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MEETING NOTICE

The City of Stoughton will hold a Regular meeting of the Planning Commission on Monday, July

12, 2010 at 6:00pm at the Stoughton Area Senior Center, 248 W. Main Street, Stoughton WI.

*NOTE: CHANGE OF LOCATION
AGENDA
1. Call to order
2. Consider approval of the minutes of June 7, 2010.
3. Council Representative Report.
4. Status of Developments & Meeting Summary (Page 6)
5. Proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment pertaining to Indoor and Outdoor Commercial

Entertainment. (Page 8)
 Public Hearing
 Recommendation to Council

6. Proposed Zoning Ordinance amendment to allow the keeping of chicken’s at all single family
residentially zoned property. (Page 15)
 Public Hearing
 Recommendation to Council

7. Proposed Buildings and Building Regulations amendment banning all Outdoor Solid Fuel-Fired
Heating Furnaces. (Page 44)
 Public Hearing
 Recommendation to Council

8. Request by Bernie Esch of Electrical Solutions to install parking lot lighting at Doctors Park,
1520 Vernon Street. (Page 58)

9. Mark Rosenbaum requests site plan approval for an addition at North American Fur, 205
Industrial Circle. (Page 61)

10. Ming Zhang requests approval to overlay the parking lot at 1512 US Highway 51 & 138.(Page
67)

11. Bill Wenzel requests to discuss the fencing regulations, specifically the requirement to allow
maintenance free fencing to be installed 6 inches from the property line. (Page 69)

12. Future agenda items
13. Adjournment
7/2/10mps

COMMISSIONERS:
Mayor Donna Olson, Chair Todd Krcma Ron Christianson
Eric Hohol, Vice-Chair Carl Chenoweth Troy Wieser
Rollie Odland

PACKETS:
Rodney Scheel Michael Stacey (3) Rollie Odland
Troy Wieser Todd Krcma Mayor Donna Olson

E-MAIL NOTICES:
All Department Heads Council members Steve Kittelson
Pili Hougan Peter Sveum Derek Westby
Scott Wegner Autumn Dressell – HUB City Attorney Matt Dregne
Area Townships



S:\mps\Planning Commission Notices-Memos\Commission Notices\Planning Agendas 2010\PLANNING071210.doc

MAIL NOTICES:
David Atkins, PO Box 471, Stoughton; K & K of Stoughton LLC, 2108 Wood View Drive, Stoughton;
Jamie Bush, 1149 Lincoln Road, Oregon, WI. 53575; Bill Wenzel, PO Box 272, Stoughton; Electrical
Solutions, Bernie Esch, 2928 County Highway MN, Stoughton; Mark Rosenbaum, 972 US Highway
138 South, Stoughton; John Petty, 110 N. Page Street, Stoughton; Gennifer Mott, 816 Park Street,
Stoughton; Ming Zhang, 2204 Jackson Street, Stoughton;

IF YOU ARE DISABLED & IN NEED OF ASSISTANCE, PLEASE CALL 873-6677 PRIOR TO
THIS MEETING.

NOTE: AN EXPANDED MEETING MAY CONSTITUTE A QUORUM OF THE COUNCIL.
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Planning Commission Meeting Minutes
Monday, June 7, 2010 - 6:00 p.m.
Hall of Fame Room, City Hall, Lower Level, 381 E. Main Street, Stoughton, WI.

Members Present: Chair-Mayor Donna Olson; Carl Chenoweth; Vice-Chair, Eric Hohol;
Rollie Odland; Ron Christianson and Troy Wieser.
Absent and Excused: Todd Krcma
Staff: Director of Planning & Development, Rodney Scheel; Zoning Administrator,
Michael Stacey; Parks & Recreation Director, Tom Lynch.
Guests: David Atkins; Dave Knop; Jamie Bush; Steve Tone; Gennifer Mott; and Zach
Bentzler.

1. Call to order. Mayor Olson called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm.

2. Consider approval of the May 10, 2010 minutes.
Motion by Chenoweth to approve the minutes of May 10, 2010 as presented,
2

nd
by Wieser. Motion carried 6 - 0.

3. Council Representative Report.
Hohol stated there was discussion regarding signage on outfield fencing at City parks
and the Council decided to send the ordinance back to Planning. Additionally, the
following items were approved by the Common Council as recommended: Walt Olson
CSM; DCHA Resolution; and the Pre-Annexation Agreement for the Payne & Dolan
property.

4. Status of Developments/Projects.
Scheel gave an overview on the status of specific projects and noted there has been
4 single family home permits issued compared to 1 last year. There were no
questions.

5. Discuss proposed ordinance amendments and information pertaining to the
Keeping of Chickens.
Steve Tone and Gennifer Mott gave a presentation about the keeping of chickens.
Scheel stated that staff is looking for direction from the Commission if there is support
to move forward with a public hearing on a zoning ordinance amendment. Scheel
noted there are other ordinance amendments that would be reviewed by the Public
Safety Committee in conjunction with this amendment. Hohol stated there seems to
be community interest in the keeping of chickens and he would support a zoning
amendment.

Motion by Hohol to move forward with a public hearing to amend the zoning code to
allow the keeping of chickens in residential districts, 2nd by Chenoweth.

Wieser stated that the smell of chicken waste is a major concern and he will not
support it for that reason. Christianson stated he cannot support an amendment at
this time. Chenoweth stated he is in favor of small scale raising of hens. Motion
carried 4 – 2 (Wieser and Christianson voted no)
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6. Discuss proposed zoning ordinance amendments pertaining to Indoor &
Outdoor Commercial Entertainment.
Scheel gave an overview of the proposed zoning ordinance amendment. Hohol
questioned the change from a conditional use to a permitted use. Scheel stated
indoor commercial entertainment is still a conditional use for taverns.

Motion by Chenoweth to move forward with a public hearing to amend the zoning
code to allow outdoor seating areas and patios for indoor commercial entertainment
uses; to add outdoor commercial entertainment to the planned development district
and to remove outdoor commercial entertainment from the central business district,
2nd by Wieser.

There was a discussion regarding the zoning code amendment and how it will affect
existing taverns vs the outdoor alcohol consumption ordinance. Scheel stated it will
be a 2-step process between the Planning Commission for the zoning and the Public
Safety Committee for the outdoor alcohol consumption. Motion carried 6 – 0.

7. Tom Lynch, Parks & Recreation Director, requests the creation of zoning code
section 78-803 (2) (l), to allow exempt signage on softball/baseball outfield
fencing, on City owned parkland for advertising purposes. (Referred back from
Council)
Tom Lynch stated he would like further discussion on this issue with the Parks and
Recreation Committee and Council people. Chenoweth stated he would like to make
a motion to send this request back to the Parks and Recreation Committee.
Chenoweth took back his motion. Chenoweth explained the history of this request
from when he was on the Parks and Recreation Committee. Chenoweth believes the
spirit of the signage regulations is not being met and that signage should be
controlled through the zoning code not city policy. Chenoweth believes allowing the
signage in Racetrack Park only will give us a chance to review the potential impacts
of signage in parks. Hohol questioned whether the zoning code should control
signage or city policy. Scheel stated the zoning code is the most consistent way to
control signage.

Motion by Hohol to send this request back to the Parks and Recreation Committee
and have planning staff work with them to propose an amendment to the zoning code,
2nd by Chenoweth. Motion carried 6 – 0.

8. Discuss proposed building ordinance amendment pertaining to Outdoor
Furnaces.
Scheel explained the proposed zoning ordinance amendment was created as a
starting point. A lengthy discussion took place about the proposed amendment.
Everyone agreed that very few properties could comply with the proposed ordinance.
The consensus is to just amend the ordinance to ban outdoor furnaces. Scheel
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stated a public hearing is not required for building code amendments but we could
have one anyway. Hohol stated he is in favor of a public hearing on the matter.

