PLEASE TAKE NOTICE: There will be a City of Lodi Plan
Commission meeting Tuesday, March 15, 2022 at 5:00 pm in the City
Hall Council Room, 130 South Main Street, Lodi, WI.
Registration for virtual attendee public input must be completed 24 hours
prior to meeting start time.
Virtual Meeting Access: https://us06web.zoom.us/j/84699120638?

pwd=Q1ZLZXNXSEN2NUxmckZISldvdjFTUT09
Meeting ID: 846 9912 0638 Passcode: 713352 Phone: 1-312-626-6799

Plan Commission Agenda
1. Call to Order
2. Meeting Etiquette
l

l
l
l
l

The meeting Chair will:
¡ Identify the number of public input registrations
¡ Identify Alders or staff attending remotely (Stay muted
when not speaking)
¡ Acknowledge attendees prior to speaking
Virtual attendees should identify themselves in the chat box
In-person attendees should sign the attendance sheet
All attendees should raise their hand to be recognized prior to speaking
No side conversations

3. Roll Call
4. The Pledge of Allegiance
5. Public Input
Must state name and address. Must be limited to items not on the agenda. Limited
to two minutes unless otherwise extended. Commission’s role is to listen and not
discuss the item. Personnel issues cannot be discussed nor individuals named. The
Commission is unable to take action at this meeting.
6. Approval of Minutes from February 8, 2022
Documents:
02-08-22 PC Minutes.pdf
7. Public Hearing - To Consider a Conditional Use Permit for 108 Lodi Street (Parcel #1124645) to Allow the Construction of a Mural to be Installed on the Side Wall that Faces the
Public Library
8. Discuss and Consider Recommending Common Council Approval of a Conditional Use
Permit for a Mural to be Installed on the Side Wall that Faces the Public Library at 108 Lodi
Street (Parcel #11246-45)
Documents:
Staff Report_Mural 108 Lodi Street_2022_03_02.Pdf
9. Discussion on Potential Zoning Amendments to Remove Barriers to Affordable Housing
Documents:

Staff Report_Mural 108 Lodi Street_2022_03_02.Pdf
9. Discussion on Potential Zoning Amendments to Remove Barriers to Affordable Housing
Documents:
Affordability Memo_031022.Pdf
10. Update and Discussion on Zoning Administrator Report (Zoning Inquires or Permits
Approved Since the Last Meeting, On-going City Project Updates, and Requests for Future
Agenda Items)
Documents:
Zoning Administrator Report_2022_03_10.Pdf
11. Adjourn
Posted:_________________
By:_____________________
Members: Mayor Groves Lloyd, Alders Stevenson (Chair), Strasser, Tonn; Citizens Detmer, Larsen, Lee
Agendas may change up to 24 hours prior to the commencement of the meeting. Reasonable
accommodations for persons with disabilities may be made in advance by calling City Hall at 608-5923247.
Notice is hereby given that a majority of the City of Lodi Common Council may be present at a meeting of the Plan
Commission to gather information about subjects over which they have decision making responsibility. This constitutes a
meeting of the city council pursuant to State ex rel. Badke v. Greendale Village Bd., 173 Wis.2d 553, 494 N.W.2d 408
(1993), and must be noticed as such; although the City of Lodi Common Council will not take any formal action at this
meeting.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that there will be a City of Lodi Plan Commission
meeting held on Tuesday, February 8th, 2022 at 6:30 pm in the Council
Room, City Hall, 130 South Main Street, Lodi, WI.

Plan Commission Agenda
1. Call To Order
Rich Stevenson called the meeting to order at 6:30 pm.

2. Virtual Etiquette Announcement
3. Roll Call
Commission members present: Ann Groves Lloyd, Peter Tonn, Ken Detmer, Rich Stevenson, Nick Strasser,
Ted Lee, Jennie Larsen
Staff present: Stephen Tremlett - MSA, Zoning Administrator, Brenda Ayers – City Clerk, Terry Weter – Director
of Operations (online)
4. The Pledge Of Allegiance
5. Public Input
None.

