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June 14, 2019 Brian H. Potts
3
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BY HAND DELIVERY
AND E-MAIL

George Hank

City of Madison

Building Inspection Division
215 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.
P.O. Box 2984

Madison, WI 53701-2984

Urban Design Commission

City of Madison

Planning Division

Madison Municipal Building, Suite 017
215 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.

P.O. Box 2985

Madison, W1 53701-2985

Re: Appeal to the Urban Design Commission From Decision of Zoning Administrator
Regarding Request for Sign Credit and Advertising Sign Bank for Sign, Regarding 3737 E.
Washington Avenue Proposed Redevelopment

Dear Mr. Hank:

The purpose of this letter is to inform the City of Madison Building Inspection Division
and Urban Design Commission that Adams Outdoor Advertising (“Adams”) is hereby appealing
to the Urban Design Commission the Zoning Administrator’s May 17, 2019 decision to deny
Adams’ request for a sign credit and advertising sign bank for sign regarding the 3737 E.
Washington Avenue Proposed Redevelopment.

On January 31, 2019, Adams initiated a process outlined in Madison General Ordinances
(“MGO”) Section 31.112(2) to “bank” the square footage of the existing advertising sign at 3737
E. Washington Ave. (“the Sign”). On May 17, 2019, the Zoning Administrator for the City of
Madison, Matt Tucker, denied Adams’ request to bank the square footage of the Sign.! The
Zoning Administrator determined that the advertising sign permit for the site in question was

! See Aff. of Jason Saari [hereinafter, “Saari Aff.”], § 10, Ex. D.
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issued for a 10’ tall by 20° wide sign in 1969, but that the current sign is 12° tall by 25° wide.
The City’s position is that because no sign permit had been obtained for a size increase as
required by MGO Section 31.041(1)(b), the Sign is not a lawfully existing advertising sign and
therefore it cannot be banked under MGO Sections 31.112(1), (4)(a), and (4)(f).

Adams disagrees with the Zoning Administrator’s decision and hereby appeals for the
following reasons:
1. There is a continuous record showing that the Sign has been a 12’ by 25’ poster since
1969. Therefore, the 1969 permit most likely contained a simple clerical error that, for
reasons unknown, went uncorrected for 50 years;

2. Even if the Sign was altered without a permit, the City is nonetheless estopped from
claiming that the Sign has not been a lawfully existing advertising sign. This is because
the City has failed to enforce the relevant portions of the Sign Control Ordinance for at
least the past 30 years.

3. In the alternative, because the City issued a permit for a 10’ tall by 20’ wide advertising
sign in 1969, at the very least, that size poster is a lawfully existing non-conforming sign
under MGO Sections 31.112(1), (4)(a), and (4)(f), and therefore, Adams should be
allowed to bank the space for a 10’ tall by 20’ wide advertising sign under MGO Section
31.112(2).

1. The evidence shows that the advertising sign at 3737 E. Washington Ave. has been a
standard size poster since 1969.

The City issued an advertising sign permit for 3737 E. Washington Ave. to Adams’
predecessor, Vivid Outdoor (“Vivid”), on January 28, 1969.2 The 1969 permit was for a 10’ tall
by 20’ wide advertising sign. However, at that time, the industry practice was to use standard,
12’ by 25’ posters. Therefore, it is unclear why Vivid would have requested a 10° by 20° permit
in 1969. In fact, a continuous trail of evidence shows that, since 1969, the advertising sign at
3737 E. Washington Ave. has been a standard size poster. Moreover, 12° x 25’ advertising signs
were also an allowable size under City of Madison ordinances in 1969.