Motion by Hohol to direct staff to rewrite an amendment to ban outdoor furnaces and
to have a public hearing at the next planning commission meeting, 2nd by
Chenoweth. Motion to carried 6 – 0.

9. Future Agenda Items. Indoor & Outdoor Commercial Entertainment Zoning
Amendment; Keeping of Chickens ordinance amendment; Outdoor Furnaces; and
possibly Movin` Out reconfiguration of buildings GDP.

10. Adjournment. Motion by Chenoweth to adjourn at 7:12 pm, 2nd by Wieser. Motion
carried 6 – 0.

Respectfully Submitted,
Michael Stacey



CITY OF STOUGHTON RODNEY J. SCHEEL
DEPARTMENT OF DIRECTOR

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
381 East Main Street, Stoughton, WI. 53589

(608) 873-6619 www.cityofstoughton.com/planning

Date: July 2, 2010

To: Planning Commission Members

From: Rodney J. Scheel
Director of Planning & Development

Michael Stacey
Zoning Administrator/Assistant Planner

Subject: July 12, 2010 Planning Commission Meeting - Status of Developments and
Meeting Summary.

Status of Developments:
 West View Ridge - 33 improved lots remaining.
 Barberry Fields - 3 improved lots remaining.
 Stone Crest - 12 improved lots remaining.
 Nordic Ridge – No improvements.
 Blackhawk Community Credit Union – Nearly Complete.
 Stellar Services Building – Completed.
 Tom Haag Building - Completed.
 North American Fur Expansions – In Process.
 6 single family home permits issued for 2010 compared to 1 in 2009.

Meeting Summary:
Item #5 – Proposed zoning ordinance amendments pertaining to Indoor & Outdoor
Commercial Entertainment. A zoning ordinance amendment is provided that if approved
would allow outdoor seating and patio areas for Indoor Commercial Entertainment uses. These
types of uses will require a conditional use permit. Examples of Indoor Commercial
Entertainment uses are restaurants; taverns; health or fitness centers; all forms of training
studios; bowling alleys; arcades; roller rinks and pool halls. Also provided is an amendment to
remove Outdoor Commercial Entertainment within the Central Business District and an
amendment to include Outdoor Commercial Entertainment as a conditional use within the
Planned Business District. Examples of Outdoor Commercial Entertainment uses are miniature
golf courses; go-cart tracks; commercial swimming pools; driving ranges; amusement parks and
drive-in theaters. A public hearing and recommendation to the Common Council is necessary.

Item #6 - Proposed zoning ordinance amendment to allow the keeping of chicken’s at all
single family residentially zoned property. A zoning ordinance amendment is provided that if
approved will allow the keeping of chicken’s at all single family residentially zoned property.
Steve Tone and Gennifer Mott have provided some background information. John Petty has



provided information related to State of Wisconsin regulations for keeping chickens. A public
hearing and recommendation to the Common Council is necessary.

Item #7 - Proposed Building and Building Regulations Ordinance amendment banning all
Outdoor Solid Fuel-Fired Heating Furnaces. An ordinance amendment is provided that if
approved will ban the use of all Outdoor Solid Fuel-Fired Heating Furnaces within the City of
Stoughton. A public hearing is not required but was requested by the Planning Commission. A
public hearing is scheduled and a recommendation to the Common Council is necessary.

Item #8 - Request by Bernie Esch of Electrical Solutions to install parking lot lighting at
Doctors Park, 1520 Vernon Street. There is currently no parking lot lighting at Doctors Park.
The proposed lighting plan meets all zoning code requirements. The photometric plan and staff
review are provided. Staff recommends approval.

Item #9 – Mark Rosenbaum requests site plan approval for an addition at North American
Fur, 205 Industrial Circle. North American Fur is proposing to add an addition that will fill the
gap between the north and south buildings. The addition will primarily be used for the drying of
furs. This addition will not require additional employees. The site plan and staff review are
provided. Staff recommends approval contingent on the June 28, 2010 staff review letter.

Item #10 – Ming Zhang requests approval to overlay the parking lot at 1512 US Highway
51 & 138. This request is to overlay with asphalt the existing parking lot and repaint the parking
stalls including replacing a small section of landscaping in front of the building with asphalt. The
building is currently vacant. The site plan and staff review letter are provided. Staff
recommends approval.

Item #11 - Request by Bill Wenzel to discuss the fencing regulations, specifically the
requirement to allow maintenance free fencing to be installed 6-inches from the property
line. Mr. Wenzel has requested to address the Planning Commission regarding the requirement
to allow maintenance free fencing to be installed 6-inches from the property line. This request is
due to a recent fence installation adjacent to Mr. Wenzel’s property. Mr. Wenzel’s neighbor
installed a fence in accordance with the fencing regulations. Mr. Wenzel’s neighbor would have
liked to install the fencing 6-inches from the lot line but could not because a post was installed
over the lot line from Mr. Wenzel’s property, so the fence was adjusted to accommodate the
existing post. The height of the neighbor’s fence is low enough (4 feet) to allow maintenance of
grass by reaching over the fence even with a 2-foot setback. Staff has not had any complaints
regarding the 6-inch requirement or the maintenance of the 6-inches of property. Most property
owners would rather place the fencing right on the lot line. Staff has provided the fencing
ordinance and a picture of the neighbor’s fence and post encroachment. Staff does not see a
need to amend the fencing regulations at this time.
A fencing regulations check was done of other communities as follows:
Sun Prairie: Fencing may be placed a minimum of 2 feet from the front lot line and may be
placed directly on the side and rear lot lines;
Mount Horeb: Fencing may be placed a minimum of 6 inches from the side and rear lot lines;
Verona: Fencing may be placed a minimum of 2 feet from the front lot line and may be placed
directly on the side and rear lot lines;
Waunakee: Fencing may be placed a minimum of 2 feet from the front lot line and may be
placed directly on the side and rear lot lines.



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The City of Stoughton Planning Commission will hold a Public Hearing on
Monday, July 12, 2010, at 6:00 o’clock p.m., or as soon thereafter as the
matter may be heard, at the Stoughton Area Senior Center, 248 W. Main
Street, Stoughton, Wisconsin, to consider a proposed ordinance
amendment to the City of Stoughton Municipal Code of Ordinances sections
78-206(4)(h); 78-105(4)(b)2b; & 78-105(4)(c)2b. These proposed
amendments will allow indoor commercial entertainment uses such as
restaurants and taverns to have outdoor seating and patios areas; will allow
outdoor commercial entertainment uses such as driving ranges and go-cart
tracks within the Planned Business District; and removes outdoor
commercial entertainment uses from the Central Business District.

For questions regarding this notice please contact Assistant Planner
Michael Stacey at 608-646-0421

Luann J. Alme
City Clerk

Published June 17, 2010 and June 24, 2010 Hub
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTIONS 78-206(4)(h); 78-105(4)(b)2b & 78-105(4)(c)2b
OF THE STOUGHTON MUNICIPAL CODE

The Common Council of the City of Stoughton, Dane County, Wisconsin, do ordain as

follows:

1. Sections 78-206(4)(h); 78-105(4)(b)2b & 78-105(4)(c)2b of the Stoughton Municipal

Zoning Code are hereby amended and shall read as follows:

Sec. 78-206(4)(h) Indoor Commercial Entertainment

Description: Indoor commercial entertainment land uses include all land uses which
provide entertainment services entirely primarily within an enclosed building. Outdoor
seating or patio areas associated with a proposed indoor commercial entertainment
land use shall be allowed subject to city approval of a site plan showing any such
proposed outdoor seating or patio area. Such activities often have operating hours
which extend significantly later than most other commercial land uses. Examples of
such land uses include restaurants, taverns, theaters, health or fitness centers, all
forms of training studios (dance, art, martial arts, etc.), bowling alleys, arcades, roller
rinks, and pool halls.

