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Kenosha Ci ission
a ClifsPiah Gommizs Thursday, July 19, 2012

Municipal Building A
genda 5:00
:00 p.m.

625 52nd Street — Room 202

: Mayor Keith Bosman - Chairman, Alderman Kevin Mathewson - Vice-Chairman
Alderman Anthony Kennedy, Alderman Jan Michalski,
Kathryn Comstock, Robert Hayden, Anderson Lattimore, Jessica Olson and Ron Stevens

Call to Order and Roll Call
Approval of Minutes from June 21, 2012

Qath of Office

1. By the Finance Committee - To Amend the Community Development Block Grant Fund
Allocation Plans for 2005 - 2009. PUBLIC HEARING

2. By the Finance Committee - To Reallocate Community Development Block Grant Funds and
Amend the 2012 Consolidated Plan - Annual Plan. PUBLIC HEARING

3. 2013 Community Development Block Grant Fund Allocation Plan. PUBLIC HEARING

4. Proposed Ordinance by Alderperson Jesse Downing - To Create Subparagraphs 3.17 C.10,
3.18 C.39, 4.06 C.6 and 6.01 F.26.e and to Amend Table 4.01 Group 3 of the Zoning
Ordinance to Allow Golf and/or Batting Range Uses as a Conditional Use in Manufacturing
Districts. PUBLIC HEARING

Public Comments
Commissioner Comments
Staff Comments

Adjournment

Community Development & Inspections

625 52nd Street — Room 308 If you are disabled in need of assistance, please call 262.653 4030 at feast 72 hours before this meeting.

Kenosha, Wi 53140

262.653.4030 phone / 262.653.4045 fax  wotice is hereby given that a majority of the members of the Common Council may be present at the meeting.
www.kenosha.org Although this may constitute a quorum of the Common Council, the Council will not take any action at this meeting.




CITY PLAN COMMISSION
Minutes
June 21, 2012

MEMBERS PRESENT: Mayor Bosman, Alderman Mathewson, Alderman
Michalski, Robert Hayden, Anderson Lattimore, Jessica
Olson and Ron Stevens

MEMBERS EXCUSED: Alderman Anthony Kennedy
STAFF PRESENT: Jeffrey B. Labahn and Rich Schroeder
Others Present: Alderman Chris Schwartz

The meeting was called to order at 5:00 p.m. by Mayor Bosman and roll call was taken.

A motion was made by Alderman Michalski and seconded by Mr. Lattimore to approve
the minutes of the May 24, 2012 and June 7, 2012 meeting. Rich Schroeder, Deputy
Director, noted corrections to the June 7th meeting. Page 3, Paragraph 2, the first
sentence should be deleted and replaced with the following: "A motion was made by
Alderman Michalski and seconded by Alderman Kennedy to" The motion passed.
(Ayes 7; Noes 0)

1. By the City Plan Commission - Petition to Rezone property at 5909 56th
Street from RS-1 Single-Family Residential District and A-2 Agricultural
Land Holding District to IP Institutional Park in conformance with Section
10.02 of the Zoning Ordinance. (CPC/Nash Park) (District #11) PUBLIC
HEARING

Public hearing opened, no comments, public hearing closed.

A motion was made by Alderman Michalski and seconded by Mr. Lattimore to approve
the rezoning. The motion passed. (Ayes 7; Noes 0)

2. By Alderperson Jesse Downing - To Create Sub Paragraphs 3.17 B.4., 3.18
B.4., and 6.01 F.26.e. of the Zoning Ordinance to allow golf and/or batting
range uses as a permitted accessory use in manufacturing districts.
PUBLIC HEARING

Public hearing opened, no comments, public hearing closed.

Mr. Schroeder noted this item was deferred at the last City Plan Commission meeting to
obtain additional information. Staff has attached a map showing all M1 and M2
properties in the City. The proposed Ordinance would apply to all areas in the City.
Staff compare the proposed Ordinance to other communities. Some of them allow this
use, some with a Conditional Use Permit and some do not allow. The proposed
Ordinance would allow as an accessory use. The property owner who would like to do
this was notified of the meeting, but was unable to attend.
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Mr. Stevens asked if Staff reviewed Racine's Ordinance. Mr. Schroeder said no one
called back, but their Ordinance was more broad on this subject. Mr. Stevens asked if
the Commission could grant this through a Conditional Use Permit and change the
Ordinance to reflect this. Mr. Schroeder said changes to the proposed Ordinance
require approval by the Alderman Downing, he initiated the Ordinance.

A motion was made to defer the proposed Ordinance until the next City Plan
Commission meeting was made by Mr. Stevens and seconded by Alderman Michalski.

Mayor Bosman asked what Scamps was zoned. Mr. Schroeder said it was Commercial.
Jeff Labahn, Director, added the Commercial status allows them to use the entire
building for the sports use.

The motion passed. (Ayes 7; Noes 0)

3. By Alderperson Jesse Downing - To Create Paragraphs 3.19 C.12 and 4.06
D.17, To Amend Section 4.02 B. Table 4.01 Group 4 and to Repeal and
Recreate Paragraph 3.19 B.7.e. of the Zoning Ordinance of the City of
Kenosha Regarding Medical Transportation Offices. PUBLIC HEARING

Public hearing opened, no comments, public hearing closed.

Mr. Schroeder said Alderman Downing's original Ordinance was changed to make
medical transportation offices and parking into any IP zoned property a Conditional Use
permit.

Mayor Bosman questioned if there would be sufficient parking for the use of the building.
Mr. Labahn said they would have a Conditional Use Permit and the applicant stated at
the Common Council meeting that the parking would be during the off-peak hours and
not affect "regular" customers.

Mr. Stevens asked if we could approve a Conditional Use Permit on a trial basis. Mr.
Labahn said no, this would be recorded and run with the land.

Mayor Bosman said this may impact other tenants. Alderman Mathewson asked if the
other tenants have a say on the approval. Mr. Schroeder said the site in question is a
Condominium, so there are some common owners. This approval is only to allow them
to submit a Conditional Use Permit, it would still need Common Council approval.

Mayor Bosman said the Conditional Use Permit could also designate the hours of
parking. Mr. Stevens asked if the hours could be changed at a later date. Mr. Labahn
said that would require an Amendment to the Conditional Use Permit.