6. Approve Minutes from January 11, 2022.
Motion by Lee, seconded by Detmer, to approve the minutes. Motion passed 7-0.
7. Consider approval of General Development (Site) Plan application for in-ground loading dock and driveway extension
(parcel #11246-394.03).
Tremlett reviewed the staff report, dated February 4, 2022. Tonn asked the applicant to introduce himself and
asked if he wanted to provide any comments. Jeff Paepke (applicant) discussed the company will be purchasing
frozen peas (vs. harvesting them) and forklifts could not support transporting goods from the existing loading
dock due to steepness of the ramp incline and condensation from the trucks. Paepke noted the new in-ground
loading dock would mostly be used during May through June. The route for the truck would be to check-in up at
the office, come to this location via WIS 60 utilizing the County highway property to back into the in-ground
loading dock with forklifts transporting goods across the street to the facility on the west side of Cannery Street.
The extended blacktop will be 6-inches thick and extend to WIS60 unless WisDOT does not allow the access
point to WIS 60.
Tonn asked for clarification on how the in-ground dock will function, specifically the amount of time spent using
the County Highway Department site. Tonn followed up with asking if this dock is only going to be used for
inbound materials with outbound freight utilizing the existing dock along the 600 building. Tonn mentioned he
has concern with how close the forklift would be crossing Canning Street with potential drivers turning on to
Canning Street from WIS 60. Tremlett concurred when asked his opinion of this concern.
Paepke stated he submitted the request to WISDOT today with likely approval within two weeks. Larsen asked
if he had permission to use the County Highway Department property. Paekpe stated he a good (verbal)
agreement to allow it, and if they were to sell the property they would reassess the situation.
Groves Lloyd asked if the raw product will come in a box. Paepke stated it would come in a tote. Groves Lloyd
asked if it would be transported to existing hopper. Paepke stated that the existing hopper is going to be
removed. Tonn asked where the crossing would take place. Paepke demonstrated on the screen where the
forklift would cross Canning Street.
Tonn restated his concern about the forklift crossing and what could be done to make it safer. Paepke stated
there have been no accidents in the past and they tell the forklift operators to be safe while crossing the street.
Paepke stated they could put the flashing lights with “forklift crossing” sign in ahead of the crossing in both
directions if desired similar to what was previous located on Canning Street.
Stevenson asked if there would be safety measures along the sides of the in-ground ramp. Paepke stated
guardrails like they have on existing loading dock will be used on each side of the in-ground loading dock.
Groves Lloyd stated she felt more comfortable with the crossing where Paekpe demonstrated on the screen,
which was utilizing the existing driveway apron on the east side of Canning Street with a new ramp on the west
side of the street. Larson agreed if it were marked and signed.

Tonn asked when the canning company was founded. Paepke stated 100 years ago. Tonn noted this business
has been operating for 100 years in this location, which is landlocked, and the truck type is changing due to
change in operation. It’s a unique condition that we are looking at a way to make it work. The grandfathered
access to WIS 60 needs to go away and the in-ground loading dock should have landscaping in front of the
guardrail so does not have a 100% industrial feel. Tonn stated the in-ground loading dock should be set back
five feet to allow for landscaping between WIS 60 right-of-way and the guardrail.Tonn also stated that if the
forklift crossing fails then concrete should be installed at that crossing. Paepke said they intend to wait and see
how it holds up, but that they would replace with new concrete should it fail.
Stevenson asked the Director of Operations about the drain connection. Terry Weter stated it would connect to
an existing catch basin in the street. Paepke stated the depth of the in-ground loading dock was planned to
allow for enough slope to connect to the storm drain, which he understood the storm drain to be 3.5 feet deep.
A 6” PVC pipe would connect to the storm drain and they are okay if at times the in-ground loading dock floods.
Paepke stated the design could pitch the driveway extension to the storm drain. Tonn reiterated interest in
seeing landscaping and grass along the front of the in-ground loading dock and driveway extension. Strasser
agrees with Tonn.
Groves Lloyd stated she appreciates the new owners are investing in the facility and site. Paepke noted the
company is spending one million dollars in a variety of upgrades, as they intend to stay in Lodi.
Stevenson recommends the conditions of approval outlined in the staff report. Strasser’s preference is to see
the changes next month, but also does not want to delay the process.
Detmer asked about location of the existing hydrant and pole and need to protect it from the proposed driveway
extension and questioned if access should be allowed to WIS 60. Tonn reiterated there should be no access to
WIS 60. Paepke agreed its more for convenience. Stevenson stated Canning Street provide better turning than
the temporary access in the intersection. Tonn sees the opportunity to further enhance this historic location with
landscaping in front of the driveway extension and in-ground loading dock. Paepke agreed to shrubs as long as
they are salt tolerant and not too tall. Groves Llyod agreed to keep them low to not create a sight line issue at
the corner. Detmer agrees to only providing access along Canning Street.
Groves Lloyd motioned, seconded by Larsen, to allow the zoning administrator to review and approve a revised
design based on the conditions of approval outlined in the staff report clarifying a minimum of 5 feet setback
from the WIS 60 right-of-way and the addition of no access to WIS 60 and landscaping added in front of the inground loading dock and driveway extension. Motion passed 7-0.

