I am writing to you to express my concerns about the Double SS BBQ outdoor smoker. I am writing in two roles first as
the father of a 10 year old boy with nut allergies and eczema and second as a physician and researcher at UW with an
international reputation in evaluating health evidence.

My son Alexander has what is known as atopy which means that his body's immune system reacts stronger than most to
allergens. This is also a typical finding in most children with asthma. While we are fortunate that Alexander has not yet
developed asthma he is at much higher risk of developing asthma than the average child. His bedroom window is
approximately 100 feet from the proposed site of the smoker. I have reviewed extensive evidence about particulate
matter exposure from wood burning stoves including the work done by the EPA. The one thing that is overwhelmingly
clear is that these very fine particles get into buildings without any difficulty. It is also clear that they have an impact on
the lung function of patients with asthma. While the exact amount of exposure necessary to impact the fungs of people
with healthy lungs or asthma is not as clear there is no way to know how serious the affects of long term exposure are.
Unfortunately [ will not be able to make the meeting on October 22nd as I will be out of town at a meeting. I will
however be certain to be at the Planning Commission meeting to discuss my concerns.

I have to say that one of the most troubling things in this whole issue is that it appears that the process is slanted to
support the restaurant owners. Having a meeting at the restaurant so that people can taste their food seems
inappropriately biased to the real issue which is the health of the neighborhood. Looking at the smoker and seeing if it
smells will in no way tell you if it is releasing particulate matter that puts our health at risk. The owners have already been
less than honest by first telling us that they were going to move the smoking off site before then deciding to get a
conditional use permit. The people of this neighborhood elected you and we expect you to look out for our best
interests. The restaurant is already operating and apparently able to do so without an on site smoker. I am still trying to
figure out why their convenience is more important than the health of my son and others in the neighborhood.

Sincerely,

David Feldstein, MD

Associate Professor

Department of Medicine

University of Wisconsin School of Medicine and Public Health
2828 Marshall Ct, Suite 100




Stouder, Heather

From: Eskrich, Sara

Sent: Wednesday, October 21, 2015 10:51 AM

To: Stouder, Heather ‘

Subject: Fw: 1835 Monroe Street, Double S Barbeque -- not concerned about wood smoke
Hi Heather,

Should | forward all emails for the public record on this to you? There will be many... Or should | give another address (is
there a general one) at the meeting?

Thanks!
Sara

Sara Eskrich

DISTRICT 13 ALDER

CITY OF MADISON

(608) 669-6979

district1 3@citvofmadison.com

Subscribe to District 13 updates at www.cityofmadison.com/councilidistricti 3/

From: Julie Langenberg

Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2015 9:19 PM

To: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: Re: 1835 Monroe Street, Double S Barbeque -- not concerned about wood smoke

Yes, | would like you to share my email with the Plan Commission as part of the public record.
Thank you.

On Tue, Oct 20, 2015 at 8:02 PM, Eskrich, Sara <district? 3@cityofmadison.com> wrote:
Thanks, Julie. | appreciate your email and perspective (as a fellow health professional).

Is this an email you would like me to share with the Plan Commission to add to the public record?

Best,
Sara

Sara Eskrich

DISTRICT 13 ALDER

CITY OF MADISON

(608) 669-6979

district1 3@cityofmadison.com

Subscribe to District 13 updates at www.cityofmadison.com/councilidistrict13/

From: Julie Langenberg

Sent: Tuesday, October 20, 2015 7:57 PM

To: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: 1835 Monroe Street, Double S Barbeque -- not concerned about wood smoke

Dear Alder Eskrich:



| am a resident of the Dudgeon Monroe neighborhood, living approximately 3 blocks from the new barbeque restaurant at
1835 Monroe Street. I'm honestly not a huge barbeque or beer or Texas fan, but | still am supportive of this restaurant
getting the required city permits to be able to run their smoker behind the restaurant. | am a credentialed health
profession, and | do not understand the stated concerns about wood smoke pollution. Yes, this is a theoretical health risk,
but given the way and where the smoker will be used, and given all the other sources of airbourne pollution in our
neighborhood, | think it is not a significant enough concern to stand in the way of this business -- which otherwise seems
like a good fit for our neighborhood. There are many far worse types of businesses that could be in our neighborhood.
We need to all be logical, rational, pay attention to the facts, and be practical on what we worry about for our neighbors
and our neighborhood. Please include me in your report of neighborhood residents who have considered the issues of
concern and are supportive of licensing this activity for this restaurant at this site. | do not know whether | will be able to
attend the public meeting this Thursday night, so | am counting on you to represent my voice.

Thank you.
Julie Langenberg



Stouder, Heather

From: Melissa Schultz

Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 7:47 AM

To: Eskrich, Sara

Cc: David Gevers; Stouder, Heather

Subject: Double S BBQ smoker complaints post-demonstration

Alder Eskrich,
(with a cc to the project contact listed on the city web site, and the VNA chair)

I feel compelled to write this morning before I go off to work and try to focus on being
productive there. I have to register complaints about the smoker that was in operation
yesterday as well as about the process by which the issue is being handled.

For one thing, you told Mark Bradley and me, during our meeting at Mark’s house, that the
demonstration had to be a full 12 hours, so that neighbors and city staff could observe the
complete process and get the full experience. And we were led to believe the public meeting
last night was set up for neighbors to provide feedback after observing the demonstration.

For all the talk about process, the operators seem to be taking some liberties on their side..
The smoker was in operation for no more than half the time described — it was set up and
started after most people had left for work or classes, and cooking was done early iin the
afternoon before most people came home. And they invited their friends and Facebook fans to
come and speak on their behalf, as though people who live far away from the site should get a
say in whether it’s ok to pollute the air in the surrounding neighborhood.

when I came home from work at 2:45 pm, after picking up my son at Randall School, we could
smell smoke at the intersection of Monroe and Grant, and it intensified as we got to the
alley. I started coughing when I got up close to the smoker. There was plenty of visible
smoke at that time, and the odor was prominent, and clearly noticeable blocks away. I walked
down Harrison to wait at the Franklin School bus stop and.could smell smoke all along that
walk, as though there were a plume drifting downhill along the street and sidewalk.

Our yard was enveloped in smoke smell all day, and it got in the house when a window or door
was opened. It was in our clothes after spending time outside in the alley yesterday. I had
to start a load of laundry at 6:15 this morning because we couldn’t stand the smell lingering
around in our bedroom via the hamper. I do enjoy having a campfire occasionally while
camping out in the woods — but having the equivalent of a giant campfire going in very close

proximity to my yard and home, for many hours a day, is intolerable.

The city can not possibly expect residents of a dense city neighborhood to be subjected to
this hazard and nuisance. Are we just supposed to keep our doors and windows closed all the
time, year round? To not enjoy spending time in our yards because the smell makes us cough?
If this goes ahead and we feel compelled to move, how are we supposed to sell a house that’s
surrounded by smoke on a regular basis? Even one day of this exposure was too much, let
alone the proposal for doing it up to 12 hours a day every day! I understand that there is
NOTHING like this currently operating in the city of Madison, other than a smoker at HyVee
which is surrounded by a large parking lot, a large grocery store and strip mall, and large
streets, that all keep it far away from any residences.

I hope you will be attending the VNA meeting next week; I’m sure there will be some lively
discussions on the topic. Neighborhood residents deserve to have their concerns heard and
understood by their government representatives. Responses to concerns expressed so far have
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essentially consisted of “Wait for the demo. Wait for the public meeting.” Those are done
now — so what’s next?

Sincerely,

Melissa Schultz
Directly-Impacted Madison Street resident



Stouder, Heather

From: Jane Bernstein

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2015 7:00 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: opposition to conditional use permit for Double SS BBQ

Dear Ms. Stouder & Planning Commission Members,

My name is Jane Bernstein. I live at-efferson Street. I have lived here for fifteen years. I am writing to
urge you to oppose the conditional use permit for the outdoor smoker for Double SS BBQ on Monroe Street.

L, like many in my neighborhood, value Monroe Street and its great local businesses. However, this business is
not a good fit for the neighborhood. While I wasn’t home during the smoker demonstration, my husband was.
We have a wonderful screen porch on the back of our house. We spend almost all of our time on this porch in
the summer. My husband said that when he went onto the porch while the smoker was smoking, the smell was
so strong he had to come inside. When he got on his bike to go downtown, the smell got even stronger as he
rode toward Monroe Street. The restaurant owners argue that their smoker is similar to a wood-burning stove or
a neighbor barbequing steak on a grill. However, never before has the smoke from anything been so pungent as
to drive us off of our porch.

It is just common sense that a commercial bbq smoker like the one proposed by the Double SS BBQ should not
be operating in a congested urban district like the Vilas neighborhood. The alley the restaurant wants to put the
smoker in is shared with single family homes. Ifithe smell at my house a few blocks away is strong, I can only
imagine what those homeowners experienced. The restaurant is planning the run the smoker for 12 hours at a
time. That’s 12 hours, several days a week, that we will experience the strong smell of smoke. Iam
sympathetic to the business owners, but it is undeniable that if the restaurant is granted the permit to smoke
outside, it will substantially diminish the use, enjoyment and value of property in this neighborhood.

I understand that our Alder, Sara Eskich, is in opposition to this conditional use permit. I join her in this
opposition.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Jane Bernstein



Stouder, Heather

From: Mark Bradley

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2015 1:42 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: Double S BBQ Conditional Use Permit Application
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Stouder and Planning Commission Members:

I write in the strongest possible terms to urge you to deny the owners of the Double S BBQ a conditional use
permit to install a smoker behind their restaurant on Monroe Street. My family and I are the closest
homeowners to the proposed site of the smoker. As proposed it would be no more than a few hundred feet from
the back of our home.

My opposition to the permit arises out of three serious concerns.

First are the health issues. As part of the Alder organized demonstration on Thursday, we were asked by Dane
County and State Public Health to place several monitoring meters in our home. We did this at great
inconvenience to ourselves. In my conversations with Jeffrey Lafferty, the County public health representative
who installed the meters, it was clear that the “data” may or may not support the claims neighbors like us have
made about the health risks. Apparently his report will not be available until early next week, and we will see
how it reads. I am a social scientist myself, and well understand the complexities of interpreting data and using
science as a tool in these kinds of debates. It is at best a blunt instrument to rely on for making what should be
judicious and nuanced public policy decisions. What I do know is that neighbors like me have read enough of
the scientific literature to know that there are serious potential dangers here. Some of us have asthma. Others
have small children, and understandable concerns about their health as they grow up. None of us want to put
them in harm’s way. You will I am sure hear from neighbors who are scientists; doctors, nurses and other -
public health professionals expressing these health concerns in more sophisticated ways than I can advance as a
non-specialist. I hope you will listen very carefully to them.

Second is quality of life. Even during and after the demo there has been an effort dismiss what the proposed
smoker actually is. Some have said, "it just like making an outdoor fire” or “it is little different than a
homeowner grilling in their backyard.” It is neither. It is a huge device, singularly unsuited to its proposed
location. On the day of the demonstration, smoke poured out of it for the first two hours. Our backyard and our
house were filled with smoke. Our clothes reeked of smoke. Over the day the smoke ebbed and flowed but
even by late afternoon the smell was a palpable presence not only in our yard and home but across the entire
block. So I ask you. If you lived in my house, or on my block, would you —everyday, 365 days a year— want
smoke to engulf your home each morning and the lingering smell of smoked meet to hover over you for the rest
of the day? I just can’t imagine your answer would be yes. I understand your charge in making a decision on
the cases that come before you in part rests on a judgement about whether the request “will substantially impair
or diminish the uses, values and enjoyment of property on neighboring land for purposes already established.”
I don’t see anyway of responding to that test except to say, resoundingly, it would significantly diminish the
quality of life for our neighborhood.

There has been more heat than light in much of the public discussion over quality of life issues around the
smoker, and a misguided effort to frame this as residents v. small business. In fact neighborhood homeowners,
including me, are very supportive of the businesses on Monroe St. And the conditional use request poses
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quality of life issues for businesses on the block too. I was especially struck at the public meeting held by our
Alder on Thursday that one of the Monroe St. merchants, a co-owner of Barriques and to my mind a model
businessperson, spoke eloquently on how the smoker would have a seriously negative impact on business life
along the block.

Third, safety issues. The shared alley behind our home and the Monroe Street businesses, the proposed site of
the smoker, is incredibly congested. Small and very large delivery trucks come through Mondays through
Saturdays. There is lots of car traffic given the adjacent land is used for resident and business parking. There is
pedestrian traffic too, which of course is very intense on football Saturdays. And in the winter, all of us who
know the alley well —businesses and residents alike— know that it can be treacherous with snow and ice in a
situation that only worsens as the winter goes along and snow begins to pile up along the land next to the alley.
A smoker going 365 days a year in what is a very tight and congested urban space is a clear safety hazard. Tt
would put us, other residents, other businesses and other alley users at serious risk. If you have not spent time
in our alley I urge you to do so. And to make several trips. In truth at times, it is very peaceful and almost
empty. But at other times almost impassable to traverse given the number of delivery vehicles. And imagine
when you see it congested just how that might work in snow and ice with a smoker. To fully understand the
situation in alley, you would need to live it as we do but again I urge to take a look and to do so with empathy.

Any of these concerns strike me as serious enough to give pause. Together they suggest the smoker simply
does not meet the dual mandate you have to approve conditional use permits.

[ urge you not only to oppose the permit, but to deny it outright without any conditions attached. I am
concerned that a “compromise” position will emerge in the spirit of working with the owners of Double S BBQ.
There is already informal talk of fencing the smoker, heightening the stack, building a platform (at the demo

the smoker was placed on a steep incline) and the like. In normal circumstances I would strongly favor a
dialogue with business. In this case I don’t see that these efforts at mediation would substantively address the
real concerns at hand. And, importantly, the situation we have here with Double S is far from the best of
circumstances or even normal. Rhetorically the owners have said “they want to be good neighbors,” a claim
they repeated on a local news broadcast about the smoker on Thursday night. But in fact their actions suggest
exactly the opposite. They have made no effort to establish any kind of productive dialogue with the
nieighborhood, preferring instead to write things like this on their Facebook page:

Some neighbors have waged a slanderous campaign against Double S BBQ as well as making attacks against us
personally. We have been called "ill prepared operator's” as well as being compared to a "porn shop”
(https://www.facebook.com/doublesbbg, accessed 24 October 2015 at 11:30 am).

Even more disturbing was the tenor of the public meeting itself. Our Alder decided to hold it at their restaurant,
despite the fact that several of us including myself had told her we didn’t see it as a safe space given the
emotional passions that have emerged on the issue. Our fears were born out at the public meeting, one packed
with supporters of the Double S mobilized by the owners and many of whom seemed not to live in the
neighborhood. It was, by all my neighbor's reports, a hostile and threatening environment. This too emerged on
the Double S Facebook page in such comments as “Should have shoved a sandwich in that opposers face!’
(hitps://www.facebook.com/doublesbbg, accessed 24 October 2015 at 11:44 am). There are other equally
disturbing and hostile comments on the site about neighborhood residents.

I am not interested in getting into a futile battle over who said what, but this kind of discourse is not in the best
traditions of civil dialogue nor does it offer reassuring evidence to trust Double S would responsibly approach
any conditional use contingencies. To approve a permit with conditions would necessarily mean that there was
high confidence in the willingness of Double S to work in good faith. The demo and public hearing process put
in place by our Alder makes clear such confidence simply can’t be there moving forward. To allow their permit
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request, with or without conditions, will only contribute to further unravelling of the quality life in the Vilas
neighborhood now rightly seen as one of Madison’s small jewels. |
|

You are the only representative governing body who can really hear our concerns and act on them. [ can’t urge
you strongly enough to deny the Double S request, and to do so unconditionally. This experience has taken a
deep emotional toll on my family and my neighbors. I don’t believe we should have been put through it to
begin with. But we have, and given where my family and I live are truly in the middle of it. We need your
support so that all of us can return to living peacefully in the neighborhood we know and love. Best, Mark

Bradley

Mark Philip Bradley
adison Street
Madison, W1 53711




Stouder, Heather

From: William Brauer

Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 4:52 PM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: BBQ reataurant

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Ms. Stouder

I oppose the smoker. My name is William Brauer, and I live at-vilas Ave, 4 blocks
downhill from the smoker. I visited the smoker yesterday, and I stood about 3@ feet from it
for 5 minutes. I got a bad taste in my mouth, and I coughed for 30 minutes. The chimney was
only about 15 feet above the ground. I am a retired physician who used to deal with
pulmonary diseases at UW. I have 2 kids who are lawyers. A few years ago, I had severe
pneumonia, wound up in the ICU, and was discharged to home with oxygen; I was vulnerable to
smoke. I think that if a child in the Vilas area develops asthma, or a newborn baby dies, or
somebody with COPD winds up in the hospital, that could possibly be legally be attributed to
the smoker, just like they did with second-hand cigarette smoke. I suspect that i am a pawn

in a publicity stunt by this restaurant.
o111 oraver (G



Stouder, Heather

From: Emily Desai

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2015 5:35 PM
To: Stouder, Heather; Eskrich, Sara
Subject: Double SS BBQ conditional use permit
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Stouder,
I am writing to oppose the conditional use permit for Double SS BBQ to conduct outdoor smoking.