1. Regulations:

a. If located on the same side of the building as abutting residentially zoned
property, no customer entrance of any kind shall be permitted within 150 feet, or
as far as possible, of a residentially zoned property.

b. Facility shall provide bufferyard with minimum opacity of .60 along all borders of
the property abutting residentially zoned property (see Section 78-610).

2. Parking Requirements:

One space per every three patron seats or lockers (whichever is greater); or one
space per three persons at the maximum capacity of the establishment; (whichever
is greater).

Sec. 78-105(4)(b)2b Planned Business (PB) District, Principal Land Uses Permitted as
Conditional Use:

Outdoor Commercial Entertainment (per Section 78-206(4)(i)

Sec. 78-105(4)(c)2b Central Business (CB) District, Principal Land Uses Permitted as
Conditional Use:

Outdoor Commercial Entertainment (per Section 78-206(4)(i)



2. This ordinance shall take effect after passage and publications as required by law.

Adopted on roll call at a regular meeting of the Common Council of the City of Stoughton held
on the day of , 2010.

VOTE: APPROVED:

Ayes: ________________________
Donna L. Olson, Mayor

Noes:

Adopted: ATTEST:

Published: __________________________
Luann J. Alme, City Clerk
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(a) Central Business (CB) District
1. Description and Purpose:

This district is intended to permit both large and small scale "downtown" commercial
development at an intensity which provides significant incentives for infill development,
redevelopment, and the continued economic viability of existing development. To
accomplish this effect, minimum Landscape Surface Ratios (LSRs) permitted in this
district are much lower than those allowed in the Planned Business District. A wide range
of office, retail, and lodging land uses are permitted within this district. In order to ensure
a minimum of disruption to residential development, development within this district shall
take access from a collector or arterial street. No requirements for on site landscaping or
parking are required in this district. This district is strictly limited to the central City
locations.

Rationale: This district is intended to provide an alternative, primarily infill development,
designation for commercial activity to the Planned Business (PB) District and is designed
to assist in maintaining the long-term viability of the central City.

2. List of Allowable Principal Land Uses (per Article II)

a. Principal Land Uses Permitted by Right: (per Section 78-202(1))

Cultivation (per Section 78-206(2)(a))

Selective Cutting (per Section 78-206(2)(f))

Passive Outdoor Public Recreation (per Section 78-206(3)(a))

Active Outdoor Public Recreation (per Section 78-206(3)(b))

Public Services and Utilities (per Section 78-206(3)(e))

Office (per Section 78-206(4)(a))

Personal or Professional Services (per Section 78-206(4)(b))

Indoor Sales or Service (per Section 78-206(4)(c))

Indoor Maintenance Service (per Section 78-206(4)(e))

Off-Site Parking Lot (per Section 78-206(6)(a))

b. Principal Land Uses Permitted as Conditional Use: (per Section 78-202(2))

Clear Cutting (per Section 78-206(2)(g))

Community Gardens (per Section 78-206(2)(h))

Market Gardens (per Section 78-206(2)(i))

Indoor Institutional (per Section 78-206(3)(c))

Outdoor Institutional (per Section 78-206(3)(d))

Institutional Residential (per Section 78-206(3)(f))

In-Vehicle Sales or Service (per Section 78-206(4)(g))

Indoor Commercial Entertainment (per Section 78-206(4)(h))

Outdoor Commercial Entertainment (per Section 78-206(4)(i))

Commercial Indoor Lodging (per Section 78-206(4)(k))

Bed and Breakfast Establishments (per Section 78-206(4)(l))

Group Day Care Center (9+ children) (per Section 78-206(4)(m))

Boarding House (per Section 78-206(4)(o)

mstacey
Highlight
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The City of Stoughton Planning Commission will hold a Public Hearing on Monday, July 12,
2010 at 6:00 o’clock p.m., or as soon after as the matter may be heard, at the Stoughton
Area Senior Center, 248 W. Main Street, Stoughton, Wisconsin, 53589, to consider a
proposed ordinance amendment to the City of Stoughton Municipal Code of Ordinances
sections 78-105(2)(a)3a; 78-105(2)(b)3a; 78-105(2)(c)3a; 78-105(2)(d)3a; 78-105(2)(e)4a;
78-206(8)(y). These proposed amendments will allow the Keeping of Chickens in all Single
Family Residential districts within the City of Stoughton, Dane County, Wisconsin.

There are other proposed ordinance amendments other than this proposed zoning ordinance
amendment, related to the requirements and licensing for the keeping of chickens. For
questions regarding this notice please contact Michael Stacey, Zoning Administrator at 608-
646-0421

Luann J. Alme
City Clerk

Published June 17, 2010 and June 24, 2010 Hub
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AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND SECTIONS 78-105(2)(a)3a; 78-105(2)(b)3a; 78-105(2)(c)3a;
78-105(2)(d)3a; 78-105(2)(e)4a and 78-206(8)(y) OF THE STOUGHTON MUNICIPAL

CODE

The Common Council of the City of Stoughton, Dane County, Wisconsin, do ordain as

follows:

1. Sections 78-105(2)(a)3a; 78-105(2)(b)3a; 78-105(2)(c)3a; 78-105(2)(d)3a; 78-105(2)(e)4a

and 78-206(8)(y) of the Stoughton Municipal Zoning Code are hereby amended and shall

read as follows:

Sec. 78-105(2)(a)3a Exurban Residential (ER-1) District.

a. Accessory Land Uses Permitted by Right:

Keeping of chickens on a lot with a single family dwelling (per section 78-206(8)(y))

Sec. 78-105(2)(b)3a Single Family Residential (SR-3) District.

a. Accessory Land Uses Permitted by Right:

Keeping of chickens on a lot with a single family dwelling (per section 78-206(8)(y))

Sec. 78-105(2)(c)3a Single Family Residential (SR-4) District.

a. Accessory Land Uses Permitted by Right:
Keeping of chickens on a lot with a single family dwelling (per section 78-206(8)(y))

Sec. 78-105(2)(d)3a Single Family Residential (SR-5) District.

a. Accessory Land Uses Permitted by Right:

Keeping of chickens on a lot with a single family dwelling (per section 78-206(8)(y))

Sec. 78-105(2)(e)4a Single Family Residential (SR-6) District.

a. Accessory Land Uses Permitted by Right:

Keeping of chickens on a lot with a single family dwelling (per section 78-206(8)(y))



Sec. 78-206(8)(y) Accessory Land Uses
(y) Keeping of Chickens

Description: A maximum of 4 hen chickens are allowed by right on residentially
zoned property with a single family residential unit including the following
requirements:

1. Regulations:
a. No person shall keep chickens without a city license. The license must

be renewed annually.
b. No chicken coop/run shall be closer than 25 feet to any residential

structure on an adjacent lot and shall be located within the rear yard.
c. All zoning requirements related to accessory structures are exempt for

chicken coops/runs that are less than 65 square feet in area.
d. Chicken coops/runs that are 65 square feet and larger in area must

conform to the accessory structure requirements of the specific zoning
district where located.

e. Any electrical work requires an electrical permit through the Department
of Planning & Development.

2. This ordinance shall take effect after passage and publications as required by law.

Adopted on roll call at a regular meeting of the Common Council of the City of Stoughton held
on the day of , 2010.

