
  
 
 

MEETING DATE TIME LOCATION 
 

Town Board 
 
 

 

Tuesday, June 1, 2021 
 

Immediately following 
Sanitary District 

 

VIRTUAL MEETING 
Board Room 

1900 W. Grand Chute Blvd. 

**VIRTUAL MEETING PARTICIPATION OPTIONS** 
Note:  Stay connected from Sanitary District Meeting for the Town Board Meeting 

Web Access: 
https://grandchute.my.webex.com/grandchute.my/j.php?MTID=ma00f1d95576889fa02fc616d0358ea69 
Access Code: 126 909 3174 

             Meeting Password: 1900 
  

Telephone Access: 
 Dial: (408) 418-9388 
 Access Code: 126 909 3174  

Meeting Password: 1900 
 
 

A. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 

B. APPROVAL OF AGENDA/ORDER OF THE DAY 
 

C. SPECIAL PRESENTATION Draft Engineers Report for W. Grand Chute Blvd/N. Victory Lane connection 
between N. Casaloma Drive and W. Capitol Drive 
 

D. PUBLIC INPUT Members of the public are welcome to address the Commission and Town Board. Individuals are allowed to 
speak only about agenda items and must fill out a “Request to Speak” form and submit to the Town Clerk prior to the 
start of the meeting in order to speak during the Public Input segment of the meeting. If you wish to speak and are 
attending virtually, you must contact the Town Clerk 24 hours prior to the start of the meeting for special 
accommodations.  This segment is placed early in the agenda so that the public may make their comments prior to any 
discussion or action by the Commission or Town Board. Individual comments are limited to no more than three minutes each. The 
Public Input section is limited to a total of 15 minutes. The Commission/Town Board may suspend this rule if deemed necessary. 
Once the public input segment ends there will be no additional discussion from the audience. 
 

E. CONSENT AGENDA 
Items on the Consent Agenda are routine in nature and require one motion to approve all items listed.  Prior to voting on the Consent Agenda, items on the Consent 
Agenda may be removed at the request of any Supervisor and addressed immediately following the motion to approve the other items on the Consent Agenda.) 
1. Approval of regular meeting minutes of May 18, 2021 
2. Licensing: (applications on file in the clerk’s office)(Licensing Committee recommends approval) 

a. Operator’s License Applications: 
1) Recommended for approval to expire in 2023 dated 5/11/2021, 5/12/2021, and 5/17/2021. 

b. Approve Liquor, Dance, and Hotel/Motel renewal applications for 2021/2022. 
c. Approve Junk Dealer renewal application for 2021/2022 for Golper Supply Co, Inc., 1810 W. 

Edgewood Drive, David Golper, owner 
 

F. FINANCIAL REPORTS 
1. Approval of Voucher List – June 1, 2021 
2. Accept Budget Statements – April 2021 
 

G. NEW BUSINESS 
1. Plan Commission Recommendations: 

a. SE-11-21 Special Exception Permit requested by Ronald G. Wolff, dba Lakeshore Cleaners Inc. 
and Legendary Lawn Care, 4615 N. Richmond Street, for operation of an electronic message 
center sign. PC recommends approval. 
 

2. Action/discussion on S. Casaloma Drive proposed typical section. 
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3. Approve the hiring of an additional .3 FTE seasonal summer IT staff with corresponding budget 
adjustment to decrease the contingency account (10-19-59900-390) and increase the IT Salary 
account (10-20-51460-110) by $7,389. 

 
H. ADJOURNMENT 

Public Notice:  Agendas are posted in the following locations:  Town Hall bulletin boards & Town website www.grandchute.net 2015 Wisconsin Act 79 allows the publication of certain legal notices 
on an Internet site maintained by a municipality.  This law allows these types of legal notices to be posted in one physical location in the jurisdiction (instead of three) if also placed on an Internet site 
maintained by the local government. 

Special Accommodations:  Requests from persons with disabilities who need assistance to participate in this meeting should be made to the Clerk’s Office at (920-832-5644) with at least 24-hour 
notice. 

Notice of Possible Quorum:  A quorum of the Sanitary Districts, Plan Commission, Board of Review, Licensing Committee, Parks Commission, Community Development Authority, Joint Review 
Board, Zoning Board of Appeals and/or Police and Fire Commission may be present at this meeting for the purpose of gathering information and possible discussion on items listed on this agenda.  
However, unless otherwise noted in this agenda, no official action by the Sanitary Districts, Plan Commission, Board of Review, Licensing Committee, Parks Commission, Joint Review Board, 
Zoning Board of Appeals and/or Police and Fire Commission will be taken at this meeting. 
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CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 
Meeting called to order at 7:15 p.m. by Jason Van Eperen, presiding officer. 
 