[ was unable to attend the demonstration day because it was shorter than advertised and it was during my
working hours. I was disappointed that they did not stick to the schedule they planned.

I heard from my neighbors that smoke entered their homes and the surrounding businesses. I heard that the
inside of Neuhauser's Pharmacy smelled of smoke. I do not wish to smell smoke and smell of smoke when
walking around the businesses on Monroe Street or walking in my neighborhood. I do not wish for my
neighbors to have smoke enter their homes when they open the door and it makes me sad to hear ofa
preschooler who covered his face in his stroller due to the smoke.

An urban setting is not the place for a commercial smoker. Please do not grant the permit.
Sincerely,

Emily

Emily Desai

Harrison Street
Madison, WI 53711



Stouder, Heather

From: Eskrich, Sara

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2015 8:57 AM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: Fwd: To Plan Commission, Double S
Follow Up Flag: Foliow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

Date: October 24, 2015 at 1:11:21 AM CDT
To: district] 3@cityofmadison.com
Subject: To Plan Co‘mmission, Double S

From: jaymaycat@ =

Dear Plan Commission,

I just want you to be aware, if you're not already, of the plea for help that Double S put out onto
their Facebook page (please see attached post below). Some of the comments of support on their
Facebook page were from individuals whom I did recognize from the "neighborhood" meeting
last Thursday night, and I am sure you will receive many letters of support from people who Like
their page. ‘

I urge you to weigh heavily the opinions and concerns of the actual neighbors, especially those
who would live with the smoke 4+ days a week throughout each year. ~

If 1 lived right there, I certainly would be very, very upset, concerned with both the decreased
quality of life and with the continuing effects of inhaling particulates on such an ongoing basis,
regardless of what the limited study will show. We have a four-year-old daughter.

My family adores BBQ and absolutely want Double S to remain in their Monroe Street location.
We buy and love their BBQ. Having Double S within easy distance increases the quality of life
of my family. However, I certainly believe that the nearest neighbors' future hardship and
possible health risk cannot justify my desires.

I truly hope Double S, as other BBQ restaurants have, can find a way to produce BBQ, either
indoor or off site. Sarah and Shon are hard-working, lovely people, and I want their restaurant to

succeed, for their sake and ours. Having such a large pit so close to a residential area is just not
within my level of acceptance. :

Please do not grant the conditional use permit for outdoor pit cooking on Monroe Street.
Thank you.

Sincerely,



Julia Billingham
prague Street
District 13

ok ok ok ok ok

Copied from Double S Facebook page :

Double S BBQ

October 21 at 7:00am -

To all our wonderful customers old and new,’

as many of you are aware we are facing some issues with a several neighbors around our request
for a conditional use permit to have our BBQ pit at our new restaurant on Monroe Street. Some
neighbors have waged a slanderous campaign against Double S BBQ as well as making attacks
against us personally. We have been called "ill prepared operator's" as well as being compared to
a "porn shop". There is a meeting at 7:30pm this Thursday (10/22) at Double S BBQ where our
Alder will be listening to citizens opinions regarding this matter. We cordially invite each and
everyone of you to attend and make your feelings known. There is also a public hearing
November 2nd with the City of Madison Planning Commission. If you are unable to attend either
meeting and you wish to register your opinions, please feel free to send an email to Alder Sara
Eskrich at district13@cityofmadison.com and cc us at doublesbbq@gmail.com. And please
include in your email that you are in favor of allowing our BBQ Pit at our location on Monroe
Street. Hope to see you Thursday.

With sincerest thanks,

Shon & Sarah




Stouder, Heather

From:

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2015 3:59 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: Please Deny Double S BBQ Smoker Permit
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Stouder and Planning Commission Members,

| am writing to ask you oppose the conditional use permit for Double S BBQ's outdoor smoker. My
family lives several streets away from the proposed smoker, and my children would walk past it every
day to and from school. Based on EPA and other scientific studies | have read, the smoke would be
detrimental to their health and the health of many others in our neighborhood. | am worried most
about children, the elderly, those with allergies and asthma. But, | also truly believe a densely
populated residential/commercial alley is not the right place for this enormous outdoor smoker.
Nearby workers, neighbors, and others should not be forced to breathe this smoke as part of their

daily lives.

My husband and | have supported many other local Monroe Street businesses, and we love the
vibrant, eclectic street and neighborhood. But an outdoor smoker, with odor and smoke pollution, is
above and beyond what any resident should have to endure to live in this neighborhood. | think if
allowed, this smoker would set a precedent of not caring about the neighbors' health, and would,
eventually, result in some families, especially those with young children, leaving the neighborhood.

| attended the smoking demonstration on October 22 and it was absolutely horrible. The smoker was
billowing smoke and a terrible odor. In less than 10 minutes | felt sick and my clothes smelled like

smoke.

| hope you will please support the health and well-being of our Vilas neighborhood in not allowing this
smoker.

Thank you for your consideration and attention,
Shannon Kleiber

efferson St.
Madison, WI 53711

P )




Stouder, Heather

From: Nancy Webb

Sent: Saturday, October 24, 2015 4:14 PM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: FW: copy of note to Alder

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

From: Nancy Webb [mailt
Sent: Friday, October 23

Subject: copy of note to Alder

Hi, Sara,

My husband and | attended the neighborhood meeting at the restaurant last night. There is a disconcerting discrepancy
between the majority of our neighbors including us who not only approve of this addition to Monroe Street but who find
smoke or smells minimal and in no way bothersome not when we are in our more distant homes but when in direct
proximity to the fired-up meat cooker, and a number of close-by Madison Street residents who report "billowing" smoke
and intense bothersome odors and who worry about health issues, loss of property values and quality of life. | do not
know--and | would truly like to know--if these are exaggerations based on a perceived loss of control over parking and
congestion on Madison Street. | am inclined to believe they are indeed exaggerations, as a few immediate residents and
other businesses on Monroe Street reported no problems and no bothersome elements that wouldn't be expected and
accommodated in any urban setting. But | would like to have been able to move from my personal perspective, standing
beside the barbecue pit at lunchtime Thursday and finding nothing at all of concern, and be able to have walked fifty or a
hundred feet through the back or patio doors of the nearest residents to see for myself their perspective, to know
whether smoke was indeed billowing and the odor was indeed strong. I'd like to be able to be sure that | wasn't missing

~ something--wind direction and downhill draft, perhaps--or find out for certain that these residents' concerns are more
based in fear than reality, so that the sight of a thin puff of smoke in the near distance but heading in their direction is
perceived as billowing. | truly don't know, and | personally believe that addressing this discrepancy will be the
foundation of making the right decision. | don't believe the permit should be approved simply because a majority of
residents want approval nor do | believe it should be withheld because of claims that have not been verified. If the
claims had been less hyperbolic, | would perhaps be less skeptical. | would perhaps be less skeptical had any of the
aggrieved parties produced photographs of invading haze, glass jars in which they captured air its scents, items of
clothing that had picked up the scent of smoke or meat, or if they had compared their experience of smoke and odor
during Thursday's test to, say, having a home smoke alarm go off because of a cooking accident. Not one complainant
had such specific, detailed evidence of harm. In injury law, damages are not awarded without proof. | strongly urge you
to consider a follow-up "demonstration" day or week when impartial monitors can not only puta sample collector for
harmful precipitates on the most affected properties, but stand with homeowners on those properties to see for

themselves.

| also hope you will find your usual diplomatic and gracious way to tell this wonderful neighborhood that there is nothing
to be gained and much to be lost by use of an "us-them" attitude. | don't believe anyone wants to diminish anyone else's
quality of life--we just don't want to have the general neighborhood's quality of life reduced for no verifiable reason.

Sincerely,
Nancy Webb

Contact me if you like but it isn't necessary.




Stouder, Heather

From: Ankur Desai on behalf of Ankur Desai
Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 10:12 AM

To: Stouder, Heather; Eskrich, Sara

Subject: Opposition to double S BBQ conditional use permit for outdoor smoker

Dear Commissioner Stouder and Alder Eskrich,

I am a resident of the Vilas neighborhood and wish to make known my opposition to the Double S BBQ
condition use permit application for an outdoor smoker. An outdoor smoker of the size and magnitude of the
one proposed here produces significant odor and particulates that affects the quality of life for the
neighborhood, made quite clear during the demonstration last Thursday.. Young families moved into this
neighborhood knew there would always be some restaurants and nightlife, but this goes a step beyond that,
affecting the health of children and elderly populations. This is clearly a market failure externality that
regulation is supposed to protect and in this case, one that does not meet the conditions laid out in the ALRC

permit.

Further, I have now witnessed first-hand that the owners are not good neighbors, having initially been non-
responsive to neighborhood concerns, then manipulative in the application process on timing and size of
smoking and conditions of the demonstration, and now downright hostile, especially in conduct of the recent
meeting on premises during business hours. The owner directly went up to residents taking photos of the
smoker and measuring particulates saying “I am not intimidated by you” and then proceeded to use “police”
tape to cordon off the property. I also suspect, the owners seek to expand this business into the vacant former-

Barrique's property next door, and expand smoking operations.

If residents should know what they’re getting into when living near a busy commercial district, so should the
proprietors know that Madison protects and cherishes its neighborhoods, who have significant say on quality of
life, especially when negative externalities are imposed on them. Several families have already expressed to me
in person the likelihood of moving and selling their house at a loss should this move forward. Nearby businesses

“had smoke coming into their windows - one of these is a pharmacy. Many Monroe St business owners orally
expressed opposition, though many are unlikely to go on record. The last thing you want is for families and
local small business to leave Vilas -one of the most loved urban neighborhoods in the city - and Madison.

Major cities with BBQ restaurants such as Austin, TX are already considering ordinances on smoker use and
distance to residence (a rule is in committee at the moment). The EPA has recently instituted new air quality
regulations on wood burning stoves in Feb 2015 and proposed 2012 NAAQS PM2.5 regulations in light of
recent evidence on public health effects of fine particulates. As an atmospheric scientist, I helped some
neighbors make measurements of PM2.5 particulate matter in the vicinity of the area. I will make sure to get
these results to you by Monday, but initial analysis suggest significant elevated risk especially in the one block
radius of the property. To me, this suggests that should the smoker be approved, there may be other legal
options to be pursued by residents. Local legal experts and air quality health experts (including Nobel prize
winning ones) live in Vilas and are being consulted about options.

I and most residents here are not anti-business. We support development. But development has to address issues
imposed on local residents. Sometimes, that increases the cost of doing business, but that’s the price to pay to
operate in dense urban neighborhoods. The owners have expressed ability to smoke off-site away from
residences. Please do not approve the conditional use permit.

Thank you for taking the time to read this message.



Sincerely,
Professor Ankur Desai
Harrison St

Ankur R Desai, Associate Professor
University of Wisconsin - Madison, Atmospheric and Oceanic Sciences




Stouder, Heather

From: Harry Harrison

Sent: ‘ Sunday, October 25, 2015 2:22 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Sally Lehner

Subject: Monroe Street BBQ restaurant conditional use permit

Dear Ms Stouder& Plan Commission members,

I am extremely concerned about the proposed use which is the subject of the conditional
use permit application to be considered soon. We live at-Je-F-Fer'son Street, less than
two blocks from the site. We are very supportive of the Monroe Street businesses that
enhance the quality of life here for everyone. This proposed use would do quite the
opposite, much to the detriment of those of us who live here. The dangers of breathing smoke
from their cooking process would be unavoidable for us and, as was recently demonstrated by
the restaurant, was overpowering even at our house. Wood smoke is a known carcinogen, much
like cigarette smoke, affecting the most vulnerable among us: pregnant women, babies,
‘growing children, the elderly and anyone with respiratory issues to name a few. This
represents an irresponsible risk to the many for the profit of a very few. Unfortunately,
for the applicants of the permit, they misled the neighborhood by wording their announcement
of the proposed use as cooking the meat "off site", which , to any reader meant somewhere
other than the site they are using for the business. That space or site necessarily includes
the rear access and parking and space for trash removal and deliveries. It cannot be
legitimately considered as anything other than part of the "site." I feel that was an
intentional attempt to bypass the real concerns of all of the neighbors with duplicitous
language. I was initially not in opposition to their plan as described, but have changed my
support to active opposition now that the truth of the plan has been exposed. I am opposed to
this proposal in any form indoors or outside.

Harry Harrison




Stouder, Heather

From: Benjamin Kleiber
Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 8:23 AM
To:

Shannon Henry Kleiber: Pat Scheckel. Stouder, Heather; Eskrich, Sara;

Subject: Double 7 BLetter f Oppstion

25 October 2015
RE: SSBBQ

Dear Ms. Stouder and Planning Commission:

As a cardiovascular disease specialist and resident of the Vilas neighborhood, I strongly oppose the SS Batbecue
smoker permit because it is a health hazard and does not meet the Planning Commission Standard for conditional

approval.

« The Planning Commission Standard states that it will not grant a permit if it will be objectionable
influence detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety ot general welfare of the immediate
neighborhood or community. The American Heart Association’s official Scientific Statement addressing
air pollution and Cardiovascular Disease was initially published in 2004 and updated in 2010. There is a
well-documented association between air pollution and the deletetious effects on health in relation to heart
disease and stroke. The main conclusion is that much of the products of combustion include colotless and
odotless gases that are extremely dangerous to humans. The neighbors of the proposed smoker who
witnessed the live smoker demonstration in the alley last Thursday are worried about the large amount of
smoke and the smell that filtered through the neighborhood, but they should also be worried about what
they cannot see—the products of wood combustion—invisible poisonous gases and particles that are well
linked to inflammation, death, sttoke, cardiac and pulmonary disease, and overall increased mortality.

« The Planning Commission Standard also states that it will not grant a permit if it will substantially
impair the uses, values and enjoyment of property on neighboring land for putposes’that area
already established. A large smoker in the alley, as witnessed at the demonstration, created a visual
disturbance and an unpleasant odor, and will certainly affect home values. The enjoyment of the
neighboring yards will be diminished for the occupying families, and many residents fear the air quality will
be dangerous for their children to play outside. The wood-burning smoker was intensely hot and was
unattended for most of the demonstration, and this is also a potential physical danger to school children
who pass through the alley walking to school who may touch the smoker or slip into it on icy days.

There is near neighborhood consensus that the smoker permit should be denied. Even the Alder has reviewed the
situation as is not supporting approval. Unfortunately, the owner of SS BBQ is a victim of his own poor planning
and failure to secure a reasonable site and permit for the smoker before relocating his restaurant to the densely
populated Monroe street location. The only reasonable solution at this time is for the SS BBQ to relocate his
business ot agree to smoke the food off-site and then bring it to the restaurant.

Thank you for your time and effort in objectively evaluating this proposal.

Benjamin Kleiber, MD, FACC
Staff Catdiologist, Dean Clinic

Associate Adjunct Clinical Professor, University of Wisconsin School of Medicine and Public Health




Stouder, Heather

From: Laurie Koskinen

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 12:42 PM
To: Stouder, Heather

Ce: Latterty, Jefrery, (R
Subject: Double SS BBQ

Greetings,

Please do NOT approve the conditional use permit for outdoor grilling for this restaurant.
1). The odor of BBQ was noticeable even before the outdoor test.

2). We are meat eaters and do like BBQ, BUT the smell and smoke still bothers us a great
deal, to put it mildly.

3). We do believe it is a health risk. EVEN IF it is not a health risk the constant odor is
awful.

4). Their BBQ operation is in no way comparable to a) other restaurants, b) neighbor backyard
grilling or c¢) neighbor fireplace usage. The BBQ scale and frequency are enormous compared
to any of the other examples cited. Most neighbors rarely grill, many residences have no
fireplace and many existing fireplaces are rarely or never used. Other restaurants mostly
have exhaust filters.

5). Madison bans cigarettes in many buildings for good reasons. Thus how this permit can
even be considered is beyond my understanding. If someone walked up to a residence one time
per year and stood there blowing their cigarette smoke directly into an open window the
resident would have a right to be upset. This restaurant is proposing to do similar for
multiple hours on many days --- and year round UNLIKE fireplaces and backyard grills.

6). Storefront.-vacancy on Monroe Street does not seem to be sufficient justification for
permitting the outdoor cooker. There was little time lag between the Florist closing shop
and someone else wanting the space. The only other vacancy I can think of is the old Ovens
of Brittany. Regardless, vacancies cannot be a good enough reason to allow detrimental
business practices.