8. Update and Discussion on Zoning Administrator Report (zoning inquires or permits approved since the last meeting,
on-going City project updates, and requests for future agenda items).
Tremlett reviewed the staff report, dated February 1, 2022, noting upcoming review of potential zoning
amendments to allow for more affordable housing products.

9. Adjourn
Motion by Lee, seconded by Groves Lloyd, to adjourn. Motion passed 7-0, meeting adjourned at 7:40pm.

Drafted by:
Steve Tremlett, City Zoning Administrator

Memo
To:

Lodi Plan Commission

From:

Stephen Tremlett, AICP, Zoning Administrator

Subject:

Conditional Use Permit, Exterior Mural, 108 Lodi Street

Date:

March 10, 2022

Request
Approval of a Conditional Use Permit at 108 Lodi Street, parcel 11246‐45, for a mural up to 200 square feet to be
hung on the west side wall that faces the Lodi Public Library. See attached application.

Background Information
The City previously issued an RFP and permits for the design,
fabrication, and installation of a mural on the opposite side of the
same building located at 108 Lodi Street. Lift Lodi, a local service
organization, has commissioned a mural to cover the side of the
building facing the Lodi Public Library.
The mural will be 192 square feet, consisting of 16” x 16” panels,
with the design outlined on each panels. The intent is to hold
several community paint sessions to fill in the design. Once
finished the pieces will be installed, sealed with clear coat applied
to protect it from the elements. Treated vertical stringers will be
used to install the mural.

Applicable Zoning & Development Code Regulations


Chapter 278 Sign Code, Table 278‐15C.

Consistency with the City’s Comprehensive Plan
This is consistent with the vision in the adopted Main Street
Corridor Plan and is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

Consistency with the City’s Sign Code
Murals within the C‐2 District require a conditional use permit under the City’s Sign Code. Specifications regarding
the total number of murals, their size, height and location are to be determined by the Plan Commission.
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MEMO
3/10/2022

Recommendation
Recommend Common Council approval of the conditional use permit per the following conditions:






The total size of the sign shall not exceed 200 SF per the submitted application, dated February 15, 2022.
Change of noncommercial speech on the mural shall not require a new permit.
Any change of the mural to include a commercial message shall meet the requirements of the sign
ordinance and will require a sign permit.
The mural shall remain in state of proper maintenance as outlined in Sec. 278‐10(B). Maintenance of mural
will not require a new permit.
Change of property ownership requires a signed letter from the new owner agreeing to the terms of the
conditional use permit.

Sincerely,
MSA Professional Services, Inc.

Stephen Tremlett, AICP
Zoning Administrator

Enc: Gindt/Lift Lodi Conditional Use Permit Application
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Memo
To:
From:
Subject:
Date:

Lodi Plan Commission
Stephen Tremlett, AICP, Zoning Administrator
Affordability Zoning Code Amendments
March 10, 2022

Request
Most zoning codes have developed over decades to assign ideal standards for exclusionary zoning in new
developments, not what is currently there. Doing so reduces space for development and makes many
existing lots illegal. Until you meet local demand for housing, you won’t have naturally occurring
affordable housing and you’ll continue to rely on subsidized housing.
This memo is analysis of Lodi’s current zoning code with a focus of changes that will address
affordability goals identified in the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

Background Information
City of Lodi 2040 Comprehensive Plan
Goal 1:
Housing and neighborhoods throughout the City provide a range of affordable, accessible, safe and
desirable housing options for existing and future residents.
Polices:
3. Encourage accessory dwelling units as a part of new neighborhood development, during initial
construction and site design.
4. Encourage the maintenance and repair of existing housing units to promote the utilization of existing
structures and to safeguard the health, safety, and welfare of City residents.
Actions:
1. Address housing affordability through the following strategies:
b. Review and consider amendments to the zoning ordinance to enable development of housing formats
that limit cost and increase diversity of housing stock, including smaller lots, smaller homes, attached units
and “cottage court” clusters of detached homes. Identify locations for these housing forms in new and
existing neighborhoods to provide a range of options for current and prospective residents.
Goal 2:
Encourage housing to be sensitive to the integrity of existing and future neighborhoods.
Policies:
10. As new neighborhoods are created and existing neighborhoods change over time, encourage a
healthy mix of housing units including single‐family, duplex, townhomes, apartments and other
formats. New housing should be compatible with the existing surrounding neighborhoods.
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MEMO
March 10, 2022
11. Encourage new housing starts in areas that are already served by public services including sanitary
sewer and water.