PRESENT:  Jason Van Eperen, Ron Wolff, Travis Thyssen, Brad Gehring, Jeff Ings, and Angie Cain, Town 
Clerk 
 
STAFF: Jim March, Town Administrator; Mike Patza, Community Development Director; Greg Peterson, 
Police Chief; Tim Bantes, Fire Chief; Katie Schwartz, Director of Public Works; Brent Braun, IT Director; Sue 
Brinkman, HR Director; Karen Heyrman; Deputy Public Works Director; Attorney Rossmeissl, Herrling Clark 
Law Offices; Nick Vande Hey, McMahon Associates 
 
OTHERS:  3 signed attendance 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA/ORDER OF THE DAY 
 
Motion (Gehring/Ings) to approve the agenda.  Motion carried. 
 
SPECIAL PRESENTATION 
Overview of the FCCVB operation and room tax (Pam Seidl) 
 
Pam Seidl provided a PowerPoint presentation, which provided an overview of the Fox Cities Convention 
and Visitors Bureau. 
 
PUBLIC INPUT  
Diane Blessing, 4653 W Spencer Street, would like to make sure there will be a Public Hearing to discuss 
the Right-of-Way acquisition near her residence. Her concern was that there hasn’t been minutes and/or 
workshops regarding this topic. Diane had also heard from engineers that this was a “done deal”.  Diane is 
hoping, with the new board, that this is not a “done deal” and that there will be some sort of formal input. 
 
Dir. Schwartz explained that there was a Public Information meeting that was held at Town Hall to give an 
opportunity to see the plans and would be conducted when the special assessments would be needed. At 
this time, the project is not at that point. There is an agenda item on this evening’s agenda to talk about the 
right-of-way acquisition of this project, and further discussion will be held at that time. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
Approval of regular meeting minutes from May 4, 2021 and the special workshop of May 6, 2021. 
 
Licensing: (applications on file in the clerk’s office)(Licensing Committee recommends approval) 
Operator’s License Applications:  
 
Recommended for approval to expire in 2023 dated 4/27/2021, 5/3/2021 and 5/4/2021 
 
Change of Agent, Draft Gastropub, LLC, appoints Regina Hueckman 
 
Accept Monthly Reports: Community Development, Fire Department, Police Department (includes 
2020 Annual Police Report), Public Works, and Parks Commission 
 
Motion (Gehring/Ings) to approve the consent agenda.  Motion carried. 
 
FINANCIAL REPORTS 
Approval of Voucher List – May 18, 2021 
$366,514.98 (96738-96796); ACH $184,251.99 
 
Motion (Thyssen/Ings) to approve the voucher list.  Motion carried. 
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NEW BUSINESS 
Plan Commission Recommendations: 
a. CUP-06-21 requested by Chick-fil-A Inc., dba Chick-fil-A and 3939 West College LLC, dba Wheel & 

Sprocket, 3775 & 3939 W. College Avenue to allow grading associated with the reconfiguration of drive-
thru lanes, parking lot modifications, and associated site improvements. Plan Commission recommends 
approval. 

b. SEA2-14-05 requested by KT Real Estate Holdings LLC, Chick-fil-A Inc., and 3939 West College LLC, 
3721, 3775, and 3939 W. College Avenue for amendment to the restrictive covenants and easements for 
the Planned Unit Development (PUD) of Growth Concepts LLC, to reflect a lot line adjustment and 
extend an access easement. PC recommends approval. 

c. SE-05-21 requested by The Lamar Company Green Bay, 120 S. McCarthy Road, for operation of a 
billboard/off-premise advertising sign. PC recommends approval. 

d. SE-07-21 requested by Mid-America Cycles, 600 N. Westhill Boulevard, for operation of a motorcycle 
sales and service business. PC recommends approval. 

e. SE-08-21 requested by The Shinery Moonshine Company, 5120 W. Michaels Drive, for operation of an 
outdoor service/beer garden. PC recommends approval. 

f. SE-09-21 requested by KLE Properties Savers LLC, dba Ecklund Marine, 317 N. Mall Drive, for operation 
of recreational boat and motorsports sales and service business. PC recommends approval. 

g. SE-10-21 requested by KLE Properties Savers LLC, dba Ecklund Marine 317 N. Mall Drive, for operation 
of an electronic message center sign. PC recommends approval. 