A motion was made by Ms. Olson and seconded by Alderman Mathewson to approve
the Ordinance. The motion passed. (Ayes 7; Noes 0)

Mayor Bosman asked that Items 4 - 8 be taken together for public hearing purposes. All
items were read.
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4. Quit Claim Deed to transfer City-owned property generally located south of
79th Street between 15th Avenue and 17th Avenue from the City of
Kenosha to Luis E. and Beverly R. Keelin. (Keelin) (District #12) PUBLIC
HEARING

5. Quit Claim Deed to transfer City-owned property generally located south of
79th Street between 15th Avenue and 17th Avenue from the City of
Kenosha to Donald R. Bartoli. (Bartoli) (District #12) PUBLIC HEARING

6. Quit Claim Deed to transfer City-owned property generally located south of
79th Street between 15th Avenue and 17th Avenue from the City of
Kenosha to Eleanor E. Hall. (Hall) (District #12) PUBLIC HEARING

7. Quit Claim Deed to transfer City-owned property generally located south of
79th Street between 15th Avenue and 17th Avenue from the City of
Kenosha to Robert Wade Jr. and Lynn Wade. (Wade) (District #12)
PUBLIC HEARING

Public hearing opened.
Donald Bartoli, 1607 79th Street, is in favor the the Quit Claim Deed to receive the land.
Public hearing closed.

Mr. Labahn explained he has discussed this with the Alderman of the District and he
supports the transfers of the land. This land was previously dedicated to the City for
park purposes, but the City developed another area for a neighborhood park in the
immediate area and will not be using the property. These four (4) property owners have
historically been privately using and maintaining the land.

Mr. Schroeder noted that on the Quit Claim Deed within the Commission packet, there
is a signature line for each owner. This line was incorrectly included and will be
removed on the final Quit Claim Deed.

Alderman Michalski asked if any of the parcels are buildable or if they could be
developed. Mr. Labahn said not independently. Alderman Michalski asked if their
property taxes will be affected. Mr. Labahn said yes, adjusted based on the size.

Alderman Mathewson asked if all four property owners were in favor of the transfer of
land. Mr. Labahn said he has talked to two (2) of them. They will have an opportunity
to express their concerns at the Parks Meeting or at Common Council. Mr. Labahn said
he will contact the other two property owners prior to the meetings.

Mr. Stevens asked if the City will make them take the property. Mr. Labahn said they
could be done separately.

Mr. Lattimore said so there are 4 properties and 2 parties are in favor. If the other 2
parties do not respond, does the property become theirs automatically. Mr. Labahn said
we will contact them prior to the Common Council meeting and consult the City Attorney
if there is any questions.

A motion was made by Alderman Michalski and seconded by Alderman Mathewson to
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approve the Quit Claim Deed for Keelin (Item 4). The motion passed. (Ayes 7; Noes 0)

A motion was made by Alderman Mathewson and seconded by Ms. Olson to approve
the Quit Claim Deed for Bartoli (Item 5). The motion passed. (Ayes 7; Noes 0)

A motion was made by Alderman Mathewson and seconded by Alderman Michalski to
approve the Quit Claim Deed for Hall (Item 6), subject to confirmation by proposed
property owner. The motion passed. (Ayes 7; Noes 0)

Mr. Stevens said if we do not get a response from Hall or Wade, will the Council deny
the Deed? Mr. Labahn said that it is up to the Common Council, but there are already
existing buildings on these properties.

Ms. Olson asked when the buildings were constructed. Mr. Labahn said he is unsure if
they obtained a building permit for the work. Mr. Stevens asked Mr. Bartoli if he knew
when they were constructed. Mr. Bartoli said he thought it was less than 10 years.

A motion was made by Alderman Mathewson and seconded by Alderman Michalski to
approve the Quit Claim Deed for Wade (Item 7), subject to confirmation by proposed
property owner. The motion passed. (Ayes 7, Noes Q)

Public Comments
No public comments.
Commissioner Comments

Ms. Olson said the last items brings up another dispute with permit enforcement
regarding fencing.

Staff Comments

Mr. Labahn noted there are no agenda items for the July 5th City Plan Commission
meeting, should we cancel the meeting. It was agreed by the Commission to cancel the
meeting. Mr. Labahn noted Item 2, the Zoning Ordinance that was deferred, will be
brought back to the July 19th meeting.

Mayor Bosman said he will appoint Kathryn Comstock to the City Plan Commission.

Mr. Labahn noted the second Public Information meeting was held and information is
available on the Lakota Group website.

A motion was made by Alderman Michalski and seconded by Alderman Mathewson to
adjourn. The motion passed. (Ayes 7; Noes 0) The meeting adjourned at 5:51 p.m.

Minutes Prepared by: Kay Schueffner, Department of Community Development & Inspections
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Planning & Zoning Division | Kenosha City Plan Commission
625 527 Street
Kenosha, Wi 53140 FACT SHEET July 19, 2012 Item 1
262.653.4030

By the Finance Committee - To Amend the Community Development Block Grant Fund Allocation
Plans for 2005 - 2009. PUBLIC HEARING

T I 2 i e ey

'LOCA TJON/SURROUNDINGS: |

City - Wide

: NOTIFICATIONS/PROCEDURES: ‘

This item will also be reviewed by the Finance Committee before final approval by the Common Council.
| ANALYSIS: |

» At the June 27, 2012 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) meeting, the Committee
recommended reallocating $119,545.00 to provide full funding to the activities the Common Council
approved on November 7, 2012 through Resolution #135-11.

» To provide this funding, the Fund Allocation Plans for 2005, 2006, 2007, 2008 and 2009 must be
amended.

» The Amendment would be to Section V. Reprogramming of Funds. Language should be added that
reads as follows:
> In addition, funds may be used to fully fund activities in a current year if a reduction in funding from
HUD is realized.