VOTE: APPROVED:

Ayes: ________________________
Donna L. Olson, Mayor

Noes:

Adopted: ATTEST:

Published: __________________________
Luann J. Alme, City Clerk

s:\common\mps\ordinancechanges\ch78\chickens10



Stoughton Planning Commission Briefing
compiled by Chickens in Stoughton?!, May 31, 2010

Last Update: June 1, 2010

Chickens in Stoughton?! is a loosely-formed group of individuals that are requesting that the city revise its 
laws to enable small micro-flocks of up to to four female chickens (hens) to be kept within the city limits, with 
reasonable restrictions. We feel that the raising of chickens provides both children and adults an education in 
local, sustainable food practices, provides food security, promotes green living, expands our local food supply 
and provides an opportunity to learn responsibility and compassion towards animals.
 
In Stoughton, the potential keeping of chickens within the city limits impacts both the Municipal Code and the 
Zoning Ordinance. This document, prepared specifically for the Planning Commission, attempts to layout some 
of the issues they are likely to discuss and consider.

Why Chickens?
Cities all across the nation are reconsidering bans on backyard poultry that were enacted from the 1950s 
population migration from farm to urban environment. Recently, cities like Portland, Boise, Madison, 
Denver, Seattle, and Fort Collins have relaxed their laws and have begun allowing residents to keep a few 
backyard hens. According to Newsweek magazine, more than 65% of major cities now have chicken-keeping 
ordinances.
 
While everyone has their own reasons for embracing the idea of raising chickens for eggs in their own 
backyards, the recent interest in the last decade has accelerated due to the following factors:
 

1. Increased awareness of individual impacts on the environment (e.g., local food and “green living”)
2. Increased suspicion regarding the safety of food produced by large factories, particularly non-US 

sources
3. Increased awareness of the possible need to access alternative food sources in case of emergency.

 
But not everyone is in favor of chickens living in their neighborhood. Most people, when first exposed to 
the question of “urban chickens”, consider it a rather odd, or even a repulsive, request. Their experience 
with chickens often is a result of driving by large, smelly, profit-based operations, where chickens are 
considered “machines” that must produce or die. These chickens, often numbering 10,000 or more per factory, 
are raised their entire lives in less than one square foot of cage space each. Even so-called “cage free” hens 
are often only allocated two square feet of space, with no ability to actually roam outside of their production 
building. In these operations, odor and cleanliness often take a backseat to production levels and profit.
 
Micro-flocks of chickens kept in an urban environment are as dissimilar to the above as a family dog is to 
a large puppy mill. With small, attractive coops that blend in with the surrounding neighborhood, backyard 
chickens are the “spoiled cousins” of the typical farmyard or production hen. Much like their keepers, a clean 
and comfortable habitat is the norm for city chickens.
 
Due to some unique characteristics of female chickens, the trend of allowing chicken keeping in an urban 
environment has been steadily increasing over the last decade. Many cities, both smaller and larger than 
Stoughton, have changed their laws to allow residents to keep 3 to 6 hens fully contained within their backyard, 
where they are treated both as entertaining pets and as a ready provider of fresh, wholesome eggs.
 
A partial list of cities within Wisconsin that allow hens to be kept within the city limits includes:
 

● Fort Atkinson, pop. 11,895 (6 hens)
● Jefferson, pop. 7,822 (4 hens)
● Madison, pop. 231,916 (4 hens)
● Neenah, pop. 25,060 (4 hens)
● New Berlin, pop. 38,649 (4 hens)
● Sheboygan, pop. 47,895 (no limit)



 
Milwaukee, Racine and Shorewood are currently considering the issue. A more extensive national list is 
provided at the end of this document.
 
While the reasons are beyond the scope of this briefing, we believe that, of all the common farm animals, 
chickens represent the only one suitable for an urban environment. Please refer to our publication, Common 
Backyard Chicken Objections, for more information.

Typical Setup for Backyard Chickens
A typical backyard hen setup consists of a fully enclosed and secureable coop with 4 to 6 square feet of floor 
space and an enclosed run of 6 to 10 square feet per hen. For 4 hens, this makes a total of less than 64 
square feet--smaller than the typical child’s playset. The open areas of the coop/runs are protected by 1/2” 
hardware cloth on all sides, including the top, and often have their sides extended with wire mesh a foot into 
the soil. They are meant to be completely predator proof.
 
We have included at the end of this document several examples of coops commonly found in urban 
environments.

Concerns of Communities Considering Urban Chickens
In general, communities considering chickens in an urban environment have to satisfy concerns in three areas:
 

1. Structural
a. How big are the coops and runs
b. How will the animals be contained
c. Are there any construction standards
d. What zoning districts are they permitted
e. Where on the lot can they be erected
f. Do they need building permits

 

2. Environmental
a. How will noise be controlled
b. How will odors be controlled
c. Will there be an increase in predators or scavengers
d. Will there be an increased risk for human-transmittable disease

 

3. Enforcement
a. Will licensing be required
b. How will violations be handled
c. What additional effort is required to enforce these standards

 
Establishing reasonable restrictions and guidelines in these areas makes for rules that are fair to residents and 
easy to enforce. Typical to many cities’ response to the above concerns are the following:
 

1. Structural
a. Lots with single family dwellings only
b. Only in backyards
c. Located either 20’ to 25’ from neighbor residential structures or 15’ within lot boundaries
d. Coops and runs are subject to existing outbuilding restrictions

 

2. Environmental
a. Limit of 3 to 6 female chickens (hens) only, no roosters
b. Contained in a secured coop at night, and in an enclosed run or fenced yard at all other times
c. Feed kept in a secured container
d. Odors not detectable at lot boundaries



e. Noise not significant at lot boundaries
 

3. Enforcement
a. Annual licensing fee
b. Applications must be approved
c. Noise and at-large issues addressed as with dogs and cats
d. Other issues addressed by animal control, building inspector, or licensing department

 
We have included at the end of this document a table listing several cities and their specific regulations as they 
pertain to keeping chickens in an urban environment.

Proposed Municipal Code Changes
While the Planning Commission is not charged with reviewing changes to the Municipal Code, we thought 
it would be beneficial to list what the proposed changes are here, so that you may see the proposed zoning 
changes within context:
 

● Maximum of 4 hens allowed, no roosters
● No butchering within the city limits
● Hens contained at all times in coop, run or fenced backyard
● Annual city license application with fee of $15
● Wisconsin Department of Agricultural premise registration required
● Existing fowl noise ordinance applies (Sec. 6-5)
● Existing noxious odor ordinance applies (Sec. 58-8)
● Police enforcement of the same violations as with dogs and cats
● At-large animals handled as with dogs and cats

 

Proposed Zoning Ordinance Changes
The following changes are proposed and are before you today:
 

● Keeping of a maximum of 4 hens allowed as an accessory land use by right on single-family lots in 
districts ER-1, SR-3, SR-4, SR-5 and SR-6

● Annual city license required
● Coop/runs must be in rear yard only
● Coop and run must be at least 25’ from a all residential structures on adjacent lots
● All zoning requirements related to accessory structures are exempt for coops and runs less than 65 

square feet in size
● Electrical work requires a permit

 
Note that these rules do not override any deed restrictions that run with the land on outbuildings and animals.

Conclusion
The net effect of these regulations may seem onerous to some potential chicken keepers. However, by and 
large most communities have willingly accepted them as being a reasonable compromise required to address 
both the concerns of residents and the humane treatment of chickens within the city limits.
 
The experience of other cities has demonstrated that the keeping of a few hens is compatible with an urban 
environment. Cities of all sizes have allowed keeping of hens without incident. Few have reported any 
significant increase in noise, odor, or visual complaints, and have reported relatively minor increases in 
enforcement effort.