 
Supv. Thyssen asked Atty. Rossmeissl if items A-G can be approved in one motion. 
 
Atty. Rossmeissl explained that while this was not past practice, if the Board was in agreement, they could 
vote on all of the Plan Commission items in one motion.  
 
Motion (Thyssen/Ings) to approve Plan Commission items A thru G.  Motion carried. 
 
Approve/deny proceeding with the methodology and public hearing for special assessments on 
Boardwalk Court and Van Dyke Road. 
 
Motion (Thyssen/Ings) to suspend rules to allow discussion before a motion. Motion carried. 
 
Supv. Thyssen asked if anyone had any ideas or recommendations on how to move forward.  He wanted to 
know the feelings of the new Board members.   
 
Supv. Wolff explained that he would like residents to know the costs ahead of time.  He would like to know 
the costs associated with the plans prior to voting.  He wants to make sure it is reasonable and not out of 
hand.  He feels they should be able to provide an estimate. 
 
Deputy Dir. Heyrman explained that the costs that were provided on the spreadsheets were based on the 
bids.   
 
Supv. Thyssen explained that the assessment schedule was based on current policy, which assesses 
commercial properties 100 percent of the project.  
 
Atty. Rossmeissl would like to note that the schedule for the special assessments is the cost per property. He 
also explained that the Board could shut down the project by not approving the special assessment 
methodology.  The Board could also provide advice or propose changes. If the Board approves the special 
assessment methodology, it would be filed along with the engineers report, and then a Public Hearing would 
be scheduled prior to a final decision.  
 
Supv. Ings felt that these two roads are smaller amounts compared to projects that typically involve 
urbanization and he would like to move forward on these, however, he is not prepared to special assess at 
this point until it is determined how these roads are going to be funded in the future.  He asked if they should 
be temporarily suspending special assessments. 
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Atty. Rossmeissl explained if the Board does not approve a special assessment by final resolution, special 
assessments are suspended.  He explained that it would still be possible to approve a project without a 
method to pay for it, but he recommended identifying the funding source for the project.  The projects that 
are before them tonight are based on special assessment revenue.  
 
Motion (Ings) to move forward with borrowing for the Van Dyke and Boardwalk projects.  
 
Supv. Gehring asked if Supv. Ings was suggesting that the Town of Grand Chute fully fund this project out of 
borrowing. 
 
Supv. Ings responded that was correct until they can get a plan in place and approve it. 
 
Supv. Gehring asked how they can justify that as a Board to tell those that paid on other projects that they 
are now deciding the fund these two projects solely on the taxpayers.  He knows they don’t like the current 
policy, but they would be completely abandoning it.  He is troubled by that and feels they would be setting a 
huge precedent. 
 
Supv. Ings asked if they should suspend the projects until they have a plan in place, which he would support. 
 
Supv. Gehring explained that if they suspended projects now, future projects would all be backed up.  He 
questioned the thought of postponing all projects for one year.  Part of the workshop discussion is to decide if 
they will have a referendum or public meetings to get feedback.  They could be going into the 2022 budget 
process without any direction on the kind of funds needed to be allocated for projects. 
 
Supv. Ings stated he doesn’t know if what they were doing in the past is legal due to the pending lawsuits. 
 
Supv. Gehring stated that they know that is not totally true about assessments not being legal.  People can 
get sued for falling on a sidewalk but it doesn’t mean they are going to win.  His issue stems from the original 
comments about proposing a complete diversion from the practice and finding an alternative funding source 
without the public input. 
 
Supv. Ings explained that they need to do something different based on what he is hearing in the community. 
 
Supv. Wolff explained that they are coming up on making decisions on a much larger project.  He questioned 
how they should move forward. 
 
Supv. Gehring explained that right now they have a policy. He understands people might not like the policy 
but how do they adopt a completely different policy without any direction from the community could be 
leading them down a troubled path. 
 