RECOMMENDATION:

A recommendation is made to approve the Amendment for the Fund Allocation Plans for 2005 through 2009.

tor Lt

Anthofly Geliche, Community Development Specialist




RESOLUTION

By: The Finance Comumittee

TO AMEND THE CDBG FUND ALLOCATION PLANS FOR 2005-2009

WHEREAS, the City of Kenosha receives an annual grant under the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1974, as amended; and,

WHEREAS, the City prepares a Fund Allocation Plan which provides guidance on how activities
are recommended for funding; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Kenosha Common Council has approved a Fund Allocation Plan for the
CDBG Program for years 2005-2009; and,

WHEREAS, the City has accumulated unused CDBG funds from completed and/or canceled
activities; and,

WHEREAS, the City wishes to provide full funding for the 2012 activities as recommended by
the Common Council through Resclution 135-11; and

WHEREAS, public hearings were held before the CDBG Committee on June 14, 2012 and June
27, 2012, the City Plan Commission on July 19, 2012, the Finance Committee on August 6, 2012, and the
City of Kenosha Common Council on August 6, 2012 to obtain citizen comments on the proposed
reallocation of CDBG funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Kenosha, that
the 2005-2009 Fund Allocation Plans be amended to allow for the full funding of the 2012 activities by
amending Section V. Reprogramming of Funds,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the following language be added to the existing language in
Section V. * In addition, funds may be used to fully fund activities in a current year if a reduction in
funding from HUD is realized.

Adopted this day of , 2012,

ATTEST: City Clerk
APPROVED: Mayor Date:
Drafted By:

Department of Community Development and Inspections



Leveraging
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal
must demonstrate:

- Leveraging of funds
- CDBG is not the sole source of funding
- The ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

Need
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal
must demonstrate the following:

- The Project will enhance the area in which the Proiect is located
- The Project will enhance or relate to the Agency's long term
programming

V. Funding Allocation for 2005
(Based on a $1,287,000 allocation)

The categorical percentages established for the COBG Program during 2005 are
listed below:

Program Category Percentage of Total Program
Public Service 15%
Planning/Management 20%

Housing and Neighborhood Improvement 42% - 55%
Economic Development 7% - 20%

U.W. Extension - NRSA Implementation 3%

If there is a reduction in CDBG funds received for the year 2005, reductions will
be made across the board. if there is an increase in CDBG funds received for
the year 2005, these funds will be placed in a street resurfacing fund to include
curb, gutter, parkway and sidewalk.

V. Repr mming of Funds

All funds available for reprogramming for the 2005 program year are designated
to be reprogrammed by the CDBG Subcommittee to implement the two
Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies (Columbus Neighborhood and Lincoln
Neighborhood) and to undertake activities that fall within the boundaries of the
two Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies.

Vi Timeliness
All projects funded must be initiated within 12 months of receipt of funds.
Agencies requesting extensions must do so by Friday, October 14, 2005, and

shall demonstrate an urgent or critical reason for the extension. Extensions shall
not exceed six months.

Page 7 of 8 - 2005 Fund Allocation Plan



PLANNING/MANAGEMENT PROJECTS
Proposals must address the following:

Plan Consistency
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal must be
contained in one of the following:

- Consolidated Plan

- Neighborhood Plan

—~ Area Plan

- Agency Plan

Benefif
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal must
demonstrate the impact the project will have on the community.

Leveraging
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal must

demonstrate:
- leveraging of funds
- CDBG is not the sole source of funding
- the ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

Need
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal must
demonstrate the following:

- the Project will enhance the area in which the Project is located

- the Project will enhance or relate to the Agency's long term programming

JV. FUNDING ALLOCATION FOR 2006 (based on a $1,220,301 allocation)

The categorical percentages established for the CDBG Program during 2006 are listed below:

Program Category Percentage of Total Program
Public Service 15%
Planning/Management 20%
Housing & Neighborhood Improvement 47 - 57%
Economic Development 5-15%
NRSA Implementation 3%

If there is a reduction in CDBG funds received for the year 2006, reductions will be made
across the board. |If there is an increase in CDBG funds received for the year 2006, these
funds will be place in a street resurfacing fund to include curb, gutter, parkway, and sidewalk.

V. REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS
All funds available for reprogramming for the 2006 program year are designated to be
reprogrammed by the CDBG Committee to implement the two Neighborhood Revitalization

Strategies {Columbus and Lincoln Neighborhoods) and to undertake activities that fall within the
boundaries of the two Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies.

Page 6 of 7 - 2006 Fund Allocation Plan



If there is a reduction in CDBG funds received for the year 2007, reductions will be made
across the board. If there is an increase in CDBG funds received for the year 2007, these
funds will be place in a street resurfacing fund to include curb, gutter, parkway, and sidewalk.

V. REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS

All funds available for reprogramming for the 2007 program year are designated to be
reprogrammed by the CDBG Committee to implement the two Neighborhood Revitalization
Strategies (Columbus and Lincoln Neighborhoods) and to undertake activities that fall within the
boundaries of the two Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies.

Vi. TIMELINESS

All projects funded must be initiated within 12 months of receipt of funds. Agencies requesting
extensions must do so by Friday, October 12, 2007, and shall demonstrate an urgent or critical
reason for the extension. Extensions shall not exceed six months.

Vil. FUNDING REQUESTS

Requests for funding will be allowed once per year during the acceptance of applications
usually occurring in August/September. The CDBG Committee will not entertain any special
requests, whether they are an emergency or not, at any other time throughout the year. Multi-
year funding requests will be allowed.

VIil. INELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES

- Government buildings, except to remove architectural barriers

- General government expenses, except administration of CDBG program/
comprehensive planning

— Political activities

- Income payments

- Motor vehicles

IX. LIENS

Liens will be placed on real property that is improved with the use of CDBG funds. Such liens
shall remain until the property is sold by the agency receiving the CDBG funds.

fu2facelicp/ctonyg/CDBG/2007_PROGRAM/FundAllocationPlan.sxw

Page 7 of 7 - 2007 Fund Allocation Plan



V. REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS

All funds available for reprogramming for the 2008 program year are designated to be
reprogrammed by the CDBG Committee to implement the two Neighborhood Revitalization
Strategies (Columbus and Lincoln Neighborhoods) and to undertake activities that fall within the
boundaries of the two Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies.