 
We feel that the unique properties of hens make them the “greenest” animal capable of being kept in an 
urban environment. They are fully compatible with society’s blossoming recognition that we must all consider 
environmental impacts when evaluating our daily activities, and that becoming more local and sustainable 
in our food choices is one manner in which to accomplish this. Chickens fit completely with the objective of 
backyard vegetable gardening and Stoughton’s recent commitment to community gardens.
 
The benefits of small micro-flocks of hens far outweighs the minor impacts on city services and residential 
living. We feel that the time has come for Stoughton to allow backyard hens.



 

Appendices

Other Cities Allowing Urban Chickens
The following is a partial list of cities that allow chickens to be kept in their city limits: Concord NH, New Haven 
CT, San Francisco CA, Minneapolis MN, Boston MA, Phoenix AZ, Chicago IL, New York City, Syracuse NY, 
Anaheim CA, Mobile AL, New Orleans LA, Buffalo NY, Hartford CT, Baltimore MD, Portland OR, Houston TX, 
Miami FL, San Jose CA, Las Vegas NV, Vallejo CA,Topeka KS, Santa Rosa CA, Santa Fe NM, Little Rock AK, 
Burlington VT, Richmond VA, San Antonio TX, Albuquerque NM, Bakersfield CA, Des Moines IA, Winston-
Salem NC, Greensboro NC, Lafayette CA, Seattle WA, Oakland CA, Denver CO, Dallas TX, Laredo TX, Salt 
Lake City UT, St, Louis MO, Berkeley CA, Spokane WA, Indianapolis IN, Lexington KY and Louisville KY. 

Backyard Coop Examples
Below is an example of a combined coop and run. The footprint is approximately 4’ x 8’. The builder of this 
coop is located in the Madison area.
 

 
 
Below is a example of what is known as a “chicken tractor.” It is a portable coop/run combination unit that is 
open on the bottom to allow hens to graze on natural vegetation. After a few days it is easily moved to the next 
location in the yard. Note that it is resting on the patio for photo purposes only.
 



 
 
Here is another example of a chicken tractor.
 

 
 
Here is another example, one with a separate attached run. 
 



 
 
The one below is larger than needed for 4 hens.
 

 
 
This last one is meant to be used with a separate, detached run. It had apparently just been delivered.
 
 



 



 

Other Cities and Chickens
The following information was obtained from Chickens in the City (C.I.T.Y.) of Salem, Oregon regarding cities 
and their chicken keeping parameters. It represents only a sampling.
 

City, State # Hens Allowed Setback from 
Property Line

Distance from 
Adjacent Dwellings

Minimum Lot Size

Fayetteville, AR 4  25’  

Little Rock, AR 4    

Mobile, AL Unlimited    

Anaheim, CA 3   5,000

Berkeley, CA Unlimited  30’ (from bedrooms)  

Downey, CA 5    

Irvine, CA 2    

Long Beach, CA 20  20’  

Mountain View, CA 4  25’  

Oakland, CA Unlimited  20’  

Petaluma, CA 20 5’ 20’  

Redwood City, CA 3    

Roseville, CA 10  20’  

San Jose, CA 6  20’  

San Francisco, CA 4  20’  

Vallejo, CA 25  15’  

Colorado Springs, CO 10    

Ft. Collins, CO 6 15’   

Windsor Hts, IA 2  25’  

Boise, ID 6    

Westwood, MA 10 15’   

Baltimore, MD 4  25’  

Albuquerque, NM Unlimited  20’  

Corvallis, OR Unlimited    

Eugene, OR 2  20’  

Portland, OR 3    

Lake Oswego, OR Unlimited    

Catawissa, PA Unlimited 10’   



Pittsburgh, PA 5    

Laredo, TX 6    

Round Rock, TX 5  25’  

San Antonio, TX 5  20’  

Brigham City, UT 6    

Burlington, VT 3    

Bothell, WA 3  20’  

Everett, WA 5    

Olympia, WA 3    

Seattle, WA 3    

Spokane, WA 3    

Tacoma, WA Unlimited    

Vancouver, WA Unlimited    

Madison, WI 4  25’  

 



Common Backyard Chicken Objections

compiled by Chickens in Stoughton?!, May 8, 2010
Last Update: June 1, 2010

Those who are opposed to a chicken ordinance often object because they are not knowledgeable about
chickens and are unfamiliar with the concept of urban hen-keeping. For example, they frequently do not
understand that roosters are not needed for eggs, or that chickens eat bugs, weeds, and lawn clippings or
that hens are quiet and harmless. They are surprised to learn that hens are fun and entertaining and
make great pets because they have never been around them. Because they are unfamiliar, their opinions
are based on fear, not facts, and they believe many of the myths that are addressed in this document and
proven to be false.

Some people object to a chicken ordinance because their experience with chickens stems from rural farms
or commercial poultry operations where chickens are raised by the hundreds or thousands, often in
crowded and unsanitary conditions. In those situations, chickens are not regarded as pets. Raising
chickens for profit, on a large scale, is a completely different situation than keeping a few egg-laying hens
as pets. It’s like comparing the family dog to a puppy mill operation.

Before addressing objections it is important to have some idea as to the magnitude of the problem. Our
current estimate of the number of Stoughton residents that will choose to keep hens in their backyards is
fifty. If each kept the maximum proposed of four, that would equal a total of 200 hens in Stoughton. The
rationale for this estimate is described at the end of this document.

What follows are some common myths that surround backyard chicken keeping and attempts to correct
them.

1. "Chickens are noisy"

Any proposed ordinance would not allow roosters, which are by far the noisiest. Hens are rather quiet,
although they tend to be quite proud and vocal after an egg is laid. The noise level during this 5 minute
squawking period has been measured at around 63 decibels, or about the level of two people talking.

Other than their post-laying squawking, normal hen sounds are not audible at 25 feet. And at night,
chickens are absolutely silent. Overall, they are far quieter than a barking dog, lawn mower, leaf blower,
passing truck, children playing and other common neighborhood sounds.

2. "Chickens are smelly"

Chickens themselves are not smelly. Yes, chicken waste can be smelly, but no more than dog and cat
waste. The conscientiousness of the pet owner plays a large part in the smell and cleanliness of their
animals.

Many people's objection to chickens comes from the smell given off by large commercial operations,
where thousands of chickens are kept in close quarters. In these large facilities the buildup of ammonia
from the sheer volume of solid waste creates a powerful smell, particularly on warm days. But comparing
the keeping of a micro-flock of 4 hens to a large farm-based operation is like comparing the keeping of the
family dog to a commercial puppy mill.

In a commercial farm-based operation, profitability is the primary motivating factor. Chickens are viewed
as a commodity and are raised solely for meat and/or egg production. Many are kept in a density that is
substantially greater than that of a few hens in a backyard. The United Egg Producers' 2010 Animal
Husbandry Guidelines recommends that each laying hen be given as little as 68 square inches of space to
live their entire lives. Compacting hundreds or thousands of hens at this density leads to an ammonia
buildup that is difficult to manage.
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Contrast this with typical backyard hen guidelines, where each hen has 2 to 4 square feet of coop space,
and are let out into an enclosed pen of 10 square feet per bird. Enjoying 30 times the space given to
commercially-raised hens, ammonia build-up is virtually eliminated.

In addition, contrast the volume of waste produced by a chicken to that of the average dog. The average
dog produces 12 ounces of solid waste and a 1.5 ounces of urine per day, whereas the average chicken
produces 1.5 ounces of total waste per day (chickens do not produce a separate urine flow). Thus, the
estimated 2,000 dogs in Stoughton produce over 1,500 pounds of solid waste each day. The 200 hens
projected to be kept in Stoughton will produce less than 20 pounds of waste per day.