A s early as July 15, 1969, the lease for the advertising sign at 3737 E. Washington Ave.
between Vernon Ziegler (the lessor) and Hansen Outdoor Advertising (“Hansen”, the company
that acquired Vivid) was for two 25’ signs.’ The 1969 permit notes that the permit was “to
replace signs now next to Golden Ox” and the 1969 lease lists the two 25’ signs, also in relation
to the Golden Ox.* Adams believes that the advertising sign permit the City issued was intended

2 See Saari Aff., 95, Ex. A.
3 See Saari Aff., § 6, Ex. B.
* See Saari Aff., 95, Ex. A & {6, Ex. B.
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for the 25’ signs that were in fact erected in 1969 on the premises. However, due to what was
most likely a clerical error that went undetected by Vivid of the City, the permit listed the
smaller size for the Sign.’

Adams purchased Hansen in 1987, and the closing schedule associated with that
transaction shows that the Sign has been in its current 12’ by 25’ size since at least that time.’
Specifically, the sign categories listed on the schedule include panels, bulletins, non-standard
bulletins, and tri-visions. The Sign is labeled as “2 panels” on the closing schedule, indicating
that it was a standard size poster (i.e., 12° by 25’) in 1987. In addition, Craig Judd, Adams’
Operations Manager, has been with Adams since 1989 and can testify that the Sign has been the
current, 12’ by 25, size since at least 1989.” See Affidavit of Craig Judd.

In sum, the industry practice in 1969 was to use standard size posters (i.e., 12’ by 25°)
and not 10° by 20’ posters. Moreover, there is a continuous record showing that the Sign has in
fact been 12° by 25’ since 1969. Accordingly, the 1969 permit most likely included a clerical
error that went uncorrected for 50 years and should in fact have listed 12° by 25’ instead of 10’
by 20.

2. Even if the sign was altered without a permit, the City has failed to act since 1969
and is therefore estopped from claiming that the Sign is not a lawfully existing
advertising sign.

Even if the Sign has been altered since January 28, 1969, the evidence shows that at least
since 1987, the Sign has been 12’ by 25’. However, the City has not taken any enforcement
action since then or notified Adams that the sign was unlawful. In 2017, Adams requested to
modify the Sign, but the Zoning Administrator denied this request under MGO Section
31.05(2)(b).® However, the Zoning Administrator did not find that the Sign was an unlawfully
existing non-conforming sign. In fact, the Zoning Administrator characterized the sign as a
“grandfathered sign” under MGO Sections 31.05(2) and 31.11(1).°

Any action in favor of the state must be commenced within 10 years after the cause of
action accrues or else it must be barred.'® Because the City, as a political subdivision of the State
of Wisconsin, has failed to enforce the Sign Control Ordinance’s relevant portions for at least 30
years with respect to the Sign, the City cannot suddenly claim that the sign in question is not a

3 See Saari Aff., 95, Ex. A.

6 See Aff. of Craig Judd [hereinafter, “Judd Aff.”], § 5, Ex. B.

7 See Judd Aff., 7 4.

8 See Saari Aff., 78, Ex. C.

°Id.

10 See Wis. Stat. § 893.87 (2017-18). In addition, actions to recover “a forfeiture or penalty imposed by any bylaw,
ordinance, or regulation of any town, county, city or village” must be commenced within two years of the accrual of
the cause of action or be barred. See Wis. Stat. § 893.93(2)(b).
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lawfully existing non-conforming sign. In fact, as recently as 2017, the City acknowledged that
the 3737 E. Washington Ave. sign is a lawfully existing non-conforming sign that is
grandfathered under MGO Sections 31.05(2) and 31.11(1).!! Existing advertising signs in place
since November 1, 1983 may be continued as lawful non-conforming signs.!? The Sign has been
at least a standard size poster since 1969, and has been treated as a lawfully existing non-
conforming sign since 1983.1 Because the City has treated the Sign as a lawfully existing non-
conforming sign since at least 1983, the Sign should be continued to be treated as such and is
eligible for banking under MGO 31.112.

3. Because the City issued a permit for a 10’ tall by 20’ wide advertising sign in 1969,
at the very least, that size poster is a lawfully existing non-conforming sign under
MGO Sections 31.112(1), (4)(a), and (4)(f), and therefore Adams should be allowed
to bank it under Section 31.112(2).

