
* A Quorum of the City Council may be present.

AGENDA
NEW BRIGHTON PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING

TUESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2012
7:00 P.M.

1. Call to Order:

2. Roll Call:

Bruce
Howard

James Alvey Michael
Shardlow

Verne
McPherson

Steve
Danger

Greg Meyers Erin Nichols
Matkaiti

3. Agenda Review

4. Approval of Minutes

(A) November 15, 2011

5. Report on Council Action: Gina Bauman, City Council Member

6. Public Hearings

(A) Bell Lumber and Pole Company requests an amendment to a previously
approved Site Plan and Nonconforming Use Permit pertaining to a second story
addition and revised surface parking areas at 778 1st ST NW.

(B) City of New Brighton requests a Zoning Code Amendment to Chapter 9 of the
Zoning Code, specifically Section 9-046, regarding use and display temporary
signs.

7. Adjourn: _______________
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Not Approved

PLANNING COMMISSION PROCEEDINGS

Regular Meeting –November 15, 2011 7:00 p.m.

Present: ChairpersonBruce Howard, Commissioners Greg Meyers, Erin Nichols-Matkaiti , James Alvey
Michael Shardlow, Verne McPherson and Steve Danger

Absent:

Also Present: Janice Gundlach-City Planner, Councilmember Gina Bauman, and Katie Bruno-Office
Assistant

Agenda Review:
No changes

Minutes:
Motion by Commissioner Alvey, secondedby Commissioner McPherson to approve the minutes from
the October 18, 2011 meeting.

7-0 Motion Carried

Council Action: Councilmember Bauman reported that the Council approved the recent request from
Barley Johns Brewpub for a solar array, with a few additional requirements relating to the functionality
of the solar panels. The Council will continue to review the budget in the coming weeks.

Public Hearing:

(A) Tomco Company Inc. on behalf of Gary and Kristin Johnson request a Special Use Permit
to allow a 4.5’ encroachment of the front yard setback for construction of a covered entry
at 1672 Canyon Lane.

City Planner Gundlach reported that Tomco Company, the owner’s contractor, is requesting the special
use permit on behalf of the homeowners. The request would allow a 4.5’ encroachment of the front yard
setback for a covered entry at 1672 Canyon Lane. The actual dimensions are 4.5’ x 7.5’ (correction from
the report). The applicant is in the process of completing other improvements at the home, including new
steps, a new railing, and retaining walls, all in support of an improved front entry.
Zoning Code Section 4-040 (3) (B) allows a maximum encroachment of the front yard setback of 6’
subject to the following conditions:

Same exterior colors & materials as the principal structure are used
The proposed roof properly proportions to the existing roof
The base is not open in appearance
Maximum width of the encroachment is 35% of the width of the home

Commissioner Danger asked about restrictions concerning the closing in of the front entry in the future.
Planner Gundlach reported that the applicant would have to appear before the planning commission,
requesting an amendment to the Special Use Permit prior to doing so.
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Not Approved

Chair Howard opened the Public Hearing at 7:07 p.m.

Tom Schiebout representing Tomco reported the proposed improvements will provide greater safety for
the homeowners.

Motion by Commissioner Danger, seconded by Commissioner Shardlow to close the Public
Hearing.

7-0 Motion carried

The Public Hearing was closed at 7:10 p.m.

Motion by Commissioner Danger, seconded by Commissioner Shardlow to approve staff
recommendation.

7-0 Motion carried

Commission Business

(A) Quality Corp. on behalf of Hypro/Pentair Water requests a Site Plan approval to allow a
73’ x 43’ canopy addition on the rear of the existing building at 375 5th Ave NW.

City Planner Gundlach reported that the applicant is requesting Site Plan approval on behalf of the
property owner – Hypro/Pentair Water. The Site Plan request would allow construction of a 73’ x 43’
canopy on the rear of the existing building at 375 5th AVE NW. The purpose of the addition is to cover
metals recycling containers and prevent water from getting into them and thus not leaking metals-tainted
water. The proposed canopy does not impact existing parking stalls or functionality of the surface
parking lot and loading dock area.
The proposed peak height of 28.5’ is well below the allowed height of 40’. No landscaping is required
because the canopy does not constitute usable floor area.
The color of the canopy should ideally match the color of the building. Because of manufacturer
specifications, this may not be possible. A dry sprinkler system should be implemented and site drainage
patterns must be improved.
City Planner Gundlach stated that no public hearing is required.
Staff recommends the commission recommend the City Council approve the Site Plan, subject to the
following three conditions:

The 73’ x 43’ canopy shall be constructed in a manner consistent with the proposed plans
attached to the Planning Report.
The color of the canopy shall match the exterior color of the building, if it is possible
through the manufacturer.
The recommendations noted in the interoffice Public Safety, Public Works/Engineering,
and Building Official Memos are implemented.
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Not Approved

Commissioner McPherson asked if the canopy is flammable. Jim, representing Quality Corporation
reported that the canopy fabric is fire retardant. Commissioner McPherson questioned the content of the
materials that will be in the containers. It was reported that the chips are primarily aluminum, steel and
brass.
Chairperson Howard asked Planner Gundlach to define usable floor space. City Planner Gundlach
reported her interpretation of usable floor space would include things such as being fully enclosed and
accessible from the interior, including warehouse, manufacturing and dock space.
Commissioner Danger asked the applicant if he has researched snow load issues. Planner Gundlach
explained that the applicant will need to obtain a building permit, and the Building Official will review
specifications.
Commissioner Alvey questioned the process in the event the canopy deteriorates. City Planner Gundlach
reported there is language in the nuisance code to address that issue.
Chairperson Howard questioned if signage would be permitted on the canopy. Planner Gundlach stated
that the canopy is in the rear of the building, and signs are permitted on the front and side only.

Motion by Commissioner McPherson, seconded by Commissioner Alvey to approve staff
recommendation.

7-0 Motion carried

Adjournment
Motion byCommissioner Nichols-Matkaiti, seconded Commissioner McPherson to adjourn.

7-0 Motion Carried

Adjourned at 7:26 pm




































































