And by its very nature, chicken waste is less of a public health threat, and is safe to apply to gardens after
composting. The solid waste that dogs produce is a bio-hazard and cannot be safely composted for use in
vegetable gardens. Stoughton residents add over 150 tons of dog waste to garbage landfills each year,
with an additional 60 tons being washed directly into our environment.

3. "Chickens attract other animals"

Typical predators of adult and baby chickens include hawks (common in Stoughton), foxes (uncommon),
raccoons (common), skunks (uncommon) and opossum (common). This is the same list of animals that
stalk our wild squirrels, ducks, geese, rabbits, song birds and chipmunks. Any predators that are attracted
to chickens are already living among us.

Adding 200 fully contained hens to the total population of wild animals will have little if any measurable
impact on predator interest.

In addition, unlike the wild squirrels, ducks, geese, rabbits, song birds and chipmunks, domestic backyard
chickens roost at night in secure, dig-proof enclosures, preventing nocturnal animal raids. During the day
they are always kept in a covered run or fenced enclosure. They are pets that owners responsibly protect.

The larger potential threat is posed by domestic dogs and cats illegally roaming the backyards of homes.
Although most domestic cats would have a tough time with a full grown hen (most can defend themselves
against cats), roaming dogs could harass chickens by chasing them, potentially even killing them. Of
course, loose dogs are also a threat to children, adults, other dogs and vehicular traffic.

But since urban hens are confined at all times, and our existing laws prohibit at-large dogs and cats, we
do not anticipate this to be a significant problem.

4. "Chickens attract rodents"

It is the chicken feed that attracts rodents, not the chickens themselves (FYI: adult chickens will kill and
will eat small rodents).

There are currently thousands of bags of dog and cat food being stored throughout the city without
problem. And each residence has at least one garbage container full of food scraps and waste that a
rodent would love to eat. Much like anything else, chicken feed that is securely contained will prevent
rodents from being a problem.

Many of the same rodents that would eat chicken feed are also attracted to wild bird feed that is outside
and unprotected in backyards.

Adding an additional 50 bags of chicken feed to our city is of little increased concern.

5. "Chickens spread deadly diseases"

A typical concern is about the possibility of spreading avian influenza ("bird flu"). Avian flu is spread
through direct contact with the contaminated feces and secretions of sick migratory birds, and is currently
only present in Asia, Africa and Eastern Europe (i.e., bird flu is not currently in the US). Since backyard
chickens do not come in contact with migratory birds, the transmission path is not present.
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Even if a backyard chicken should contract bird flu, the size of the flock and its lack of contact with other
birds would limit the impact to the micro-flock. The United States Humane Society and the United Nations
contend that large commercial poultry operations are accelerants of the spread of poultry diseases and
that small flocks are the solution to limiting the impacts of avian influenza and other diseases.

Note that it is rare that avian influenza be transmitted from bird to human--there is only one known case
of bird-to-human transmission in the US.

Unlike cats and dogs which are prime vectors for rabies, parasites, and tick-borne diseases, backyard
chickens actually make your yard safer by consuming ticks, mosquitoes and other insects.

6. "The city will be overrun with chickens"

It is unlikely that more than a very small percentage of residents will want to raise chickens. Chickens
tend to be a "specialty pet" and are not what the average person thinks of when they go pet shopping.
Since passing their chicken ordinance in 2004, we Madison, a city 20 times the size of Stoughton, has
averaged less than 100 permits per year.

Our estimate is that a total of 200 hens will be present in the City of Stoughton. The proposed ordinance
would not allow chickens to roam freely. They will be required to be kept in fenced backyards and/or
covered runs at all times.

7. "Chickens are a nuisance"

Like any animal, they are subject to their own whims and their owners' control. By and large, hens are
quieter, cleaner and more easily managed than dogs, and certainly more so than illegal, outdoor cats.
Their owners generally are appreciative of the eggs produced, and ensure that their hens have a clean,
safe, productive environment in which to live.

8. "I don't want to stare at some huge, dilapidated chicken coop"

The modern backyard chicken coop is a distant relative to the typical farm coop. Since they are located in
backyards, most city coops are attractive, efficient structures that are well maintained.

Each hen needs about 3-6 square feet of coop space and 6-10 square feet of covered run. For 4 hens this
would total about 64 square feet, or a structure 8' x 8'. Most garden sheds, trampolines and swing sets
are larger than the average backyard coop and run.

Many areas of the city have deed restrictions that control what types of structures can be erected. Chicken
coops and runs would fall under the control of these restrictions (i.e., the city ordinance does not override
deed restrictions).

9. "If we allow some to have chickens, the next person will want Emus, Ducks,
Pigs, etc."

It is not by chance that female chickens (hens) are getting all the attention for backyard keeping.
Chickens are ideally suited for small, urban lots due to several unique characteristics not possessed by
other animals:

• They are small and have low space requirements
• They are quiet
• They are easy to contain and manage
• Their manure is useable in vegetable gardens
• They provide food without being slaughtered
• They are relatively cheap to raise
• They are useful in controlling insects and other pests
• They can't fly well or far, and a painless wing clipping keeps them from flying at all
• They stay close to home if they should happen to get loose
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• They go to sleep in the same place every day at sundown
• They don't require specialized or hard-to-learn skills to keep
• They are readily available

Other animals fail in one or more of these areas. An urban environment would not be humane or practical
for their keeping.

10. "The Stoughton Police Department does not have the manpower to enforce
these new rules"

Given the expected volume of chickens in Stoughton, we think that problems will be few and far between.
For example, Madison gets fewer than 10 calls per year, and most of those are easily managed (generally
keeping illegal roosters or having too many hens).

Responsible owners will not allow their hens to roam outside of their enclosures, so the problem of loose
animals will be insignificant.

Nonetheless, we must be prepared to deal with the occasional complaint about roosters, smell or numbers
of hens. There are several aspects of enforcement:

• The annual permit process. Those with habitual violations will have their permit refused, much like
alcohol licenses are handled today

• Response to complaints will be handled by the Police Department. Owners will be cited just as with
dogs and cats

• Animals that must be picked up or confiscated will first be taken to a local vet clinic or holding pen
and then to the Dane County Humane Society, just as dogs and cats are handled today.

11. "If you want farm animals, move out to the country"

The same objection could be raised about community gardens or even individual gardens within backyards
throughout the city.

The definition of "pets" changes over time. For example, rabbits were once considered farm animals,
raised only for meat. Dogs were kept only for their ability to herd and protect farms. Cats were raised
solely to reduce the rodent population. Now all of these are considered pets and are allowed to be kept
within the city limits.

Micro-flocks of backyard hens are treated more as pets than livestock, often "spoiled" and fawned over as
much as a domestic dog or cat. Since most owners want to ensure nutritious egg production, they are
generally kept in good health, given organic feed and kept clean and secure.

The raising of a few hens does not require the space, expense and management of a farm in the country.
They are being successfully raised in the backyards of cities throughout the US. In Wisconsin, Madison,
Jefferson, Fort Atkinson, New Berlin, Neenah and others allow micro-flocks in backyards.