Supv. Wolff explained the problem is when policies are not always followed.  He hears lots of policies 
discussed at meetings and explained if they were all followed in the same order for every project, it would be 
a completely different discussion but every one of them are different.   They need to look at their policies and 
figure it out.  Some of the people want input on plans such as Casaloma and sidewalks.  They want a new 
road and to get rid of ditches but they do not want sidewalks.  He doesn’t understand how they can have 
people pay for the road without knowing the total cost.  They have to pay for it but they don’t get to approve 
the plan. A discussion for the Board is when are they going to end it. 
 
Supv. Gehring explained that changing the funding source to borrowing sends a different message to 
everyone in the community on how road improvements are going to happen.   
 
Supv. Ings explained that they have three avenues:  move forward with special assessments in the interim, 
move forward with borrowing in the interim, or hold all projects.  He asked if there were any other options. 
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Supv. Thyssen explained they were voting on the methodology and they are not voting on whether or not to 
assess.  That happens after they hold the public hearing.  The Board does have the option to modify special 
assessments. 
 
Supv. Wolff questioned if they should put a cap on the special assessments. 
 
Supv. Thyssen explained that once the public hearing is held, they will have more feedback from the owners 
to take into consideration. 
 
Chairman Van Eperen asked if anyone wanted to make a second to Supv. Ing’s motion to pay for the 
projects by borrowing. 
 
Motion failed due to lack of a second.  
 
Motion (Thyssen/Gehring) to move forward with methodology, with the understanding the Town 
Board will have a Public Hearing and review the special assessments for those residents at that time.  
 
Deputy Dir. Heyrman explained that the residents were notified of the project in January and due to COVID, 
they did not meet in person.  They did offer to have one-on-one meetings to go over the project, but there 
were no requests.  They will receive the amounts when they are noticed for the public hearing. 
 
Atty. Rossmeissl explained that the Board can still make changes after the public hearing.  They can make 
changes, identify a new funding source, or cancel the project altogether.   
 
Motion carried.  Ings opposed. 
 
Award of bid, Contract 2021-07 for 2021 Hot Mix Asphalt Paving Program to Northeast Asphalt, Inc. for 
$258,905.45. 
 
Motion (Thyssen/Gehring) to award bid Contract 2021-07.   
 
Deputy Dir. Heyrman explained that they would have to work with the contractor if they did not continue the 
work on Van Dyke Road or Boardwalk as it was included in this contract.  This is about 45 percent of the 
contract so they may not honor the prices on the rest of the work if the resurfacing was removed. 
 
Atty. Rossmeissl explained it is usually if you increase or decrease by 15 percent, it would need to be rebid. 
 
Motion carried. 
 
Award of bid, Contract 2021-05 Sidewalk, Curb, and Concrete Repair to Sommers Construction Company, 
Inc. for $203,045.93. 
 
Motion (Gehring/Ings) to award bid Contract 2021-05.  Motion carried. 
 
Amendment to Restrictive Covenants and Easements for Planned Unit Development of Westbrook 
Development Corp. (removal of requirement for developer to install a multi-use trail through Westbrook Villas 
Condominium residential development). 
 
Motion (Thyssen/Ings) to approve.   
 
Supv. Gehring questioned where the $50,000 payment would be applied in the future.  
 
Dir. Schwartz explained the funds could be applied to future projects for trail and/or sidewalks near that 
property. 
 
Motion carried. 
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Approve Evergreen Drive Change Order #6, Contract 2020-02, increasing the amount by $61,652.89. 
 
Motion (Ings/Thyssen) to approve Change Order #6.   
 
Dir. Schwartz explained that they used about half of the contingency with two-thirds of the project being built.  
The project was in good standing. 
 
Motion carried. 
 
Authorize Public Works staff to proceed with Right-of-Way acquisition for the S. Casaloma Drive urbanization 
project (Waterstone Court to Spencer Street). 
 
Motion (Thyssen/Wolff) to suspend rules to allow discussion before a motion. Motion carried. 
 
Supv. Thyssen asked to hear the opinions of the Board members regarding this project and how to move 
forward. 
 
Supv. Wolff questioned if residents had the opportunity to give input regarding the plan.  He talked to many 
residents who feel the plan is overzealous.  They only want a new road and to get rid of their ditches.   
 
Dir. Schwartz explained that the road and subgrade are in poor condition.  She explained that the right-of-
ways are both permanent and temporary easements.  This is based on the typical section as proposed with 
sidewalks.  The design can be modified within the footprint of the plan but drastically changing the plan could 
change some of the easements.   
 
Supv. Wolff questioned if they should hold off on the right-of-way until they know the plan. 
 