VIi. TIMELINESS

All projects funded must be initiated within 12 months of receipt of funds. Agencies requesting
extensions must do so by Friday, October 10, 2008, and shall demonstrate an urgent or critical
reason for the extension. Extensions shall not exceed six months.

Vil. FUNDING REQUESTS

Requests for funding will be allowed once per year during the acceptance of applications
usually occurring in August/September. The CDBG Committee will not entertain any special
requests, whether they are an emergency or not, at any other time throughout the year. Multi-
year funding requests will be allowed.

Vill. INELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES

- Government buildings, except to remove architectural barriers

- General government expenses, except administration of CDBG
program/comprehensive planning

- Political activities

—~ Income payments

- Motor vehicles

IX. LIENS

Liens will be placed on real property that is improved with the use of CDBG funds. Such liens
shall remain until the property is sold by the agency receiving the CDBG funds.

Ju2facctiep/ctonyg/CDBG/2008_Program/FundAllocationPlan.sxw
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V. REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS

All funds available for reprogramming for the 2009 program year are designated to be
reprogrammed by the CDBG Committee to implement the two Neighborhood Revitalization
Strategies (Columbus and Lincoln Neighborhoods) and to undertake activities that fall within the
boundaries of the two Neighborhood Revitalization Strategies.

Vi. TIMELINESS

All projects funded must be initiated within 12 months of receipt of funds. Agencies requesting
extensions shall demonstrate an urgent or critical reason for the extension. Extensions shall
not exceed six months.

Vil. FUNDING REQUESTS

Requests for funding will be allowed once per year during the acceptance of applications
usually occurring in August/September. The CDBG Committee will not entertain any special
requests, whether they are an emergency or not, at any other time throughout the year. Multi-
year funding requests will be allowed.

Viil. INELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES
- Government buildings, except to remove architectural barriers
- General government expenses, except administration of CDBG
program/comprehensive planning
- Political activities
— Income payments
- Motor vehicles

IX. LIENS

Liens will be placed on real property that is improved with the use of CDBG funds. Such liens
shall remain until the property is sold by the agency receiving the CDBG funds.

fu2faccticp/ctonyg/CDBG/2009_Pregram/AllacationPlan. odt

Page 8 of 8- 2009 Fund Allocation Plan
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Planning & Zoning Division | Kenosha City Plan Commission

625 52 Street

Kenosha, WI 53140 FACT SHEET July 19, 2012 Item 2

262.653.4030

| By the Finance Committee - To Reallocate Community Development Block Grant Funds and Amend
i|the 2012 Consolidated Plan - Annual Plan. PUBLIC HEARING

E_OCA TION/SURROUNDINGS: ]

City - Wide

\No TIFICATIONS/PROCEDURES: ]

This item will also be reviewed by the Finance Committee before final approval by the Common Council.

ANALYSIS: |

>

|RECOMMENDATION: |

The City currently has $234,892.06 in Unprogrammed funds and $328,684.67 in funds from the now
dormant Neighborhood Improvement Fund.

At the June 27, 2012 Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) meeting, the Committee

recommended reallocating $119,545.00 to provide full funding to the activities the Common Council
approved on November 7, 2012 through Resolution #135-11. The Committee recommended to
approve an additional $328,684.67 in funding to the Public Works Department for Street Resurfacing.

The City of Kenosha's 2012 CDBG Grant from HUD was reduced by 12.62%. By reallocating the
$119,545.00, activities will be fully funded as recommended by the Common Council.

The funding for the Street Resurfacing is the result of a HUD Review that indicated the City has too

much funding available. HUD is requiring that the City spend down our line of credit before their next
review, which will take place on November 1, 2012.

The funding for the $119,545 is a result of several activities over several years that had a balance
remaining, or were Entitlement funds that were not allocated.

The funding for the $328,684.67 is from the Neighborhood Improvement Fund, which was a fund

established to provide funding for housing activities that were undertaken in defined areas. The fund
has not been utilized for several years.

A recommendation is made to approve the reallocation of funds and amend the 2012 Consolidated Plan.

A1 Ao

Antholy Geliché, Community Development Specialist

fu2/acclicp/ckays/1CPC/2012/July19/2-fact-realloc funds&amd plan.odt
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RESOLUTION
By: The Finance Committee

TO REALLOCATE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT FUNDS AND AMEND THE 2012
CONSOLIDATED PLAN-ANNUAL PLAN

WHEREAS, the City of Kenosha receives an annual Entitlement Grant of Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds under the Housing and Community Development Act of 1974,
as amended; and,

WHEREAS, The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires the City
to account for the allocation of all CDBG funds; and ,

WHEREAS, the 2012 CDBG Entitlement Grant from HUD was reduced by 12.62% from the
anticipated 2012 Entitlement Grant; and,

WHEREAS, the City has accumulated unused CDBG funds from completed and/or canceled
activities; and,

WHEREAS, the City wishes to provide full funding for the 2012 activities as recommended by
the Common Council through Resolution 135-11; and,

WHEREAS, the City wishes to provide additional funding for the resurfacing of CDBG eligible
streets; and,

WHEREAS, public hearings were held before the CDBG Committee on June 14, 2012 and June
27, 2012, the City Plan Commission on July 19, 2012, the Finance Committee on August 6, 2012, and
the City of Kenosha Common Council on August 6, 2012 to obtain citizen comments on the proposed
reallocation of CDBG funds.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Kenosha, that
the 2012 CDBG Annual Plan be amended as attached.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor is hereby authorized to submit the Amended
Annual Plan and all other required documents to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development.

