
CITY OF SHOREWOOD COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 5755 COUNTRY CLUB ROAD 

TUESDAY MARCH 17, 2020 7:00 P.M. 

 

A G E N D A 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER ROLL CALL / (LIAISON) SCHEDULE 

 

MADDY (tbd) ______ 

GORHAM (MAY) ______ 

EGGENBERGER (MAR.) ______ 

GAULT (tbd) ______ 

RIEDEL (APR.) ______ 

 COUNCIL LIAISON (LABADIE) ______ 

 

1. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

 

 February 4, 2020 

 

3. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 

 

4. OTHER BUSINESS 

 

A) VARIANCE TO BUILD ON SUBSTANDARD LOT  

   Applicant: Anne Joyce 

   Location: 20505 Radisson Road 

 

B) VARIANCE TO FRONT SETBACK 

   Applicant: Clayton Tessness  

   Location: 23100 Summit Avenue 

 

C) ELECTION OF OFFICERS AND 2020 WORK PROGRAM 

 

5. MATTERS FROM THE FLOOR 

 

6. REPORTS 

 Council Meeting Report  

 Draft Next Meeting Agenda 

 Volunteer Liaison for March 23, 2020 Council Meeting 

 

7. ADJOURNMENT 



 

 

CITY OF SHOREWOOD COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 5755 COUNTRY CLUB ROAD 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2020 7:00 P.M. 
 

MINUTES 
 
  
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Chair Maddy called the meeting to order at 7:01 P.M. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
Present: Chair Maddy; Commissioners Eggenberger, Gorham, Gault and Riedel; Planning 

Director Darling; and, Council Liaison Labadie 
 
Absent: None  
 
1. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
Riedel moved, Gault seconded, approving the agenda for February 4, 2020, as presented. 
Motion passed 5/0.  
 
2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

• January 7, 2020 
 
Eggenberger moved, Riedel seconded, approving the Planning Commission Meeting 
Minutes of January 7, 2020, as presented. Motion passed 5/0.   
 
3. PUBLIC HEARINGS  

Chair Maddy explained the Planning Commission is comprised of residents of the City of 
Shorewood who are serving as volunteers on the Commission. The Commissioners are 
appointed by the City Council. The Commission’s role is to help the City Council in 
determining zoning and planning issues. One of the Commission’s responsibilities is to 
hold public hearings and to help develop the factual record for an application and to make 
a non-binding recommendation to the City Council. The recommendation is advisory only. 
 
A. PUBLIC HEARING – MATTHEW SAYER – PRELIMINARY PLAT AND LOT 

WIDTH AND AREA VARIANCES  
Applicant: Sathre-Bergquist 
Location: 20325 Excelsior Boulevard 
 
 

Planning Director Darling noted that this application had been missing information.  She noted 
that it had been recently submitted to finalize their application.  She noted that this item should be 
ready for the public meeting in March and asked that Commission to open the public hearing and 
continue it to March 17, 2020. 
 
Chair Maddy opened the Public Hearing at 7:05 P.M. noting the procedures used in a Public 
Hearing.  There being no comment, Chair Maddy closed the Public Testimony portion of the Public 
Hearing at 7:05 P.M. 
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Riedel moved, Gault seconded, to Continuing the Public Hearing for Preliminary Plat, Lot 
Width, and Area Variances for Sathre-Bergquist at 20325 Excelsior Boulevard to March 17, 
2020.  Motion passed 5/0. 
 
4. OTHER BUSINESS  

A.  Zoning Ordinances Amendment (Continued) 
         

Chair Maddy explained that the Commission had begun discussing the proposed zoning code 
amendments at the last meeting.  He stated that there is a total of about 60 amendments being 
considered.  He noted that there appeared to be people in the audience here to discuss the 
holiday lighting ordinance and suggested that the Commission begin with that one in order to be 
respectful of everyone’s time.  
 
