City of East Grand Rapids
Regular City Commission Meeting
Agenda

July 15, 2019 – 6:00 p.m.
(EGR Community Center – 750 Lakeside Drive)

1.

Call to Order.

2.

Public Comment by persons in attendance.

3.

Report of Mayor and City Commissioners.

Regular Agenda Items
4.

Zoning variance hearing on the request of Daniel Blandford of 1626 Robinson to allow the construction of an attached
garage resulting in a total building coverage of 38% instead of the allowed 35% (action requested – 43 notices sent).

5.

Zoning variance hearing on the request of Sonja & Hans Cubillo of 1139 Eastwood to allow the construction of a
covered front porch encroaching into the front yard setback by 7.7’ instead of the 6’allowed (action requested – 51
notices sent).

6.

Zoning variance hearing on the request of Diego Rojas & Lindsay Snyder of 2645 Hall to allow the construction of an
8’ high privacy fence instead of the allowed 6’ height (action requested – 39 notices sent).

Consent Agenda – Approval Requested
7.

Receipt of communications.

8.

Minutes of the regular meeting held July 1, 2019.

9.

Report of Finance Committee on disbursement of funds: payroll disbursements of $229,353.47; county and school
disbursements of $-0-, and total remaining disbursements of $454,957.67.

10. Memorandum Clarifying Storm Sewer Easement for 2951 Bonnell.
11. Contract for water meter reading services.
12. Preliminary minutes of the Planning Commission meeting held May 14, 2019 (no action requested).
*

*

*

The City will provide reasonable auxiliary aids for individuals requiring them for effective communication in programs and services of the City.
Notice must be made to the City five (5) days prior to the program or service requesting the specific auxiliary aid.

CITY OF

EAST GRAND RAPIDS
750 LAKESIDE DRIVE SE • EAST GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 49506
(616) 949-2110
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ALEKSANDER P. MIZIKAR
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Alek Mizikar, Zoning Administrator
July 2, 2019

RE:

Request for Zoning Variance – 1626 Robinson Rd (PPN: 41-14-28-352-003)
Maximum Building Coverage for Garage Addition

Action Requested:
That the City Commission, acting as the Zoning Board of Appeals, conducts a public hearing and
votes on the applicant’s zoning variance request for the following:
• Chapter 50 Section 5.28.A – The applicant is requesting a total building coverage of 38%,
rather than the required 35%, in order to construct a new 2-stall attached garage with
connecting mudroom and bathroom.
Background and Findings:
The applicant, Daniel Blandford of 1626 Robinson Road SE, is requesting a variance for a total
building coverage of 38% in order to tear down an existing carport and build a new attached 2-stall
garage with connecting mudroom and bathroom. Part of the rear of the house has already been
removed in anticipation of upcoming remodeling. The addition of the 2-stall attached garage and
mudroom/bathroom connector would cause the total building coverage to go past the maximum
allowed by 3% and would put the total impervious surface area allowed just under the maximum
allowed at 47%. If approved, all other zoning requirements would be met.
Standards for Review:
Per Section 5.103(c) of the City of East Grand Rapids Zoning Ordinance, the following criteria must
be met for a variance to be granted:
A. That special conditions or circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or
building involved and which are not generally applicable to other lands, structures or
buildings in the same district.
Staff comments: This property is very unique in its size. It is a non-conforming lot with
approximately 40 feet of width and 3,747 square feet of area. It is the smallest property in a 300-foot
radius, except for a property just south of it that is approximately 1,741 square feet. This property is
also located right across the street from Aquinas College, resulting in very limited on-street parking
due to student commuter parking.
B. That the special conditions or circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant.
Staff comments: These special conditions are not a result from previous actions of the applicant.

C. That authorizing a variance will not be of substantial detriment to the neighboring property
and will not be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this chapter.
Staff comments: The authorizing of this variance will not be of substantial detriment to neighboring
properties and would bring change to a property that is in need of it. The small size of the property
makes it difficult to stay within the 35% building coverage requirement, and this addition would not
be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this chapter. The house directly to the south also appears to be
well over the 35% building coverage maximum due to its small lot size.

