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Objectives 

ÅRetain historically significant Daisy Wall 

ÅAesthetically pleasing design 

ÅMore affordable than original plan for residential building 

ÅCan be executed quickly 

Å!ƴ ƻǾŜǊŀƭƭ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ŀǎ ƎƻƻŘ ŀǎ ƻǊ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ CǊŜŜŘΩǎ                          
άǇŀǊƪ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭέ 

Faced with the ongoing eyesore status of the Daisy Wall and frustrated by 
CǊŜŜŘΩǎ ƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘκƻǊ ǎǘŜŀŘŦŀǎǘ ǳƴǿƛƭƭƛƴƎƴŜǎǎ ǘƻ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿ-through on the 
P.U.D. solution jointly agreed to many years ago, the Planning Commission 
ƎŀǾŜ ƛǘ άƻƴŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǘǊȅέΣ ŀƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ tƭȅƳƻǳǘƘ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎ ŀƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ 
ŀŎŎƻƳǇƭƛǎƘ ƛƴ о ƳƻƴǘƘǎ ǿƘŀǘ CǊŜŜŘ ŎƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƻǊ ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ Řƻ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ                
8 years. 
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(From December 2010 Planning Commission Meeting) 



Collaborative Approach 

With Excellent Input and Assistance            
From Residents and Local Experts 
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Daisy Committee 

Å Area Residents 

ïDaisy Square 

ïUnion Street 

 

Å Planning Commission 

 

Å City Commission 

 

Å Freed 

 

Å PPN 

 

Organizations Represented 
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wŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΩ LƴǇǳǘ 

When What 
 

ÅMid-December Resident proposes Pavilion concept 

ÅJanuary 25 Review session at library 

ÅFebruary 15 Daisy Committee meeting 

 

ÅMarch 1 Review session at library 
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Expert Input 

What Who 
 

ÅPavilion architecture Greg Presley (Presley Architecture) 

ÅConstruction cost estimating                
and value engineering 

 
Dominic Maltese (Maltese Construction) 

ÅBrick restoration and preservation William Suchmann (Fine Arts Masonry) 

ÅStructural engineering Cheryl Early (Fitzpatrick Engineering) 
 

ÅLandscape architecture Steven Whitesell (Elysium) 
 

ÅReal estate valuation Bob Bake (Robert Bake Real Estate)              
Mary Gladchun (ReMax on The Trail) 
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Local experts, with proven reputations and deep ties to the community, 
are more credible and will not mislead or let us down the way that 
Freed has done. 



Design Review 
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¢ƻŘŀȅΩǎ 5ŀƛǎȅ ²ŀƭƭ 
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Key Wants from Residents 

1. wŜŘǳŎŜ κ ǎƻŦǘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŎŀƭŜ όƛΦŜΦΣ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǿŀƭƭ ƛǎ άǘƻƻ ōƛƎέύΦ 

 

2. 5ƻƴΩǘ ŜƴŘ ǳǇ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ άŦǊŜŜ-ǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǿŀƭƭέ 
όƛΦŜΦΣ ƛƴŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ ƛǘ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ άǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜέύΦ 

 

3. 5ƻƴΩǘ ŜƴŘ ǳǇ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ άǘƻƻ ƳƻŘŜǊƴέΦ 

CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿǇƻƛƴǘ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǇŜǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ άǊŜŘǳŎƛƴƎ 
ǎŎŀƭŜέ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ŀ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ƛƴǎǳǊƳƻǳƴǘŀōƭŜ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜ ƻǊ 
irreconcilable difference. 

(Source:  Jan 25 review session) 

10 



¢ƘŜ ά!ƘŀΗέ aƻƳŜƴǘΥ  hǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ²ŀƭƭ /ƛǊŎŀ муун 
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