Planning Director Darling gave an overview of the ongoing complaints about bright Christmas 
lights placed around the community.  She reviewed the suggested change to the nuisance code 
affecting peace and safety.  She stated that there are 20 nuisances listed in section 501 currently 
and if the Commission recommends regulations on holiday lights, this may be the location to 
include those regulations. She stated that staff is recommending that it be changed to say that 
they cannot be illuminated between 11:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.   
 
Commissioner Gault stated that he would suggest changing the word “use” to “illumination”.   
 
Commissioner Eggenberger stated that he thinks the proposed time is acceptable but would 
suggest the wording be changed to say “holiday and festive” lights.   
 
Commissioner Riedel stated that the term holiday is not defined.  He asked that if somebody puts 
lighting on a tree whether that constitutes holiday lighting.  He stated that there are some gray 
areas in the code that may need some clarification.  He stated that he would also propose that 
the City have a threshold of lumens below which there is no requirement that they must be turned 
off at night.   
 
Chair Maddy asked Planning Director Darling to clarify why this is in the nuisance section and not 
the lighting section of the City Code.  
 
Planning Director Darling stated that zoning regulations are not retroactive, which is why seasonal 
or holiday lighting may fit into the nuisance section rather than lighting.  
 
Commissioner Gault suggested not specifically calling out holiday lighting, but instead say that 
any kind of lighting that exceeds the allowances will be considered a nuisance violation between 
the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.  
 
Commissioner Riedel stated that holiday lights are temporary so none of them would be 
grandfathered in and noted that he does not think there will be any lights that fall under that 
category. 
 
Commissioner Gault clarified that he feels the City already has regulations about how much light 
can spill onto a neighbor’s property and feels that should apply whether it is holiday lighting or 
other lighting.    
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Commissioner Riedel stated that in his opinion, as it is written seems to be a bit of an overreach.  
He stated that he is in favor of this change but would like there to be some provision made for the 
brightness, so the City is not forcing people with dimmer displays to turn them off every night.  
 
Chair Maddy stated that it may simply be a case of encouraging people to use a timer for their 
lights.  He asked where the hours of 11:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. came from and if it was from nearby 
cities.   
 
Planning Director Darling noted that very few cities have the language written up with a turn off at 
a specific hour.   
 
Chair Maddy asked about the number of complaints received and noted that he also feels this 
may be a bit of an intrusion.  He asked about complaints regarding people leaving their patio or 
garage lights on and whether those were received more frequently than complaints about holiday 
lights.   
 
Commissioner Riedel reiterated that as this ordinance, as written, it is saying that all holiday lights, 
even if it meets the lumens and light spillage thresholds, need to be turned off between 11:00 
p.m. and 7:00 a.m.    
 
Planning Director Darling reviewed the lumens and foot candle limits for residential and 
commercial properties.   
 
Chair Maddy noted that he feels this will be very tough to enforce.   
 
Commissioner Riedel suggested that all the lighting requirements and restrictions be cut in half 
at 11:00 p.m. for temporary or holiday lighting.   
 
Chair Maddy stated that he thinks that change would be even harder to regulate and suggested 
that it be dropped entirely and let the remaining lighting regulations stand.   
 
Commissioner Gorham stated that he wonders if this issue should be more of an education on 
light conservation than the City imposing restrictions. 
 
Commissioner Riedel stated that he doesn’t think it is necessarily the job of the City to enforce 
this type of conservation measure.    
 
Chair Maddy stated that he would open the discussion on this item to members of the audience 
to give them feedback.   
 
Mary Beth Knopeck, stated that she has lived in Shorewood for 51 years and noted that she 
currently resides at Shorewood Landing but clarified that she was not here representing 
Shorewood Landing.  She stated that she would like to see the numbers associated with this issue 
such as the number of residents affected and the police hours spent dealing with these 
complaints.  She stated that if there are a minimal number of residents complaining she would 
suggest having them put up blinds and not wasting police and taxpayer dollars on this issue.  She 
stated that this is a vast issue but thinks it has a simple solution that won’t waste police time or 
time in the City changing the rules. 
 