7). Some restaurant supporters argue that when permit opponents moved into the neighborhood
they "should have known what kind of a neighborhood they were choosing to move in to". A).
This is false, we bought our house in 1989 long before Monroe filled up with bars and
restaurants, and B) to me, this argument blames the victims. Permit opponents are not "bad"
for wanting to preserve the quality of life in a neighborhood that they have already invested
in.

Arguably, Double SS owners should have known the type of neighborhood they were choosing
to locate in. A little research on their part would have shown how the neighborhood reacted
when Walgreens tried to move in. Just because Double SS is small and not a chain does not
mean that they are automatically desirable.

8). Why did the owners not secure the permit before investing in the facility?
9). None of us are against small business owners. This simply is not the spot for this

specific type of operation. A number of other streets that are very close by would have been
much more appropriate, i.e. more business oriented and less residential. I do understand the
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owners desire to move to Madison, but it is a big city within which to find a better space
for outdoor cooking.

Thank you very much for your time and consideration on this issue,

Laura Koskinen

Family of 5

Owned by us since 1989
Madison Street




Stouder, Heather

From: Matt Schultz

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 10:25 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: Double S BBQ Conditional Use Permit Application

Dear Ms. Stouder and Planning Commission Members,

I am writing to oppose the conditional use permit for Double SS BBQ to conduct outdoor
smoking on Monroe street. The use of this large commercial smoker clearly violates the city’s
stated standards for considering approval of such a permit. Even allowing a compromise in the
situation, whether engineering changes to the smoking pit, or allowed times for smoking, will
still have a negative influence on the value and enjoyment of my home.

The city can not possibly expect residents of a dense city neighborhood to be subjected to
this hazard and nuisance. City representatives stated at a recent neighborhood meeting that
there is NOTHING comparable to this currently operating in the city of Madison, citing only
the small smokers at HyVee which are half this size, smoke only once a week, and are
surrounded by large parking lots, large buildings, and large streets, that all keep it far
away from any residences.

Despite our expectations that the smoker demonstration would start fairly early in the
morning (because we were told it would last for a full 12 hours in order to provide observers
with the full experience), the owners were just arriving with the smoker trailer when I had
to leave for work. Although I was not able to observe the beginning portion, other neighbors
have described the initial smoke output while the fire was built up as a huge cloud,
“amazing”, “a horror”, and so forth.

when I came home for lunch at 11:30 am, I could smell smoke at the intersection of Monroe and
Harrison, and it intensified as I approached the alley. There was plenty of visible smoke at
that time, and the odor was prominent, and clearly noticeable blocks away. Even my house and
yard were enveloped in a cloud of smoke that then entered my house as I opened the door to
enter.

Due to the variable winds during the demonstration, many other yards in the area were also
full of smoke. Several business owners in adjacent buildings reported the smoke as
"intolerable"” and "unappealing" for their customers. Smoke was even noticeable inside the
pharmacy - a place you’d expect to find people seeking relief from allergies or asthma coming
to pick up their prescription medicine, only to find their conditions exacerbated by the
conditions. Clearly those homes and existing establishments felt the brunt of even this
shortened demonstration.

If this goes ahead my family will feel compelled to move. My wife and I have lived here for
nearly 1@ years, purchasing a neglected 1890@’s house and investing a lot of time and money
into repairs and improvements and planning to raise our family here. But we can not live with
smoke all around us, losing our ability to play in our yard with our kids, open windows to
enjoy a spring breeze, invite friends over, having to worry about carpets and curtains
absorbing the odors, in addition to concerns about our health. There is little doubt this
would diminish our home's value. But how would we sell a house that’s surrounded by smoke all
the time? Who would want to buy it, let alone pay a price close to the city’s assessed value?
This would most likely have a great financial impact on my family, causing us to lose all of
the value we’ve invested in improvements to the structure and property.




Finally, I°d like to point out that I am opposed to this smoker not only because my home and
my family would be directly impacted by it. I believe this is inappropriate in any urban
residential area, and I would write in opposition if the proposed location were, say, Zuzu
Cafe, Froth House, or any venue similarly sited in direct proximity to a residential
neighborhood. It is unprecedented, unhealthy, and unfair to residents. I wouldn’t wish it on
your neighborhood and I urge you not to impose it on ours.

Sincerely,

Matt Schultz
Madison Street
Madison, WI



Stouder, Heather

From: Melissa Schultz

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 7:42 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Eskrich, Sara ’

Subject: Double S BBQ Conditional Use Permit Application

Dear Ms. Stouder and Planning Commission Members,

I am writing to urge you to deny the conditional use permit application for use of an outdoor
smoker by the owners of Double S BBQ Restaurant on Monroe Street. The use of this large
commercial smoker clearly violates the city’s stated standards for considering approval of a
conditional use permit. I hope that you will consider no compromise, no quibbling over some
maximum number of days per week or per month: flat-out rejection should be the only sane
course of action.

This is an inappropriate and hazardous location for such an operation, and the owners should
have been aware of these issues when they selected the site for their business. It’s located
in the middle of a dense residential neighborhood, with no buffer, no parking lot, or even a
road separating the smoker location from residential yards and homes - only a narrow alley.
If you’re not familiar with the site, and the lack of space behind their restaurant (not to
mention the number of power and utility lines that pass overhead, which would complicate any
effort to add a tall smokestack or chimney for dispersion reasons), you really should spend
some time assessing it and imagining the situation before making a decision on the matter.

Some people try to downplay the smoke impact by noting that it will vary with wind direction
and other conditions; however, those of us closest to the site won’t be spared, there is
simply no way for smoke from this location to disperse without passing through our yards and
toward our windows.

I live on the 1800 block of Madison Street and my family will be directly and negatively
impacted by use of this smoker. On the day of the. demonstration, my and other yards and
homes were surrounded by noticeable and objectionable smoke odors. We have school-age
children, they like having friends over to play, we host birthday parties, and other
activities that normal families enjoy. But we can not tolerate being surrounded by smoke in
our home and yard, and feel conflicted about whether to allow other children at our house in
the future under these conditions.

Despite our expectations that the smoker demonstration would start fairly early in the
morning (because we were told it would last for a full 12 hours in order to provide observers
with the full experience), the owners were just arriving with the smoker trailer when I had
to leave for work. So I was not able to observe the beginning portion — though other
neighbors have described the initial smoke output while the fire was built up as a huge
cloud, “amazing”, “a horror”, and so on.

when I came home from work at 2:45 pm, after picking up my child at Randall School, we could
smell smoke at the intersection of Monroe and Grant, and it intensified as we got to the
alley. I started coughing when I got up close to the smoker. There was plenty of visible
smoke at that time, and the odor was prominent, and clearly noticeable blocks away. I walked
from my house down Harrison to wait at the Franklin School bus stop for my other child and
could smell smoke all along that walk, as though there were a large plume drifting downhill
along the street and sidewalk. Yet I was told by an observer in the alley that the cooking
had actually ended a while earlier, and the fire was just dying down at that point.




Our yard was enveloped in smoke smell all day, and it entered the house whenever a window or
door was opened. It remained in our clothes after spending time outside in the alley. I
started a load of laundry at 6:15 the next morning because my husband and I couldn’t stand
the smell lingering in our bedroom via the hamper. I do enjoy having a campfire occasionally
while camping out in the woods — but having the equivalent of a giant campfire going in very
close proximity to my yard and home, for many hours a day, is intolerable. My sore throat
lasted through the night.

The city can not possibly expect residents of a dense city neighborhood to be subjected to
this hazard and nuisance. Are we just supposed to keep our doors and windows closed all the
time, year round? To not enjoy spending time in our yards and working in our gardens because
the constant smell makes us cough?

If this goes ahead my family will feel compelled to move. My husband and I have lived here
for 9 years, purchasing a somewhat run-down old house and investing a lot of time and money
into repairs and improvements and planning to raise our family here. But we can not live
with smoke all around us, losing our ability to play soccer with our kids, hang laundry out
to dry, invite friends over, having to worry about carpets and curtains absorbing the odors,
in addition to concerns about our health.

Yet how are we supposed to sell a house that’s surrounded by smoke all the time? Who would
want to buy it, let alone pay a price close to the city’s assessed value? This would most
likely have a great financial impact on my family, causing us to lose all of the value we’ve
invested in improvements to the structure and property. (I note that a house across the
street from us has been for sale since this past spring, without any apparent action, in
spite of this year having been considered a seller’s market with low inventory and high
demand; perhaps the perceived desirability of living on our block is already somewhat
diminished..)

There are other factors to consider as well. The smoker unit is likely to pose a hazard in
the alley, which is small and often crowded with delivery trucks and cars. The area behind
the restaurant is so small I can’t picture how their dumpsters would be emptied, or
deliveries made, with the smoker taking up a large amount of space. What would happen if a
car or truck bumped into the smoker while it’s operating? Particularly in winter with snowy,
icy driving conditions?

I am also concerned for neighboring businesses, especially the pharmacy that shares the block
just a few doors down. While I can’t speak for its owners or employees, not having discussed
it them them since the demonstration, I know that the odor was noticeable inside the store
that day. Many of their customers walk there or park behind the store along the alley, and
they will be subjected to smoke while coming and going. For people with asthma or allergies
coming to pick up their prescription medicine, the smoke may have an unpleasant impact, even
if the exposure is short term.

As a final point of clarification: I am opposed to this smoker not only because my home and
my family would be directly impacted by it. I believe this is inappropriate in any urban
residential area, and I would write in opposition if the proposed location were, say, Zuzu
Cafe, Froth House, or any venue similarly sited in direct proximity to a residential
neighborhood. It is unprecedented, unhealthy, and unfair to residents. I wouldn’t wish it
on your neighborhood and I urge you not to impose it on ours. '

Sincerely,
Melissa Schultz

Madison Street
Madison, WI



Stouder, Heather

From: Diane Osswald

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 6:12 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: Site of the outdoor smoker of BBQ on Monroe

Dear Ms. Stouder and Planning Commission Members,

First and foremost I would like to say that we have been very happy members of our
neighborhood and truly supportive of the businesses on Monroe St. for the 23 years that we
have lived at-Madison St. We moved here specifically because it had walking access to so
much that is part of daily life. The pharmacy, groceries (Ken Kopps in those days), the
library and book store ( old Pooh Corner) and all of the restaurants are all a plus in our
minds and have never given us concern. The only time we spoke out against a business venture
wanting to move in was when Walgreens wanted to build on the old Ken Kopps site. That would
have put Neuhauser out of business and we objected wholeheartedly.

That being said, this outdoor smoker is completely unacceptable for us. The restaurant itself
has every right to be there. The smoker is another matter. I had serious concerns about the
regular emission of smoke into such a densely populated spot and that was only intensified by
this “demonstration" last Thursday. I am an at home mother who actually happened to be at
home sick that day. At one point in the morning, we had such a sense of smoke in our sunroom
(where I was lying on the sofa) that I had to close the windows that were open toward Madison
Stl It wasn’t a smell of bbg, it was smoke. If my neighbor were outside grilling on a
Saturday afternoon and I had to close the window because the wind was blowing smoke into our
house, I would close the window without concern. To have their smoker located behind the
restaurant means that would potentially be something we would have to try and avoid on a very
regular basis. I cannot begin to tell you how disturbing it is to me that that could be the
outcome here.

We have a wonderful little community here. We have all ages and some, I know, have true
health concerns. I would ask you to imagine that the permission was being requested for 1@
feet from your home. Please, please ask them to smoke their meat off site!

Thank you for your consideration,
Diane Osswald

Madison St.
53711




Stouder, Heather

From: Shawn Schey

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 11:50 AM

To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Eskrich, Sara; David Seth Gevers

Subject: Please share with Plan Commission; Double S Smoker-Pit

Dear Plan Commission:

I am writing in regard to the on-site smoker pit request that will be made on November 2nd by Double S BBQ.

While 1 like to see the small locally-owned restaurant owner succeed, and | personally love barbecue and the
smell of woodsmoke, | am not one of the immediate neighbors who will be directly impacted by a smoker-pit on-
site. 1 feel that those who live nearest to this business should have their concerns given the most weight. They
are the ones who will have to live with the consequences of poorer air quality generated by a smoker.

As my alder Sara Eskrich detailed, this application does not meet standards 1 and 3 of the Standards of Approval
for a Conditional Use Permit. Standard 1 reads, "The establishment, maintenance or operation of the conditional
use will not be detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety or general welfare (of neighboring residents),”
and Standard 3 reads, "The uses, values and enjoyment of other property in the neighborhood for purposes
already established will not be substantially impaired or diminished in any foreseeable manner.”

In my opinion, having an outdoor smoker-pit in an alley abutting the backyards of households will endanger the
public health, and impair and diminish the quality of life. Itis a scientific fact that inhaling air particulates from
smoker-pits on an ongoing basis is unhealthy for everyone, especially children and the elderly.

Please do not grant the Conditional Use Permit for an on-site smoker pit on Monroe Street. The restaurant
opened their doors in September, and have been able to operate without one as it is.

Shawn Schey

ok k ok k ok ok k kX
Woodrow St

Madison W1 53711




Stouder, Heather

From: Richard Shafer

Sent: Sunday, October 25, 2015 3:42 PM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: SS Barbecue

This communication precedes a public hearing being set for on November 20 at which an agenda item is
an application by Double S BBQ for a conditional use permit.

T am not aware of results of certain testing conducted last Thursday by city representatives during a
demonstration of the outdoor cooker in question. Based upon personal observation the cooker emitted no
more than does a wood-fired oven at nearby Pizza Brutta.

At a community event held at Double S last Thursday, following the demonstration, city representatives
spoke of a smokestack 1.5 times the height of the building to ameliorate effect of smoke. Nobody
questioned that the proprietors are prep ared to place the cooker closer to the building, erect fencing and a
ramp for public health and safety.

The weekend before demonstration and I ate some of the establishment’s barbecued ribs, prepared off-
site. The day the on-site cooker was demonstrated I ate the same rib order. The version of ribs prepared
on-site were significantly more appealing in every respect.

T understand the cooker will be in an alley that abuts residential homes. The residents of these homes
were (or should have been) aware that the commercial nature of Monroe Street has an effect upon their
property and taken that into account. Likewise, they are or should be aware that commercial use includes
businesses that prepare food and serve alcoholic beverages. Nobody doubts that on days the smoker
operates it is used during the morning and early afternoon — times when the alley is used for other
commercial purposes.

In reaching a decision may I encourage the planning commission to consider facts and evidence, at least
some of which may not yet be available. At the community event, a majority of people spoke in support of
granting a conditional use permit. Another significant portion asked for a reasonable compromise. By
their own choice of words opponents of the application reject “science” and substitute emotion. They are
entitled to emotional opinions but not to a factual finding of “foreseeable” and “substantial” adverse effect
from Double S cooking.

Declining the application outright closes the business, after it followed an orderly process and the
proprietors have made significant expenditure. Based on observation and the facts present, I anticipate
this conditional use improving value and enjoyment of the neighborhood as a whole through added
diversity and choice.

Richar
171
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Stouder, Heather

From: Mary Clare Murphy

Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 9:51 PM

To: Eskrich, Sara; Stouder, Heather; Tucker, Matthew; Hausbeck, John

Subject: Double S BBQ Restaurant Comment from neighbor about 2 blocks from the smoker
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I support the restaurant itself but, in the interests of respiratory health and
quality of life for the near-by neighbors, feel strongly that the smoking has
to be done off-site.

After last night’s neighborhood meeting, I write to clarify something for
those who have the impression that the Double S BBQ restaurant and its
owners are unwelcome in the Monroe St. neighborhood: I have never heard
a negative comment about the restaurant or owners and know a number of
neighbors have eaten there already. I will take my brother’s family for BBQ
when they visit from Chicago.

This is about the smoker, not the restaurant, not Shon and Sarah.

It was interesting to note last evening how many times city staff referred to
other permitted smoker sites in the city (Hy-Vee and one other permitted. but
non-operational site). It’s clear that precedent is an important factor in
evaluating a Conditional Use Permit. Permitting an outdoor smoker/BBQ pit
that can potentially smoke 84 hours a week within 60-150 feet of numerous
residential properties is unreasonable and would set a precedent for the City
of Madison that would be unhealthy for its residents and a burden for city
planning and health departments. Austin, Texas, home to 51 outdoor
smokers, is beginning to deal with this issue as food trucks and new
restaurants pop-up closer to residential neighborhoods. See the links below
from Politifact and the Austin Statesman Newspaper that describe a recent
attempt to control the smoke that encroaches on nearby residences there.