Exhibits:
1) Zoning Variance Application
2) Narrative Statement
3) Site Plan
4) House Drawings

_____________________________________
Doug LaFave, Acting City Manager
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ALEKSANDER P. MIZIKAR
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Alek Mizikar, Zoning Administrator
July 1, 2019

RE:

Request for Zoning Variance – 1139 Eastwood Ave (PPN: 41-14-28-352-003)
Covered Front Porch Encroachment into Front Yard Setback

Action Requested:
That the City Commission, acting as the Zoning Board of Appeals, conducts a public hearing and
votes on the applicant’s zoning variance request for the following:
• Chapter 50 Section 5.61 – The applicant is requesting an encroachment of 7.7’ into the
established average front yard setback to construct a covered front porch, where only a 6’
encroachment is allowed.
Background and Findings:
The applicants, Sonja and Hans Cubillo of 1139 Eastwood Ave, are requesting a zoning variance to
construct a covered front porch 6’ in depth. The porch is to be in the front of their house and then
wrap around onto the north side of the house. The City Commission just recently passed a zoning
ordinance amendment to allow for covered front porches to encroach into front yard setbacks. The
new ordinance allows for a covered front porch to encroach 6’ into the required setback, or 20% of
the required setback, whichever is least. In this case, the 6’ would be least. Due to the applicant’s
house sticking out just a little under 2’ in front of the average front yard setback, they are not able to
accomplish the 6’ covered front porch. If approved, all other zoning requirements would be met.
Standards for Review:
Per Section 5.103(c) of the City of East Grand Rapids Zoning Ordinance, the following criteria must
be met for a variance to be granted:
A. That special conditions or circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or
building involved and which are not generally applicable to other lands, structures or
buildings in the same district.
Staff comments: Since the city uses an “established average” for front yard setbacks, this makes the
required front yard setback different for each property. The purpose of this average setback is to
make each city block look symmetric and aesthetically pleasing. Since the average is slightly
different for each property, they are some instances where one house might benefit or might not
benefit from this average. In the applicant’s case, they do not benefit from this average as their house
sits a couple feet in front of that average.
B. That the special conditions or circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant.

Staff comments: The applicants did not create any special circumstance that now requires them to ask
for this zoning variance.
C. That authorizing a variance will not be of substantial detriment to the neighboring property
and will not be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this chapter.
Staff comments: Authorizing this variance would not be detrimental to neighboring properties, nor
would it be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this regulation. The City Commission created this
new zoning ordinance because they wanted to see more front porches and more neighbors engaging
each other through this space. Approving this variance would be in line with the intent of the covered
front porch encroachment ordinance.

Exhibits:
1) Zoning Variance Application
2) Narrative Statement
3) Site Plan
4) House Drawings

_____________________________________
Doug LaFave, Acting City Manager
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ALEKSANDER P. MIZIKAR
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Mayor and City Commissioners
Alek Mizikar, Zoning Administrator
July 3, 2019

RE:

Request for Fence Variance – 2645 Hall St. SE (PPN: 41-14-34-377-008)
8’ Tall privacy fence in rear yard

Action Requested:
That the City Commission, acting as the Zoning Board of Appeals, conducts a public hearing and
votes on the applicant’s fence variance request for the following:
• Chapter 83, Section 8.61.A - The applicant wishes to construct an 8’ tall privacy fence in his
rear yard between his property and the neighbor to the north. The maximum height a fence
can be is 6’.
Background and Findings:
The applicants, Diego Rojas and Lindsay Snyder, have requested a fence variance to allow an 8’
fence in their rear yard. The max height a fence can be is 6’. Both the applicant’s property, and the
property to the north that the fence would be between, are both “flag lots”. This means that they both
have long skinny driveways from the city right-of-way and cannot be seen from the road. The
applicant is requesting the 8’ fence to create more privacy between the two properties, as the
neighbor to the north has a higher grade and a back deck that sits a few feet above grade. The
neighbor has signed an affidavit stating that they approve and support the variance request.
Standards for Review:
Per Section 5.103(c) of the City of East Grand Rapids Zoning Ordinance, the following criteria must
be met for a variance to be granted:
A. That special conditions or circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or
building involved and which are not generally applicable to other lands, structures or
buildings in the same district.
Staff comments: The special conditions that exist to the applicant’s property include it being a flag lot
and the increased grade of the neighbor’s property to the north. From the neighbor’s house to the
north, this 8’ fence would look more like a 6’ fence.
B. That the special conditions or circumstances do not result from the actions of the applicant.
Staff comments: These special conditions are not a result from the actions of the applicant.
C. That authorizing a variance will not be of substantial detriment to the neighboring property
and will not be contrary to the spirit and purpose of this chapter.