Charles Eng, stated that he is here to show that their lights are within the limits stated in the City 
Code.  He stated that the person who complained is not present tonight but reiterated that their 
lighting is well within the limits set by the City.   
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Nina Stark, 6000 Chaska Road, stated that she has lived in the Excelsior area for almost 90 years 
and the move to Shorewood Landing has been a gift.  She stated that she believes they have 
been good neighbors and outlined some of the fundraising events that they have held for the fire 
and police departments in addition to Toys for Tots.   
 
Gordon Cleveland, Environmental Services Director, Shorewood Landing, stated that he doesn’t 
think there is any chance that their holiday lighting will spill over beyond their parking lot lighting.   
 
Commissioner Eggenberger asked the Shorewood Landing residents if they turned their lights off 
at 11:00 p.m. or left them on all night. 
 
Mr. Cleveland stated that Shorewood Landing used to leave their lights on all night but they turned 
them off around midnight for the last week they had them installed.  
 
Chair Maddy noted that the Commission is trying to speak broadly to an issue and not just 
specifically Shorewood Landings.   
 
The Consensus of the Commission was that subdivision 20 restricting the use of holiday 
lights between 11:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.  be removed.   
 
Commissioner Riedel suggested that the Commission revisit this issue in one year to see how 
many issues arose.  
 
The Commission discuss the proposed amendments, as presented, and proposed minor 
changes, for items #45-#56.  The Commission discussed the subdivision regulations #1-#4. 
 
Chair Maddy thanked Planning Director Darling for all her work on these updates. 
 
Planning Director Darling asked if the Commission would like one more look at all the 
recommended changes from both the January and February meetings, before it is scheduled for 
a Public Hearing.   
 
There was a Consensus of the Commission to take one more look at the Zoning 
amendments before scheduling a Public Hearing.  
 
Planning Director Darling stated that she will put this on the March agenda under Other Business 
for final discussion before a Public Hearing is scheduled.   
 
5. MATTERS FROM THE FLOOR 
 
6. REPORTS 
 

• Liaison to Council  
 
Council Liaison Labadie reported on matters considered and actions taken during Council’s 
January 27, 2020, meeting (as detailed in the minutes for that meeting). 
 

• Draft next meeting agenda  
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Planning Director Darling noted that next month will have a fairly heavy agenda.  She stated that 
there will be the Preliminary Plat with variances discussed earlier tonight, one or two minor 
subdivisions, a variance to redevelop a substandard lot, and a front setback variance.     
 

• Report from Chair Maddy on Sensible Land Use Coalition 
 
Chair Maddy gave an overview on the Sensible Land Use Coalition presentation he attended 
regarding sustainability and land use planning.   
 
7. ADJOURNMENT 
 
Riedel moved, Gault seconded, adjourning the Planning Commission Meeting of February 
4, 2020, at 8:59 P.M. Motion passed 5/0. 
 



 

 

CITY OF 

SHOREWOOD 
5755 COUNTRY CLUB ROAD, SHOREWOOD, MINNESOTA  55331-8927 · 952.960.7900 

www.ci.shorewood.mn.us · cityhall@ci.shorewood.mn.us 

 

 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM 
 

 

TO:   Planning Commission, Mayor and City Council 

 

FROM:   Katriona Molasky, Planning Technician 

 

REVIWED BY:  Marie Darling, Planning Director 

 

MEETING DATE: March 17, 2020 

 

APPLICANT:  Anne Joyce 

 

LOCATION:  20505 Radisson Road 

 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: Residential 

 

ZONING DISTRICT: R-1C/S, Single-Family Residential/Shoreland District 

 

REVIEW DEADLINE: May 28, 2020 

  

REQUEST 

 

The applicant is requesting a variance to 

construct a home on a non-conforming lot 

where the lot area and width do not meet 

requirements.  

 

Notice of this application was mailed to 

all property owners within 500 feet of the 

property at least 10 days prior to the 

meeting. 