Amidst a lot of emotion last night, there seemed to be two themes voiced by
those supporting the presence of the smoker in the alley. Those themes were
the support of family and hard-working people and trust in science-based

1
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principles. I think anyone in the Monroe St. neighborhood would agree that
these are important values. There may be no available scientific data proving
that inhalation of BBQ smoke on a daily basis is harmful to one’s lungs or
general health over the long-term. However there is definitely no way the
City of Madison can say that science has proven there is no harm from the
addition of up to 84 hours/week of smoke from a low-heat fire. It may be
true that some of the best science on wood smoke inhalation has been done
in parts of the world where cooking with wood is a necessity. In the absence
of reliable long-term data for this type of circumstance, however, I believe
the city has to rule on the side of the long-term safety of its residents, both
for this location and future applications for outdoor smokers near residential
areas.

Related to the health risks, the conditional use permit application for 84
hours/week of smoker operation seems too open-ended. Sara and Shon
published a comment on their Facebook page on August 6th (posted below)
that their estimated weekly needs would be likely satisfied by one full 12

~ hour day of smoking (output of 300 pounds of meat), with poppers and ribs
needing 4 hours/day, with exceptions for “special events and game days”.
The CUP application request for up to 12 hours per day, 7 days/week then
represents a lot of latitude, which I think will be used for a business that will
clearly grow in the Monroe St. location. Seems very likely that they would
want to ramp-up their catering business, at the very least, and maybe, as is
done in other areas with strong BBQ traditions, add a food truck or open
additional locations. I understand that they will have a portable smoker to
take to larger events, but is there any way for a CUP to control the amount of
smoking done in the alley for off-site use? Would this residential
neighborhood be obligated to host a smoker that is providing meat for off-
site catering and other sales? On the Attachment B (Wisconsin Food Code
Policy and/or Interpretation) of their CUP it states: “A. All food shall be
served or sold on the establishment’s premise [sic] (inside or outside).” How
is this defined, determined and enforced? These questions can be answered
at the Vilas Neighborhood Association meeting next Thursday at Hotel Red
at 7 pm, if you prefer.

S




How would the city assessor value the homes that are immediately adjacent
to and within a block of a smoker that could potentially be operational 12
hours/day, 7 days/week? How would someone price their home for sale
with a smoker that’s about 60 feet from its property line? Even people who
love BBQ will generally not want to live day in and day out with the smell
of smoke and meat in their yard and home. It’s hard to believe that the cost
of mitigation or off-site cooking would equal or exceed the loss of property
value for those located within the range of the daily smoking operation. It’s
unfair to ask nearby neighbors to absorb these costs of the business.

Monroe St. neighbors support local businesses. Our family gets our hair cut
on Monroe St at Fanny’s, Hair and Baci, for many years we have regularly
bought household items and gifts at Orange Tree (or Mother Cabrini gift
shop in the old days), we grocery shop at the Regent Market and Trader
Joe’s, get our contact solution and prescriptions and mail packages at
Neuhauser’s, use the library weekly, buy chai regularly at Barrique’s, etc.
We walked or bussed our daughter to school, we bike when we can, etc. We
live here for the healthy lifestyle, the one mile distance to work, and good
neighbors, including the local small businesses.

Mary Clare Murphy
i efferson St. for 18+ years, Madison for 61 years

living 100 yards from the smoker and neighbor to those that are closer

Addendum:I can’t figure out how Double S BBQ got so far into the process
before the opposition to the smoker was recognized and became a hardship
to them. Is there anything in the city process that Shon and Sarah went
through to get their alcohol license and to apply for a CUP that would have
led them to believe that the smoker in the alley was a non-issue? Might the
Health Department’s letter to them stating that their outdoor smoking pit
would be approved for this site have been interpreted to mean the smoker
was going to be approved by the Planning Department? I feel sick about
their situation as well as the situation nearby neighbors are in, but I can’t
help thinking that something’s missing in this picture.



Also, just to clarify a statement made last night regarding neighborhood
opposition to Trader Joe’s when Ken Kopp closed his grocery store so he
could retire: The opposition was to Walgreen’s moving into the site where
Trader Joe’s is located and the opposition was mounted in support of our
neighborhood “mom and pop” pharmacy, Neuhauser’s. Or as old-timers
might remember, Wirtz’s pharmacy. (If you were at those neighborhood
meetings you will remember one of the most hilarious comments in favor of
a local business that ever was spoken.) There was some opposition to the
height of the overall structure that was ultimately built on the site.

link to CUP
application http://www.cityofinadison.com/ dpced/planning/documents/1835
ms_site.pdf

There was a recent attempt, in Austin, TX, to address the problems that
some BBQ restaurant neighbors had with being smoked out of their yards
and into their houses. (where the smoke infiltrated through attics, etc). Their
city council representative proposed a requirement that restaurants mitigate
the effects of smoke from the BBQ restaurant properties that were within
100 feet (he revised his initial proposal down from 150 feet) of residences.
The city council approved of an exploration of the situation and the options,
but two city committees subsequently denied approval and the proposal was
withdrawn. One of the restaurants, that the specific complaints were
directed to, worked with the neighbors and moved their smoker from 30 feet
from the neighbor’s property line to 150 feet away, which apparently
satisfied the neighbors.

Austin has 51 outdoor-smoking BBQ restaurants. If you’d like more info on
the city's situation :

Politifact summary of the situation (prior to one restaurant moving their
smoker 150 feet from neighbor’s property). Skip the Rush Limbaugh

comments, scroll down to: Blowing Smoke in Austin
4



http://www.politifact.com/texas/statements/2015/aug/04/rush-
limbaugh/rush-limbaugh-says-austin-effectively-banning-barb

http://www.statesman.com/news/news/local/austin-council-committee-to-
consider-barbecue-smok/nnBzx

Double S BBQ facebook message from August 6th

Double S BBO

August 6 -

We wanted to give you an update Facebook friends. We have run into a few
disgruntled neighbors and are reaching out to all of you for your support. If
you live in the neighborhood please email your Alder Sara Escrich @
district13@cityofmadison.com and let her know that you want Double S
BBQ and our smoker on Monroe Street. The email below was sent to Alder
Eskrich in an effort to get the facts out to counter all of the false info that is
being circulated.

Thanks as always for your support,

Shon and Sarah

Double S BBQ is VERY excited to be a part of the Monroe Street
Neighborhood. This move to Monroe Street is a homecoming for me. I grew
up on Lathrop Street, attended Randall Elementary and West High School.
My Father, Milt Leidner had his photography business at 1517 Monroe
(where New Orleans Take-Out is now) for over thirty years, my Mother,
Roberta Leidner was the County Board Supervisor for the neighborhood.
This is my hood!!! Bringing our business here means the world to us.

Shon and I have built this business literally with our own two hands, our
‘own hard work and our life savings. Shon and I are very proud of the
business that we have built and in just three short years, We have won
multiple awards and recently we were even voted best Barbecue in the State
of Wisconsin by Consolidated Food Service
(http://www.consolidatedfoodservice.cony. . ./the-best-bbg-in-ev...).
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We are not a large corporation we are a very small mom & pop without deep
corporate pockets. We are anxious to get past the delays brought on by some
issues raised by neighbors and get open as we have been unemployed since
we closed in Cambridge in April.

To that end, here is our current status: We finally received our building
permit and are working feverishly to get the construction completed. We
WILL be opening in early September (hopefully Sept. First) and will be
serving our full menu including our award winning smoked meats. We have
received approval for a temporary off-site cooking location to enable us to
open prior to the receipt of a Conditional Use Permit. However, cooking
offsite could significantly impact the quality of our product and ultimately
the final cost to our customers. Neither of which are acceptable.

As you know, we have given our thirty day written notice that we will be
seeking a Conditional Use Permit to allow the use of our smoker on sight.
We will be submitting our paperwork for the C.U.P. To the City in
September. We will be scheduling a demonstration of our pit in the rear of
our building prior to the Plan Commission meeting and as soon as we have
our kitchen facilities completed.

It has come to our attention that there are a few folks in the neighborhood
who are trying to create a sort of mass hysteria around the use of our smoker
and that hysteria is based entirely on misinformation and outright
falsehoods.

Here are the facts:

Our smoker is fourteen feet long, 6 feet wide and can hold up to about six
hundred pounds of meat at one time.

The smoker is what is commonly called a reverse flow pit which uses very
low heat/small fire and its smoke output is exactly the same whether you are
cooking one pound or one thousand pounds at a time. And, the smoke output
is less than or equal to the wood burning fireplaces and backyard barbecues
so prevalent in the neighborhood.

Our brisket cooking process takes from eight to twelve hours, If we were to
cook six hundred pounds of brisket, we would have an actual yield of about
300 hundred pounds of usable meat which in our best estimation, would be
enough brisket for approximately one normal week of operation. That would
translate into one twelve hour cooking day per week. Obviously there will
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always be extenuating circumstances such as special events and game days .
Please also note that ALL of our meat waste (the other 300 pounds) is
recycled into bio-diesel fuel and animal feed.

We do cook our ribs and our poppers pretty much daily. However, the ribs
take less than four hours, the poppers take about an hour and the ribs and
poppers can be cooked simultaneously so there is really minimal cook time
required. We are also very willing to work with neighbors to find the best
times of day to do our cooking.

Hopefully, this clears up all the misinformation and wild rumor that has been
circulating as of late. Shon and I welcome your questions and are more than
happy to address your concerns at any time.

We look forward to being your GOOD neighbors,
Sarah and Shon Jones
Double S BBQ




Stouder, Heather

From: James Nahas

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2015 8:59 AM

To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: Double SS BBQ's conditional use permit request
Good Morning:

I’ve read most of the comments surrounding the Double SS BBQ’s conditional use permit request on Monroe
Street in Madison, WI. I understand the health benefits associated with this and wanted to let the committee
know that I may be one of the few that will voice their opinion in favor of the request. I feel it should be
allowed with certain time restrictions to alleviate the concerns of the VNA. My suggestion is that they are
granted the permit with limited hours of operation, preferably between the hours of 10:00 PM and 6:00 AM. It

would allow them (Double SS,) the opportunity to run their business and the neighborhood the feeling of a win.

With thoughtful regards,

Jimmie Nahas
-Adams St
adison 53711-2146




Stouder, Heather

From: Tim Osswald

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2015 8:05 AM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: BarBQ Restaurant Smoker

Dear Ms Stouder and Planning Commission Members

I writing a short note to express my opposition to the installing of a restaurant smoker only 180 feet from my
house. I am pro-business in my neighborhood with the exception when it affects the health and environment of

the neighbors.

The day the smoker was operating, our home windows had to be closed to keep the smell (read particles) out of
our home. This, in combination with scientific evidence available, makes it unacceptable that such a smoker be
installed in such close quarters. The health safety of the neighbors, especially growing children, and the
liabilities involved with such an effect makes it, in my eyes, something that should be avoided at all cost.

Best regards from a concerned neighbor at-Madison Street

Professor Tim A. Osswald

K.K. and Cindy Wang Professor

Honorary Professor at

Friedrich-Alexander-Universitit Erlangen-Niirnberg and
Universidad Nacional de Colombia

co-Director of the Polymer Engineering Center
Mechanical Engineering Department

University of Wisconsin-Madison

Madison 53706
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Ms. Heather Stouder
Planning Commission

Re the Double S BBQ Conditional Use Application for an Outdoor Smooker

October 26, 2015

Dear Ms. Stouder and Members of the Planning Commission:

| am writing to urge you to oppose the Double S BBQ request for a conditional use permit to
smoke meat in the alley outside their restaurant.

I am a close-by neighbor who would be directly and adversely affected by the Double S
smoker. 1 own a beautiful old late 1890s home behind the BBQ restaurant that we have
been renovating for a number of years. My husband is a gardener and has surrounded the
house with gardens, wooden and green fences and natural landscaping. Members of my
family enjoy eating and sitting out in the yard to read and work nearly every day from May
to September.

When we moved into the house on Madison Street, the businesses were mostly retail and
the alley was pretty sleepy and quiet. That has changed over the past several years with the
surge of new restaurants and we are probably now at or near capacity for handling the flow
of delivery trucks in the back alley. But I have spent most of my life in cities and like the
relatively “urban” feel of the neighborhood, including our alley. I am not afraid of city
‘congestion or noise; before coming to Madison I lived for years in Chicago, Milwaukee,
Boston, and Phnom Penh. I love the convenience and aesthetic of having stores and
restaurants close to my house and am a frequent patron of many of the Monroe Street
businesses (admittedly, an all-too-frequent patron of Orange Tree, since I love to cook]. 1
try to walk and bike most of the time so the difficulty of getting in and out of the alley isn’t
as much of an issue for me as for some other business and residential neighbors.

I also don’t have objections to normal wood smoke or grilling smells in the neighborhood.
Various nearby neighbors have wood smoke chimneys and when I'm out in the back yard I
can tell when Pizza Bruta is firing up its indoor wood stove. But they are appropriately
ventilated with high chimneys and have never caused me to think twice about the smell or
long-term effects.

The Double S BBQ smoker situation is different. Since the first meeting about the smoker
last May,nearby neighbors have made it very clear to the owners that we object to the
smoker’s potential for harming the immediate neighborhood. I suspect that business
owners with a keener business sense and respect for the neighborhood would have chosen
either to relocate or to stick with off-site cooking once the Alcohol Board gave them a
conditional permit based on this requirement.
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Until the smoker demonstration on October 22, my primary concern was about safety and
fire hazard. As a property owner with a garage in the alley, I can assure you that thisis a
highly congested alley, with cars parked like sardines at times. On football Saturdays the
situation is exacerbated by dozens of additional cars and inebriated drivers and
pedestrians. In the winter, the snow and slush removal is difficult for business owners on
the commercial side of the alley who don’t have anywhere to put their snow. The alley can
also be very icy in winter. My fear has been that some car or truck will slide into the
smoker, which would ignite a fire next to tightly parked cars. Another fear is that one of the
many children who regularly walk and bike through the alley will get too curious or too
close to the smoker. While the owners repeatedly assured us that the smoker will be
“supervised at all times,” the Oct 22 demonstration revealed that their understanding of
“supervision” means being inside in the front of their restaurant where the smoker is not
visible. I fear this could be an accident waiting to happen.

Before the demonstration, I wasn't all that focused on the problems of BBQ odor that have
been documented in other cities or the public health dangers of wood smoke, as described
on a City of Madison site: https://www.publichealthmdc.com/documents/
WoodSmokePollution.pdf.

But on the day of the demonstration, when I entered my house around 8:30 am, [ was
dismayed to find that the first floor of my house, which was entirely closed up except for
one slightly-cracked window in the kitchen, was filled with wood smoke. The heavy smoke
and meat odor hung in the air for about 2 hours. Upstairs in my daughter’s bedroom, where
a couple of windows were partially open, the smoke and odor came and went throughout
the rest of the day. I have mild allergies and had to take medication and shut myself up in
my office toward the front of the house, with doors and windows closed. Even at that
remove, I could still smell the odor. When I left the house around 2pm for a meeting, the
smell of BBQ went with me on my hair and clothing. The demo must have ended by about 3
or 3:30 but at 4:30 when I returned, I could still smell the odor in my house. Outside, the
smell of wood smoke and BBQ hung in the back yard for much of the day.

[ am not a vegetarian and grew up around campfires, so I am not adverse to periodic whiffs
of these smells— but the usage described by the Double S BBQ owners is far more
prolonged. Having to endure a smoker outside your house 8-10 hours/day, four to five days
a week, is not the same as living next to someone who occasionally grills or uses a fire pit.
For reasons of health, quality of life, and damage to property, the smoker in the alley seems
to me to clearly violate the Planning Commission’s criteria for conditional use permits:

The Planning Commission shall not grant a conditional use permit if: (1) it will be an
objectionable influence detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety, or general
welfare of the immediate neighborhood or community or (2) it will substantially impair
or diminish the uses, values and enjoyment of property on neighboring land for
purposes already established.
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[ should add that the smoker demonstration has had other detrimental effects on the
neighborhood as well. For reasons [ don’t understand, the public information meeting
about the smoker was held at the business owners’ restaurant, hardly a public or neutral
space. Standing in the crowded meeting, I began to realize from conversations around me
that many of the people expressing support for the smoker were friends or relative of the
owners rather than neighborhood residents. I was hesitant to speak because of the
intimidating atmosphere but finally did so when the alder called my name. My perception
of the intimidating atmosphere I felt that night was confirmed the next day when a
neighbor sent around a screen shot of the Double S Facebook site, which contained
threatening comments such as “Leave it to a good old Texas boy to smoke up the
neighborhood. Keep it smokin Shon...” and “Should have showed a sandwich in that
opposers face!” (Screen shot dated Fri, 23 Oct 2015 11:27:36 -0500). These comments
made me feel both sad and threatened in my own back yard.

As you listen to the statements at the Planning Commission hearing, I ask you to pay close
attention to the home addresses of the people who speak for and against the smoker. While
it is a compliment to the restaurant owners that they have concerned friends and relatives
showing support for their business, the question at hand is not how nice they are or even
how wholesome their food is. The question is about the impact of their smoker on the
adjoining immediate neighborhood. 1 think most of us in the neighborhood genuinely wish
the owners good luck with their business and hope they succeed. But not at the cost of our
health and quality of life. Or having to endure a BBQ smell inside our homes and yards on a
daily basis.