At the very least, it is undisputed that that a valid permit was issued for a 10° by 20’
advertising sign on January 28, 1969.!* Under the 1969 permit, a 10’ by 20’ advertising sign
should be grandfathered in as a lawfully existing non-conforming advertising sign and Adams
should be allowed to bank that square footage under Sec. 31.112(2).

k %k k k %k

In light of the foregoing, Adams hereby appeals to the Urban Design Commission the
May 17, 2019 decision of the Zoning Administrator to deny Adams’ request for sign credit and
advertising sign bank for 3737 E. Washington Ave.

Sincerely,
T e
i k_.ﬁ C_C, Tee—

Brian H. Potts

ces Jason Saari
Richard Zecchino, Esq.

1 See Saari Aff., § 8, Ex. C.

12 See MGO Section 31.05(2)(b).

13 See Judd Aff., 14; 95, Ex. A.; § 6, Ex. B.
14 See Saari Aff., 9 5, Ex. A.
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URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION APPLICATION UDC

City of Madison

Planning Division

Madison Municipal Building, Suite 017
215 Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd.

P.O. Box 2985

Madison, W1 53701-2985

(608) 266-4635

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:

Paid Receipt #

Date received

Received by

Aldermanic District

Zoning District

Complete all sections of this application, including

the desired meeting date and the action requested. Urban Design District
If you need an interpreter, translator, materials in alternate Submittal reviewed by
formats or other accommodations to access these forms,

please call the phone number above immediately. Legistar #

1. Project Information
Address: 3737 East Washington Avenue, Madison, WI 53704

Title: Request for Sign Credit and Advertising Sign Bank for Sign, Appeal

2. Application Type (check all that apply) and Requested Date
UDC meeting date requested July 31, 2019

O New development [0 Alteration to an existing or previously-approved development

O Informational O Initial approval O Final approval

3. Project Type

OO Projectin an Urban Design District Signage
O Project in the Downtown Core District (DC), Urban O Comprehensive Design Review (CDR)
Mixed-Use District (UMX), or Mixed-Use Center District (MXC)

O Ssignage Variance (i.e. modification of signage height,
O Project in the Suburban Employment Center District (SEC), area, and setback)

Campus Institutional District (Cl), or Employment Campus

District (EC) Other

O Planned Development (PD) Please specify

O General Development Plan (GDP) Signage- Zoning Administrator Appeal

O Specific Implementation Plan (SIP)
O Planned Multi-Use Site or Residential Building Complex

4. Applicant, Agent, and Property Owner Information

Applicant name Jason Saari Company Adams Outdoor Advertising
Street address 102 E. Badger Rd City/State/zip Madison, WI 53713
Telephone 608-271-7900 Email jsaari@adamsoutdoor.com
Project contact person Same Company

Street address City/State/Zip

Telephone Email

Property owner (if not applicant) Beck's Enterprises of Dane County

Street address 1810 Roth St. City/State/Zip Madison, WI 53704
Telephone 608-225-1329 Email

M:\PLANNING DIVISION\COMMISSIONS & COMMITTEES\URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION\APPLICATION — APRIL 2019 PAGE 1 OF 4



Urban Design Commission Application (continued) U Dc

5. Required Submittal Materials

Application Form w
Letter of Intent Each submittal must include
e |f the project is within an Urban Design District, a summary of how the oLzl (1,4) 11L X(117 coll#teg
development proposal addresses the district criteria is required Paper copies. Landscape an
. " . . . Lighting plans (if required)
e Forsignage applications, a summary of how the proposed signage is consis- be full-sized and legibl
tent with the applicable CDR or Signage Variance review criteria is required. must be full-sized and legible.
Devel t plans (Refer to checklist on Page 4 for plan details) Please refrain from using
evelopment plans (Refer to checklist on Page 4 for plan details J Sl cEvEs ar s, B
Filing fee

Electronic Submittal*

Both the paper copies and electronic copies must be submitted prior to the application deadline before an application will be
scheduled for a UDC meeting. Late materials will not be accepted. A completed application form is required for each UDC appearance.