 

BACKGROUND 

 

Context: The property is Lot 7 of the 

“Radisson Inn Addition” which was 

platted in 1939. The previous building on 

the lot was built in 1910; before the lot 

was platted and before Shorewood was incorporated as a City. Originally developed as cabins for 

an Inn, the lots surrounding the applicant’s property to the east, west, and south were platted at the 

same time and have varying levels of lot size non-conformity. The property is currently vacant after 

the original single-family home and garage were demolished in November 2019. 

http://www.ci.shorewood.mn.us/


Joyce Variance  

March 17, 2020 
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The lot is substandard for the R-1C/S, Single-Family Residential/ Shoreland zoning district in 

which it is located. The applicant has requested a variance to build on a lot that does not meet 70 

percent of the area requirement of the R-1C/S district.  

 

The lot is approximately 11,184 square feet and 83.5 feet wide at the property line. Neither the 

original house or garage complied with current front or side yard abutting the street setback 

requirements and the impervious surface of the lot was 37.7 percent, 12.7 percent higher than the 25 

percent allowed.  

 

Ms. Joyce volunteered to have the home used for a training burn with the Excelsior Fire 

Department prior to demolishing the buildings. The proposed home with an attached garage will 

bring the property closer into compliance with the zoning requirements of the R-1C/S district. 

 

Applicable Code Sections:   

 

Section 1201.03 subd.1.f. of the zoning regulations states that a nonconforming use of a structure or 

parcel of land may be changed to lessen the nonconformity of the use. Once the change is made, it 

shall not thereafter be altered to increase the nonconformity. The current hardcover on the property 

is 37.7 percent and they are proposing 30.5 percent.  

 

Section 1201.12 subd.5 (R-1C zoning district) requires a minimum of 20,000 square feet of area 

and 100 feet of lot width.  Section 1201.03 subd.2.c. (3) of the zoning ordinance allows undersized 

lots to be used for single-family homes without approval of a variance if the area and width are 

within 70 percent of the district requirements.  Because the lot does not meet 70 percent of the 

requirements for area, a variance is required. 

 

Section 1201.03 sub.3.d. allows minimum front yard setback to be calculated by the average of the 

adjacent structures of properties on the same block. The property to the east is set back 15.1 feet 

and the property to the west is set back 2.3 feet. The property setback of 17 feet and 2 inches meets 

this requirement.  

 

ANALYSIS 

 

A.   Substandard Lots of Record 

 

Section 1201.03 subd.2.c.(3) of the Shorewood Zoning Code provides criteria for building on a 

substandard lot of record (a lot that existed prior to current zoning requirements and does not 

meet area or width requirements).  The Code states that a lot is buildable if it complies with the 

following criteria: 

 

1. The lot must be in separate ownership from adjoining properties. Ms. Joyce does not solely 

own either of the adjacent properties. The property to the east is owned by an LLC that Ms. 

Joyce is one of the taxpayers for. 

 

2. The lot must meet at least 70 percent of the width and area requirements for the zoning 

district in which it is located. This requires a lot to be at least 70 ft. wide and 14,000 sq. ft. 
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in the R-1C zoning district. Ms. Joyce’s lot is 11,184 sq. ft.; short of the area requirement by 

2,816 sq. ft.  

 

3. The proposed buildings must comply with the setbacks of the zoning district. The previous 

home and garage on the property were built into the right of way. The proposed house 

complies with all the R-1C setbacks.  

 

4. The floor area of structures cannot exceed 30 percent of the area of the lot. Total hardcover 

cannot exceed 25 percent of the lot. The floor area of the proposed house and garage are 

approximately 25 percent of the lot area.  Hardcover is proposed at 30.5 percent; reducing 

the non-conformity from the previous hardcover of 37.7 percent. 

 

B. Variance 

 

The zoning regulations allow for variances upon showing that practical difficulties exist and 

that the request is consistent with the intent of the regulations. Section 1201.05 subd.3.a. of the 

zoning regulations sets forth criteria for the consideration of variance requests. Staff reviewed 

the request according to these criteria, as follows: 

 

1. Intent of comprehensive plan and zoning ordinance: The property owner would 

continue to use the property for residential purposes and proposes no uses on the 

site that would be inconsistent with either the intent of the residential land use 

classification or the district’s allowed uses. 