Sincerely,

Anne Hansen

-Madison' St.




Stouder, Heather

From: Marsha Monroe

Sent: Monday, October 26, 2015 10:38 AM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: Urgent: RE BBQ Smoker Monroe Street

October 26, 201
RE: Smoker in 1800 Block of Monroe Street
Dear Ms. Stouder and Planning Commission Members:

I am a 32-year resident and homeowner at-/[adison Street. Our neighborhood has seen many changes
over those years. Despite sometimes challenging inconveniences that came with these changes, I believe they
have generally improved our neighborhood, the quality of our residential experience and our home values.

We live in Gulf Shores, Alabama for 3-4 months each winter. We travel throughout Alabama, Florida,
Mississippi, Louisiana and Texas. As you know this is a big BBQ area and we are familiar with a wide variety
of smoker set-ups.

While we frequent BBQ restaurants, we are quite familiar with the effect on the nearby areas: 24 hour smoke
and 24 hour cooking smell. I must say that on these travels we have never observed a smoker located in a
residential neighborhood. They are usually on the fringes of commercial areas or on lots that are somewhat
isolated.

Monroe Street is a very narrow, one-street business district that slices through almost entirely residential areas
on all sides for its entire length. As I have said, ’'m enjoying the opportunities that come with greater
urbanization of Monroe Street, but please keep in mind that this is primarily a residential area and one that

. draws families with children. Placing a commercial smoker in the backyards of this residential neighborhood is

inconsistent with preserving it’s residential purpose.
Thank you for your consideration.

Marsha Monroe

Owner / Resident

-4adison Street



Stouder, Heather

From: Eileen Kennedy

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 8:12 AM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: BBQ

Dear Ms. Stouder,

I am yet another resident of the Vilas neighborhood writing in opposition to the outdoor
smoker for the Double S barbecue restaurant. There is an element in our neighborhood who are
opposed to almost any plan that comes up and initially I felt this was more of the same.

I have since become convinced otherwise. The frequency and amount of smoke generated is
worrisome for health reasons. The space is just too small and dense to justify such an
operation. I have not been convinced it can be a safe operation and do not want my
neighborhood to be put at long term risk.

Thank you for considering,
Eileen Kennedy
Madison St.



Stouder, Heather

From: ' Diane Lauver

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 7:57 AM
To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: Fwd: bbq outside?

Please substitute this email and letter for the one I just sent to you. I forgot to share my residential address with
you!

Dear Ms. Heather Stoudder,

As a resident of the Vilas Neighborhood, just 2 blocks from Monroe St. and the new Double S BBQ restaurant,
I am writing to oppose the conditional use of an outside BBQ cooker in our neighborhood. As a nurse
practitioner, educator, and researcher, I know that asthma is a serious chronic condition. When asthma flares,
people cannot do what they usually do and this limits their quality of life. Sometimes, an asthma attack causes
death.

[ am someone who was diagnosed with asthma in my late 40s. I have no family history of asthma, I exercise
regularly, eat well, and am health conscious. 1 am concerned about adding environmental smoke to our
neighborhood as a professional and as a person with asthma.

I looked for accessible and reliable information on asthma to share with you. From the American Academy of
Asthma, Allergy and Immunology, you can read about:

Asthma statistics. The number of people with asthma continues to grow. One in 12 people (about 25 million, or
8% of the U.S. population) had asthma in 2009, compared with 1 in 14 (about 20 million, or 7%) in 2001.
About 1 in 10 children (10%) had asthma and 1 in 12 adults (8%) had asthma in 2009.

Asthma costs the US about $3,300 per person with asthma, each year, from 2002 to 2007...costs included
medical expenses, missed school and work days, and early deaths. Asthma costs in the US grew from about $53
billion in 2002 to about $56 billion in 2007, about a 6% increase.

More than half (59%) of children and one-third (33%) of adults who had an asthma attack missed school or
work because of asthma in 2008. On average, children missed 4 days of school and adults missed 5 days of

work because of asthma.

Morbidity Rates. Asthma was linked to 3,404 deaths in 2010. http://www.aaaai.org/about-the-
aaaai/newsroom/asthma-statistics.aspx

Surfing for reliable information about risk factors for asthma, I found the following information quickly. I
chose to share information written by professional groups and not drug companies.
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The Mayo Clinic website states that home and work exposures to environmental agents can trigger asthma. “If
you have asthma, exposures to certain elements...can cause asthma symptoms. And, for some people, exposure
to certain dusts (industrial or wood dusts), chemical fumes and vapors, and molds can cause asthma to develop

for the very first time.”

http://www.mavoclinic.or,q/diseases-conditions/asthma/basics/risk—factors/CON-20026992

The American Lung Association website states that the following are risk factors for asthma: “Exposure to
secondhand smoke, Exposure to exhaust fumes or other types of pollution, and Exposure to occupational
triggers, such as chemicals used in ... manufacturing” http://www.lung.org/lung-health-and-diseases/lung-
disease-lookup/asthma/asthma-symptoms-causes-risk-factors/asthma-risk-factors.html

The American Lung Association asks those with asthma to: “Control environmental exposures that worsen
asthma. 1) Identify your asthma triggers and take steps to reduce or avoid them. 2) Learn steps to provide
healthy environments at home, work, school and outdoors. 3) Monitor the state of the air in your city.”

http://www.lung.org/lung-health-and-diseases/ lung-disease-lookup/asthma/diagnosing-treating-
asthma/strategies-for-addressing.html

We do not know the risk of long-term exposure to a smoke from barbecuing meat. We do know that smoke,
chemicals, and environmental pollutants can trigger symptoms or the disease of asthma. So, I ask, "Why add
environmental toxins to our air that could endanger our children's future health in unknown ways?"

I moved to this neighborhood 25 years ago because I wanted to be near Lake Wingra and the Arb to walk, run,
and bike. "How can the 1/10 to 1/12 of us with asthma avoid triggers if it is in the air we breath when we walk,
bike, or play?" “Given that a smoker for meat can threaten peoples’ health, why would we want to approve this
practice next to our homes?"

In conclusion, the Vilas Neighborhood is a community. The proposed smoker is a community health issue. I
believe that the neighbors' rights to clean air and quality of life outweighs the restaurant owners' right to cook
meat the way they prefer. Thank you for hearing my concerns.

Sincerely,

Diane Lauver, PhD RN, FAAN



Professor
School of Nursing
University of Wisconsin-Madison

-Harrison St.

53711



it o e - Madison WI 53705

- . | UNIV STATION PED!ATRIC ADOLESCENT
md ealth ¢ 2880 University Ave

608-263-6421

October 27, 2015 .

Miss Stduder & Plan Commission Members
Via: hstouder@cityofmadison.com

Regarding: Conditional Use Permit Request for Double S BBQ
Dear Miss Stouder and Plan Commission members:

Two of my primary care patients at the University of Wisconsin pediatric clinic live very
close to the Double S BBQ restaurant . | understand that this restaurant is very close to
their home and the restaurant is proposing the use of a large outside smoker to prepare
food for their customers. | am writing to express my concern about the adverse effect on
the health of my patients. There is a large body of research showing that passive smoke
exposure has adverse effects on the lungs of young children. These adverse side effects
can be life long.

| strongly urge you to ban the use of the large outside smoker and encourage this

—restaurant and others 16 smoke their food in some othér fashioh that does not endanger

their neighbors..

Sincerely,

‘Gregory L Nandry, MD
Professor of Pediatrics

Patient Name: Pacey E Gevers (DOB: 5/18/2009) MRN: 2514207 - .Page 1 of 1




Stouder, Heather

From: Andrew Nere

Sent: ¢ ¢ Wednesday, October 28, 2015 9:40 AM
To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Sarah Jones

Subject: Double S BBQ

Hello Ms. Stouder,

[ am writing to you in regard to Double S BBQ. [ am strongly in favor of Double S BBQ being granted
permission to perform outdoor cooking.

I live within 1 block -Monroe) of Double S BBQ, and work within 3 blocks -Monroe). During the
day of their demonstration, I noticed no change at all in terms of smell or air quality. Simply put, between the
wood fire of Pizza Brutta, the dozens of nearby homes with wood fireplaces and often-used fire pits, and the
constant traffic on Monroe Street, it would be very difficult to believe that a single outdoor BBQ would make
any impact on the neighborhood quality of life.

I moved to Monroe Street specifically to have walking access to shops, restaurants, and bars. These are the
types of establishments that make Monroe Street and downtown Madison unique, and sets it apart from suburbs
and other sleepy neighborhoods. Therefore,I strongly encourage you to consider granting Double S BBQ
permission to perform outdoor cooking, so their business can become successful and stay on Monroe for a long
time. We need more operations like Double S BBQ on Monroe, not less.

Thank you for your consideration,

Andrew Nere



Stouder, Heather

From: David Seth Gevers

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 9:59 AM
To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Eskrich, Sara

Subject: Double S BBQ C.U.P. Application

October 27, 2015

Re: Double S BBQ Conditional Use Permit application

Dear Ms. Stouder & Plan Commission Members,

Even though | am President of the Vilas Neighborhood Association and will be submitting an additional
statement in that capacity, including the outcome of our vote on this matter on 10/29/15, this is a personal
statement in regards to events of the day of the Double S BBQ smoker demonstration on 10/22/15 and the
effects on my family and property.

My family and I live on Madison Street across from the homes directly adjacent to the proposed wood BBQ
smoker in the alley. | was at the site of the smoker in the morning and able to photograph and video
document the beginning of the day’s events (which | will present to the Plan Commission).

At 8:30am, the fire was lit using approximately 10 large logs (approx. 5” x 3" x 16”), propane tanks, and a
lighter. The smoke was significant and visible for over two hours, and then for 20 — 30 minutes each time the
owner added new logs, which was about 2 logs every hour (1 log @8:35am, 2 logs @8:49am, 2 logs @9:40am,
4 logs @10:24am, etc.). The owner said he was using cherry wood and some hickory; he has previously said
that he uses apple wood but this was not done at the demonstration. Although the smoker holds from 600-
1000 Ibs. of meat according to the owners, 250 Ibs. was used for the demonstration. Typically, the owners say
they will be smoking ribs, brisket, bacon wrapped pepper poppers, chicken and potentially frying fish with
their deep fryer attachment for the smoker. For the demonstration, they only smoked brisket.

| was astonished at the amount of wood the smoker used and the visible smoke plume, especially considering
that the business owners circulated a video of the smoker at our first neighborhood meeting in May which
showed no visible plume of smoke (see https://youtu.be/yfVKH-5k9MA) along with statements that their
smoker burned "clean" and was "safe" and emitted no more pollution than a backyard grill. For comparison,
please see this video taken at 8:54am in the alley during the demonstration (https://youtu.be/TxQDpYCxg M).

After the start of the fire, the steady stream of exhaust continued and included visible floating ash. During the
first two hours, the area in the alley and the entire 1800 block, including my backyard across Madison Street,
were inundated with smoke. The otherwise blue bird day turned hazy for the surrounding area. The smoke
could be smelled inside my home. By 11:30am, when | left the demonstration, | felt physically ill.

There is no doubt in my mind that if given any opportunity to produce that level of pollution so close to so
many residential properties that our home values will be significantly impacted. However, what concerns me
most are the mountains of scientific evidence available from the EPA, other states’ environmental agencies
including Washington and lowa, the American Lung Association, and even our own Madison Dane County
Department of Public Health, that show there are significant health risks associated with wood smoke. | have

1
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no intention of raising my children next to a commercial smoker. If this Conditional Use Permit is approved or
any method of manufacturing or food production is allowed that produces this extent of pollution in a tight
urban neighborhood then you will chase away families, mine included.

I also find it curious that the basis of this conditional use request is the claim that it is a "financial hardship" to
smoke off-site. This business knew from the very beginning that they were not guaranteed a permit for
smoking at this location. In fact, before they invested any money in remodeling or building a new kitchen,
neighbors voiced their opposition to cooking outdoors at this location and begged them to find another more
suitable place for smoking meat. At the neighborhood meeting in May, they said it was not possible to cook
anywhere else. However, at the alcohol licensing hearing, after the health risks of smoking meat at this
location were raised by members of that commission, the owners said they could smoke somewhere else.
Consequently, they got their alcohol license with that condition and proceeded to move into their current
space, operating their restaurant with off-site smoking.

| am disappointed that outdoor BBQ pit smoking is even being contemplated as a possible use in this location
and that our own Department of Public Health allowed such a dangerous demonstration to occur. It appears
as if our Public Health officials are behind the times on the issue of wood smoke. Yet at the same time, Public
Health tells us that this smoker is similar to outdoor wood boilers because of the low heat and amount of
wood used. In 2009, the City of Madison banned outdoor wood boilers because of the health risk they pose,
especially for neighboring properties. Therefore, it makes no sense then to allow this smoker in a dense urban

neighborhood 12 feet from residential property.

With hope that your commission will send a strong message to the proprietors that in fact our neighborhood
will not be “smoked out” --

David Gevers

O\



@ srohn Ave.

Madison, W1 53704
October 28, 2015

Dear Plan Commission members,

I am writing in support of Double S BBQ's application for a conditional use permit to allow their smoker at their Monroe St
location. | am Sarah's sister and Shon's sister-in-law, and freely confess my anxiety for their happiness and financial welibeing. |
hope this does not disqualify me from expressing my concerns, since the emotional aspects of this issue have played such a
large part in the controversy. In fact our family was caught off guard by the intense hostility which news of the restaurant's
arrival provoked. We have roots in the Monroe St neighborhood and Sarah and Shon had (naively it now seems) expected to be
welcomed. instead, even before concerns about the bbq pit began to gather steam, some Vilas Neighborhood Association
members were voicing opposition to having "that kind of place" {(meaning “clientele”) in their midst. Nearby businesses were
threatened with boycott if they supported the new arrival. Many dark fears unrelated to the smoker were expressed,
sometimes at high volume and out-of-turn, at the first neighborhood meeting, the ALRC hearing, and on the VNA Yahoo
discussion group. At first this seemed inexplicable and disproportionate to any impact the restaurant might be reasonably
expected to have. Only when recognized as a "there-goes-the-neighborhood" type of xenophobia, in which lip service is paid to
cultural diversity from the safety of middle-class Madison enclaves, did the vehemence of the opposition begin to make sense.
Since "Protect our kids" has a nice ring to it, the supposed threat to public health was eventually settled on as the argument
most likely to have legs, and this has been the one on which the opposition has staked their hopes. Some have thoughtfully
expressed concern for the well-being of Randall School children and the animals at Vilas Zoo. One zealous neighbor was seen
rummaging through the restaurant's waste disposal bin, looking for incriminating evidence of some sort. A literature drop,
copied directly from the Health Dept website to give it an official-looking imprimatur, equated the particulate output from
Double S's pit to that of a wood boiler. The "survey" which the VNA created to get feedback/support, linked on Alder Eskrich's
city website, is laughably biased. To her credit, Alder Eskrich refused to cancel the Oct 22 air quality tests as the VNA president
demanded, reminding him that a process had been established and would be followed. When that evening's meeting at the
restaurant did not go as well as some had hoped, despite trying to shout down some of the speakers, they accused her of
"losing control" and insisted on her immediate decision. These are not the behaviors of reasonable people engaging in
reasonable discussion. VNA members have been a strident minority in their opposition; one need only read the many Facebook
comments on the NBC 15 news $tory to see the support the restaurant has in the neighborhood and comimunity. Many of these
commenters recognize and call out the opponents' attitudes, saying in effect, "If their noses weren't so high in the air, the
smoke wouldn't bother them as much.” In short, the opposition has been long on hysteria and intimidation, and short on facts.

As you know, results of the Health Dept tests show that while there are some higher peaks on the day of the smoke tests, and
even a few on the non-smoking days from other unknown activities/sources, the 24-hour time-weighted averages never go
above the EPA 24-hour NAAQS for PM 2.5 at any of the monitoring sites. Therefore, the proposed bbq pit meets Conditional
Use Standard # 1. As to Standard # 3, on which Planning staff base their recommendation to reject the application, Doug
Voegeli, City/County Director of Environmental Health, stated in a recent Capital Times story: "There's no difference in impact
having the smoker outdoors as opposed to indoors, as with other barbeque establishments around the city.” When 1 asked him
to clarify these comments, he replied as follows: "The statement | made [above] was to try to convey that many establishments
already do this using inside smokers and having it outside should not really be different or looked at differently. | would agree
that in this situation the neighborhood is raising the bar for this particular restaurant. | will say that our regulations are not
different for this situation and the restaurant has met aur licensing requirements. If the smoker was inside the store, then the
zoning approval would not be needed and the whole situation would be different.” (Quoted with permission) Given this, it may
even be fair to ask why a CUP was required in the first place.