Dir. Schwartz explained that the easements could take up to six months.  If they are looking for changing the 
plans and waiting to acquire the easements, it could delay the project. They could move forward with 
knowing that some of the easements might need to change in the future.  
 
Supv. Wolff asked if they could have a meeting and invite the residents to share their comments on the plan. 
 
Dir. Schwartz explained that they previously had a public meeting and had public comments from that 
meeting.  Some that didn’t attend still sent in their comments.  She can provide copies of those to the Board.  
Unless there was something new to provide them, she felt they would provide the same comments.  This 
meeting was about the design and plan and did not discuss the funding of the project.  They have not special 
assessed for sidewalks in past practice.  The Town portion is funded by everyone that lives in the Town 
versus those properties along the corridor. 
 
Supv. Gehring questioned how far you dig down to personalize the plans to each property owner.  He 
questioned what happens when people want different things. 
 
Supv. Wolff questioned the sidewalks on both sides and heading to CTH BB.  The residents want to know 
how much it will cost.  He asked if they should cap it so people are not stuck with $20,000-40,000 
assessments. 
 
Supv. Thyssen explained that they were elected to make decisions and keep it uniform.  Staff recommends 
plans based on the comprehensive bike and trail study.  They have done the research and the Board needs 
to look at the best interest of the Town.  Paying for it is another story and another discussion that needs to be 
had.  He wants to make sure that the Town is uniform and not piecemealed together.   They need to lean on 
staff to be provided with the best information and knowledge. 
 
Supv. Wolff said they have good staff but the problem is that the Town is paying for the sidewalk.  The 
problem is if they are paying for a sidewalk that is not necessary.  He questioned how much it would take to 
build the two sidewalks over the two bridges.  This might be an opportunity to save $200,000-300,000.  If 
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they do not special assess, they will need to look at the plans and try to save money.  This plan needs to get 
looked at to see if the sidewalks make any sense.  He questioned if they could have one eight-foot trail on 
one side versus sidewalks on both sides.  He thought if they saved money on a project, that could help with 
staffing needs. 
 
Motion (Wolff/Thyssen) to move forward with the Right-of-Way acquisition.   
 
Supv. Ings would like to know if the property owners had input to design the plan.  They have different 
designs throughout different sections of the Town and they need to figure out what the people want in each 
section.   
 
Supv. Wolff explained they need the right-of-way in order to complete the work. 
 
Dir. Schwartz explained they might need to go back to a couple properties in the future and make some 
modifications of the right-of-way based on changes to the plan. 
 
Chairman Van Eperen explained they also need easements to move the equipment around during 
construction. 
 
Supv. Thyssen would like staff to present a couple different plans with corresponding costs to the Town 
Board. 
 
Supv. Ings stated they need resident input on the design. 
 
Dir. Schwartz explained that if they did dramatically change the design of the project, they should have 
another informational meeting with the residents. 
 
Motion carried. 
 
Approve the insurance package renewal for 2021/2022. 
 
Motion (Thyssen/Gehring) to approve.  Motion carried. 
 
Supv. Gehring stated a letter was received from the Realtors Association of Northeast Wisconsin questioning 
how the American Rescue Plan Act funds.  He would like to have a follow up conversation on broadband 
utilization for the funds. 
 
Admin. March agreed to have a follow up conversation and stated he had received additional guidance on 
how those funds can be allocated and will discuss further at the workshop. 
 
Supv. Gehring introduced Mark Schroeder to the Board as the newly appointed Circuit Court Judge. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
Motion (Thyssen/Ings) to adjourn meeting.  Motion carried. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 8:39 p.m. 
 
These minutes were taken at a regular meeting held on May 18, 2021 and entered in this record book, May 
19, 2021 by:  
 
 
_______________________________________________________________ 
Angie Cain, Town Clerk 
Town of Grand Chute    
Initial Draft 





































































AGENDA REQUEST 
6/1/2021 

TOPIC:  Action/discussion on S. Casaloma Drive proposed typical section. 

 New Business   Unfinished Business    Reports 

 Closed Session  Ordinance/Resolution 
 Meeting:  Town Board 

Department Reporting:  Public Works Submitted By: Katie Schwartz, P.E., Director P.W. 

ISSUE:  As part of the discussion during the 5/18/2021 Town Board meeting regarding S. Casaloma Drive right-
of-way acquisition, staff were directed to determine cost estimates for various bicycle/pedestrian 
accommodation options and bring them forward for consideration at the 6/1/2021 meeting. 