User Guide to Wisconsin Neighborhood Affordability
The League of WI Municipalities issued a “User Guide to Wisconsin Neighborhood Affordability” recently
and a colleague of mine attended a seminar regarding this guide. The following is a snapshot of short‐
term changes that should be considered to making it easier to building affordable housing.


Dimensional Requirements. The quickest change is to align dimensional standards with the local
context to make existing spaces legal. Make sure lot sizes, setbacks, and landscaping requirements
conform to existing lots. Newer neighborhood roads are often built for more capacity than is
needed. Reducing road width adds more space for development. If possible, eliminate lot area
requirements. It’s lot width that controls character, not area. Many corner lots can be split in half
without affecting neighborhood character.



Parking. Reduce parking requirements and allow properties to count on‐street and shared spots
toward the requirement. Excessive parking requirements for homes and businesses takes land
away from development, and parking standards aren’t based on solid research.



Multifamily. Eliminate building size minimums for multifamily developments. This creates
opportunities for a diversity of multifamily options. Most multifamily developments are designed
based on assumptions about family composition rather than actual needs and wants.



Conflicts in Code
Many codes are added to and amended in bits and pieces. Audit the zoning code to remove
conflicts and redundancies. This improves understanding and administration.

Applicable Zoning & Development Code Regulations


Chapter 340 Zoning

Consistency with the City’s Comprehensive Plan
The proposed changes to the zoning code will allow for greater flexibility in use of existing properties to
allow for expansions and additions, accessory dwelling units and greater design flexibility for newly
created residential lots. These subtle changes will allow for existing homes to accommodate seniors
hoping to age in place and multi‐generational households to stay in the community. These proposed
changes for discussion closely match the goals of the City of Lodi 2040 Comprehensive Plan.
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MEMO
March 10, 2022

Zoning Admin Recommendation
Potential updates include streamlining the residential district requirements including reducing minimum
lot size and setbacks, eliminate requirement for frontage on a public street, allowing accessory dwelling
units in all residential districts, eliminating the traditional neighborhood classification, adjusting minimum
parking requirements for residential districts, updating nonconforming structure section and elimination
of minimum floor area ratios for residential units.
Sincerely,
MSA Professional Services, Inc.

