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VILLAGE OF EGG HARBOR PLAN COMMISSION 
Meeting Minutes – May 14th, 2024, 1:00 PM  

Paul J. Bertschinger Center - 7860 STH 42 Egg Harbor, WI 54209 
Meeting Link: https://villageofeggharbor.zoom.us/j/85025151486?pwd=kceSihuygLOaEFbhqcYU1oRwzG0LE9.1  

 Call in Number: 312 626 6799 Meeting ID: 850 2515 1486 
 

Cambria Mueller, Chair John Heller, Commissioner 
Kathy Navis, Commissioner Lou Nyberg, Commissioner 
Emily Pitchford, Commissioner Chris Roedl, Commissioner 
Jon Kolb, Commissioner 
  

1. Call Meeting to Order 
• Cambria Mueller called the meeting to order at 1:01PM 
• Commissioners in attendance: Cambria Mueller, Kathy Navis, Chris Roedl, Jon Kolb, John 

Heller, Lou Nyberg, Emily Pitchford 
• Staff members in attendance: Megan Sawyer, Madison Dietzen (Zoom), Lynn Ohnesorge 

(Zoom) 
• Audience in attendance: Jennie Bexel, Dawn McGinnis, David Pollman, Jody Walker  

(Zoom), Becky Kerwin, Mary Jo Kolb (Zoom) 
 

2. Approve Agenda 
• Cambria Mueller suggested moving agenda item 9 before agenda item 8. 
• Cambria Mueller motioned to approve the agenda as amended, Emily Pitchford 

seconded, motion carried.  
 

3. Pledge of Allegiance 
• The Commission said the Pledge of Allegiance.  

 
4. Approval of the April 4th, 2024, Plan Commission Meeting Minutes 

• Cambria Mueller motioned to approve the April 4th, 2024, Plan Commission meeting 
minutes, Kathy Navis seconded, motion carried.  
 

5. Open Session 
• Dawn McGinnis said that she has been listening to the Plan Commission meetings and during 

the discussions of updating the Village’s Zoning Ordinance she dislikes the idea of creating 
smaller lot sizes to promote affordable housing, because she believes it will promote more 
Short-Term Rentals in the Village’s Residential Districts. She posed a question to 
Commissioners Kathy Navis and Emily Pitchford asking why they don’t rent their houses for 
Long-Term renters rather than STR’s. She adds another discrepancy towards minimizing the 
front setback from the current 35 feet to 20 feet using her home as an example, saying that if 
she had sidewalk in front of her house and the minimum setback was only 20 feet her truck 
would extend into the sidewalk.   
 

6. Review of Conditional Use Permit Application filed by Dale Hanke for 7941 White Cliff Road (Parcels 
11801254602612L, 1180124302614F, 1180124302614G, & 1180124302614H) and schedule of public 
hearing if necessary 

• Megan Sawyer states the property owner’s intention is to combine the properties into one lot. 
Since they are not dividing the parcels but combining them, they can go through the Meets and 
Bounds process. There is not much change with combining the lots. Emily Pitchford 
questioned how they were able to build a house over the property line. Megan Sawyer 
answered that she is unsure how it happened due to not being on staff at the Village, but she 
said that at one point they could have been joined lots.  
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• Cambria Mueller motioned to schedule a public hearing on June 25th, 2024, at 1:00 PM 
for the Conditional Use Permit Application filed by Dale Hanke for 7941 White Cliff 
Road (Parcels 118-01-25460212L, 118-01-24302614F,118-01-24302614G, & 118-01-
2432614H, Chris Roedl seconded the motion, motion was carried.    
 

7. Consideration of Sojenhomer LLC Conditional Use Permit Extension request per section 152.045 of 
Chapter 152 Zoning 

• Megan Sawyer’s executive summary: Please see the written request submitted by David 
Pollman regarding the conditional use permit issued to Sojenhomer LLC on 11/28/2022 
(attached). 
 Per section 152.45(A) Conditional use permits that have been approved shall be valid for 
18 months from the date of the issuance.  
 Section 152.045(B) States the following: “Upon written request a one-time 90-day 
extension will be granted at no additional cost.” 
 Per the written request, the Sojenhomer CUP is requested to be extended to August 26th, 
2024.  