 

 

2. Practical difficulties: Practical difficulties include three factors, all three of 

which must be met.  Staff finds that the practical difficulties for the property are 

related to the original plat of the property. 

 

 a) Reasonable: The applicant has designed the new home to comply with 

setback requirements that are intended for lots nearly twice the size of the 

subject property.  

 

 b) Self-Created: The size of the lot is not the result of any action by the 

applicant.  The property is Lot 7 of the “Radisson Inn Addition” which was 

platted in 1939. The previous building on the lot was built in 1910. The lot was 

developed before Shorewood was incorporated as a City.  

 

 c) Essential Character: The home that the applicant proposes to build on the lot 

will not adversely affect the character of the existing neighborhood. The lot is 

situated among other properties that are substandard to similar extents. 

 

3. Economic Considerations: The applicant’s difficulty is not economic in nature. 

 

4. Impact on Area: The proposal would not impair an adequate supply of light 

and air to an adjacent property, increase the risk of fire or endanger public 
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safety, or increase the impact on adjacent streets. It would lessen the 

nonconformity of the property. As a standard condition on an infill lot staff 

typical include in the resolution the requirement of a construction management 

plan prior to issuance of any building permits. A construction management 

plan would need to address parking for contractors/subs, delivery of goods, 

street cleaning, etc. 

 

5. Public Welfare: The variance would not be detrimental to the public welfare, 

nor would it be injurious to other land or improvements in the neighborhood. 

 

6. Minimum Necessary: The variance is the minimum necessary to make reasonable 

use of the property. The proposed house and garage are in scale with the size of 

the existing lot. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

 

Based upon the preceding analysis, the request is consistent with the criteria for granting a lot size 

variance. The proposed development will lessen the non-conformity of the lot to Shorewood’s 

existing building and zoning standards. Approval of the applicant’s plans is recommended subject 

to the condition the applicant submit a construction management plan. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

Location Map 

Engineer’s memo dated 

Applicant’s narrative and plans 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

TO:   Planning Commission, Mayor and City Council 

 

FROM:  Marie Darling, Planning Director 

 

MEETING DATE: March 17, 2020 

 

REQUEST: Variance to front setback 

 

APPLICANT: Clayton Tessness 

 

LOCATION: 23100 Summit Avenue 

 

REVIEW DEADLINE: May 30, 2020 

 

LAND USE CLASSIFICATION:  Low Density Residential 

 

 ZONING:  R-1C 

 

FILE NUMBER: 20.04  

 

 

REQUEST: 

 

The applicant requests a front setback variance 

in order to construct a home on the property 

seven feet from the front property line where the 

zoning regulations require 35 feet.   

 

Notice of this application and the public 

meeting was mailed to all property owners 

within 500 feet of the property at least 10 days 

prior to the meeting. 

 

BACKGROUND  

 

Context: The City has no record of any buildings having been constructed on the lot. The lot was created in 

1924 as part of Auditor’s Subdivision No. 135. No portion of the property is within a floodplain, a wetland 

or shoreland management overlay district. The property contains mature trees and is subject to the tree 

preservation policy. The applicant has not submitted a landscaping plan.   

 

The property also contains steep slopes with about 60 feet of elevation change.  The highest portion of the 

lot is adjacent to Summit Avenue and the lowest next to Mayflower Rd. 

http://www.ci.shorewood.mn.us/
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The adjacent properties are all developed with single-family homes and zoned R-1C.  

 

Applicable Code Sections: 

Section 1201.26 subd.5.d. of the zoning regulations states that no structures or accessory facilities, except 

stairways, lifts and landings, may be placed within a bluff impact zone. Definitions of bluff and bluff 

impact zones (section 1201.02 (Definitions)) limit the application of the regulations to properties within 

shoreland overlay districts. As this property is not within a shoreland overlay district, the bluff regulations 

do not apply, and the City instead enforces best management practices for construction on steep slopes as 

recommended by the City Engineer and Building Official. This would include, but is not be limited to, 

additional erosion control techniques.   

