CITY OF MADISON
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
VARIANCE APPLICATION

$300 Filing Fee
Ensure all information is typed or legibly printed using blue or black ink.

Address of SUbjECt Property: 2012 Fisher Street, Madison, WI 53713

Name of Owner: Salli Martyniak

Address of Owner (if different than above): 2045 Atwood Ave. Suite 101A, Madison, WI 53704

Daytime Phone: Evening Phone:

Email Address:

Name of Applicant (Owner’s Representative): Kaleem Caire

Address of Applicant: 2012 Fisher Street, Madison, W1 53713

Daytime Phone: . Evening Phone:

Email Address:

Description of Requested Variance:
The One City Early Learning Center currently has an existing uncoated chain link fence ranging from around 4-5'
high. The facility is proposing to remove the existing fence and replace it with a vinyl coated chain link fence.
The new fence would follow the same path as the existing one. In the back and side yard the fence will meet all
the zoning code requirements. In the front yard the facility is proposing to install a 6' fence on all three sides of
the front yard. In the front yard the grade of the existing playground has been built up to be at the same grade as
the building. Around the playground space the grade of the site naturally increases from the sidewalk up to the
face of the building with a total grade increase of about 4'. The facility is proposing to have a 6' tall fence wrap
around the front yard, measured from the building grade. As the new fence follows the path of the existing one,
at the most extreme instance it would be mounted on top of a 48" retain wall that is next to the side walk. One
City Early Learning center would like to request permission to install this 6' high fence for the front yard.

(See reverse side for more instructions)
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Standards for Variance

The Zoning Board of Appeals shall not grant a variance unless it finds that the applicant
has shown the following standards are met:

1.
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There are conditions unique to the property of the applicant that do not apply generally to other
properties in the district.

This property is unique for a few different reasons. This is an existing daycare facility that has been renovated for the One
City Early Learning Center. The front yard is an existing playground area, that has a grade separation between the
sidewalk and the play area. Since this is a early learning facility the playground is a required space, and it is a necessary
that it be fenced in. The facility is located on a multi-use, through-lot site with parking in the back. The parking is shared
by the neighboring Boys and Girls Club. All these factors contribute to making 2012 Fisher Street a unique property.

. The variance is not contrary to the spirit, purpose, and intent of the regulations in the zoning district

and is not contrary to the public interest.

The new fence is proposed to be a black vinyl coated chain link fence with no slats. According
to the zoning code it would place this type of fence withing the ornamental fence category.
With a high transparency percentage, the fence is not a safety hazard, nor would it block air or
light from it surroundings. This fence replacement would be in the publics' best interest.

For an area (setbacks, etc) variance, compliance with the strict letter of the ordinance would
unreasonably prevent use of the property for a permitted purpose or would render compliance with the
ordinance unnecessarily burdensome.

Compliance with the ordinance would be a burden for the facility. To install a 6' fence based on the zoning code
requirements the fence would then need to be inset 4' from the retaining wall in the front yard. The playground area would
then be significantly reduced and it would be difficult for the facility to retain the required square footage of outdoor play
space per child. If the 6' fence is to remain on the indicated path and comply with the zoning code then the retaining wall
would have to be removed and the front yard would need to be regraded. This would cause a significant slope in the front
yard rendering the space nonfunctional.

. The alleged difficulty or hardship is created by the terms of the ordinance rather than by a person who

has a present interest in the property.

This is a new operation that has renovated an existing facility originally built in 1969. The existing site has unique
topography that is one of the challenges One City has had to deal with. The existing fence is in obvious need of
replacement. The facility is proposing the new fence to be at 6' high,-measuring from the building's grade at the first
floor. This would keep the fence at a consistent height around the front yard and the best solution to dealing with the
unique topography of the site, the requirements of the zoning code, all while maintaining a safe area for children to
play.

. The proposed variance shall not create substantial detriment to adjacent property.

The proposed fence will be following the same path as the existing fence and its material is compliant
with the zoning code. The adjacent properties are Boys and Girls Club to North and Quaker Housing
Apartment Complex to the South; on both sides there will only be 25' adjusted fence height. The
fence in the back yard is zoning compliant and the acceptable fence material will retain its existing
transparency percentage.This fence not be a detriment to the adjacent properties.

. The proposeAd variance shall be compatible with the character of the immediate neighborhood.

The functionality of the building and the front yard space requires an installation.of a fence. It is visually apparent that
the existing uncoated chain link fence is in need of replacement. The new fence material will be compliant with the
zoning code and will improve the aesthetics of the site. This fence is also compatible with character of the neighborhood.
Along Fisher street, it is not uncommon to see a chain link fence on a residential property, commercial property or park.
The fence has a high transparency percentage and will retain its visual connection with the neighborhood as well.



Application Requirements

Please provide the following Information (Please note any boxes left uncheck below could result in a
processing delay or the Board’s denial of your application):

Pre-application meeting with staff: Prior to submittal of this application, the applicant is strongly encouraged to
discuss the proposed project and submittal material with Zoning staff. Incomplete applications could resultin
referral or denial by the Zoning Board of Appeals.

Site plan, drawn to scale. A registered survey is recommended, but not required. Show the following on the site
plan (Maximum size for all drawings is 11" x 17"):
@ Lot lines
Existing and proposed structures, with dimensions and setback distances to all property lines
Approximate location of structures on neighboring properties adjacent to variance
Major landscape elements, fencing, retaining walls or other relevant site features
Scale (1" = 20’ or 1’ = 30’ preferred)
North arrow

m

Elevations from all relevant directions showing existing and proposed views, with notation showing the existing
structure and proposed addition(s). (Maximum size for all drawings is 11” x 17")

m

Interior floor plan of existing and proposed structure, when relevant to the variance request and required by
Zoning Staff (Most additions and expansions will require floor plans). (Maximum size for all drawings is
11" x 17")

m

Front yard variance requests only. Show the building location (front setback) of adjacent properties on each side
of the subject property to determine front setback average.

m

Lakefront setback variance requests only. Provide a survey prepared by a registered land surveyor showing
existing setbacks of buildings on adjacent lots, per MGO 28.138.

Variance requests specifically involving slope, grade, or trees. Approximate location and amount of slope,
direction of drainage, location, species and size of trees.

CHECK HERE. I acknowledge any statements implied as fact require supporting evidence.

m m m

CHECK HERE. I have been given a copy of and have reviewed the standards that the Zoning Board of Appeals will
use when reviewing applications for variances.

Owner’s Sighature: &AWNN@UMQL’ Date: _ 6/2/2016

(Do not write below this line/For Office Use Only)

DECISION

The Board, in accordance with its findings of fact, hereby determines that the requested variance for

(is) (is not) in compliance with all of the standards for a variance.

Further findings of fact are stated in the minutes of this public hearing.

The Zoning Board of Appeals: DApproved DDenied DConditionally Approved

Zoning Board of Appeals Chair:

Date:
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ONE CITY EARLY LEARNING CENTER | eppstein uhen : architects

SITE PLAN 10/03/14 714349-01

© Eppstein Uhen Architects, Inc.