• Cambria Mueller motioned to grant the 90-day extension request submitted by David 
Pollman on behalf of Sojenhomer LLC, Kathy Navis seconded; Chris Roedl abstained; 
motion carried.  
 

8. Discussion with Door County Land Use Services Representative on efforts of Door County Zoning to 
support attainable housing.  

• Megan Sawyer’s executive summary: Becky Kerwin, with Door County Land Use Services 
will be in attendance at the meeting to discuss the direction the County of Door has taken to 
support more attainable housing.  
 Becky will be providing a handout that reviews the initiatives taken via Dor County 
zoning. That information is to follow in advance of the meeting.  

• Becky Kerwin reviewed Door County’s residential zoning with the Commissioners.  
 

9. Review, discussion and possible action on amendment to Chapter 155 Sign Regulations, Section 
155.05(K) 

• Megan Sawyer’s executive summary: This item is in specific reference to Section 155.05(K) of 
the Chapter 155 Sign Regulations which states the following: “The top of an attached sign 
shall be placed no higher than eighty percent (80%) of the height of the façade on which it is 
located.” 
 I have had this section of the ordinance come up in conflict with requests for sign permit 
applications a number of times and am asking that the Plan Commission review the provision 
and consider amending or eliminating it.  
 One of the most recent scenarios that has come up in terms of this specific section of the 
ordinance will be reviewed below:  
 The attached sign proposal and accompanying sign permit application was submitted by 
Jennie Bexell for 7775 STH 42. As there was also a proposal to paint the building, the 
painting proposal and sign plan were presented to the Architectural Review and Historic 
Preservation Board for their review and both elements were ultimately approved by the ARHP 
Board.  
 After the ARHP Board approval of the sign concept, I began my official review of the 
sign permit application. Upon that review, I noticed the conflict between the referenced 
provision in the sign code and the proposal.  
 After looking at records we have on file for the property, I found the height of the façade 
to be approximately 26ft., therefore, by applying the 80% factor per the ordinance provision, 
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the top of the sign could be placed no higher than 21ft. 
 I then contacted the sign design vendor regarding the conflict and had a conversation 
with Jennie. In my conversation with Jennie, I suggested she work with her vendor to consider 
adjusting the size of the sign to comply with the 80% requirement but also required the size of 
the sign to be reduced as to not interfere with the windows.  
 Outside of the specific example referenced above, this specific provision has been called 
out as a conflict in at least 4 other instances. Other property owners have either had the 
opportunity to make the necessary adjustment to comply with the ordinance, eliminated the 
sign from their proposal or made other building improvements, which allowed compliance 
with the ordinance.  
 As this provision consistently comes up in conflict with sign permit applications and I 
have no basis as to why this provision is included in the sign code, I am asking the Plan 
Commission to review the provision and consider either making an amendment or eliminating 
this provision from the sign ordinance.  

• Kathy Navis asked what the purpose of the 80% rule is there for. Chris Roedl stated so the 
sign does not go above the building. The Plan Commission was in a consensus to take the 80% 
requirement out of the ordinance. Megan Sawyer asked if she could approve the permits in 
question prior to the Boards review, the Commissioners agreed to the permit approvals.  

• Cambria Mueller motioned to recommend to the Village Board ordinance 155.05 to 
read; the top of an attached sign shall be placed no higher than the height of the façade 
on which it is located, Emily Pitchford seconded, motion carried.  
 

10. Correspondence 
• No discussion.  

 
11. Open Session 

• Dawn McGinnis asked if Becky stated with their code that there could be a 24 unit building in 
a residential area like in the Point Beach neighborhood as an example without having a public 
hearing. The Commissioners said that they have it restricted to only specific districts. 
 

12. Next Meeting 
• The next scheduled meeting is for Tuesday, May 28th, 2024, at 1:00PM 
• The following scheduled meeting is for Tuesday, June 25th, 2024, at 1:00 PM 

 
13. Adjourn 

• Cambria Mueller motioned to adjourn the meeting, Kathy Navis seconded, motion 
carried.  

• The meeting adjourned at 2:34 PM.  
 

The meeting minutes were completed by Madison Dietzen on May 14, 2024. The meeting minutes were 
submitted for review and approval on June 25th, 2024.  
 
Bold – Official Action 
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