 

ANALYSIS 

 

The applicant’s narrative is attached and indicates that the property owners propose to construct a home 

closer to the Summit Avenue right-of-way and discuss the difficulty building a driveway connecting to 

Summit Avenue due to the steep slopes on the property and in the right-of-way.  

 

Storm Water Management: 

 

Impervious Surface Coverage: 

 Max. Allowed Existing Proposed 

Impervious Surface 33% 0 ±17% 

 

It is likely that the percent coverage will change during the final design of the home. The lot contains more 

area than required by the zoning district and staff finds it unlikely that the homeowner would exceed the 

maximum impervious surface coverage allowed.   

 

Rate Control: 

The applicant has shown that he can provide a stormwater feature of the size required based on the amount 

of impervious surface coverage proposed, see the applicant’s variance exhibit. However, due to the slope 

on this property, the applicant, his engineer and the City Engineer have discussed providing a different type 

of stormwater feature that would provide multiple outlets to avoid erosion, instead of a rain garden with a 

concentrated outlet. The applicant would need to submit the final proposal with the building permit 

application. 

 

Variance Criteria: 

 

Section 1201.05 subd.3.a. of the zoning regulations sets forth criteria for the consideration of variance 

requests. These criteria are open to interpretation. Staff reviewed the request according to these criteria 

as follows: 

 

1. Intent of comprehensive plan and zoning ordinance: The property owner would continue to use the 

property for residential purposes and proposes no uses on the site that would be inconsistent with 

either the intent of the residential land use classification or the district’s allowed uses. 

 

2. Practical difficulties: Practical difficulties include three factors, all three of which must be met.  

Staff finds that the practical difficulties for the property are related to the topography. 
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a. Reasonable: The applicant has proposed 

reasonable residential uses on the property. 

 

b. Unique Situation vs. Self-Created:  The lot 

was created prior to modern zoning 

regulations and engineering standards.  

The slope is about 28 percent from the 

south to the north property line, although 

the slopes on north side of the lot are 

steeper. 

 

Staff agree that constructing the home 

closer to the south property line reduces 

the impact to the lot by reducing the height 

of the necessary retaining walls. 

 

The applicant indicated that the right-of-way is wider in front of his lot versus other homes in 

the area.  Summit Avenue varies in width from 16 feet wide west of the subject property to 

about 27 feet wide near the applicant’s property.  The right-of-way varies between 80 feet 

and about 120 feet wide, with the widest segment measured in front of the applicant’s lot 

where the road curves to the south and the road grades are steepest. 

 

c. Essential Character:  The home to the south was constructed within the last two years and 

was also closer to Summit Avenue than required by the R-1C zoning district. Staff finds the 

wider right-of-way in front of the lot would mitigate the decreased setback. 

 

3. Economic Considerations: The applicant has not proposed the variance solely based on economic 

considerations, although constructing the home closer to the front property line reduces the height 

of necessary retaining walls. 

 

4. Impact on Area: The property owner is not proposing anything that would impair an adequate 

supply of light and air to an adjacent property, increase the risk of fire, or significantly increase the 

impact on adjacent streets. 

 

5. Impact to Public Welfare, Other Lands or Improvements: Several of the lots south of the subject 

property along the east side of Summit Avenue were created using a Planning Unit Development, 

which allows for flexibility from standard zoning requirements. 

 

The Summit Woods PUD allowed flexibility of front setbacks and lot width in exchange for a 

conservation easement over the steepest part of the slopes. The conservation easement bars 

removal of healthy trees and vegetation and construction of any structure.   