Staff comments: Authorizing this variance would not be a detriment to surrounding neighbors, nor
would it be contrary to the intent of the ordinance. As stated before, the neighbor to the north has
signed an affidavit stating that they approve and support the variance request. The 8’ fence would not
be easily seen from the public right of way, and the increased grade elevation of the neighbor to the
north would make the 8’ fence look more like a 6’ fence.

Exhibits:
1) Zoning Variance Application
2) Narrative Statement
3) Site Plan

_____________________________________
Doug LaFave, Acting City Manager

PROCEEDINGS OF THE CITY COMMISSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
Regular Meeting Held July 1, 2019

Mayor Seibold called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers at the East Grand Rapids
Community Center and led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Present:

Commissioners Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Walters, Zagel and Mayor Seibold

Absent:

Commissioner Miller

Also Present:

City Attorney Huff; Interim City Manager LaFave; Parks & Recreation Director Bunn;
City Clerk Brower

2019-101.

No public comment was received.

2019-102.

Commissioners Favale, Hamrick and Walters noted the Trail Blazer event on July 4, put on by the EGR
Community Foundation, needed volunteers to staff intersections.
Mayor Seibold reminded everyone that per state and local law, fireworks are allowed on private property
between the hours of 11 am and 11:45 pm from June 29 to July 5.
Interim City Manager LaFave gave an update on construction projects and the pavement maintenance
treatments being used to improve the surfaces of various roads in EGR.
Mayor Seibold thanked Parks & Recreation Supervisor Betsy Granstra and her entire team for putting on such
a fantastic Reeds Lake Run event on June 22. She reported there were thousands of people taking part in the
5K run, the Doggie Dash, the handcycling race and the kids races.

2019-103.

Election of President for FY 2019-20.

2019-103-A.

Zagel-Hamrick. That Commissioner Claudine Duncan be elected President of the East Grand Rapids
City Commission to assume leadership duties in the absence of the Mayor for FY 2019-20.

Yeas:
Nays:
2019-104.

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

Advisory Board appointments for FY 2019-20.

2019-104-A.

Walters-Zagel. To approve appointments to advisory boards as follows:
Planning Commission

Tom Getz, 655 Plymouth
Mary Mapes, 2405 Elmwood
Amy Coretti, 1436 Laurel
Whitney Renner, 635 Cambridge

Three-year terms ending 6/30/22

Parks & Recreation Comm. Nicholas Abraham, 1108 Lakeside One-year terms ending 6/30/20
Brad Andrzejewski, 3105 Bonnell
Carol Campbell, 2109 Elmwood
Elizabeth Mitchell, 1146 San Jose
Aaron Smith, 1645 Laurel
Richard Sprague, Jr., 2332 Burchard
Adam Rogalski, 933Lakeside

Proceedings of the East Grand Rapids City Commission
Regular Meeting Held July 1, 2019
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Library Commission

Micki Benz, 817 Gladstone
Betsy Brown, 1410 Sherwood
Erik Daly, 1240 Breton
Mary Dersch, 956 Lakeside
Carol Donovan, 2944 Hall
Judy Freeman, 425 Cambridge
Charles Myers, 1050 Monterey
Christopher Smith, 461 Lakeside