If the science and expert opinion shows little or no heaith risk, and no more than that posed by indoor smokers, the arguments
come down to impacts on quality of life, for both sides. Sarah and Shon need the CUP in order to successfully operate on
Monroe St. They have staked their reputation and personal pride on the authenticity of their product; genuine Texas-style bbg
is not smoked indoors or off-site. If you asked a wood-fired Neapolitan pizza restaurant to prepare their products in an Easy-
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Bake oven, they, too, would "show no interest," as the Plan Commission staff report somewhat unkindly puts it. Having to cook
offsite affects Sarah and Shon's profitability and their pe'rsonal well-being. It also puts them at a clear competitive disadvantage
relative to other bbq restaurants in Madison. Many of these establishments are similarly located, on commercial corridors such
as Williamson St, Packers Ave, and S Park St, with residential neighborhoods in close proximity; their indoor smokers vent
directly to the outside and into the noses of their more tolerant neighbors. A new "smokehouse restaurant" recently opened on
Mineral Point Rd, having enjoyed a smooth ride through the permitting process. Again, from Mr Voegeli: "...the neighborhood is
raising the bar for {Double S)."

] recognize that neighbors immediately downwind from the smoker sincerely don't want to smell smoke unless it's from their
own backyard grills or fireplaces. One email to the ALRC expressed concern about smoke odors, asking "Would you feel
enthusiastic about inviting friends over for a backyard cookout [if they had to smell bbg cooking at Double S nearby]?". Their
objections need to be balanced with the fact that these residents have chosen to live in a vibrant area with restaurants, a
football stadium, and retail in walking distance, with all the traffic, noise, and yes, smells that that entails. | agree it is not easy
to pick up and move to a different part of town. Nor is it a simple matter to find vacant restaurant space in Madison. Sarah and
Shon were unable to do so, and wound up investing every penny they had, and more, in remodeling a former florist shop.
Those within smelling distance are few compared to the many people in the neighborhood and beyond who would happily
patronize Double S, and potentially other Monroe 5t establishments on the same trip, especially if they knew their meal was
prepared on-site and of the best possible quality. Concerns about restaurant density and cooking methods should be addressed
in a long-term plan, applied fairly to all, not according to which way the political winds happen to be blowing. Perhaps most
important in the long run, to deny the CUP is to reward attitudes that do not deserve your thoughtful consideration. It rewards
those for whom a bbq restaurant in their back yard conjures up images of people whose socioeconomic class and cultural -
preferences make them irrationally uncomfortable. It is these attitudes, not Double S's smoker, that really don't pass the smell
test.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Leidner




Stouder, Heather

From: Jenice Con Foo

Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2015 3:58 PM
To: Stouder, Heather

Cc: Sarah Jones

Subject: Double S BBQ - conditional permit

Dear Ms. Stouder,

I am writing to support Double S BBQ's application for use of their outdoor pit.

My understanding is that there has been substantial opposition to allowing the use of the outdoor pit and I
wonder if there perhaps is not a method to assist this business. Although it has been presented that it is possible
to smoke BBQ offsite, it does limit the menu offerings - for instance chicken and fish really cannot be done off-
site in the smoker since they don't need resting time - and it does limit the ability for this business to succeed.

I believe the neighbors have real concerns but encourage you to review the air quality monitoring tests that were
conducted during a time period before, during and after the smoker demonstration on October 22nd. The results
(as communicated by email by Eric Olson and colleagues of Public Health Madison and Dane County) indicate
that the 24-hour time-weighted averages never go above the EPA 24-hour NAAQS for PM 2.5 (particulates
present in smoke) at any of the monitoring sites. In this respect the neighborhood concerns about health and
particulates has perhaps been overstated.

Please do not minimize the effect of off-site smoking has on the success of this business - although it can be
done, it does not mean that the business will thrive. As a small business owner, I know how difficult it is to get
your business running and also how difficult it is to sustain that success long term. I know Shon and Sarah have
worked extremely hard to make this business successful in Cambridge and how committed they are to growing
their business and supporting this neighborhood.

Although I do not directly live in the neighborhood (I live in Summit Woods just across Midvale), I do have an
_ interest in the well-being of this area. After all, healthy neighborhoods have a generally positive effect on the
adjacent neighborhoods and I regularly shop and dine on Monroe Street. My children were regular zoo
attendees and take music lessons at MSAC. I'm invested in the neighborhood even if I don't live there! T am
particularly concerned that this issue has been beset by misunderstandings and an unwillingness to find
solutions that work for both parties. I have seen the statements that Sarah and Shon have been unresponsive to
neighbors, but find this at odds to my own dealings with them professionally and personally. What I have
experienced is a couple who had a death in the family while moving the business, renovated the space
personally, and perhaps unfamiliar with the process in the City of Madison have been surprised at all the fuss. I
ask that the CPC and opponents of this permit be understanding and seek to find a solution that incorporates
concerns of both the business and its ability to succeed and the neighbors.

Is it possible to find a method by which the smoker could be used even for a certain number of days of the week
(to allow menu items that can't be done off-site)? This would address the concerns of the neighborhood and
minimize the effects but also allow Double S to show what they can do with an expanded menu and sustain the
business. In particular I'm sure they would welcome a chance at offering fish on Fridays as many restaurants

currently do.

I realize that my email may well fall on deaf ears, but I appeal to the you and the CPC to look at the scientific
results and seek a solution that accomodates the neighborhood and the continued success of a locally owned
business.
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With thanks for your consideration,
Jenice Con Foo and family

ontiac Trail
Madison 53711.




Stouder, Heather

From: Teresa Kobelt

Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2015 4:32 PM
To: ~ Stouder, Heather

Cc: Sarah Jones

Subject: Comment on Double S BBQ CUP

To: City of Madison Plan Commission
From: Attorney Teresa K. Kobelt, Westmont Law Offices, S.C.
Date: October 28, 2015

RE: Application for Conditional Use Permit by Double S BBQ, LLC
Legistar File ID#: 40041

Dear Commission Members:

| have been retained by Double S BBQ, LLC, concerning their application for a conditional use permit at the premises
located at 1835 Monroe Street in Madison. As you know, Double S BBQ has requested approval for an outdoor smoker
associated with the restaurant. »

| attended the demonstration and neighborhood meeting on October 22, 2015, and have reviewed the Staff Report, the
results of the air quality tests conducted from October 20 through October 23, and the opinion expressed by Alder Sara
Eskrich. This matter is expected to be on the agenda of the Plan Commission meeting set for Nov. 2, 2015, and { am
concerned that the Commission will allow certain opinions to be more persuasive than fact.

There are really only two issues to consider under 28.183(6)(a) of the Madison City Ordinances. One, will the use be
detrimental to or endanger the public health, safety, or general welfare? And two, will the uses, values and enjoyment
of other property in the neighborhood for purposes already established be substantially impaired or diminished in any
foreseeable manner?

From the air quality test results, it seems clear that there is no threat to public health, safety or general welfare.
Although there were small spikes in particulate levels during the demonstration period on 10/22, it is worth noting that
there was a similar spike recorded the day before the demonstration. Moreover, the rolling graph of time-weighted
averages appears to show a consistent decline in particulate levels starting two days before the demonstration and
continuing through the day after. Overall, the data suggests that there is a variable level of particulates in the air in this
area irrespective of the presence of the smoker, and at no point reaching a level that would raise any concerns for public
welfare. Oddly, it is my understanding that the president of the Vilas Neighborhood Association was opposed to this
testing, but we can only assume that now his concerns have been assuaged.

Therefore, the Commission’s focus should shift to be the impact, if any, on the uses, values and enjoyment of other
property in the neighborhood. This small restaurant has garnered a lot of attention over the past few months. Most of it
has been for its food, which has been reported to be fantastic. But a dispassionate review of its brief history in Madison
suggests that there is something else afoot.

First, certain members of the Vilas Neighborhood Association apparently took an immediate stance against this
establishment, prior to having any direct knowledge of what the planned smoker would entail. The comments that have
been reported to me, and likely to you either directly or indirectly, appear to be more against the type of restaurant
than any particular cooking method. | can only assume that this was based more on the fear of the unknown as opposed
to any specific detrimental impact this establishment might have on the neighborhood. However, the fact that a
prohibition against having a food smoker place on the liquor license certainly raises a red flag. This would seem to be
more appropriately an issue for the Plan Commission, not the ALRC.
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It is my understanding that some people in the neighborhood have threatened to boycott other establishments on
Monroe Street if they did not voice opposition to Double S BBQ and its smoker. While | can imagine circumstances
where that might be an appropriate response, this certainly does not seem to be one that would come to mind. In
another instance, someone apparently placed Public Health brochures addressing wood smoke in mailboxes in the
surrounding area. While the brochure clearly applies to smoke from wood stoves, boilers and furnaces (to which the
smoker in question does not compare), the intent to improperly influence this issue is clear.

If the members of the Commission have not personally experienced the presence of the smoker, | urge you to refer your
decision on the CUP application and that you insist on another demonstration at a time where you can all be present. |
think you would be surprised that there is controversy, and you would be in a better position to accurately judge the
credibility of the voices in opposition to granting the permit.

I do not believe that the Plan Commission intends to deny this permit without persuasive evidence that the uses, values
and enjoyment of other property in the neighborhood would be substantially impaired. The emphasis here must be on
the word “substantially.” No one has the right to demand a life free from the tiniest offense, especially someone living in
the heart of a vibrant city. Nor should the Commission permit a vocal few to usurp its independent decision making,
when there is substantial evidence to the contrary, such as is present here. Based on the evidence, the CUP should be
granted, and alternatively, referred until the members can judge for themselves.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Teresa K. Kobelt

Of Counsel

Westmont Law Offices, S.C.
Aberg Ave.

Madison, Wisconsin 53704

Westmpnt Law i}é;'u‘f:;‘, 54

This electronic mail transmission and any attachments are confidential and may be privileged. They
should be read or retained only by the intended recipient. If you have received this transmission
in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the transmission from your system. In
addition, in order to comply with Treasury Circular 230, we are required to inform you that unless
we have specifically stated to the contrary in writing, any advice we provide in this email or any
attachment concerning federal tax issues or submissions is not intended or written to be used, and
cannot be used, to avoid federal tax penalties. '




Stouder, Heather

From: Lynn Keller

Sent: Wednesday, October 28, 2015 9:35 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: FW: response to proposed outdoor meat smoking at Monroe St. restaurant

Dear Heather Stouder,

David Gevers has suggested that I share with you the opinions I had sent to him on the question of the BBQ restaurant
smoking meat in the Monroe Street neighborhood. As you’ll see from the note below, as a long time resident of this
neighborhood, T am strongly opposed to the meat smoking taking place here, either inside or outside the restaurant.
Thanks for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Lynn Keller

From: Lynn Keller

Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2015 11:10 PM

To:

Subject: response to proposed outdoor meat smoking at Monroe St. restaurant

- Dear David Gevers,

I have misplaced the form I received last week asking about the outdoor meat smoking proposal, so I am writing to you to
register my feelings. I live in the 2000 block of Jefferson Street and am strongly opposed to this proposed permit. I was
not able to attend the demonstration, but I know that such a smoking operation would mean that the neighborhood would
be filled with the smell of smoking meat. That is going to discourage customers from shopping in our neighborhood,
supporting other Monroe Street businesses. As a long-time vegetarian, I personally find the smell of cooking meat
revolting and would be quite offended by such an operation just a few blocks from my home. I have lived in this house
for 26 years (1) and feel this would have a significant negative effect on my pleasure in my home and my neighborhood,
both of which I love. I also am concerned about the smoke and burning affecting air quality; breathing smoke is unhealthy
for us all. 1 would ask that the meat smoking not take place in this neighborhood at all, whether indoors or out.

Should I be contacting our alder-person instead of you? Are there others I should be in touch with? If you wish to forward
this message to them, please feel free to do so. Or simply let me know whom I should contact. Thanks.

Sincerely,

Lynn Keller



Stbuder, Heather

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

To whom it may concern,

My husband and I are big

Gary and Pat

Wednesday, October 28, 2015 7:59 PM
Stouder, Heather
doublesbbg@gmail.com

Please let Double S BBQ be successful!

fans of not only Double S BBQ food but also the owners. Sarah and Shon are very

gracious, friendly, generous people who ran a quality restaurant in Cambridge and Sarah’s dad, Milt Leidner,
was an incredible man with a heart of gold who volunteered at the River Food Pantry well into his 90°s. We’ve
been waiting for them to open on Monroe Street so we’d have one more excuse to go there. Please give them
your support. Double S BBQ will be an asset to your district and Sarah and Shon will be great neighbors!

Pat Farrell

-N Meixner RD

De Forest, WI 53532

)




The following several pages are copies
of registration cards from a 10/22/15
neighborhood meeting held by Alder
Eskrich at the subject property.



REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name /W(\ //(A/Q /’l /(\)tf\ |
Address )4 I//' 2 @J{M < / 5/\4

Email \A\f iy \[M/ A tC ( h&’/( A _
1wt claibegrion s CUP- e ©QuesHes

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES: )

l:l Support 'jWish to speak

/OPPOSG l:l Do not wish to speak

[:I Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

LY RS s 51
Name { VAT T ',,_,‘ PAGTERE i ™
Address | %z 2 M N gon /711
: '
Email . M& v *" c Se w\,\\f:’_ S g Ml N

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

[:I Support Wish to speak
Oppose [:I Do not wish to speak

Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

S




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name  WTS SPUTzaAGLE

Address | 1 8% _Xg%-éé«,{ugm) o

Email  SPATZRAGLE G MAC. Coim

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

I:I Support D Wish to speak
Oppose D Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose '

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

,r .
g x%

' a o
Name ¢ f!\@{,/ Eat,

\
”«—J-—*-

Tl D (o h
Address | 0 - Comrt &

] i / TSRSV
Email C// O (r\t (ﬁ\{ {1 ({u 5 Lr/“) \/u Fposd LSy \

/

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support "Iig;" l:l Wish to speak
Oppose @it w }\q SRS D Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ

October 22, 2015

PLEASE PB!{NT CLEARLY

avy D
vama_ MY Dy

| = I | e 7 ‘A‘__ ST a
address 1518 Jpterswn ST,

,-\.E ‘ LY £ ~ [)'!l P - N V f «'VI i ’ .

Email __\ (VAN (@ ’% W‘/‘m/} NN // U_/ Mf‘“ﬁ}l e @ Ya o Como

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

. Support I:I Wish to speak
i Oppose ‘ I:I Do not wish to speak

/D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT
" Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015 :

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name J(f_a DO

Address | % J /%Lcjfj a5

) [ . - /
Email i 1S Uu;ﬁ O i’ [/go'”f Ny o (o

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

I:I ,Support D Wish to speak
Oppose I:I Do not wish to speak

I:I Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name E‘Z\\@é “mOW

Address VT2 Q\I\P{Dtﬁf.\.w-\ < T

Emall Q”th,g,f(’lnomas 32\@2@&&‘@%

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support l:l Wish to speak

Oppose »M\l;/ CAnf l:l Do not wish to speak

Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name (;er\a&:cﬂé?/
Address _$09_Grant W‘, /Y)aejl"fanl WL S37/1

Email___qgbodloy@ b ccom
7 77

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

l:l Support | l:l Wish to speak
@ Oppose ]E‘ Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

=5 i’d D 7
Name S o AL P ]
Address (9 1o J 51T s S o
i ; 2 ¢ < - - - A,
Emall éZ «‘/{\;’ 1—-’*;}[ /7(,/\.} 2y ,C'(-I (//Cf/,‘(s Lo} i i‘i 7 .