 

Due to the extreme slopes on the north side of the lot, staff recommends a conservation easement 

over the north ½ of the lot, outside of the current grading limits. The easement should be consistent 

with the easement recorded against Lot 1, Summit Woods. Having the easement over the steepest 

slopes would help protect both this lot and the adjacent lots from the impacts of construction and 

excessive vegetation removal on the steep slopes. With this condition, staff conclude the impact to 

the public welfare, other lands and improvements would be minimized or eliminated. 
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6. Minimum to Alleviate Practical Difficulty:  Staff finds the variance request is the minimum 

necessary to alleviate the practical difficulties on the property. 

 

FINDINGS/RECOMMENDATION 

 

Staff finds the variance proposal meets the criteria above and recommends approval of the variance 

while acknowledging that the variance criteria are open to interpretation. Consequently, the Planning 

Commission could reasonably find otherwise. 

 

Should the Planning Commission recommend approval of the variance, staff recommends that the 

applicant be required to:  

1) Acquire all necessary permits prior to construction. 

2) Submit a proposal for erosion control on the certified survey submitted with the building permit 

application. 

3) Submit a tree inventory and landscaping plan completed by a forester, arborist or landscape 

architect consistent with the tree preservation policy. 

4) Execute a conservation easement similar to the easements granted over the Summit Woods lots. 

5) Submit a revised storm water management plan with drainage calculations and revise plans as 

indicated in the City Engineer’s memo dated March 11, 2020. 

 

ATTACHMENTS 

Location map 

Engineer’s memo dated March 11, 20s0 

Applicants’ narrative and plans 

Conservation easement recorded against Lot 1, Summit Woods 
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MEMORANDUM 
 

TO:  Planning Commission, Mayor and City Council 

 

FROM: Marie Darling, Planning Director 

 

DATE: March 17, 2020 

 

RE: Item 4D:  Election of Officers and Work Program 

 
 

Officers: 

 

Section 201.04 of the City Code requires the member of the Planning Commission to elect a new 

Chair and Vice-Chair. The term of office is one year, but the membership may reelect incumbents 

if they wish to be considered or nominate other Planning Commission members. Both offices are 

elected by majority vote.   

 

Current Chair:  Dustin Maddy 

Current Vice-Chair:  Vacant 

 

New Chair: 

New Vice-Chair: 

 

Work Program: 

 

Due to the number of applications and code amendments being review on April 7, fire lane tours 

will likely be scheduled for April 14 and 21, 2020. The start times should be earlier so that review 

of the fire lanes can occur during daylight hours and the Parks Commission may hold their sched-

uled meeting on April 14 after the tour (if needed). Possible start times to discuss are 5:30 or 6:00 

p.m. on those dates. Please discuss the meeting times and dates at the meeting and let staff know 

of your availability.   
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2020 Work Program 

 

Spring of 2020 (Apr-May) 

• Fire Lane Visits (Weather Permitting) 

• Development Applications 

• Other Code Amendments (as time allows) 

• Update/Lights/Application Processes 

• Food Trucks 

• Potential Fire Lane code amendments  

 

Summer of 2020 (June - August) 

• Potential Fire Lane code amendments 

• Development Applications 

• Code Amendments (as time allows) 

 

Fall of 2020 (September – October) 

• Development Applications 

• Code Amendments (as time allows) 

 

Winter of 2020/21 (November – February) 

 

• Development Applications 

 

 

Potential code amendments to consider this year: 

 

Impervious Surface Coverage 

Exterior storage 

Conditional use permit standards 

Subdivision regulations refresh (Park Dedication, Premature Subdivision) 

Fences 

Telecom Changes 

Nonconforming Uses, Structures and Lots 

Small housekeeping edits that accumulate  

Wetland Regulations 

  



 
 
 

2020 Planning Commission Meeting Schedule 

 

All meetings are considered tentative based on the number of development applications, but would likely fol-

low this schedule.  Additionally, the Planning Commission meets officially twice per month and  

additional meetings may be added as needed.   

Planning Commission 

Public Meetings 

March 17, 2020 

April 7, 2020   

May 5, 2020 

June 2, 2020 

July 7, 2020 

August 4, 2020 

September 1, 2020 

October 6, 2020 

November 17, 2020  
December 1, 2020 

January 5, 2021 

February 2, 2021 

 