Stephen Tremlett, AICP, CNU‐A
Zoning Administrator
Enc: Comp Plan Future Land Use Policies
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4.4 Future Land Use Categories
This section includes a description of each of the Future Land Use Plan categories. These categories
include recommended land uses (e.g. residential, commercial, industrial), and land use densities (i.e.
dwelling units per net acre). All zoning decisions, land divisions, utility extensions, capital
improvement projects, and related land development activities and decisions should be consistent
with the recommendations of the Future Land Use Plan. Refer to the Planning Area Maps of this
chapter for more information regarding specific planning areas.
NEIGHBORHOOD RESIDENTIAL (NR)
NR areas provide a mix of housing types, civic uses (e.g., place of worship, social service clubs, etc.),
existing neighborhood commercial, and daycare facilities. Most of the area designated as NR is or will
be used for single family homes, but a variety of other housing types are appropriate within this
designation, including duplex, town home, and small multi‐unit formats (up to 4‐units in a building).
The purpose of the NR designation is to achieve balanced neighborhoods while also ensuring
compatibility between differing housing types and forms. The following policies include design
guidelines to ensure compatibility:
1. Housing will be one to two‐and‐a‐half stories in height with residential densities in most places
of 3‐10 units per net acre (excluding streets, parks, outlots, etc.).
2. In new neighborhoods, the creation of a detailed neighborhood plan and/or Planned Unit
Development Zoning is strongly encouraged to identify specific locations for various housing
types and densities.
3. When integrating housing forms other than single‐family detached, whether in new or existing
neighborhoods, the following policies should inform neighborhood design and/or infill
redevelopment design and approval. If more detailed neighborhood plans are prepared and
adopted for specific neighborhoods (either new or existing), additional site‐specific designations
in those plans may supersede these policies.
a. Accessory dwelling units should be permitted in any single‐family housing district.
b. Duplex units are appropriate just about anywhere within a neighborhood, as follows:
i. On any corner lot, if each unit faces and is addressed to a separate street and
meets the standard setback requirements and pattern typical along the street.
ii. In the middle of a block between single family detached homes, if substantially
similar to other homes along the street in massing, architectural character, total
garage doors, and driveway width.
iii. As a transitional use when facing or next to a more intensive institutional,
residential or commercial use. In this case there should be some general
consistency of form and style with other homes in the neighborhood, but also
more flexibility in design as compared to sites surrounded by single family homes.
c. Townhomes or rowhouses with up to 4 contiguous units are appropriate in any
neighborhood, as follows:
i. When facing or adjacent to a commercial use, large institutional use, or residential
use of equal or greater intensity.
ii. When facing a public park or permanent green space.
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d. Small multi‐unit buildings with up to 4
units per building or Cottage Cluster
may be appropriate in any neighborhood,
evaluated on a case‐by‐case basis, if ALL
the following apply:
i. As a transitional use, if any of the
facing or adjacent uses are
commercial, large institutional, or
residential of equal or greater
intensity.
ii. Where facing or adjacent to
single‐family homes along the
same street, the setbacks will be
no less than the minimum
This housing type provides a
allowed in the facing or adjacent
community‐oriented option with a
single‐family zoning district and
group of detached homes (typically
the buildings will employ
smaller than the average home –
architectural techniques to reduce
800‐1,200 SF) grouped together
the apparent size of the building.
around a common green space.
iii. There must be off‐street parking
Units are typically offered under
consistent with City ordinance
condominium ownership or as
and on‐street parking adjacent to
rentals.
the lot to accommodate visitors.
iv. If approved either through the
Planned Unit Development (PUD)
zoning process or Conditional Use Permit (CUP) process.
e. Larger multi‐unit buildings exceeding 4 units or 10 units per net acre have a place in
balanced neighborhoods. These more intensive forms are generally most appropriate
close to major streets, mixed‐use areas, or commercial areas to provide convenient,
walkable access to shopping, restaurants, and other amenities. This plan identifies specific
sites for such housing. Properties that are either already intensely developed, or are
suitable for more intensive development, have been identified as High‐Intensity
Residential (HIR) Overlay on the Future Land Use Maps, and additional policies apply.

Cottage Cluster

Potentially Acceptable Zoning Districts: Residential (R‐1) through (R‐3) District, Planned Unit
Development (PUD)
HIGH‐INTENSITY RESIDENTIAL OVERLAY (HIR)
HIR overlay identifies properties or areas in the Neighborhood Residential (NR) future land use areas
that are suitable for high‐intensity residential development. The objective is to provide a mix of
housing types to provide for balanced neighborhoods, while mitigating negative impacts to existing or
planned low‐intensity residential areas. For the purposes of this overlay, low‐intensity residential
includes single‐family, duplex, small multi‐unit/townhome buildings (up to 4 units). In general, high‐
intensity residential development is identified close to major streets, mixed‐use areas, or
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commercial/employment areas to provide convenient, walkable access to shopping, restaurants, and
other amenities.
1. This classification is intended to function as an overlay district with Neighborhood Residential
(NR) as the underlying future land use classification.
2. High‐intensity residential development in the NR areas are expected to range 10‐40 units per net
acres (excluding streets, parks, outlots, etc.).
3. Intensive residential development will require special attention to the design where the use
adjoins less intense residential development per the recommended Residential Compatibility
Standards outlined below, or as required in the City’s zoning ordinance (should the ordinance be
amended to include standards). Standards identified in the zoning ordinance shall supersede
those outlined below.
Potentially Acceptable Zoning Districts: Residential (R‐3) District, Planned Unit Development (PUD)
Compatibility Standards
A. Purpose. These standards provide a proper transition and compatibility between low‐intensity
residential development and more intense multi‐unit residential and mixed‐use development. For
purposes of this section, low‐intensity residential development shall mean single‐family, duplex, and
townhome / small multi‐unit buildings (4 or less units).
B. Applicability. These residential compatibility standards shall apply to all new multi‐unit
residential and/or mixed‐use development of three‐stories or larger and/or any development requiring
a Planned Development (PD) zoning approval located on land abutting or across a street or alley from
low‐intensity residential. These standards do not apply to development governed by an existing
General Development Plan (GDP), but they may be considered if a GDP is amended, especially as they
pertain to aspects of the development that are proposed for revision in the amendment.
C. Compatibility Standards. All development subject to this section shall comply with the following
standards:
1. Use Intensity. In developments with multiple buildings/uses with varying intensities, the
development shall locate buildings/uses with the least intense character (e.g., lower heights,
fewer units, parks) nearest to the abutting low‐intensity residential development.
2. Building Height. The height of the proposed structure(s) shall not exceed thirty‐five (35) feet in
height adjacent to a low‐intensity lot for a distance of:
a. Fifty (50) feet of a single‐family or duplex lot.
b. Twenty‐Five (25) feet of any other low‐intensity residential lot (i.e., structures with 3+
units).
3. Bulk and Mass. Primary facades abutting or across a street or alley from low‐intensity residential
development shall be in scale with that housing by employing the following strategies:
a. Varying the building plane setback, a minimum of two (2) feet at an interval equal or less
than the average lot width of the applicable low‐intensity residential uses. For example, if
a block of single‐family lots is across the street from the development with an average lot
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Future Land Use