For projects also requiring Plan Commission approval, applicants must also have submitted an accepted application for Plan Commission
consideration prior to obtaining any formal action (initial or final approval) from the UDC. All plans must be legible when reduced.

*Electronic copies of all items submitted in hard copy are required. Individual PDF files of each item submitted should be
compiled on a CD or flash drive, or submitted via email to udcapplications@cityofmadison.com. The email must include the
project address, project name, and applicant name. Electronic submittals via file hosting services (such as Dropbox.com) are
not allowed. Applicants who are unable to provide the materials electronically should contact the Planning Division at (608)

266-4635 for assistance.

6. Applicant Declarations

1. Prior to submitting this application, the applicant is required to discuss the proposed project with Urban Design

Commission staff. This application was discussed with NA on
N/A

2.  Theapplicant attests that all required materials are included in this submittal and understands that if any required information
is not provided by the application deadline, the application will not be placed on an Urban Design Commission agenda for
consideration.

Name of applicant NA Relationship to property NA

Authorizing signature of property owner Date NA

7. Application Filing Fees

Fees are required to be paid with the first application for either initial or final approval of a project, unless the project is part
of the combined application process involving the Urban Design Commission in conjunction with Plan Commission and/or
Common Council consideration. Make checks payable to City Treasurer. Credit cards may be used for application fees of less
than $1,000.

Please consult the schedule below for the appropriate fee for your request:

LI Urban Design Districts: $350 (per §35.24(6) MGO). A filing fee is not required for the following project

O Minor Alteration in the Downtown Core District applications if part of the combined application process
(DC) or Urban Mixed-Use District (UMX) : $150 involving both Urban Design Commission and Plan
(per §33.24(6)(b) MGO) Commission:

— Project in the Downtown Core District (DC), Urban
Mixed-Use District (UMX), or Mixed-Use Center District
(MXC)

Project in the Suburban Employment Center

O Comprehensive Design Review: $500
(per §31.041(3)(d)(1)(a) MGO)

O Minor Alteration to a Comprehensive Sign Plan: $100

(per §31.041(3)(d)(1)(c) MGO) District (SEC), Campus Institutional District (Cl), or
All other sign requests to the Urban Design Employment Campus District (EC)

Commission, including, but not limited to: appeals — Planned Development (PD): General Development

from the decisions of the Zoning Administrator, Plan (GDP) and/or Specific Implementation Plan (SIP)

requests for signage variances (i.e. modifications of
signage height, area, and setback), and additional sign
code approvals: $300 (per §31.041(3)(d)(2) MGO)

— Planned Multi-Use Site or Residential Building
Complex
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URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION APPROVAL PROCESS UDC

Introduction

The City of Madison’s Urban Design Commission (UDC) has been created to:

Encourage and promote high quality in the design of new buildings, developments, remodeling, and additions so as to
maintain and improve the established standards of property values within the City.

Foster civic pride in the beauty and nobler assets of the City, and in all other ways possible assure a functionally efficient
and visually attractive City in the future.

Types of Approvals

There are three types of requests considered by the UDC:

Informational Presentation. Applicants may, at their discretion, request to make an Informational Presentation to the
UDC prior to seeking any approvals to obtain early feedback and direction before undertaking detailed design. Applicants
should provide details on the context of the site, design concept, site and building plans, and other relevant information
to help the UDC understand the proposal and provide feedback. (Does not apply to CDR’s or Signage Variance requests)

Initial Approval. Applicants may, at their discretion, request initial approval of a proposal by presenting preliminary design
information. As part of their review, the Commission will provide feedback on the design information that should be
addressed at Final Approval stage.

Final Approval. Applicants may request Final Approval of a proposal by presenting all final project details. Recommendations
or concerns expressed by the UDC in the initial approval must be addressed at this time.