Adopted this day of 52012,

ATTEST: City Clerk
APPROVED: Mayor Date:
Drafted By:

Department of Community Development and Inspections



RESOLUTION NO. 135-11
BY: FINANCE COMMITTEE

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE 2012 CONSOLIDATED PLAN - ANNUAL PLAN

WHEREAS, the City of Kenosha receives CDBG funds under the Housing and Community
Development Act of 1974, as amended; and HOME funds under the HOME Investment Partnership
Program of 1991 as amended; and

WHEREAS, the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requires the
City to develop a document designed as its Consolidated Plan; and

WHEREAS, for the purpose of the CDBG Program, public hearings were held before the
CDBG Committee on June 28, 2011; August 22, 2011 and August 23, 2011; the City Plan
Commission on July 7, 2011 and October 20, 2011; the Finance Committee on July 18, 2011 and
November 7, 2011 and the Common Council on July 18, 2011 and November 7, 2011 to consider
pro%osed Srojects and obtain citizen views and comments on housing and community development
needs; an

WHEREAS, for the purpose of the HOME Program, public hearings were held before the
Finance Committee on November 7, 2011 and the Common Council on November 7, 2011 to
consider the 2012 Program Description and obtain citizen comments on housing needs; and

WHEREAS, the 2012 CDBG Entitlement Grant to be received from HUD for the City is
estimated to be $966,167 and project allocations are based on this amount; and

WHEREAS, if the actual 2012 CDBG Entitlement Grant is less than $966,167, program
allocations will be adjusted in proportion to each project allocation; and

WHEREAS, if the actual 2012 CDBG Entitlement Grant is more than $966,167, funds will be
used in accordance with the 2012 Fund Allocation Plan approved by the Common Council on July
18, 2011; and

WHEREAS, the 2012 HOME Entitlement Grant to be received from HUD for the City is
estimated to be $464,881 and proposed allocations are based on this amount; and

WHEREAS, if the actual 2012 HOME Entitlement Grant is more or less than $464,881, the
program allocation will be adjusted in proportion to each activity allocation approved in the 2012
Program Description.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Common Council, that the 2012 Consolidated
Plan - Annual Plan is approved; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor is hereby authorized to submit all necessary

and required documents to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, and execute all
documents relative thereto. _

Dated this

APPROVE: /
Keith G. Bosman, Mayor

ATTEST:
Michael

Drafted by: Department of City Development



L91°996$

€ETE6IS

ECTESIS
000°0€S
0007018

600°879S

600°807$
000°0S1$
ooo SP$

000°SZS
000°5Z$
0£9°0C$
000°0Z$
0L6°81$
STESCIS
000°SS
000°¢S
000°5$

000°s$

weliserd OGAD TI0T [0l

Suruueg easusya1dwo))/HONRRSIUTIUPY WRIS0I] BYSOUIY JO A1)
Apms ArfIqiseay S]oNIB]N TOWIWIO)) BYSOUSS]

__auy ‘[runod gJOH
s JUdIdSeueA/SunIue] .

sjuowaA0xdWi] 199N SIIOA\ 01[QNJ — BYSOUay Jo A1)

WNNURUOY) 3usdO[oAd(J 2sLIdIouF-0I0NA] "dI00) 2ATIRNIM] SSSUISNY S, USWIO M TM
saredsy] Sutpping SUOZLIOY S,URIP[IY)) 2 USWOA

sjuawaAoIdw] dOysSyIOM IOIUS)) JUSUWISASTOY BYSOUIY

o R e, 5 e e a1 s sme o o iarpeiqu

“Emﬁnc_oboﬁ u:honoum\un Eubc.ﬁﬁm uoaﬁonamaz nm:-.mnom

1931yS Ajrure,J Aous3iotryg INUS)) WoeYysS

100{013 POOYIOQUSISN YueL] VIONA BYsous?]

JIDIOYING-J[OS 2W0I9G SJupisay Juidiey I2UsS) gorannQ ueqin VoI
IOJBUIPIOO)) 83T — WeiS01J A0BD0ADPY [BS2] SUOZLIOH S,TOIP[IY) 29 USTIOAN
are7) JO WNNURUo)) oU] I\ WIDISBOUINOS JO 191ud)) ystueds

uvornero[dxy 1uswAoidary 191U9)) JUSWSASIYOY BYSOUSY

Aunosg 18 U] PO X SISBO

Aoeioyr] wis} uog "OUf ‘[IOUNC)) AJRINITT BYSOUI]

wWeI3old Yoeann( oS Joedioeq jeAlAng "ou] ‘se0yS AN U] . uD{[BM

ooHEom mosﬁpomwmﬁ 1 Issjunjo > .onH oogﬁum oa€< 3 b:umm EOIY BYSOUST]
i - ARG AR

Eﬁuchm 04dd NSN



Year
2011

2010

2009

2008

2007

2006

2005

file:/flu2/acct/cp/ctonyg/CDBG/Unprogrammed_Funds_Activity_81-as of 6-19-12-Reprogram Amounts.ods

CDBG Unprogrammed Fund Balance

Account
290-06-50604
289-06-50602
289-06-50603
289-06-51602
289-06-50605
289-06-51602
289-06-51602

289-06-50617
289-06-51602

259-06-51602

258-06-51602

257-06-51602

256-06-51602

255-06-51602

TOTAL

Source of Funds
Sailing Center

Urban League-Apprentice
Literacy Council

Walkin' In My Shoes

Spanish Center-Outreach
ELCA Urban Outreach Center
Potter's Center

YMCA

Unallocated Entitlement

Urban League

Health Center

Urban League
Spanish Center
Potter's Center

Legal Action
Margaret Ann's Place
New Song Ministries

Walkin' In My Shoes
Senior Center
Fire Dept

AODA Safehouse
Margaret Ann's Place

Spanish Center
ELCA

History Center Keepers Cottage

Spanish Center

Neighborhood Inspection
Senior Center

Spanish Center
Unallocated Entitlement

Amount
391.11

309.04
441.86
0.83
441.00
439.19
4.00
156.08
107,094.00

108,886.00

167.08
60,825.91
2,686.71
250.00
2.52
2,950.00
3,500.00

2,016.00

72,398.22

544.90
1,559.00
4.36

2,108.26

4,443.00
27.00
114.00
460.49

5,044.49

1,093.86
220.00
1,313.86

1.00
1,849.00
367.66
42,532.46

44,750.12



2005

$44,750.12
Kenosha Area Family & Aging Service, Inc. -$631.00
Walkin' In My Shoes, Inc. -$631.00
Kenosha Literacy Council, Inc. -$631.00
Oasis Youth Center -$631.00
Kenosha Achievement Center -$1,934.00
Women & Children's Horizons -$2.524.00
ELCA Urban Outreach Center -$2,604.00
Kenosha YMCA -$3,155.00
Shalom Center -$3,155.00
Kenosha Achievement Center -$3,155.00
Women & Children's Horizons -$5,679.00
WI W omen’s Business Initiative Corp. -$18,932.00
City of Kenosha — Public Works -$1,088.12
-$44,750.12
2006
$1,313.86
[City of Kenosha — Public Works | -$1,313.8¢]
2007
$5,044.49
[City of Kenosha — Public Works J -$5,044.49)
2008
$2,108.26
[City of Kenosha — Public Works | -$2,108.26]
2009
$72,398.22
City of Kenosha — Public Works -$41,940.27
HOPE Council, Inc. -$1,262.00
Kenosha Common Markets -$3,786.00
City of Kenosha -$19,340.00
-$66,328.27
-$119,545.00

file:/ffu2/acct/cp/ctonyg/CDBG/Unprogrammed_Funds_Activity_81-as of 6-19-12-Reprogram Amounts.ods