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS: 
As you may recall, S. Casaloma Drive from Waterstone Court to Spencer Street is scheduled for urbanization in 
2022 with construction of the stormwater pond in 2021.  The roadway design is 90% complete based on the 
proposed typical section approved on 5-21-2019.  The proposed typical section is 37' back-to-back (BTB) of curb 
with sidewalks on both sides (see Attachment No. 1).   

An alternatives analysis is included below for a comparison of costs and other considerations in the notes column.  
Additional information to aid in the discussion is provided below. 



All design elements of the proposed design incorporate and follow the plans and policies adopted by the Town 
including the Comprehensive Plan, Pedestrian & Bicycle Strategy, Policy for Urbanization, Street Lighting Policy, 
and the Complete Streets Policy.  Development of the Comprehensive Plan and Pedestrian & Bicycle Strategy 
included numerous elements to solicit public participation and public input into the process including public 
workshops and surveys.  It is important to follow and consider these polices for cohesiveness and long term 
consideration of the Town needs and infrastructure.  In 2013 there were 5,015 vpd (vehicles per day) on this 
portion of S. Casaloma Drive.  With a conservative projected 1.5% growth rate the construction year/2022 traffic 
volume will be 5,734 vpd with a design year/2042 traffic volume of 7,723.  Per WisDOT design standards for urban 
streets posted at 40 mph or less, the desirable width of a collector roadway with this level of traffic with parking 
accommodations is 47-49' from BTB of curb with 34' as an absolute minimum in constrained environments.  The 
desirable width with bike lanes is 35-37' BTB with 33' as an absolute minimum in constrained environments.  The 
proposed 37' BTB typical section is able to efficiently accommodate bike lanes while still allowing for on-street 
parking if bike lanes are not formally marked.  By going 4' in width above the absolute minimum you are able to 
gain bike facilities, on-street parking, an area for disabled vehicles to pull over, and a place to bypass turning 
vehicles.   

The Grand Chute Pedestrian and Bicycle Strategy was initially adopted in 2013, with an updated version adopted 
by Town Board on May 21, 2019.  This document guides which types of facilities are selected to help pedestrians 
and bicyclists travel through the community safely.  The document also provides a framework for determining 
which street segments most need pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Segments were ranked based on their 
proximity to people, proximity to key destinations such as schools, parks, and business, and input collected from 
the public. Additional data used to prioritize future facilities included crash data, daily traffic volume, and 
functional classification categories. Sidewalks and trails provide the greatest degree of safety and comfort for 
pedestrians by providing a space physically separated from vehicles.   

Guidelines within the Grand Chute Pedestrian and Bicycle Strategy include the following: 
· The Town will install sidewalks in urban and suburban areas where:

§ The majority of parcel frontages are small (less than 200')
§ Parcels are more deep than wide
§ There are frequent driveway crossings and access points

· Sidewalks should be installed on both sides of the street unless unusual circumstances (lack of destinations
on one side, environmental concerns, insufficient right-of-way width, etc.) exist.

· The Town will install paved trails when:
§ Pedestrians are using the facility to access places beyond the segment
§ Parcels are generally greater than one acre
§ Driveway crossings and access points are infrequent.

In addition to reducing walking along roadway crashes, sidewalks reduce other pedestrian crashes.  Roadways 
without sidewalks are more than twice as likely to have pedestrian crashes as sites with sidewalks on both sides 
of the street (Source: FHWA Investigation of Exposure-Based Pedestrian Accident Areas: Crosswalks, Sidewalks, 
Local Streets, and Major Arterials. Publication No. FHWA/RD87-038, FHWA, Washington, D.C.).  On another note, 
studies have shown that adding curbing to a street slows traffic speeds vs. a rural section, improving safety for 
both motorists and pedestrians and bicyclists. 