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support Wish to speak
@ Oppose ’ D Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood M‘eeting re: Double SS BBQ -
October 22, 2015 '

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name SM\S W av
Address (&1 Maki oo &t

Email__ S8 (buner @WWM((JDM

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support I:l Wish to speak

@ Oppose @NDO not wish fo speak

D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

.PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name @ﬂﬁ’é C g’IL?L V’\)Q/‘;)
Address 1IS25 \Ales

Email %@/ 7/6/( nests P @ jYY\oL(\\ DI,

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support |:| Wish to speak
Oppose  SyyLele ¢~ %Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name 'y;/f/‘/ /@5 f‘//%‘”

Address_/?/ 9 /47)9'0/5@4/ So—

Email . Ayt ne e 2 elh/, wln e 7~

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support ’:[ Wish to speak
B\Oppose E{Do not wish to speak

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name / /7(/Um AVVW/A //7‘\?,}///3/0/4

Address @ W?A‘@/I Q’f‘

Email

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support D Wish to speak

%’ Oppose /&Do not wish to speak

Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

fgparrae

(e i

Name ‘\ A Ly C fj". ,. // ;/ ’,]f £3-7

Address éL/% @//ctj,ue 57“

Email __ Jcecr mipey condm (2 s/ o 3o
o / / '“

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support D Wish to speak
Oppose /KI Do not wish to speak

D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name /M(){f l/ E’/ {-@z/\ 50/1/}\(}

v 1724 Nadyso. 75

Email __ 4 SChp K@ C/o/ ws . neJ”

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support I:‘ Wish to speak
E/Oppose g Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose ’

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

@Uo'mf‘%\/ /{/f)dﬁm,(f“ hew/tH o s 2P na




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
Name %ccvwﬁu AW\O?V)

Address _| 4] ‘q g (‘CMW T YY\/\/; \&(O\/) U OB | W

Email Q«ﬁ,‘(\/jd iKc C@W\Aﬂ@/l@ (’J\(R/ \:&V Wf/a/

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support , D Wish to speak
x QOppose L JE Do not wish to speak

D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

D josr UART AN O TR SUBER

£ gl LT KUY TIME




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name \/ﬁD Qﬁ %/\ Oé%i{ N Ef\}

~ Address \\ O\ \ Gr\ I\/f\ Cf\'CS' L S0 61—

Email \\(NV\ 0S \’\f nen @ ’(’..ow‘lv\f\\i *\i»/ C Covny

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support D Wish to speak
@ Oppose . Do not wish to speak

D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

F&KV\Q;\\A &h 5

I/
L Gtk B chldon
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Aesidents crince % %4
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REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
Name TO Db SELLmAN
Address T07 HARR\SoN ST

Email "]/Se\\77269 O\LW\C\R\, Comn

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

[:I Support % Wish to speak

Oppose Do not wish to speak

[:I Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.
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REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name Q\Q,Qﬂﬁﬂwqjlﬂf@kp

Address . F /] Cdmﬁpia el/ S/‘) achise oy
Email Ciloen /e /‘é’(/( <) j; PO ARTEEN

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

I:I Support , D Wish to speak
Oppose Do not wish to speak

I:I ‘Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.
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REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Namem&%L@UVM QM NE %DV\D

Address 90 o {‘ &Lf/ f_‘)UY] 5{/
Email dir lawu Vzir@é%lfkw |. covw

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support % l@’LL,S( Pl.esgz YCI,. D Wish to speak
OPPOSG ‘e WQW D Do not wish to speak

Fe o, W ooyt Lagana )l b
é/mézjaw

ease I f prov1 e brlef wntten comments n the back o this form.
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REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name__ frute Hafgen

Address | Wﬁ HM)E{Z{,L &l

Email mf‘tf\al,@@bk@ WL, . LA

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

I:] Support ' I::] Wish to speak
.lgﬁppose ' I:] Do not wish to speak

D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief wriften comments on the back of this form.
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REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY “}A y
; - / /

Address /"/ /ﬂau/(// S \f”\/

Email //(1 thc_f: o= /( S0 ¢ 70 r:) Con L

~
PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

D Support ; [:l Wish to speak

Oppose ( _ [:l Do not wish to speak

[:l Neither support nor cppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.
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REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

/ i} o
Address | 11E  [Tladiseon 3

Email /{ @y Z g ,/«,///((j '@‘/7_/)0 5 L8 b
7

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

l:] Support I:] Wish to speak

Ig/ Oppose v D Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

; ZL@ Sheg /M.v IS sV o

Lo V-0 596, cl i,

LG/ m/é/ffv sy




) éue R‘ S‘e [; A 3 ;
|

h—MA— Df SON - ‘? 7. / / o

T __'”'] Ve _ac";e“ass‘ ----- gv’nce:f
Ao Double S. Pm.mwm o
’“‘tsﬂ‘“y Mm@ )%1 mwwe o,

- 4:\:0&/;&‘}!\[@?%(\ ﬁ T e i -
o [Bea Menwr A 2O
ﬁ}%z%&_ﬁ:ﬂ{\ch}? [\ f\) :}' { ! — .

nerg Mus mg b e - wﬁwm e fhe
CSimdblode O y&g@:m) AL r0sS it

M %WW\ qu Ziﬁ —

L SQuppeet

1 SR }3/1/\, (imﬁ
55} S, Kfmmw( At

‘ . o L2
Madism, Wi 55HS

4]
A

e

...1__.'__(.\_\,\




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double $S BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name S’»‘(éf/‘q /MG s 7L€/“\§

Address o??ol’) 774/%/6 St SIVOS

Email /LO N <

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

E’ Support DOVPLE € D Wish to speak
D Oppose 1[Q‘Do not wish to speak
|:| Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

' REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name \}\i’W\ Q/?M(/{//

Address L9900 &(@dﬁ&ﬂ > f/ﬂ) h)( G (/jj- S ?/ 3

Email QO(I /;)\gp %\Q(/J COT\/\

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

r

@ Support I:l Wish to speak
D Oppose g)Do not wish to speak

D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY
Name /\/;/U @/ k// /4 QLS O?'\/

Address (5] QZO 5 /2/) (MK UC J%%”

Email Mi—n[ )( . ru/ (TQ}L Q n(“ﬁ"/’hm./

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

E Support E Wish to speak

D Oppose Dc not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT :
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name ‘KEN @‘@LD€ b~

Address ;20(0 Ué @7/(90/05%

Email /L(”/) C? &Qﬂ lvﬁ‘O K k/MO O, 9

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

JZf Support % Wish to speak

D Oppose Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT © ﬂ;

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ ~o (\ﬂ

October 22, 2015 ' | A
N

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY < j
/5 [ f /[ U~ S

Name /}7/ Y / , RSN

Address g() ) A% e Nd (j\é_ >¢L /m/ \,._.,, ',_/,, .
Email b N t/’i{ﬁa// uJ u/;/w()m

PLEASE CHE,CK*THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

."ﬁgpor‘c D /\leh to speak
D Oppose E Do not wish to speak

D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name Saﬁ\ﬂ D) NCCQ\%
Address l(g && mfﬂ(\‘((ﬁ) <%‘ A lel
Email 6@\/@‘\—%& }Y\Q}J =& \(\O%{\fﬂfl G’Wl/)

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

E Support D Wish to speak
Oppose ) Do not wish to speak

[] oep T

I:] Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.
Ve

o




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name AT\/ SCﬁAL LE =

Address /(/LO - bb&wv 7 /Qj/7 [L(QMVW& 87—

Email Q&(ﬁ/é @ &ﬁ/ net

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

ESupport E Wish to speak
D Oppose D Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

- REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEABLY
Name Sct/z/i ’\SA(’//”.V//?/C

Address T? (A/f?///z; \Y‘Péef“, 4/’%’

Email _{ Sam 3/ edilvedl @ (fﬂflar/ Cc%m

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

E/Support E/Wish o speak
|:| Oppose ‘ D Do not wish to speak
|:| Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BEQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name Ao e M-‘cs&\n:d

Address 2010 Monioe Stced

Email abem (@ 4d 5. net

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

Support D Wish to speak
Oppose D Do not wish to speak

D Nelther support nor cppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRAT]ON STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

C \ g

s ’ - (R N Y
Name L 0 = (\')i vy

R AT T 7 o P
Address I ) lbw"l&f, o

)
. e M~ N , -
Email C\Os’ nlive i) con (':;A.«f"? N AT
/ 7y -
. s

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

@ Support D Wish to speak

Oppose D Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name X el (90 v G
{

~

Address <305 (o, Uud
: N

. L f N T e 3 el
Email Cvin e 2 o Coraag 7oA
i) P

L)

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

Support D Wish to speak ‘
‘ l:l Oppose D Do not wish to speak

I:I Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name @} N A P{ ove l/\

Address_(y0 3 éc%@ud)p Pve C?LL-,SN

Email

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

, IE’/SUPPOH D Wish to speak
D Oppose D Do not wish to speak
D Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.




REGISTRATION STATEMENT

Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015 '

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY / /
wame M (Ko =1 Vf/b(

Address é O ?? é(jg f;‘;LQ/ Ly Oc¢ /j A e

Email |48 - /GY%D +e /e AN (G £

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

@\ Support D Wish to speak
D Oppose D Do not wish to speak
I:] Neither support notr oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

wm 2= 6-6 el \Mouah

Address \ODO S W\D NVOo O M \ \“ A 07 W\SO’Y\/ W

Email @eﬁ@b\ O \QCk\\SSVOL&rC . \DSU . e
NN

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

X support ‘ [ ] wish to speak
I:] Oppose l:] Do not wish to speak
I:] Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form. ;




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE-PRINT CLEARLY

Name VQJ\JL/ LLU\J’Z&/(

Address “ﬁﬂf V\/k(l*ﬁ\)%( = 4o

Email %’* Lowe @ Voo Cavn

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

\@\ Support - I:, Wish to speak
D .Oppose I___l Do not wish to speak -
I:, Neither support nor oppose

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name Aapecco i Lrier

Address /91 3—~S;P0L1M Ap o M yrs 5370 \/

Email __ ypw/ /95] & 4d Lo « Lo

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:
Support w’r I:, Wish to speak

I:, Oppose I___l Do not wish to speak
I:, Neither support nor oppose.

Please feel free to provide brief written comments on the back of this form.

4




REGISTRATION STATEMENT
Neighborhood Meeting re: Double SS BBQ
October 22, 2015

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Name A’Y\WL SW//?(M

Address ?’-HL( (/@Mﬁ/’@ (n. Hcd/rm (J<

Email _ /¢ %7W@@WJ/(O/7/7

PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOXES:

‘@ Support Wish to speak

D Oppose E;?Do not wish to speak
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Prepared: October 27, 2015

University of California, San Francisco

CURRICULUM VITAE

Name: Suzaynn F Schick, PhD
Position: Assistant

Professor, Step 3
Medicine
School of Medicine

Address: Box 0843
1001 Potrero Ave, SFGH 1, 151
University of California, San Francisco
San Francisco, CA 94143

Voice: 415-206-5904
Fax: 415-206-8949
email: suzaynn.schick@ucsf.edu

EDUCATION
1984 - 1986  North Seattle Community AA Humanities
College
1986 - 1989  University of Washington B.Sci. Molecular
Biology
1991 - 2001  University of California, San Ph.D. Biomedical (Caroline
Francisco Sciences Damsky)

PRINCIPAL POSITIONS HELD
2001 - 2001 Planned Parenthood Golden Gate  Title X Intern

2002 - 2006 University of California, San Postdoctoral Medicine
Francisco, Center for Tobacco Fellow
Control Research and Education
(Stanton Glantz)

2006 - 2007  University of California, San Postdoctoral Medicine
Francisco, Lung Biology Center Fellow
(John Balmes)

2007 - present University of California, San Adjunct Assistant  Division of
Francisco, School of Medicine Professor Occupational and

Environmental
Medicine, Medicine
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2005
2006

2007
2008
2009
2010

2010
2011
2011
2012
2012
2014

2015

Hawaii Tobacco Control Conference, Honolulu, Hawaii

Indiana Tobacco Prevention and Cessation Conference,
Indianapolis, Indiana

Society for Research on Nicotine and Tobacco
Montana Tobacco Policy Summit. Helena, Montana
American Thoracic Society

Minnesota Partnership for Action Against Tobacco,
Minneapolis, Minnesota

American Thoracic Society
American Thoracic Society
International Society of Exposure Science
American Thoracic Society
International Society of Exposure Science

Society for Research on Nicotine and Tobacco

Society on Toxicology

REGIONAL AND OTHER INVITED PRESENTATIONS

2004

2005

2005

2005

2008

2009

2010

2011

2013

California Office of Environmental Health Hazard
Assessment, Oakland, California

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratories, Berkeley,
California

Graduate Program in Environmental Toxicology Irvine,
University of California,

Americans for Nonsmoker's Rights, Fallen Leaf Lake,
California

Americans for Nonsmoker's Rights, Fallen Leaf Lake,
California

Americans for Nonsmoker's Rights, Fallen Leaf Lake,
California

University of California, Riverside, Symposium on
Tobacco-Related Disease Research, Riverside,
California

Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights, Fallen Leaf Lake,
California

University of California, Global Health Research
Conference, Riverside, California
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Speaker
Speaker

Poster
Speaker
Poster

Speaker

Poster
Platform Speaker
Platform Speaker
Poster
Platform Speaker

Organized Symposium, Led
Panel Discussion,

Poster

Invited Speaker

Speaker

Speaker

Speaker

Speaker

Speaker

Speaker

Speaker

Speaker

Speaker



CONTINUING EDUCATION COURSES ATTENDED

Prepared: October 27, 2015

2006 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2007 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2008 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2009 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2010 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2011 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2012 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2013 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

2015 UCSF Occupational and Environmental Medicine, San Francisco, CA

GOVERNMENT AND OTHER PROFESSIONAL SERVICE
2011 - 2014 California Thirdhand Smoke Consortium

2014 - present US Food and Drug Administration Tobacco
Centers of Regulatory Science

UNIVERSITY AND PUBLIC SERVICE

UNIVERSITY SERVICE
UCSF CAMPUS-WIDE

2010-2012 UCSF Great American Smoke Out Organizing

Committee

2014 - present UCSF Committee on Research

DEPARTMENTAL SERVICE
2013 -2014  Division of Occupational and Environmental

Medicine, San Francisco General Hospital Campus

PUBLIC SERVICE

2005 -2005 Lincoln High School , San Francisco Unified School

District

2005 -2005 Capuchino High School , San Mateo Unified High

School District

2006 - 2006  Capuchino High School , San Mateo Unified High

School District

2007 - 2007  Presentation to Gramercy Condominiums owners

4 of 17

Member of Steering
Committee

Chair of Cardiopulmonary
Working Group, Co-Chair of
Biomarkers Working Group

Committee member
Committee Member

RAP Subcommittee member

Liason for Research

lecture
lecture
lecture

Speaker
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association on chemistry and health risks of
secondhand cigarette smoke, San Mateo, CA

2009 - 2009 City College of San Francisco, Lecture on Speaker
chemistry and toxicity of secondhand cigarette
smoke, San Francisco, CA

2010 -2010  Capuchino High School, Presentation on scientific  Speaker
process and truth. San Bruno, California

2010-2010 Santa Clara County Council Meeting, Testified in  Testified
support of regulations banning smoking in multi-unit
housing and service areas, San Jose, California

2011 -2011  Alameda County Council Meeting, Testified in Testified
support of regulations banning smoking in multiunit
housing and covered outdoor patios at bars.
Alameda, California

2012 -2012  Burlingame High School, Presentation on Speaker
secondhand smoke, thirdhand smoke and tobacco
marketing to youth

SUMMARY OF SERVICE ACTIVITIES

My governmental service has grown out of my research program. | am a founding member of
the California Thirdhand Smoke Consortium Steering Committee and | organized the
Cardiopulmonary Working Group for the Tobacco Centers of Regulatory Excellence. Since my
last merit advancement, | have increased the formal service | provide to UCSF by joining the
Committee on Research. This provided a welcome opportunity to meet colleagues from different
departments and learn more about university operations. | joined the Resource Allocation
Program Subcommittee and helped to set the pay line for this season’s proposals. | was also
able to contribute to the discussion on sharing Equity Access to University Facilities and Service
and to the discussion of the special Human Resources needs of foreign postdoctoral fellows.

Serving as Liason for Research my Division at San Francisco General Hospital campus brought
me into closer contact with the Occupational and Environmental Medical team at UCSF and the
has taught me more about the management of the Division. | have continued my tradition of
direct public service by testifying at the Alameda County Council meeting and giving a day of
lectures at Burlingame High School, where my husband teaches. | also consider my work
disseminating research through the press to be a form of public service. | gave two video
interviews: one on electronic cigarettes that was broadcast nationally on cable TV, and a second
on thirdhand cigarette smoke that was broadcast nationally on a general news channel.

TEACHING AND MENTORING

TEACHING

POSTGRADUATE AND OTHER COURSES
2006 - 2006  Alabama School for Alcohol and Other Lecturer
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Drug Studies, Tuscaloosa Alabama,
Gave 3 4-hour lectures

2007 - 2007 Institute for Public Heaith, Thilisi, Lecturer
Georgia, 2 lectures on air pollution
monitoring

2007 - 2007  1-hour lecture to Biomedical Engineering  Lecturer
class (EBS170B), University of
California, Davis

2012 -2012 Medical Grand Rounds, UCSF VAMC Lecturer

2013 -2013 Medical Grand Rounds, UC Dauvis, Lecturer
Division of Occupational and
Environmental Medicine, Davis,
California

2014 - 2014  UC, Berkeley, 1 lecture to Public Health Lecturer
graduate students (PH270), Berkeley,
California

2014 - 2014  Medical Grand Rounds, UC, San Lecturer
Francisco, Division of Occupational and
Environmental Medicine

TEACHING NARRATIVE

At this time my teaching consists primarily of my presentations at meetings, seminars and
community groups and the informal teaching and preceptoring | do in my laboratory. One of the
things | tell all prospective students and employees is that mine may be one of the most diverse
laboratories at UCSF. No one spends months doing the same task, because there are so many
different skills and disciplines that come together when we do clinical research with air pollutants.
There is the smoky, noisy work of creating the combustion aerosols in the machine room,
monitoring chemical concentrations and maintaining the research apparatus. Then there is the
delicacy and discretion involved in recruiting, screening and working with research participants.
We develop qualitative expertise by creating and revising health and drug use questionnaires.
We do physiological measurements, including blood pressure, arterial tonometry, vascular
ultrasound and rhinomanometry. We use cell biology methods to analyze bio-samples. We build
and constantly develop the laboratory database, with descriptors that allow us to track the
location, quantity and physical condition of samples ranging from plasma, to filters with particle
samples, to thirdhand smoke exposed materials with specific exposure conditions. 1 find that the
complexity of the research leads to a rich learning environment.