One-year terms ending 6/30/20

Board of Review

Ann Nowak, 1033 San Lucia
Diana Schad, 448 Cambridge

Two-year terms ending 6/30/21

Commissioner Duncan thanked Mayor Seibold for meeting with her and Commissioner Hamrick last week to
discuss the commission appointment process. She stated she will support the residents nominated today.
Commissioner Duncan asked that more information added to the website to show the dates appointed and the
term ending dates, to regularly solicit applications through the e-newsletter and social media and that all
appointments be placed on the regular agenda and not on the consent agenda. She stated that she would not
support future appointments without being more involved in the process.
Commissioner Hamrick stated she would reluctantly support these nominations because no public notice was
given of the upcoming appointment process and that top priority should be given to publicizing the application
process and getting more women to apply.
Commissioner Walters also stated his intention to support Mayor Seibold’s nominations and addressed several
emails that were received about the nominees. He stated that all residents can apply if they wish to serve and
should be considered for appointment if they are qualified. He agreed the appointment process could be
improved in the future.
Commissioner Zagel thanked everyone for working together and for communicating about the issues
surrounding the appointment process.
Commissioner Favale stated she would approve the appointments, but felt the process needed improvement
and noted that residents have asked for more input.
Commissioner Duncan addressed Mayor Seibold’s statement at the last meeting about commissioner
involvement in the email campaign against two nominees and stated that she wanted the public know that
commissioners did not operate that way. Commissioner Favale agreed and stated that residents have a right to
reach out if they are concerned.
Mayor Seibold noted that there was definitely an effort to get residents to send emails and asked that everyone
work better together and not wait until a meeting to bring up concerns. She noted the current appointment
system has been in place for close to 40 years and there has never been an issue. She reported there is no
criteria set in the ordinances about specific requirements for appointees or any mention of public involvement.
This year she was seeking to balance the Planning Commission ranks with two women from different
geographic areas of the city.
Yeas:
Nays:
2019-105.

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

Interim City Manager LaFave reported that the Infrastructure Committee had been reviewing the current fence
ordinance and was looking at several possible revisions. He anticipated that ordinance amendments would be
submitted to the commission for discussion in the near future.

Proceedings of the East Grand Rapids City Commission
Regular Meeting Held July 1, 2019
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2019-106.

Duncan-Favale. To approve the consent agenda as follows:

2019-106-A.

Minutes of the regular meeting held June 17, 2019.

2019-106-B.

Payroll disbursements of $224,205.11; county and school disbursements of $-0-, and total remaining
disbursements of $506,367.83.

2019-106-C.

The purchase of consulting services and software licenses from i3 Business Solutions in the amount of
$10,503 to update the city servers.

Yeas:
Nays:
2019-107.

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

Zagel-Favale. Motion to add to the agenda an executive session to discuss a collective bargaining agreement
in accordance with Section 8(c) of the Open Meetings Act. A roll call vote was taken.
Yeas:
Nays:

2019-107-A.

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

Duncan-Zagel. Motion to enter into an executive session to discuss a collective bargaining agreement in
accordance with Section 8(c) of the Open Meetings Act. A roll call vote was taken.

Yeas:
Nays:

Duncan, Favale, Hamrick, Walters, Zagel and Seibold – 6
-0-

The meeting adjourned at 6:33 p.m., subject to the call of the Mayor until July 15, 2019.

____________________________________
Karen K. Brower, City Clerk
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DOUG LAFAVE
ASSISTANT CITY MANAGER

MEMORANDUM

TO:
FROM:
DATE:

Honorable Mayor and City Commissioners
Doug La Fave, Acting City Manager
July 8, 2019

RE:

Memorandum clarifying storm sewer easement at 2951 Bonnell Avenue

Action Requested: That the City Commission consider approval of a memorandum clarifying a storm
sewer easement description for 2951 Bonnell Avenue.
Background: In 1976 property owners of 2951 Bonnell Avenue granted an easement to the City for a
storm sewer easement from Bonnell Avenue to Reeds Lake. As the new property owner has been
considering development plans, this easement was called into question. After review from staff,
consultants and legal counsel there is consensus that the original description that is recorded contains an
error. If this memorandum clarifying the storm sewer easement is approved, executed and recorded with
the Register of Deeds this error would be corrected for the current and future property owners.
The summary background of the situation from City Attorney, John Huff, is noted below:
The property at 2951 Bonnell Avenue is made up portions of four platted lots which included four words
at the beginning of the description, “East 20 feet of” to describe the easement being granted. This would
not be an issue if language would have been "East 20 feet of lot X" for example. Unfortunately, the
legal description was more complex and the new description made it appear as if two easements had
been created. The description for the property reads in the first line as follows: "Lots 35 and 36, also
that part of lots 33 and 34 lying east of a line …" When the four words were added to the front of the
description a whole new meaning was (we believe unintentionally) created. It now reads that the
easement area is the "East 20 feet of Lots 35 and 36, also that part of lots 33 and 34 lying east of a line
…" The initial impression is that the easement covers not only the east 20 feet of lots 35 and 36, but
also the entire described portion of lots 33 and 34. A closer inspection reveals a different story,
however. The description is really a description of the portion of lots 33 and 34 that the property owner
granted for the easement, but not a description of an easement area unless the property owner intended
to grant an easement to the City for the entire portion of lots 33 and 34 that they owned. Why don't we
think they intended to do that? There are several reasons for this conclusion.
1. The home was constructed in the 1920s. When this supposed easement was created 50 years later it
would have included about 1/3rd of the home in the easement area. Did the property owner really
intend for the City to locate a storm drain under a substantial portion of their home?
2. It is much more likely that the property owner only intended to grant an easement over the east 20
feet of their property where neither their home nor any other structures were located.

3. The City also had a storm drain easement over the boarding property of the neighbor to the
East. After the City acquired both easements in 1976, the City proceeded to construct a storm drain
in that easement area. Conversely, no easement was ever constructed on the western portion of the
property or on the neighboring property to the West. In fact, no easement was acquired over any
portion of the neighboring property to the West.
4. It would be highly unlikely that the property owner would have granted an easement that matched up
exactly with a portion of the legal description of their property, especially when that area was 50 to
55 feet wide and ran right through their home.
5. The easement document contains the permanent parcel number for the entire property in the
easement description which supports the theory that the City was trying to create a 20 foot easement
over the east 20 feet of the entire parcel and nothing more.
Attached are storm sewer infrastructure and easement documents from REGIS that illustrate the
situation.
This matter has been reviewed by the Infrastructure Committee and found to be in order.

MEMORANDUM CLARIFYING EASEMENT DESCRIPTION
THIS MEMORANDUM CLARIFYING EASEMENT DESCRIPTION is made July ___,
2019, between the CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS, a Michigan municipal corporation, of 750
Lakeside Drive, S.E., East Grand Rapids, Michigan 49506 (“EGR”), and MACKINAC LLC, a
Michigan limited liability company, of 80 Ottawa Avenue, N.W., Suite 101, Grand Rapids,
Michigan 49503 (“Mackinac”).
MEMORANDUM
A.
Mackinac is the owner of real property (the “Property”) situated in the City of
East Grand Rapids, Kent County, Michigan, legally described as:
Lots 35 and 36, also that part of lots 33 and 34 lying east of a line extending from
the south line of Lot 34 to the north line of lot 33, said line being described as
commencing 50 feet easterly on the south line of lot 34 from the southwest corner
of said lot and extending through a point on the north line of said lot 34 55 feet
easterly from the northwest corner of said lot 34, Woodcliff Park Plat, as
recorded.
B.
EGR is the beneficiary of an easement granted May 2, 1976, and recorded June
30, 1976, in Liber 2219, Page 292, Kent County, Michigan, Records (the “Easement”), which
Easement affects a portion of the Property (such portion affected by the Easement being referred
to in this Memorandum as the “Easement Area”).
C.

The Easement Area is described in the Easement as the:

East 20 feet of Lots 35 & 36 also that pt lots 33 & 34 lying E of a line ext from S
line of Lot 34 to N line of lot 33 sd line being desc as com 50 ft Ely on S line of
lot 34 from SW cor sd lot & ext thru a pt on N line sd Lot 34 55 ft Ely from NW
cor sd lot 34, Woodcliff Park (Permanent Parcel # 14-34-402-008) as recorded,
City of East Grand Rapids, Kent County, Michigan.
D.
Because of the way the Easement Area is described, the Easement could be
misunderstood to encumber both the easterly twenty feet of the Property and that portion of Lot
33 and Lot 34 that are part of the Property.