Other cities across the country allowing backyard chickens include Concord NH, New Haven CT, San
Francisco CA, Minneapolis MN, Boston MA, Phoenix AZ, Chicago IL, New York City, Syracuse NY, Anaheim
CA, Mobile AL, New Orleans LA, Buffalo NY, Hartford CT, Baltimore MD, Portland OR, Houston TX, Miami
FL, San Jose CA, Las Vegas NV, Vallejo CA,Topeka KS, Santa Rosa CA, Santa Fe NM, Little Rock AK,
Burlington VT, Richmond VA, San Antonio TX, Albuquerque NM, Bakersfield CA, Des Moines IA, Winston-
Salem NC, Greensboro NC, Lafayette CA, Seattle WA, Oakland CA, Denver CO, Dallas TX, Laredo TX, Salt
Lake City UT, St, Louis MO, Berkeley CA, Spokane WA, Indianapolis IN, Lexington KY and Louisville KY.
The list is growing every year.
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12. "Those cities that allow chickens have separate Animal Control
departments to handle complaints"

While this is not true in all cases, it is true in the larger cities. However, these Animal Control departments
existed long before the modern backyard chicken movement. They were instituted to handle domestic dog
and cat complaints and to control wild animals found roaming the city.

Due to our size, the City of Stoughton has not needed a separate department for animal control. The
experience of other cities indicates that the additional effort required to manage the 200 hens of
Stoughton will be minimal, estimated at an additional call per month.

A separate department is simply not needed to handle the projected complaints.

13. "There will be those that abuse or ignore the rules"

True, but a well-crafted law is designed to be fair and enforceable. Our proposed ordinance has the
following provisions:

1. Hens only, no roosters
2. A limits of 4 hens
3. Must have a secure coop and must be fenced or in an enclosure at all times
4. Subject to existing noise, nuisance and animal control laws
5. Structures (coops and runs) must conform to existing ordinances and must be located a minimum

of 4' inside the lot line and 25' from neighbors
6. No butchering within the city limits
7. Annual permit required, and can be refused or revoked for repeated violations

This proposed ordinance is modeled after successful ordinances of other cities.

14. "The runoff from the chicken feces will pollute our river"

Issues of manure runoff from egg‐producing chickens are associated with huge factory‐style egg farms
that generate tons of manure each day in a very concentrated area. Low‐density backyard chicken keeping
is the solution to runoff issues, not the problem. Gardeners using commercial organic fertilizers are very
likely to be using chicken‐manure based products, and those keeping chickens will have less need for even
these.

So keeping chickens will likely not increase the net amount of organic fertilizers used; most
chicken‐keeping gardeners will simply be producing it themselves rather than purchasing it.

However, runoff from dog waste laying on the ground is a current and significant problem. Studies have
shown that on average 40% of owners do not pickup the solid waste from their dogs. In Stoughton, this
amounts to an estimated 60 tons annually of dog waste being washed into our environment.

15. "A coop next door will make my property value go down"

We have been unable to uncover any evidence to support this statement. Instead, most Realtors when
asked seem to indicate that there are many, many factors that go into home valuation, and that animals
that are well behaved and contained properly have little or no negative impact on property values. Indeed,
many contend that animals are an inherent part of urban living, and are to be expected in a healthy
neighborhood.

Thomas E. Malone, Management Analyst to the City of Janesville, WI, in a February 16, 2010 Memo to the
Janesville City Council, wrote "
...staff has been asked to look into the matter of whether raising chickens within city limits would impact
property values. There has been no empirical evidence to suggest a positive or negative impact on home
values and staff is unable to quantify the potential effect keeping chickens would have on adjacent
properties."
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16. "How did you arrive at your estimate of 200 hens in Stoughton?"

Several factors went into our estimate, but in the end it is simply an educated guess. Here are the factors
that we used:

• Madison, a city of 20 times our population, 15 times if you remove the student population, issues
approximately 75 permits annually. However, rumor is that some do not obtain a permit. So we
doubled the number to 150 chicken keeping households in Madison. That would represent about
600 hens.

• There are approximately 60 people on Chickens in Stoughton?!'s email list, 60 on our petition,
60 followers on Facebook, and 25 that attended our first meeting. While we have received
substantial interest since the Courier-Hub article was published, these numbers have plateaued.
(Note that many on these lists represent couples and are double counted)

• Most cities have more people interested in keeping hens than are actually keeping hens.

So, using Madison ratios, we would have 10 households keeping hens, representing a total of 40 hens. We
feel that number is too low.

Using our "membership" numbers, taking out non-Stoughton residents and eliminating double counting for
couples, we would estimate 40 households keeping hens, for a total of 160 hens. We feel that is about
right, but added 25% more to arrive at our estimate of 200 hens.

Consider that many of the newer neighborhoods in Stoughton have deed restrictions on outbuildings and
animals. This will lower the number of potential chicken keeping residences.
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

The City of Stoughton Planning Commission will hold a Public Hearing on
Monday, July 12, 2010, at 6:00 o’clock p.m., or as soon thereafter as the
matter may be heard, at the Stoughton Area Senior Center, 248 W. Main
Street, Stoughton, Wisconsin, to consider a proposed ordinance
amendment to the City of Stoughton Municipal Code of Ordinances, creating
section 10-15. This proposed amendment will ban all outdoor solid fuel-fired
heating furnaces within the City of Stoughton.

For questions regarding this notice please contact Assistant Planner
Michael Stacey at 608-646-0421

Luann J. Alme
City Clerk

Published June 17, 2010 and June 24, 2010 Hub

S:\common\lja\pubhear\banning outdoor furnaces notice



1

Proposed Ordinance Amendment
O- - 10

AN ORDINANCE TO CREATE SECTION 10-15 OF CHAPTER 10 BUILDINGS AND
BUILDING REGULATIONS, STOUGHTON MUNICIPAL CODE

The Common Council of the City of Stoughton, Dane County, Wisconsin, do ordain
as follows:

1. Section 10-15 of the Stoughton Municipal Code is hereby created and shall read as
follows:

Sec. 10-15 Reserved. Prohibition on the use of Outdoor solid fuel-fired heating
furnace.

Definition: An outdoor solid fuel-fired heating furnace is any equipment, device or
apparatus or any part thereof, which is installed, affixed or situated outdoors for the
primary purpose of combustion of fuel to produce heat or energy used as a
component of a heating system providing heat for any interior space or water source.

1. Regulations:
(a) It is unlawful for any person to install, use or maintain an outdoor solid

fuel-fired heating furnace in the City of Stoughton, Wisconsin.

(b) If an existing outdoor solid fuel-fired heating furnace was installed prior
to the effective date of this ordinance, the furnace may be permitted as a
non-conforming installation.

(c) At such time as the useful life of the non-conforming or pre-existing
outdoor solid fuel-fired furnace has elapsed or would need to be repaired
to function properly, the unit cannot be repaired or replaced and must be
removed from the property within 30 days after the useful life has been
determined to have elapsed by the Building Inspector.

(d) If an existing outdoor solid fuel-fired furnace is determined to be a
nuisance by the Building Inspector, the unit must be abandoned, not
used, and removed from the property within 30 days of determination.
An outdoor furnace may be considered a nuisance for the purpose of
protecting public health, safety, comfort and general welfare of the
people of the City of Stoughton.
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2. This ordinance shall be in force and effect from and after its adoption and publication.

The above and foregoing ordinance was duly adopted by the Common Council of
the City of Stoughton at a regular meeting held on the day of , 2010.

VOTE: APPROVED:

Ayes: ________________________
Donna L. Olson, Mayor

Noes:
ATTEST:

Adopted:

Published: __________________________
Luann J. Alme, City Clerk

s:\common\mps\ordinancechanges\ch10\ch10 banning outdoor furnaces.doc

























CITY OF STOUGHTON RODNEY J. SCHEEL
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
381 East Main Street, Stoughton, WI. 53589 (608) 873-6619
www.cityofstoughton.com/planning fax: (608) 873-5519

June 22, 2010
Electrical Solutions
Bernie Esch
2928 County Highway MN
Stoughton, WI. 53589

Dear Mr. Esch:

I have completed a review of the proposed parking lot photometric plan for Doctor’s Park at 1520 Vernon
Street, Stoughton. Plan submitted on June 22, 2010. This request will be on the Planning Commission
agenda for July 12, 2010 of which you will receive notice. The following items are identified for your
review.