This section of S. Casaloma Drive has the majority of parcel frontages less than 200', parcels are more deep than 
wide, there are frequent driveway crossings on the east side, and parcels are generally less than one acre.  
Pedestrians and bicyclists will use this facility both locally and to access places beyond the segment.  On the east 
side of S. Casaloma Drive there are no access restrictions, 2 intersections (Grand Meadows and Fourth), and 21 



existing driveways.  On the west side all but 8 parcels (including the pond parcel) have access restrictions, there 
are 4 intersections (Pine, Grand Meadows, Sunflower, and Buttercup) and 8 existing driveways.  For comparison, 
there are 23 conflict points on the east side and 12 conflict points on the west side.  The chart on the first page of 
Attachment No. 3 indicates that this segment of S. Casaloma Drive should be designed with sidewalk and/or trail 
as well as an on-street bicycle facility (Vehicle ADT 6,000-12,000 and 35 MPH).  Figure 1.6 of the Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Strategy calls for future sidewalk at this location (see Attachment No. 4).  The segment directly south on S. 
Casaloma (from CTH BB/Prospect to Waterstone) has sidewalk on both sides.  The Future Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Network includes future facilities on CTH BB/Prospect which will then connect to the existing CTH CB trail to the 
west, and the existing trail on S. Bluemound Drive to the east, creating a complete and cohesive network/loop for 
pedestrians and bicyclists in that portion of our community.  In addition, Casaloma to the north of this project is 
planned for sidewalks from Spencer to CTH CB with the segment from College to CTH CB currently in preliminary 
design.  The Casaloma corridor to the north of this project is space constrained and sidewalks are the only viable 
option at that location. 

If a rural section were to be considered in lieu of an urban section several design elements/concerns would need 
to be further analyzed.  A proposed roadway swale is recommended to be at least 1-foot below the pavement 
subgrade for pavement drainage purposes and integrity.  Since the proposed pavement section is thicker than the 
existing a roadway ditch will likely need to be lower in elevation than the existing roadway ditch, if feasible.  It 
may not be feasible in all instances to lower ditches as some of the existing roadway ditches drain to side streets, 
unless downslope re-diching occurs as well.  Lowering the existing ditch elevations on the west side of the road 
may also create more cover concerns for the existing water main.  The existing roadway ditch slope is relatively 
flat in many areas, so the roadway ditch profile slope will likely need to be modified, if feasible.  Roadway ditch 
drainage may be able to be improved with a perforated underdrain within the ditch bottom, storm laterals for 
sump pump discharges, etc.; however, there may not be adequate depth to place a storm sewer or lateral 
beneath a roadway ditch. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommendation is to proceed with the previously approved proposed typical 
section - 37-feet back-to-back of curb with 5-foot sidewalks on both sides.  This conforms to guidance contained 
within the Town's adopted Comprehensive Plan, Pedestrian & Bicycle Strategy, Policy for Urbanization, Complete 
Streets Policy. 

FISCAL IMPACT:        CIP 

ATTACHMENTS: 
Attachment No. 1 - Proposed Typical Section for S. Casaloma Drive 
Attachment No. 2 - Section 1.9 of the Pedestrian & Bicycle Strategy (Complete Streets) 
Attachment No. 3 - Section 2 of the Pedestrian & Bicycle Strategy (Facility Alternatives) 
Attachment No. 4 - Figure 1.6, Future Off-Street Pedestrian & Bicycle Network 
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AGENDA REQUEST 

6/1/2021 
 
 
TOPIC:  Approve the budget adjustment to hire one additional seasonal summer staff. 
 

 

 New Business     Unfinished Business     Reports 
 

 Closed Session     Ordinance/Resolution 
 

 Meeting:  Town Board 

Department Reporting:  Information Technology Submitted By: Brent Braun 
 

 

 

ISSUE:  Shall the Town Board approve the budget adjustment to hire one additional seasonal summer staff. 
 

 

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS:  We are currently using two seasonal summer staff to prep and scan archived 
files. With the amount of work needed to prep the Community Development documents for scanning, we are not 
going to be able to get all of the documents scanned this summer for our staff to be able to use the electronic 
system for their searches. Staff will be required to search both the scanned data and the physical files when 
researching.   
 
With the additional .3 FTE scanning staff, we will be able to complete all of Community Development documents 
along with being able to move on to scanning for other departments.  Once all of the documents are scanned 
electronically for each department, the required search times will be greatly reduced freeing up Staff hours for 
other tasks. 
 
 
 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends a budget adjustment in the amount of $7,389 from the Town 
contingency account in order to hire a .3 FTE temporary seasonal summer staff member. 
 

 

FISCAL IMPACT:        BUDGET  
 
Decrease the contingency account (10‐19‐59900‐390) by $7,389 and increase the IT Salary account (10‐20‐51460‐
110) by $7,389. 
 
 

 

ATTACHMENTS:   
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