width of 50 feet, the applicable facade shall vary its building plane, at a minimum, every
50 feet.
b. Providing a gable, dormer, or other change in roof plane at an interval equal or less than
the average lot width of the applicable low‐intensity residential uses. For example, if a
block of single‐family lots is across the street from the development with an average lot
width of 50 feet, the applicable roofline shall vary, at a minimum, every 50 feet (measured
at the roof eave).
Architectural Features. At least two (2) of the following categories of architectural features shall
be incorporated into street‐facing facades:
a. Porches or porticos
b. Balconies
c. Dormers
d. Gables
e. Bay Windows
f. Door and Window Ornamentation which may include surrounds, pediments, lintels and
sills, hoods, and/or shutters.
Garages. Attached garages shall not face or open towards the street. If this is not attainable,
garages shall be sufficiently screened and face the street with the highest intensity of adjacent
uses (if on a corner lot).
Parking. Parking areas that are visible from the street and located in the building front lot setback
shall provide buffering at a minimum height of thirty‐six (36) inches above the parking surface.
Buffering can consist of landscaping, berms, fences/walls, or a combination of these.
Refuse Areas. Dumpsters shall be placed behind the building with opaque or semi‐opaque
screening (at a minimum, a chain link with fabric screening). If the refuse area cannot be placed
behind the building, a wood fence or wall, at least six (6) feet in height, shall be required.
Additional landscaping around trash enclosures is encouraged.

NEIGHBORHOOD MIXED USE (NMU)
NMU areas are intended to provide a unique mix of neighborhood commercial, medium‐ to higher‐
density residential, institutional and park uses. Areas identified as NMU often serve as a buffer
between residential neighborhoods and higher intensity commercial, industrial, or transportation
areas. Residential is also a component of the NMU district ‐ both in mixed use developments and as
stand‐alone multi‐unit residential developments. These parcels usually are located along or adjacent to
a local arterial or collector street. The purpose of the NMU category is to provide flexibility in
determining the most appropriate mix of complementary land uses near single‐family neighborhoods.
1. As part of the zoning approval process, the appropriate mix of land uses, densities, and
intensities will be determined with consideration of market conditions and compatibility with
adjacent neighborhoods. Typically, residential densities in NMU areas will be 12‐40 units per net
acre (excluding streets, parks, outlots, etc.).
2. While both residential and nonresidential uses are accommodated within this mixed‐use district,
not every building in a mixed‐use district needs to include both residential and non‐residential
uses. Nonresidential development within NMU areas should be service and retail to support
surrounding residential use.
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Memo
To:
From:
Subject:
Date:

Lodi Plan Commission
Stephen Tremlett, AICP, Zoning Administrator
Zoning Administrator February 2022 Monthly Report
March 10, 2022

The following is a summary of February zoning administration activities in addition to those items appearing on the
March 15th agenda.
Zoning Permits Approved:
 Lodi Canning Company General Development (Site) Plan Permit
 Mariahwynn Circle Landscaping Plan (Terrace Vista)
Summary of Zoning Inquires:
 Signage requirements in the downtown.
 Permitted uses for Top of Lodi property.
 Real estate broker asking about current development going in Pebble Stone Village.
 Requirements on making an addition to existing detached garage.
 Allowances for detached structure on single‐family lot.
 Use and setback requirements for vacant lot on N. Hill Street.
On‐Going City Projects:
 None
Pending Requests/Future Agenda Items:
 Allowance/Restrictions on Outdoor Display and Sales (Temporary Use).
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