E.
Mackinac and EGR desire to enter into this Memorandum to acknowledge and
confirm that the intent of the Easement is to encumber only the easterly twenty feet of the
Property, and not any portion of Lots 33 and 34 of the Property.
NOW THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows:
1.
The Easement shall be deemed to encumber only the easterly 20 feet of the
Property and not any portion of Lots 33 and 34 of the Property.
2.
Mackinac shall record this Memorandum with the Kent County, Michigan,
Register of Deeds.
3.
No interest in real estate being conveyed, this instrument is exempt from state and
county transfer tax.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Memorandum on the day and
year first above written.
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS, a
Michigan municipal corporation

By
Amna Seibold
Mayor

By
Karen Brower
Clerk
STATE OF MICHIGAN
COUNTY OF KENT

)
) ss.
)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on the ______ day of July, 2019,
by Amna Seibold and Karen Brower, the Mayor and Clerk, respectively, of the City of East
Grand Rapids, Michigan, a Michigan municipal corporation, on behalf of the corporation.

Print
Notary Public, Kent County, Michigan
My commission expires:
Acting in Kent County, Michigan
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MACKINAC LLC, a limited liability
company

By
Name:
Its:
STATE OF MICHIGAN
COUNTY OF KENT

)
) ss.
)

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on the ___ day of July, 2019, by
____________________, as ______________ of Mackinac LLC, a Michigan limited liability
company.

Print
Notary Public,
County,
Michigan
My commission expires:
Acting in
County, Michigan

Prepared by and return to after recording:
Jim Ens
MILLER JOHNSON
45 Ottawa Ave. SW, Ste. 1100
Grand Rapids, MI 49503
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KAREN MUSHONG
FINANCE DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Mayor and City Commissioners

FROM:

Karen Mushong, Finance Director

DATE:

June 24, 2019

RE:

Water Meter Reading Services

Action Requested: To extend a one-year contract (with the option to renew for up to four additional oneyear terms) with Olameter Inc for water meter reading services at a unit price of $0.885 per meter read.
Background: On a monthly basis, the City sends approximately 4,000 water and sewer bills to customers.
These invoices are prepared in-house using meter reads that are gathered by a third party. The City has
been using Olameter for the last 5 years under an existing contract that was for one-year with the option for
four additional years. This renewal would be to continue the exact same contract terms as before. The City
has been very happy with the service that Olameter has provided us.
Although we did not formally bid this contract out, we pulled the bid results for both Wyoming and
Kentwood. Those results showed Olameter as the low bid on both of those bids. Based on reviewing the
bid results, it also shows that our existing/proposed pricing is in line with the others when factoring in the
specifics of our contract.

_____________________________
Doug La Fave, Acting City Manager

General Info
949-2110

City Manager
949-2110

Engineering
940-4817

Assessor
940-4818

Parks & Recreation
949-1750

Public Safety
949-7010

Streets & Utilities
940-4870

fax 940-4884

fax 940-4884

fax 940-4884

fax 940-4884

fax 831-6144

fax 940-4829

fax 940-4872

PROCEEDINGS OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY OF EAST GRAND RAPIDS
May 14, 2019
East Grand Rapids Community Center – Commission Chambers
Present: Chairman John Barbour, Commissioners John Arendshorst, Kevin Brant, Tom Getz, Mary
Mapes and Jeff Olsen
Absent: Commissioners Jeff Dills, Brian Miller and Michael Naultner
Also Present: Interim City Manager Doug LaFave, City Zoning Administrator Alek Mizikar, City
Attorney John Huff and Recording Secretary Lynda Taylor
1. CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Barbour called the meeting to order at 5:34 PM

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – April 9, 2019
A motion was made by Commissioner Getz and supported by Commissioner Arendshorst to approve
the minutes as written.
Yeas: Commissioners Arendshorst, Barbour, Brant, Getz and Mapes
Nays: -0-

3. CONTINUED DISCUSSION ON PERMITTED GROUND FLOOR USES IN THE C-1
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT AND THE SPECIAL LAND USE APPROVAL PROCESS
Zoning Administrator Mizikar reviewed items of the draft amendment of Table 5.36 Schedule of Uses:
Commercial District that were suggested at the April 10, 2019 meeting.
•

•

New Item: Residential dwellings on the ground floor of a commercial building – Special Land
Use (S)
o Commissioners approved the addition of this item with the following requirement:
§ Any front entry would need to have a hallway or small lobby so the living area
would not be seen.
§ No dedicated parking spaces would be required.
Health clubs and fitness centers, and private sports and recreation instructional facilities*, not
including physical therapy clinics staffed by medical professionals – Permitted Use by Right (P).
o *Additional language
§ Commissioners approved this language.