Presentations to the Commission

Primarily, the UDC is interested in the appearance and design quality of projects. Emphasis should be given to the site plan,
landscape plan, lighting plan, building elevations, exterior building materials, color scheme, and graphics.

When presenting projects to the UDC, applicants must fill out a registration slip provided in the meeting room and present
it to the Secretary. Presentations should generally be limited to 5 minutes or as extended by motion by consent of the
Commission. The Commission will withhold questions until the end of the presentation.

Applicants are encouraged to consider the use of various graphic presentation material including a locator map, photographs,
renderings/model, scale drawings of the proposal in context with adjacent buildings/uses/signs, etc., as may be deemed
appropriate to describe the project and its surroundings. Graphics should be mounted on rigid boards so that they may be
easily displayed. Applicants/presenters are responsible for all presentation materials, AV equipment and easels.
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URBAN DESIGN DEVELOPMENT PLANS CHECKLIST UDC

The items listed below are minimal application requirements for the type of approval indicated. Please note that the UDC and/
or staff may require additional information in order to have a complete understanding of the project.

1. Informational Presentation

O
O

O
O

2. Initial Approval

O
O

O

O

Locator Map W Requirements for All Plan Sheets
Letter of Intent (If the project is within 1. Title block
an Urban Design District, a summary of 2. Sheet humber
how the devel t | add
now . e. eve' op'mt'en pro'posa addresses Providing additional 3. North arrow
the district criteria is required) . >
o o . information beyond these 4. Scale, both written and graphic
Contextual site information, including minimums may generate
photographs and layout of adjacent s et feval o Geatlsa = DELE
buildings/structures from the Commission. 6. Fully dimensioned plans, scaled
Site Plan at 1”= 40’ or larger
Two-dimensional (2D) images of Al pla.ns ST B2 T, lnglud{ng
. the full-sized landscape and lighting
proposed buildings or structures. J plans (if required)
Locator Map W

Letter of Intent (If the project is within a Urban Design District, a summary of how
the development proposal addresses the district criteria is required)

Contextual site information, including photographs and layout of adjacent buildings/

structures Providing additional

information beyond these
Site Plan showing location of existing and proposed buildings, walks, drives, bike minimums may generate

lanes, bike parking, and existing trees over 18” diameter a greater level of feedback

Landscape Plan and Plant List (must be legible) from the Commission.

Building Elevations in both black & white and color for all building sides (include
material callouts)

PD text and Letter of Intent (if applicable) J

3. Final Approval

All the requirements of the Initial Approval (see above), plus:

O

OO0OoOoo0Oao

Grading Plan

Proposed Signage (if applicable)

Lighting Plan, including fixture cut sheets and photometrics plan (must be legible)
Utility/HVAC equipment location and screening details (with a rooftop plan if roof-mounted)
PD text and Letter of Intent (if applicable)

Samples of the exterior building materials (presented at the UDC meeting)

4. Comprehensive Design Review (CDR) and Variance Requests (Signage applications only)

O
O
O

O

OoOoao0o

O

Locator Map
Letter of Intent (a summary of how the proposed signage is consistent with the CDR or Signage Variance criteria is required)

Contextual site information, including photographs of existing signage both on site and within proximity to the
project site

Site Plan showing the location of existing sighage and proposed signage, dimensioned signage setbacks, sidewalks,
driveways, and right-of-ways

Proposed signage graphics (fully dimensioned, scaled drawings, including materials and colors, and night view)
Perspective renderings (emphasis on pedestrian/automobile scale viewsheds)

Illustration of the proposed signage that meets Ch. 31, MGO compared to what is being requested.

Graphic of the proposed signage as it relates to what the Ch. 31, MGO would permit
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AFFIDAVIT OF CRAIG JUDD IN SUPPORT OF
ADAMS OUTDOOR ADVERTISING LIMITED PARTNERSHIP’S
APPEAL TO THE URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION FOR A SIGN BANKING CREDIT
FOR 3737 E. WASHINGTON AVENUE

Craig Judd declares as follows:
Il I have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein and, if called upon to do so,

could and would testify competently thereto. [ state that the following is true to the best of my

knowledge and belief.
2n I am the Operations Manager for Adams Outdoor Advertising of Madison.
3. As Operations Manager, my responsibilities include construction and

maintenance of Adams’ outdoor advertising structures in the City of Madison. I have been a
licensed sign erector under City of Madison ordinances since July, 1992.

