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To the Honorable, The Common Council of the City of Milwaukee:
o Sl ’
Council Mambeérs:

1 ’ : - . )
The undersigned E/O-““ﬁec\m [/‘/‘f&/f’SS (Vaec‘ﬂ’sﬁgam /OCS.:ZI,,[‘J ’;f’aria"}*ém)
. (Statewhether petitioner is an individual, co-partnership, Wisconsin or Joreign corporation) -~

" being the o%vi%i%f the following described real estate:

Sce atyocfed - Sihoated  ar the ppdecse b Of TVC“{‘P»VP)&P(’E’ a1

- : (Legal description) -
st [iSbey Ave. (&89 st Loshon Mo Yo

: . in the 5{ L Aldermanic District also known by street
andnumberas 914 ivesk Lsben Ave . & % 3 G e respectfully petition the Common Council of the
City of Milwankee according to the provisions of Section 66.045 of the Wisconsin Statutes, that the following privilege be granted;

p/qﬁf?mﬁw%“ of (Oﬂafu;“r' T e Pulhc LA Ay (»‘F‘ff\f;’} for the ﬁvw,aoﬁe’ﬁ
{Here describe the privilege) R .
A Peivate emd oty gt | Coommvmiety . af Ale alose TPfEwaced tiadioin
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of which a plan or sketch is herewith submitted. Petitioner agrees 1 comply with all laws and all ordinances of the City
ofbﬁlwmxkec.mabidcbyanymmmolnﬁonofﬁm&mmmCouuciiaffccﬁng;hisprivﬁggc,&bcpﬂmarﬁy liable for damages
0 person mpmpmybyreasoﬁofthegranﬁngofmhpﬁvﬁcge,mfmnishaboadmdpayannm}mmpensationaspmvidzd by law in
the sum to be ﬁxcdbymepoperdtyoﬁous,mdmﬁkandkecpm:thrwmutheexismofﬁxemvﬁege.awﬁﬁcamof
insurance indicating applicant holds a public liability poficy in at least the sums of $25,000.00/350,000.00 bodily injury, and
$10,000.00 property damage, insuring the city against any lability that might arise by reason of the privilege.

Petitioner further agrees to remove said privilege whenever public necessity so requires whea so crdered upon resolution
adopted by the Common Council or other legislative body. . . :

Should this special privilege be discontinued for any reason whatsoever, petitioner agrees to remove ail construction work
executed pursuant to this special privilege, to restore 1o its former condition and 1o the approval of the Commissioner of Public Works,
any curb, pavement, or other public improvement which was removed, changed or disturbed by reason of the granting of this special
privilege. Petitioner further agrees not to contest the validity of Section 66.045 of the Wisconsin Statutes, or the legality of this special
privilege inany way. : ' -
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'BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS CITY OF MILWAUKEE

it

ii:r; the Matter of the Appeal of: Case No. 23147

VOICE STREAM WIRELESS I CORP., PETITIONER
JACK A. MELVIN

‘Premises;

8814 W.LISBON AV,

The above matter was heard before the Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Milwaukee on September 21,

:2000 and October 12, 2000, based on an appeal from a determination of the Commissioner of City Development of the
‘City of Milwaukee dared August 22, 2000, of a request for permit to replace the existing 210 ft. lattice tower with a 210’
I monopole tower. A decision of the Board was rendered on October 12, 2000. The decision and the minutes were filed
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‘immediately thereafter in the office of the Board of Zoning Appeals pursuant to Wisconsin Statutes, 62.23(7)e)3.

ITIS FOUND:

That the Plan Examiner from the Department of City Deveiopmem properly denied the request to replace the

exmtmg 210 fi. lattice 1ower with a 210" monopole tower.

Variances are required by the Milwaukee Code of Ordinances for the following reasons:

td

95-322
A 210 ft. monopole tower is not permitted in a Local Business district.

The Board of Zoning Appeals concluded, after receiving the Notice of Appeal and Application for Review

from the petitioner, and after due notice to the parties in interest, and having heard the evidence of the petitioner,
interested parties, and the City of Milwaukee, and being fully advised in the premises,

[T 15 CONCLUDED:

Based on the testimony heard by the Board, that the proposed Variance Under Section 295-322 of the

Milwaulkee Code of Ordinances is consistent with:

I. Preservation of Intent.
That the variance would not be inconsistent with the spirit, purpose and intent of the regulations
for the district in which it is requested.

2

Exceptional Circumstances.

That exceptional, extraordinary or unusual circumstances or conditions apply to the lot or
intended use that do not apply generally to other properties or uses in the same district, and the
variance is not of so general or recurrent nature to suggest amendment of the regulation.

Preservation of Property Rights.
That the variance is necessary for the preservation and enjoyment of the same substantial property
rights which are possessed by other properties in the same district and same vicinity.

Lad

4. Absence of Detriment.
That the variance will not create substantial detriment to adjacent property, and will not materiaily
impair or be contrary to the spirit, purpose and intent of this chapter, or the public intersst.
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Hardship.

No., 23147

That the alieged difficulty or hardship is not self imposed nor is it based solely on economic

grounds.

'provided that the following conditions are complied with,

ITES ORDERED AND DETERMINED:

: On the basis of the Findings, Conclusions, and the record herein, that a Variance to replace the existing 210 f.
lattice tower with a 210’ monopole tower s hereby granted.

‘Subject to the following conditions:
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with.,

date hereof,

That the building and premises shall, in all other respects, comply with applicable building and
zoning code regulations.

That any permits required to execute the approved plans be obtained within six (6) months of the
date hereof.

That the Plan of Operation and all plans as submitted to the Board, be fully complied with and
maintained,
That this Variance is granted for a period of ten (10) years, comutiencing with the date hereof,

That this Variance is subject to revocation upon a finding that these conditions have not been fully complied

Any one aggrieved by the decision of the Board may appeal to the Circuit Court within thirty (30) days of the

Dated October /4L . 2000

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
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Daniel A. O'Callaghan
Secretary