CDBG Neighborhood Improvement Fund Balance

Account Source of Funds Amount
257-06-50450 NIF $109,883.16
255-06-50465 NIF $80.51
258-06-50450 NIF $218,721.00

$328,684.67
City of Kenosha — Public Works $328,684.67

file://lu2/acct/cp/ctonyg/CDBG/Unprogrammed_Funds_Activity_81-as of 6-19-12-Reprogram Amounts.ods
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July 19, 2012 tem 3

L

12012 Community Development Block Grant Fund Allocation Plan. PUBLIC HEARING

LOCATION/SURROUNDINGS:

City-Wide

INOTIFICATIONS/PROCEDURES: |

This item will be reviewed by the Finance Committee on August 6, 2012 with final approval by the Common
Council also on August 6, 2012.

'ANALYSIS:

» After conducting a public hearing on June 27, 2012, the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG)
Committee recommended approval of the 2013 Fund Allocation Plan.

» The Plan provides guidance on the funding categories, the evaluation criteria, funding allocation,
reprogramming of funds, timeliness and other areas of interest to applicants.

» The following percentages were approved as part of the Fund Allocation Plan for the 2013 Program

Year:

P PUBIIC SOIVICE. oo 15%
> Planning and Management.............cccooooriiiiniiin 20%
» Housing, Neighborhood Improvement/Economic Development............. 65%

» The 2013 CDBG Allocation Plan was approved by the CDBG Committee and will be used to allocate

CDBG funds for the 2013 CDBG Program. The Allocation Plan is a requirement of the Department of
Housing and Urban Development for the allocation of CDBG funds.

\ RECOMMENDATION:

A recommendation is made to approve the 2013 CDBG Fund Allocation Plan.

otir At

Anfhdn{; Geliche, Community Development Specialist

Jeffre

fulfaccticp/ckays/1CPCI2012/July 19/ fact-cdbg-allogplan.odt




Commum’ty Developmeht ‘Bulo‘ck Grant
Fund Allocation Plan
2013

I. INTRODUCTION

The Community Development Block Grant's primary objective is the development of viable
communities by creating suitable living environments, maintaining and creating decent housing, and
creating and maintaining job opportunities for low and moderate income persons.

Communities which are eligible for Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds, otherwise
known as “entitlement cities,” must develop an Allocation Plan stating community goals and objectives
on how CDBG funds should be used and spent.

The Fund Allocation Plan has been prepared by the CDBG Committee on Community Development
Block Grants to provide a basis for funding decision for Program Year 2013.

The committee was established in order to:

1. Develop an Allocation Plan

2. Reexamine the process for allocating CDBG funds

3. Become actively involved in the awarding of CDBG applications by conducting interviews of all
potential applicants, and making recommendations to the Finance Committee and City Plan
Commission on which projects should be funded.

The Fund Allocation Plan establishes program categories, funding percentages, and the basis for
allocating dollar amounts.

Il. FUNDING CATEGORIES |
There are three (3) local funding categories: Public Service, Housing, Neighborhood Improvement/
Economic Development and Planning/Management. Proposals must fall within one (1) of the three (3)
mentioned categories and will be evaluated on that basis. Projects will be competing for the funds
allocated to the respective category. The types of projects that will be considered under each category
are as follows:

PUBLIC SERVICE
> Project/Program Delivery Costs
> Equipment to Support Program Services

HOUSING, NEIGHBORHOOD IMPROVEMENT / ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Housing Rehabilitation

Code Enforcement Programs

New Housing Construction

Historic Preservation

Neighborhood Projects

Public Improvements

Facility Improvements

Revolving Loan Fund

Y VYV VY VYVY

Y

Y
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» Revolving Business Loan programs
» Job Creation for Low/Moderate Income Benefit
» Commercial Revitalization

PLANNING / MANAGEMENT

» CDBG Implementation

» Comprehensive Planning

» Studies and Long Range Planning

The programs listed above must meet one of the following National Objectives:
» benefiting low and moderate income persons,
» addressing slums or blight,
> meeting a particular urgent community development need.

The programs must also comply with all Department of Housing and Urban Development guidelines
and regulations stipulated in 24 CFR Part 570 of the Housing and Community Development Act of
1987.

Il. EVALUATION CRITERIA

The following criteria will be used to evaluate proposals. Proposals should address the criteria in order
to be considered for funding.

PUBLIC SERVICE PROJECTS

Proposals must address the following:

Plan Consistency
To be considered for funding as a Public Service Project, the proposal must be contained in one of the
following:

» Consolidated Plan

» Agency Plan

» Local Neighborhood Strategies

Benefit

To be considered for funding as a Public Service Project, the proposal must demonstrate that:
» 51% of the persons directly benefiting are from low-to-moderate income households, or
» 51% of the persons residing in the area being served are low-to-moderate income

VPrrojec"t Type ) i
To be considered for funding as a Public Service Project, the proposal must demonstrate that:
» the project is a new project, or
» the project is a quantifiable increase in a service already being provided
Leveraging '
To be considered for funding as a Public Service Project, the proposal must demonstrate
» leveraging of funds
» CDBG is not the sole source of funding
» the ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

Page 2 of 7



7Méégurable Outcomes W
Proposals shall list the measurable qualitative cutcome that will result from the use of funds.

Hou"sugq_ PROJECTS

Proposals must be either a Single Family Project or a Multi-Family Project.