1. The property at 1520 Vernon Street is zoned PB – Planned Business. Parking lot lighting is
subject to approval by the Planning Commission.

2. Section 78-707 (4)(a) states, “Orientation of Fixture. In no instance shall an exterior lighting
fixture be oriented so that the lighting element (or a clear shield) is visible from a property located
within a residential zoning district. The use of shielded luminaries and careful fixture placement is
encouraged so as to facilitate compliance with this requirement.” This requirement will be
verified by City staff upon completion.

3. Section 78-707 (4)(b)1 & 2 states, “Intensity of Illumination. 1. In no instance shall the amount of
illumination attributable to exterior lighting, as measured at the property line, exceed 0.50 foot-
candles above the ambient lighting conditions on a cloudless night. 2. The maximum average on-
site lighting in non-residential zoning districts shall be 2.4 foot-candles.” The plan meets these
requirements. These requirements will be verified by City staff upon completion.

4. Section 78-707 (4)(c) states, “Location. Light fixtures shall not be located within required
bufferyards.” There are no bufferyard requirements.

5. Section 78-707 (4)(d) states in part, “Fixture Heights. The maximum fixture height in the Planned
Business district shall be 25 feet. The proposed fixture height is 22 feet.

6. Section 78-707 (4)(f) states, “ Minimum Lighting Standards. All areas designated on required site
plans for vehicular parking, loading, or circulation and used for any such purpose after sunset shall
provide artificial illumination in such areas at a minimum intensity of 0.2 foot-candles. The
proposed site plan meets this requirement.

7. A commercial electrical permit is required before construction.
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If you have any questions, please contact me at 608-646-0421

Sincerely,
City of Stoughton

Michael P. Stacey
Zoning Administrator/Assistant Planner

cc. Planning Commission Members

s:\common\mps\planningcom\doctorsparkparkinglotlighting10





CITY OF STOUGHTON RODNEY J. SCHEEL
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
381 East Main Street, Stoughton, WI. 53589 (608) 873-6619
www.cityofstoughton.com/planning fax: (608) 873-5519

June 28, 2010
Mark Rosenbaum
972 Highway 138 South
Stoughton, WI. 53589

Dear Mr. Rosenbaum:

I have completed a review of the proposed building addition for North American Fur Auction, 205
Industrial Circle, Stoughton - site plan submitted on June 28, 2010. This request will be on the July
12, 2010 Planning Commission Agenda of which you will receive notice. The following items are
identified for your review.

1. The proposed property at 205 Industrial Circle is zoned HI (Heavy Industrial). Wholesaling and
Indoor Storage are both permitted within the HI district.

2. The proposed addition meets the height and setback requirements of the HI district.

3. We have been informed that there will not be an increase in employees so the proposed addition
will not affect the parking requirements.

4. There is no additional lighting planned.

5. An erosion control plan, application and fees are necessary for excavations in excess of 4,000
square feet. The plan will be reviewed by the City’s consultant Dane County Land Conservation.

6. State approved plans and appropriate city building permits are required before construction.

If you have any questions, contact me at 608-646-0421

Sincerely,
City of Stoughton

Michael P. Stacey
Zoning Administrator/Assistant Planner

cc. Planning Commissioners

s:\common\mps\propertylog\205IndustrialCircle\nafaaddition No. 2 2010.doc













CITY OF STOUGHTON RODNEY J. SCHEEL
DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
381 East Main Street, Stoughton, WI. 53589 (608) 873-6619
www.cityofstoughton.com/planning fax: (608) 873-5519

Ming J. Zhang July 1, 2010
2204 Jackson Street
Stoughton, WI. 53589

Dear Mr. Zhang:

I have completed a review of the proposed parking lot overlay for 1512 US Highway 51 & 138,
Stoughton. Plan submitted on July 1, 2010. This request will be on the Planning Commission agenda for
July 12, 2010 of which you will receive notice. The following items are identified for your review.

1. The proposed property is zoned PB – Planned Business. Off-street parking facilities are permitted
within the PB district and are subject to approval by the Planning Commission including overlays
and reconstructions.

2. This proposal is to overlay the existing asphalt while not disturbing the base except to remove
loose asphalt. Additionally, there is a 20’ by 24’ area in front of the building proposed to be
asphalt instead of landscaping.

3. There are no stormwater or erosion control requirements as long as the existing base is not
removed.

4. Zoning Code section 78-704 (6) (a) states in part, “All off-street parking and traffic circulation
areas shall be paved with a hard, all-weather surface, to the satisfaction of the Director of Planning
& Development. Said surfaces intended for 6 or more parking stalls shall be clearly marked in a
manner which clearly indicates required parking spaces.” The parking lot stalls are proposed to be
repainted after paving.

5. The parking stall width is required to be 9 feet and the length requirement is 18 feet.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 608-646-0421

Sincerely,
City of Stoughton

Michael P. Stacey
Zoning Administrator/Assistant Planner

cc. Planning Commission Members
s:\common\mps\planningcom\1512 us highway 51-138 parking overlay 2010





Section 78-718: Fencing Standards
(1) Purpose

The purpose of this Section is to regulate the materials, location, height, and maintenance of
fencing, landscaping walls and decorative posts in order to prevent the creation of nuisances and
to promote the general welfare of the public.

(2) Applicability

The requirements of this Section apply to all fencing, landscape walls and decorative posts equal
to, or exceeding, 30 inches in height, for all land uses and activities.

(1) Standards

(a) Height of fencing regulated.

1. On corner lots in all zoning districts, no fence, wall, hedge, planting or structure shall be
erected, placed, planted or allowed to grow in such a manner as to obstruct vision
between a height of 2 1/2 feet and ten feet above grade, in the area bounded by the
street lines of such corner lots and a line joining the points along such street lines, ten
feet from the point of intersection as provided in section 78-451.

1. Except as provided in section 78-451, a fence, wall, tree, hedge or shrubbery may be
erected, placed, maintained or grown along a lot line on residentially zoned property or
adjacent thereto; the height of such fences or walls shall not exceed six feet above the
ground level. Where such lot line is adjacent to property zoned NB, PB, CB, PI, GI, or
HI; there shall be a ten-foot limit on the height of fencing, along such lot line. For this
subsection: On residential corner lots, the street front setback will be determined by the
owners' choice. Any fence in the front setback area shall not exceed four feet in height.

2. Fences, walls, trees, hedges or shrubbery erected, placed, maintained or grown along a
lot line on any business or industrially zoned property, adjacent to residentially zoned
property, shall be to a height not less than six feet nor more than ten feet in height,
except there is no maximum height for trees, hedges or shrubbery. No barbed wire or
electrical fences may be erected or maintained, except that barbed tops are permitted in
the GI and HI districts on top of fences having a minimum height of eight feet.

(b) Setback for fencing

1. Fences in or adjacent to a residential property shall have minimum three feet side and
rear yard setbacks unless the adjacent owner consents in writing to the entrance upon
such owner's land for the purpose of maintaining such fence or such fence is
maintenance free, in which case the minimum setback shall be six inches. A lot survey
may be required if property lines cannot be determined.

2. Living fences or hedges shall be planted so that they may be trimmed without entry on
abutting lands. Species shall determine distance but in no case shall any shrub or plant
be planted less than three feet from the center to the lot line.

(c) Wood fences.

Wood fences on the perimeter of a lot shall be installed with the finish side of the fence slats
facing toward the neighboring property.

(d) Fence maintenance.

All fences, including their painted surfaces, shall be maintained and kept safe and in a state
of good repair, including painted surfaces.
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