Commissioner Jeff Olsen arrived at 5:45 PM.
•

•

New item: Hotels, including Bed and Breakfasts - Permitted Use by Right (P).
o Commissioner Olsen felt strongly that a parking requirement needed to be added. He
expressed concern about neighborhood parking issues. After discussion, Commissioners
agreed to a requirement of 75% of a parking space per room.
Personal service establishments, including small electronics/appliance repair, shoe repair,
dressmakers/tailors, tanning salons, barber or beauty salon*, decorating and upholstery shops,
and other similar repair shops*.
o *Additional uses/language
§ Commissioners approved these uses and language.

•

•

•

•
•

Medical/dental offices and clinics of physicians, dentists, psychologists, chiropractors,
optometrists, physical therapists and similar or allied professions, and non-boarding veterinary
services with no outside uses*.
o *Additional use
§ Commissioners approved the addition of non-boarding veterinary services and
requested revising the wording "outside uses".
o Change from Special Land Use on ground floor to Permitted Use by Right (P)
§ Commissioners approved this change
Professional office services such as: insurance, real estate, legal, sales and similar or allied
professions.
o Change from Special Land Use (S) to Permitted Use by Right (P).
§ Commissioners approved this change.
New item: Product Showrooms and similar mixed office with product display uses – Permitted
Use by Right (P) above ground floor. Determine use designation for ground floor.
o Commissioners approved Permitted Use by Right (P) for first floor show rooms with the
following requirements:
§ Regular business hours
§ Must allow walk in customers
§ Require display windows
§ Limit parking of fleet/service vehicles
o Second floor – Permitted Use by Right (P): Commissioners approved with one
requirement:
§ Limit parking of fleet/service vehicles
Serviced offices (shared office space)-above ground floor: Change from Special Land Use (S) to
Permitted Use by Right (P).
o Commissioners approved this change.
Radio and television broadcasting stations:
o Change from Special Land Use (S) to Permitted Use by Right (P)
§ Commissioners approved this change.

Discussion of Special Land Use Approval Process:
Chairman Barbour asked if making changes to Section 5.36 was a sufficient change or if
commissioners were interested in changing Article 11 Special Land Uses to condense the approval
process.
Commissioner Getz commented that changing some of the items in Section 5.36 from Special Land
Use to Permitted Use will reduce the number of things that need approval. He added that it would be
more appropriate if the City Commission asked the Planning Commission to do things rather than the
Planning Commission asking to take over their duties since they are elected officials and the Planning
Commissioners are appointed as an advisory board.
Commissioner Olsen asked about reasoning for changing the process and if the change would benefit
the City.
Commissioner Brant said that it would be great to continue to streamline and bring the approval
process to the Planning Commission, but also agrees with the sentiment that it isn't the Planning
Commission's place to ask.
Commissioner Arendshorst agreed with the comments made and suggested recommending that the
City Commission consider giving the Planning Commission more power. Delegating some of their
responsibilities would streamline the special land use approval process.
Commissioner Olsen added that at the present time the City Commission can handle the workload that
comes through. It the case load would ramp up it would make sense to make a change.

Interim City Manager La Fave suggested making the changes to the Schedule of Uses for the next
meeting and make possible changes to the approval process a discussion point for the City
Commission. All commissioners agreed with this.

4. PUBLIC COMMENT
No public comment was received.

5. REPORT OF THE CITY COMMISSION
Mr. La Fave reported that road construction projects were well under way. The road preventative
maintenance work and mill and fill projects will be wrapped up by the end of June.
Commissioner Mapes asked about the Master Plan and if there was anything the Planning Commission
could do to help with it. Mr. La Fave responded that the City Commission packet for the next meeting
contains an update on the goals so people can see the progress that is being made.

6. NEXT REGULAR PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING: June 11, 2019

7. ADJOURNMENT
Chairman Barbour adjourned the meeting at 6:22 PM

Respectfully submitted,
Lynda Taylor
Recording Secretary