“gingle Family Project

To be considered for funding as a Single Family Project, the proposal must be one of the following:
» acquisition/rehabilitation
» demolition
» new construction

'M;llti-Family Project

To be considered for funding as a Multi-Family Project, the proposal must be one of the following:
» acquisition/rehabilitation of two or more unit dwellings
» need to be structures that were built as multi-family dwellings
» construction of two or more adjoining units, but not more than 8 units

Proposals must also address the following:

Plan és_r;éistenc %

To be considered for funding as a Housing Project, the proposal must be contained in one of the
following:

Consolidated Plan
Neighborhood Plan

Area Plan

Agency Plan

L.ocal Neighborhood Strategies

Aol

v v

A

‘Benefit |
To be considered for funding as a Housing Project, the proposal must benefit:
» 100% low-to-moderate income households for single family projects

» 51% low-to-moderate income households for multi-family projects

Leveraging
> leveraging of funds (private, bank, HOME, HRCI, etc.)
» CDBG is not the sole source of funding
» the ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

Location
To be considered for funding as a Housing Project, the proposal must be located within the City's
Reinvestment Neighborhood.

Emphasis will be placed on proposals that address activities in local Neighborhood Strategies.

Page 3of 7



ét_}suc IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS

Proposals must address the following:

Plan Consistency T
To be considered for funding as a Public Improvement Project, the proposal must be contained in one
of the following:
» Consolidated Plan
Neighbarhood Plan
Area Plan
Local Neighborhood Strategies

v Vv Vv

Benefit

To be considered for funding as a Public Improvement Project, the proposal must benefit;
» 51% low-to-moderate income households, or
» eliminate slums or blight

Leveraging

To be considered for funding as a Public Improvement Project, the proposal must demonstrate:
» leveraging of funds
» CDBG is not the sole source of funding

» the ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

7Locaitfrbﬁ
To be considered for funding as a Public Improvement Project, the proposal must be located within the
City's reinvestment Neighborhood.

Emphasis will be placed on proposals that address activities in local Neighborhood Strategies.

FACILITY PROJECTS

Funds received (over $1,000) for the improvement or construction of facilities shall be secured by a
property title lien until the property is sold or leased to a for-profit entity or a non-CDBG eligible not-for-
profit entity.

Proposals must address the following:

Plan Consistency
To be considered for funding as a Facility Project, the proposal must be contained in one of the
following:
» Consolidated Plan
Neighborhood Plan
Area Plan
Agency Plan
Local Neighborhood Strategies

v vV v

\:f
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Benefit

To be considered fur funding as a Facility Project:
» the Agency must serve §1% low-to-moderate income persons, or
> the Project must eliminate slums or blight

-Lévieraging

To be considered for funding as a Facility Project, the proposal must demonstrate:
» leveraging of funds
» CDBG is not the sole source of funding
» the ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

Need

To be considered for funding as a Facility Project, the proposal must demonstrate the following:
> the Project will enhance the services provided by the applicant
» effect or relationship of the project to programming
» the Project is necessary to address conditions detrimental to public health and safety

.Locaﬁab
Emphasis will be placed on proposals that address activities in local Neighborhood Strategies.

" ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

- - |

Proposals must address the following:

Plan ébrn‘sistenc 3%

To be considered for funding as an Economic Development Project, the proposal must be contained in
one of the following:

» Consolidated Plan

» Neighborhood Plan

» Area Plan

» Agency Plan

> Local Neighborhood Strategies

-Beneﬁt

To ke considered for funding as an Economic Development Project, the proposal must benefit:
» 51% low-to-moderate income persons through job creation or retention activities, or
» eliminate slums or blight

Leveraging

To be considered for funding as an Economic Development Project, the proposal must demonstrate:
» leveraging of funds
» CDBG is not the sole source of funding
» the ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

To be considered for funding as an Economic Development Project, the proposal must demonstrate
the following:

» the Project will enhance the area in which the Project is located

> the Project is necessary to address conditions detrimental to public health and safety

Page 5 of 7



Measurable Outcomes
Proposals shall list the measurable qualitative outcomes that will result from the use of funds.

PLANNING / MANAGEMENT PROJECTS |

Proposals must address the following:

Plan Consistency
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal must be contained in
one of the following:
» Consclidated Plan
Neighborhood Plan
» Area Plan
> Agency Plan

Y

Benefit -

To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal must demonstrate the
impact the project wili have on the community.

Leveraging _

» leveraging of funds
» CDBG is not the sole source of funding
» the ability to cover the cost of implementing the plan

Need
To be considered for funding as a Planning/Management Project, the proposal must demonstrate the
following:

» the Project will enhance the area in which the Project is located

» the Project will enhance or relate to the Agency's long term programming

IV. FUNDING ALLOCATION FOR 2013 (based on a $844,227 allocation)

The categorical percentages established for the CDBG Program during 2013 are listed below:

Program Category Percentage of Total Program
Public Service 15%
Planning/Management 20%
Housing, Neighborhood Improvement/Economic Development 65%

If there is a reduction in CDBG funds received for the year 2013, reductions will be made across the
board. If there is an increase in CDBG funds received for the year 2013, these funds will be allocated
based on applications on file,

Page 6 of 7



Priority _ _
Priority will be given to proposals that address the following:
»  Youth and/or job creation
Downtown as an Area
Emergency Services (food, shelter)
Public Safety for low-to-moderate income neighborhoods (as defined by census tract and block
groups)
» Activities that leverage funds from Kenosha County Human Services (KCHS)

v v

v

(While priority will be given to the above, proposals that do not address these priorities will still
bhe accepted.)

V. REPROGRAMMING OF FUNDS

All funds available for reprogramming during the 2013 program year are designated to be
reprogrammed by the CDBG Committee as determined by the CDBG Committee.

VI. TIMELINESS

All projects funded must be initiated within 12 months of receipt of funds. Agencies requesting
extensions shall demonstrate an urgent or critical reason for the extension. Extensions shall not
exceed six months.

Vil. FUNDING REQUESTS

Requests for funding will be allowed once per year during the acceptance of applications. The CDBG
Committee will not entertain any special requests, whether they are an emergency or not, at any other
time throughout the year. Multi-year funding requests may be considered.