There are usually students from multiple disciplines in the laboratory and it is my goal to keep
them engaged with one another, so that we learn as a cross-disciplinary team. The smoke
generation apparatus began as a team project with engineering students from UC, Davis. We
learned from one another and built the system together. All students and staff are engaged in
data analysis and also prepare some kind of presentation on their work. | help students with
longer projects to develop their own research questions. In this way, | use the laboratory
environment to provide scientific education. To expand my formal teaching portfolio, | have
signed up to teach sessions for the Program in Interprofessional Education at UCSF.
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Formal class or course teaching hours: 6 hours
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Informal class or course teaching hours: 150 hours

Mentoring hours: 105 hours

Other hours:

2016 - 2017

RESEARCH AND CREATIVE ACTIVITIES

RESEARCH AWARDS
CURRENT
FDA P50 CA180890 (Co-Investigator)

The US Food and Drug Administration

Improved Models to Inform Tobacco Product Regulation.
Subproject title: Cardiovascular Assessment of the Acute
Effects of Tobacco and Nicotine Delivery Products

Total anticipated hours of teaching: 260-276 hours

09/01/2013 - 08/31/2018
$295,078 direct/yr1
$1,467,178 total

R01 HL120062 -01A1 (Co-Investigator)
NIH/NHLBI

Measuring Relative Cardiovascular Healith Risks of Inhaled
Tobacco Products

06/01/2014 - 05/18/2019
$387,749 direct/yr1
$#2,807, 175 total

PENDING
P0500288 (Principal Investigator)
California Tobacco-Related Disease Research Program
Controlled Thirdhand Smoke Exposure Core

07/01/2015 - 07/01/2018
$98,117 direct/yr1
$282,233 total

1R21ES024878-01A1 (Prinicipal Investigator)
National Institute of Environmental Health Sciences

Acute Cardiovascular Effects of Controlled Exposure to
Wood Smoke

08/01/2015 - 07/31/2017
$150,000 direct/yr1
$275,000 total

PAST

(Principal Investigator)

California Tobacco-Related Disease Research Program
Special Projects Infrastructure Grant

10/01/2012 - 09/20/2014
$132,894 direct/yr1
$150,000 total

20PT-0184 (PI of Subproject)
California Tobacco-Related Disease Research Program

Controlled Exposure of Human Subjects to Thirdhand
Smoke

10/01/2011 - 09/30/2013
$63,000 direct/yr1
$109,000 total
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(Principal Investigator)
UCSF Resource Allocation Program

Pilot Study of Mechanisms of Endothelial Dysfunction
Caused By Exposure to Secondhand Cigarette Smoke
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01/15/2012 - 01/14/2013
$30,000 direct/yr1
$30,000 total

(Co-Principal Investigator with John Balmes)

UCSF Flight Attendants Medical Research Institute Center
of Excellence

Acute Effects of Secondhand Smoke Exposure in the
Upper and Lower Respiratory Tract

07/01/2007 - 06/30/2012
$196,615 direct/yr1

$983,075 total

Pilot Grant (Co-Principal Investigator with John Balmes)

UCSF Flight Aggendants Medical Research Institute
Center of Excellence

Acute Effects of Secondhand Smoke Exposure in the
Upper and Lower Respiratory Tract

07/01/2006 - 06/30/2008
$87,000 direct/yr1

$87,000 total

12-FT-0144 (Fellow)
California Tobacco-Related Disease Research Program

Scientific Analysis of Secondhand Smoke by the Tobacco
Industry

06/01/2003 - 05/30/2005
$35,000 direct/yr1
$35,000 total

PEER REVIEWED PUBLICATIONS

1. Damsky Ch, Schick SF, Klimanskaya |, Stephens L, Zhou Y, Fisher S. Adhesive interactions
in peri-implantation morphogenesis and placentation. Reprod Toxicol. 1997 Mar-Jun; 11(2-

3):367-75. PMID: 9100312

2. Glantz, S. Schick, SF Implications of ASHRAE's guidelines for ventilation in smoking

permitted areas. ASHRAE Journal. 2004, 3(46):54-61.

3. Schick S, Glantz S. Scientific analysis of second-hand smoke by the tobacco industry, 1929-

1972. Nicotine Tob Res. 2005 Aug; 7(4):591-612. PMID: 16085530

4. Schick S, Glantz S. Philip Morris toxicological experiments with fresh sidestream smoke:
more toxic than mainstream smoke. Tob Control. 2005 Dec; 14(6):396-404. PMID: 16319363

5. Schick SF, Schick S, Glantz SA. Sidestream cigarette smoke toxicity increases with aging
and exposure duration. Tob Control. 2006 Dec; 15(6):424-9. PMID: 17130369

6. Schick SF, Glantz SA. Old ways, new means: tobacco industry funding of academic and
private sector scientists since the Master Settlement Agreement. Tob Control. 2007 Jun;

16(3):157-64. PMID: 17565125

7. Schick SF, Glantz S. Concentrations of the carcinogen 4-(methylnitrosamino)-1-(3-pyridyl)-1-
butanone in sidestream cigarette smoke increase after release into indoor air: results from
unpublished tobacco industry research. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev. 2007 Aug;

16(8):1547-53. PMID: 17684127
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20. Bahl V, Jacob P, Havel C, Schick SF, Talbot P. Thirdhand cigarette smoke: factors affecting
exposure and remediation. PLoS One. 2014; 9(10).e108258. PMID: 25286392. PMCID:
PMC4186756

21. Waldo SW, Brenner DA, McCabe JM, Dela Cruz M, Long B, Narla VA, Park J, Kulkarni A,
Sinclair E, Chan SY, Schick SF, Malik N, Ganz P, Hsue PY. A novel minimally-invasive method

to sample human endothelial cells for molecular profiling. PLoS One. 2015; 10(2):e0118081.
PMID: 25679506. PMCID: PMC4332500

NON-PEER REVIEWED PUBLICATIONS AND OTHER CREATIVE ACTIVITIES:

1. Schick, SF. Loss of the beta1 integrin subunit in F9 teratocarcinoma cells reveals
modulation of alphav family integrin receptor affinity by betas, diminished metastatic
capacity, and defects in random migration. Thesis (doctoral in Biomedical Sciences)--
University of California, San Francisco, 2001, 102 pp.

2. Schick, S. California EPA Study Finds New Risks from Secondhand Smoke. The
Maui News, November 13, 2005, D6.

Books and Chapters

1. Schick, S.F., Schusterman, D. "Secondhand tobacco smoke exposure in humans" in
Toxicology of the Nose and Upper Airways, Shusterman, D.J. and Morris, J.B. Ne York, Informa
Healthcare, USA Inc.: 298-311

Other Publications

1. Schick, S.F. Thirdhand smoke: here to stay. Invited editorial Tobacco Control, 20(1): 1-3,
2011

OTHER CREATIVE ACTIVITIES

1. "Sidestream for Advocates" Powerpoint slide set on sidestream cigarette smoke chemistry
and toxicity to be used by tobacco control advocates in educational and political contexts.
Distributed through Americans for Nonsmokers' Rights

2. Interview with Helen Alténn for 11/9/2005 Maui Star Bulletin article on secondhand smoke.

3. Interview with Laura Maxwell for BBC Scotland radio program

4. |Interview with Vanessa O'Connell for 06/21/2007 Wall Street Journal article on Philip Morris
and FDA regulation of tobacco.

5. Interview with Crystal Dilworth for video segment on electronic cigarettes, broadcast
nationally by Al Jazeera America, on 11/10/2013

6. Interview with John Roberts for video segment on thirdhand cigarette smoke, broadcast
nationally, by Fox News, on 3/17/2014.
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http://www.foxnews.com/health/2014/03/17/thirdhand-smoke-poses-cancer-risk/

RESEARCH PROGRAM

| study the adverse health effects of smoke exposure and of the active use of tobacco and
nicotine delivery products. Smoking and exposure to smoke from cooking fires rank second and
third, respectively, among contributors to the global burden of disease. As a public health
biologist, my goal is to carry out an experimental research program that addresses important
physiological questions and yields data that can be used by regulatory agencies and public
health advocates to improve global public health. My research program is diverse, including the
analysis of tobacco industry research, design and construction of complex research equipment,
clinical research and the analysis of the physico-chemical properties of biomass aerosols. My
primary focus is on the dose-response relationship between smoke exposures and adverse
cardiopulmonary health effects.

In my first postdoctoral fellowship, mentored by Professor Stanton Glantz, | analyzed
unpublished research from Philip Morris, Co. made available through the Legacy Tobacco
Documents Library. These groundbreaking toxicological and chemical experiments showed that
mainstream cigarette smoke (the smoke the smoker inhales) is 3-5 times more toxic to the
respiratory epithelium than sidestream cigarette smoke (the smoke that is released into the
environment as the cigarette smolders). They also showed for the first time, that the complex
physico-chemical changes that occur when smoke is released into the indoor environment
increase the respiratory toxicity of smoke 2-4 times further. This means that secondhand smoke
can be 6-20 times more toxic to the respiratory epithelium, per gram of particulate matter, than
the mainstream smoke that smokers inhale. The idea that smoke undergoes complex, yet
predictable changes when it is released into the air informs the methods | use to create exposure
aerosols for clinical research.

The UCSF Human Exposure Laboratory, my research base, is one of a handful of facilities in the
world that performs controlled human exposures to combustion aerosols. Controlled human
exposure studies are vital because they minimize the confounding variables that limit
observational studies. Thus controlled experimentation can can establish causal relationships
and delineate biological mechanisms. While | was still a Fellow with Professor Glantz, |
collaborated with the Director of the Human Exposure Laboratory, John Balmes, MD, and a
cardiologist, Yerem Yeghiazarians, MD, to study the effect of a 30 minute exposure to fresh
sidestream cigarette smoke (350 ug/m?®) on flow-mediated dilation of the brachial artery (FMD)
and endothelial progenitor cells. We showed that this short exposure decreased (FMD),
increased circulating levels of vascular endothelial growth factor, and affected the motility and
cell division of endothelial progenitor cells.

Based on my findings from the tobacco documents, | did not believe that fresh “pure” sidestream
smoke was as toxic as a mixture of aged and fresh sidestream smoke that more closely
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Professor Schick conceived of the experiment, supervised the study and wrote the paper.

3. Frey PF, Ganz P, Hsue PY, Benowitz NL, Glantz SA, Balmes JR, Schick SF. The exposure-
dependent effects of aged secondhand smoke on endothelial function. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2012
May 22; 59(21):1908-13. PMID: 22595411.

This paper showed that 30 minute exposures to realistic levels of aged sidestream cigarette

smoke caused a concentration-dependent decrease in endothelial function as measured by flow-
mediated dilation of the brachial artery. Each 100 microgram per cubic meter increase in particle
concentration resulted in a 0.67% decrease in flow-mediated dilation and there was no evidence

of a threshold for this effect.
Professor Schick performed the smoke exposures and helped to write the paper.

4. Schick, SF, Farraro, KF, Fang, J, Nasir,S, Kim, J, Lucas, D, Wong, H, Balmes, JB, Giles,
KD, Jenkins, B. Aerosol Science and Technology. An Apparatus for Generating Aged Cigarette
Smoke for Controlled Human Exposure Studies. 2012; (46):1246-1255.

This paper describes the design of the secondhand smoke generation apparatus. 50% of the
total particulate matter in the smoke deposited within the surge chamber with an air exchange

rate of 1 per hour.

Professor Schick conceived of the experiments and supervised the study. She wrote the paper
with Kathryn Farraro.

5. Schick SF, Glantz S. Concentrations of the carcinogen 4-(methylnitrosamino)-1-(3-pyridyl)-1-
butanone in sidestream cigarette smoke increase after release into indoor air: resuits from
unpublished tobacco industry research. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev. 2007 Aug;
16(8):1547-53. PMID: 17684127

This paper publishes for the first time studies done by Philip Morris Co which show that NNK, a
highly carcinogenic nitrosamine, can form in aging sidestream cigarette smoke. The primary
source of data was the collection of documents released as a result of the Master Settlement
Agreement between the states and US tobacco companies.

Professor Schick did the research and wrote the paper. Stan Glantz edited all drafts of the paper
and provided useful comments.

ADDITIONAL RELEVANT INFORMATION:
OTHER TRAINING:

2001 Clinical Trial Coordinator Training, University of California, San Francisco
1993 Cell Physiology Summer Course, Marine Biological Laboratory, Woods
Hole
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Stouder, Heather

From: Steve Dahlgren

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2015 6:02 PM
To: Stouder, Heather; doublesbbg@gmail.com
Subject: Double S BBQ smoker permit

I live in the City of Madison and a neighbor of mine burned wet wood all winter long and smoked up our neighborhood
so bad that the fire department was called once because someone thought their house was on fire, When I called the
city to complain, I was told there isn't any regulation that prohibits them from burning wood in their fireplace and
smoking up the neighborhood.

Keeping that in mind, I find it hard to believe there is a controversy in regards to a business occasionally operating a
smoker - that burns dry wood at low temperature - to create a product that benefits people and create revenue for
the city. Is a smoker different in some way from a coffee roaster because I know they produce a lot of smoke and are
located in neighborhoods? And they dump acrylamides into the air as well - a known health hazard. In fact, the same
alder who is not supporting the outdoor cooking permit for Double S BBQ because it uses wood smoke - has
supported Barriques on Park Street who roast coffee for 7 commercial sites and bathes the neighborhood in coffee
roasting odors (and acrylamides) every weekday from 8am - 3pm.

Let's make Madison welcoming to new things and ideas. Double S BBQ is not burning wet wood or roasting coffee.
Madison has more things to worry about than a tiny bit of smoke. The cars that drive on the street in front of this
restaurant on Monroe Street produce way more pollutants than anything a small BBQ place will ever put out. Let's
worry about that first. We don't need another empty store front.

Thank you,
Steve Dahlgren

ork Street
Madison, WI 53711



Stouder, Heather

From: Dave S

Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2015 3:02 PM

To: Stouder, Heather

Subject: Outdoor smoker at Double S BBQ on Monroe St

Hello Heather, good afternoon.
My name is Dave Schlapper, | work in Madison and enjoy supporting local businesses whenever possible.

| recently became aware that a handful of residential neighbors have concerns about the use of a outdoor
smoker proposed for use at Double S BBQ on Monroe St, in Madison.

I have lived near a BBQ restaurant using an outdoor smoker in the past, and rarely smelled the smoke. |
certainly never experienced a back yard filled with smoke. Are the neighbors going to have smoke pouring in
through their windows? -No. Are their home resale values going to be compromised? -No. Frankly, | feel that
most of the concern may very well be due to lack of understanding.

| feel that a good, clean fire doesn't smell badly. In addition, wood fireplaces used to heat homes would
almost certainly produce more smoke then the BBQ smoker being proposed. If some of the residents do not
eat meat, and have concerns with smelling meat cooking-! do not think it will be an issue, as a smoker
produces a wood smoke smell which overpowers the smell of the food being cooked.

Admittedly, those wood-burning stoves do have smoke stacks which release smoke higher into the air-though
wouldn't that be possible, in terms of modifying the Double S smoker? Worst case, what about using a smoke
scrubber? It seems like there are options, | hope this does not end up turning into an all or nothing decision.

| do not know the owners personally, other then'what | read from a Facebook page & from talking to them

- during a couple recent visits to their establishment. My personal take is that these are two people who have
invested almost everything they have into their future, and do care about being a part of what makes the
Monroe St neighborhood great-they signed a 15 year lease, they clearly want to stay!

In closing, | realize it can be very difficult to please everyone, and | would-imagine both sides will have to
compromise for this all to have a positive outcome! '

Thank you for your time spent reading and possibly considering my email, it is appreciated. | wish you the best
in mediating a quick and satisfying resolution to this issue :-)

-Dave

Regawds,

Dowid M. Schlapper-Director of Operations
PDS Servicey LLC ‘
§cowvatse ‘
Madison; WI,53713
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