4. I have served as an Operations Manager with Adams since 1989. Since that time,
the sign erected at 3737 E. Washington has been the current 12°x 25’ size.

5. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of a standard photo sheet
showing that, in 2004 and in 2007, the sign at 3737 E. Washington Avenue was 12’ x 25.”

6. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of the closing schedule for
when Adams purchased Hansen in 1987, listing the 3737 E. Washington Avenue sign as “2

panels,” which would have been a standard size poster (i.e., 12’ by 25”) at the time.

[The remainder of this page is intentionally left blank]



Executed on June /5, 2019

Subscribed and sworn to before me
On this /3th day of June, 2019.

, Notary
My Commission expires:

By:
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ADAMS OUTDOOR ADVERTISING-MADISON, WI
Standard Photo Sheet

3737 E Washington Ave 653 ft N/O US 51 ES

Media Tvpe: Posters Face Number: 0641A
Direction Facing: North-East
Circulation: 33700
Illuminated: 18
| Unit Type: Back to Back
Height
| Size: 12x25
_'] Ops Loc Description 3725 E WASHINGTON AVE ES
Lt S R - <]} s = - a;‘ Lessor Beck's Enterprises
= — ; WILLIAMY |
: ease Number 1549
[ 'WHNYENWNN WENEY YRR
N O s e e

Area: Madison East
County: Dane County
State: Wisconsin
ZipCode: 53704

Restrictions
Budget Bicylce Center
Line of Sight Faces
Number Location Face Direction Facing Media

Notes:

1/9/2004 9:58:14 AM Charting Pro 1.0.0.1342 26



w ADAMS OUTDOOR ADVERTISING-MADISON, WI

Standard Photo Sheet

3737 E Washington Ave 653 ft N/O US 51 ES

Media Tvpe: Posters

Face Number: 0641B

= D

AT d
W= -

=
""I\‘-\.;."
s .

s

Area: Madison East
County: Dane County
State: Wisconsin
ZipCode: 53704

Line of Sight Faces
Number Location

Notes:

Direction Facing:
Circulation:
Illuminated:
Unit Type:

Height

Size:
4 Ops Loc Description

Lessor

Lease Number

South-West
33700
18

Back to Back

12x25
3725 E WASHINGTON AVE ES
Beck's Enterprises

1549

Restrictions
Budget Bicylce Center

Face Direction Facing Media

1/9/2004 9:58:14 AM

Charting Pro 1.0.0.1342

27



Adams Outdoor Advertising - Madison, WI

Structure Survey Sheet

3737 E Washington Ave 653 ft N/O US 51 ES

City: Madison County: Dane County State: WI  Zip: 53704

3737 E WASHINGTON AVE

1549 Beck's Enterprises of Dane County

Face # Face Facing Size
P237-1A 1 NE 12' x 25’ Poster

(O metal [J wood

P237-1B 2 Sw 12'x 25’ Poster

[(J Metal [] wood

2001 Net Revenue
2002 Net Revenue
2003 Net Revenue
2004 Net Revenue
2005 Net Revenue
2006 Net Revenue
2007 Net Revenue

Clock or Photocell

Face Material
HAGL

Lane Count

Meter Number
Mile Marker

Oasis#
Old #

10/10/2007 9:19:53 AM

Structure #: 237

-89.32255
Face
- Unit Type IlHrs DEC  Height Images
Back to Back 18 45,080 1
O =6 [J 300 [] slimline [J None
Back to Back 18 45,080 1