VIll. INELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES

» Government buildings, except to remove architectural barriers

» General government expenses, except administration of CDBG program/comprehensive
planning

» Political activities

» Income payments

» Motor vehicles

IX. LIENS

Liens will be placed on real property that is improved with the use of CDBG funds. Such liens shall
remain until the property is sold by the agency receiving the CDBG funds.

{u2/acetiep/ckays/1CDBG/2013PY /2013 AllocationPlan.odi
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By Alderperson Jesse Downing - To Create Subparagraphs 3.17 C.10, 3.18 C.39, 4.06 C.6 and 6.01
| F.26.e and to Amend Table 4.01, Group 3 of the Zoning Ordinance to Allow Golf and/or Batting Range
| Uses as a Conditional Use in Manufacturing Districts. PUBLIC HEARING

LOCATION/SURROUNDINGS: |

Site: City — Wide to all parcels zoned M-1 or M-2

| NOTIFICATIONS/PROCEDURES: |

The Common Council is the final review authority.

(ANALYSIS: e

> A property owner in the Industrial Park of Kenosha (IPOK) inquired about installing several batting
cages in vacant warehouse space at his existing building. Staff reviewed the request and determined
the use was neither a permitted nor conditional use in either M-1 or M-2 Manufacturing District.

> Batting and/or golf ranges are typically looked at as commercial/retail uses in the City of Kenosha.
These uses are allowed outdoors in the B-2 Community Business District as a Conditional Use.

» Traffic is also a concern to Staff. The batting or golf ranges could increase traffic that would not

normally be in an industrial district. The patrons of these uses also tend to be younger, which is a
concern in an industrial district.

» The City Plan Commission reviewed a Zoning Ordinance Amendment on this item on June 21, 2012.
That proposed Amendment would have allowed batting cages and golf ranges as permitted accessory
uses in the M-1 and M-2 Manufacturing Districts. The City Plan Commission requested that those uses
be listed as conditional, rather than permitted. The Zoning Ordinance Amendment was modified per
the City Plan Commission's request. The sponsor, Alderperson Downing, concurred with the change
request.

» The Zoning Ordinance Amendment also establishes an additional off-street parking requirement of 3.0
spaces per individual station.

» While the request came from an IPOK owner, and the IPOK Review Committee reviewed and

supported the request, this Zoning Ordinance Amendment would apply City-wide to all industrially
zoned parcels.

'[RECOMMENDA TION:

For City Plan Commission review and recommendation.

2. T O e

Brian Wilke, Development Coordinator Jeffrey B. Labahn, Dlréf:tor/

Ju2/acct/ep/claurieb/CITY PLAN COMMISSION/4-fact-zo-317C11-batting.odt



ORDINANCE NO.
DRAFT 7/11/12
SPONSOR: ALDERPERSON JESSE DOWNING
TO CREATE SUBPARAGRAPHS 3.17 C.10, 3.18 C.39, 4.06 C.6 AND 6.01
F.26 e. AND TO AMEND TABLE 4.01, GROUP 3 OF THE ZONING
ORDINANCE TO ALLOW GOLF AND/OR BATTING RANGE
USES AS A CONDITIONAL USE IN MANUFACTURING DISTRICTS.
The Common Council of the City of Kenosha, Wisconsin, do ordain as follows:
Section One: Subparagraph 3.17 C.10. of the Zoning Ordinance for the City of
Kenosha, Wisconsin, is hereby created as follows:
10. Golf Range, Batting Range, Batting Cage, or Golf and/or Batting Simulator.
Section Two: Subparagraph 3.18 C.39 of the Zoning Ordinance for the City of
Kenosha, Wisconsin, is hereby created as follows:
39. Golf Range, Batting Range, Batting Cage, or Golf and/or Batting Simulator.
Section Three: TABLE 4.01, GROUP 3 of the Zoning Ordinance for the City of

Kenosha, Wisconsin is hereby amended as follows:

Golf Range, Batting Range, Batting Cage, or Golf and/or Batting Simulator in the M-1 or M-2
DYl e I cc

Section Four: Subparagraph 4.06 C.6. of the Zoning Ordinance for the City of

Kenosha, Wisconsin is hereby created as follows:

6. Golf Range, Batting Range, Batting Cage, or Golf and/or Batting Simulator in the M-1

or M-2 Districts.
a. Building Plan as required in Section 4.05 B. and Section 14 of this Ordinance.
b. Site Plan as required in Section 4.05 C. and Section 14 of this Ordinance, plus:

(1) Indicate the location of any off-street parking spaces dedicated to the use per Seetion 6.0 of

the Zoning Ordinance.

¢. Drainage Plan as required in Section 4.05 D. and Section 14 of the Zoning Ordinance.
d. Landscape Plan as required in Section 4.05 E. and Section 14.08 H.

e. Utility Plan as required in Section 4.05 F. and Section 14 of the City of Kenosha Zoning
Ordinance.

f. Operational Plan, which includes:

(1) Name and address of facility operator;

(2) Facility maintenance detail; and,

(3) Hours of operation.

g. One or mare of the plans identified hercinabove may be waived at the discretion of the
Reviewing Authority.

h. The conditional use permit shall require and the conditional use shall comply with the



following:

(1) The use shall be located wholly within an enclosed building;

(2) The use shall be secondary to the primary use, and;

(3) The use shall comprise less than fifty (50%) percent of the gross square footage of the
building in which it is located. _

(4) Requircment imposed by the Common Council in the conditional use perniit that
addresses issues that may have an adverse social, economic or environmental impact or that
may afTect the health, safety or weifare of abutting or neighboring properties of the City as a
whole.

Section Five: Subparagraph 6.01 F.26 e. of the Zoning Ordinance for the City of
Kenosha, Wisconsin, is hereby created as follows:

e. Golf Range, Batting Range, Batting Cage, or Golf and/or Batting Simulator: 3.0 spaces per
individual station.

Section Six: This Ordinance shall become effective upon passage and publication.
ATTEST: City Clerk
APPROVED: Mayor
Passed:
Published:

Drafted By:
EDWARD R, ANTARAMIAN
City Attorney
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