[ xe [J F300 [] Slimline [J None

14,390.05
15,619.22
25,817.58
24,707.58
20,069.16

Clock
B
LNC

3725 E WASHINGTON AVE
ES

Metal

19'

n/a

2
Halophane
6

273084

City of Madison
2

P-064

Charting Pro 1.0.0.2447

2
Latitude: 43.11782

Current Advertiser
Miller Brewing

Oak Park Place

305
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AFFIDAVIT OF JASON D. SAARI IN SUPPORT OF
ADAMS OUTDOOR ADVERTISING LIMITED PARTNERSHIP’S
APPEAL TO THE URBAN DESIGN COMMISSION FOR A SIGN BANKING CREDIT
FOR 3737 E. WASHINGTON AVENUE

Jason D. Saari declares as follows:

1. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein and, if called upon to do so,
could and would testify competently thereto. I state that the following is true to the best of my
knowledge and belief.

2. I am the director of real estate for Adams Outdoor Advertising Limited
Partnership (“Adams™). I have been employed in Adams’ Madison office since June 20, 2005.
Before holding my current position, I served as Adams’ regional director of real estate (for
approximately two years) and as the real estate manager for Adams for the Madison market (for
approximately 10 years).

3. My current responsibilities include reviewing billboard lease agreements on
behalf of Adams; assisting real estate managers in their discussions and negotiations in renewing
existing billboard lease agreements; assisting real estate managers identify prospective locations
for new billboard structures; and providing guidance on acquisition of structures.

4, Adams, through its predecessor Hanson Advertising Companies (formerly Vivid
Outdoor Advertising) (“Hansen”), has leased two advertising signs at 3737 E. Washington
Avenue since 1968.

5. On January 28, 1969, Vivid Outdoor Advertising received a sign permit from the
Building Department from the City of Madison to erect a sign at 3737 E. Washington “next to
the Golden Ox.” The dimensions of the sign are noted as 20’ by 10°. Attached as Exhibit A isa

copy of the 1969 permit that was in the City’s files.



6. On July 15, 1969, Hansen entered into a lease with Vernon Ziegler for the
erection of two 25’ signs at the 3737 E. Washington Avenue. Attached as Exhibit B is a true and
correct copy of the 1969 lease between Mr. Ziegler and Hansen.

7 On or about April 24, 2017, Adams submitted 26 permit applications to the City
of Madison to perform various actions with respect to some of its billboards in the City. Among
these applications was an application to raise the structure of, and install a digital face on, the
advertising sign located at 3737 E. Washington.

8. On June 26, 2017, the Zoning Administrator denied Adams’ April 24, 2017
permit application for the advertising sign located at 3737 E. Washington. Attached as Exhibit C
is a true and correct copy of the denial.

9. On January 31, 2019, pursuant to Section 31.112(2) of the Madison General
Ordinances, Adams submitted a request for an advertising sign credit for its advertising sign
located at 3737 E. Washington Avenue.

10.  On May 17, 2019, City of Madison Zoning Administrator Matthew Tucker denied
Adams’ January 31, 2019 request for an advertising sign credit for its advertising sign located at
3737 E. Washington Avenue. Attached as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of the Zoning

Administrator’s Final Letter containing the denial.

[The remainder of this page is intentionally left blank]

Executed on June __, 2019



Subscribed and sworn to before me
On this /3th day of June, 2019.

St

, N‘éte‘fry Public.

My Commission expires: 1}' l ( Q! 2]

o

D. Saari

“"nIllll " '"ff

Ny Hni st




Saari - Exhibit A
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A VERT SING COM. A ES

DIVISION OF DELTA OIL PRODUCTS CORP

Formerly VIVID Outdoor Advertising
Telephone 256-3195

102 East Badger Road Box 4343 Madison, Wisconsin 53711
1549
LEASE NO.
AGREEMENT of lease made this___L+JTI day of —JULY , 19_69 , by and between
Vernon Ziealer as Lessor and

HANSEN ADVERTISING COMPANIES, as Lessee, WITNESSETH:

The Lessor does hereby lease and demise to the Lessee, the entire plot or premises described as follows:

729 East on Avenue
5 ft s east the Golden
west of n
in the city of Madison
for the term of t ee years, beginning on the 3rd day of Julv , 19__@ ’
and ending on tha 2nd day of , 1972  , at the yearly rental
of THR HUNDRED AND NO 00—ce—e—- DOLLARS
$ 300.00 ) payable in equal installments at the office of the Lessee

with the right to the Lessee to extend this lease from year to year upon the same terms and conditions, it being understood that
this lease shall automatically renew itself from year to year after the term hereof, the total of such extensions not to exceed

3 years.

snoo

him at his address shown below, or such other address as the
thereuponto return to the Lessee any rentpaidin advance for the
ribed in (a), (b), (c) and (d) hereof, or any of them, shall at any
eu of such termination of this lease, be entitled to an abatement
xistence of such conditions, or any of them, and to the return of

of the premises above
describ , owned, or controlled
by him,

It is expressly understood that neither the Lessornor the Lessee is bound by any stipulations, representations or agreements
not printed or written in this lease. This lease shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the personal representatives suc-
cessors and assigns of the parties hereto. .

1 S O remove s S on

rental in event provpertv is built on. leased for vurpvoses
other than advertisinag, or sold except under condemnation

LESSOR (L. S.)
Addres

By (where checks should be mailed)

0/ r a
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Department of Planning & Community & Economic Development
Building Inspection Division

Madison Municipal Building, Suite 017

215 Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd.

P.O. Box 2984

Madison, Wisconsin 53701-2984

Phone: (608) 266-4551

Fax (608) 266-6377
www, cityofmadison,com

May 17, 2019

Jason Saari

Director of Real Estate
Adams Outdoor Advertising
102 E. Badger Rd.

Madison WI 53713

Subject: Request for Sign Credit and Advertising Sign Bank for Sign, Regarding
3737 E. Washington Avenue Proposed Redevelopment

Mr. Saari:

This letter responds to your letter of 1/31/2019, and our ongoing communications since that date, about
the requesting to initiate the process as outlined in Sec. 31.112(2), to “bank” the square footage of the
advertising sign at the subject property. Thank you for your patience and cooperation while we
investigated the history of this sign permit.

I have now concluded that research. The advertising sign permit for this particular sign was issued on
1/28/1969. This permit shows that a 10’ tall by 20” wide advertising sign was approved (copy enclosed.)
Your request for banking identifies the existing advertising sign as 12” tall by 25’ wide, which was field-
verified by me in February 2019. It appears as though a larger sign was installed at some point in time,
without obtaining the required sign permit for this size increase, required by MGO 31.041(1)(b): “(b) It
shall be unlawful for any person to erect, repair, alter, relocate, maintain, or change copy...any sign as
defined in this ordinance without first obtaining a permit from the Zoning Administrator...” It is the
City’s position that the advertising sign you wish to bank is not a lawfully existing advertising sign.

Sections 31.112(1), (4)(a), and (4)(f), MGO, only allow for the net area of existing lewful advertising
sings to be banked. Asnoted above, the sign at the subject address is larger than allowed by the permit
of record, there is no permit authorizing the expansion in size, so this is not a lawful sign, and thus not
eligible for banking. Your request for banking is hereby denied.

Per Sec. 31.043(1), MGO, this decision of the zoning administrator can be appealed to the Urban Design
Commission. You have 30 days from the date of this letter to appeal this determination by submitting a
written application for appeal to the Director of the Building Inspection Division at the above address.

Ifyou would like to share any new information for reconsideration of this determination, please forward
that information to me at your earliest convenience. Please note this would not affect the appeal deadline

above.

Sincerely,




May 17, 2019
Page 2

/7/7//,&@@ /M” —

Matt Tucker
Zoning Administrator

Encl. (original permit)

5/17/2019-Final Letter 3737 E Washington 5-17-19.pdf.doc




Visuals of 3737 E. Washington Ave.



























