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COON PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA
\ A P Thursday, March 17, 2016
' R'.\n.l.g?, 6:30 p.m.
Coon Rapids City Center

Council Chambers

Call to Order

Pledge of Allegiance

Roll Call

Adopt Agenda

Approval of Minutes from Previous Meeting - February 18

Old Business

PC 16-1, Site Plan for 15 unit townhome development, 1005 Coon Rapids Blvd. Extension,
Vision Bank

PC 16-2, Preliminary Plat Vision 15, 15 lot townhouse development, 1005 Coon Rapids Blvd.
Extension, Vision Bank

New Business

PC 16-8, Site plan for parking lot expansion, Sand Creek Elementary School

PC16-3, Consider an ordinance amendment revising the allowed exterior building
materialsrequirements

PC 16-7, Registered Land Survey, 9055-9065 East River Rd., City of Coon Rapids HRA

Other Business




Current Development

Adjourn
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"N RAPIDS

Minnesora

Planning Commission Regular
Meeting Date: 03/17/2016
SUBJECT: Approval of Minutes from Previous Meeting - February 18

Attachments

Draft Minutes - February 18




COON RAPIDS PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF FEBRUARY 18, 2016

CALL TO ORDER

The regular agenda meeting of the Coon Rapids Planning Commission was called to order by
Chair Schwartz at 6:30 p.m.

Members Present: Chair Wayne Schwartz, Commissioners Ray Knoblauch, Zachary
Stephenson and Julia Stevens.

Members Absent: Commissioner Denise Hosch and Mary Schmolke
Staff Present: Planner Scott Harlicker and Assistant City Attorney Doug Johnson.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Chair Schwartz led the Commission in the Pledge of Allegiance.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER STEVENS, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
STEPHENSON, TO ADOPT THE AGENDA AS PRESENTED. THE MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

APPROVAL OF THE JANUARY 21, 2016 REGULAR MINUTES

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER STEPHENSON, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
KNOBLAUCH, TO APPROVE THE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF THE
REGULAR MEETING OF JANUARY 21, 2016, AS PRESENTED. THE MOTION PASSED
3-0-1 (STEVENS ABSTAINED).

NEW BUSINESS

1. PLANNING CASE 15-31 — CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT FOR EXPANSION OF
OUTDOOR STORAGE AREA - 9900 VALE STREET - MAYFLOWER
PROPERTIES — PUBLIC HEARING

It was noted the applicant is requesting a Conditional Use Permit and Site Plan approval for an
expansion to the outdoor storage area of the existing self-storage facility. Staff briefly discussed
case with the Commission and requested the item be postponed to the May 19, 2016 Planning
Commission meeting.

Chair Schwartz opened the public hearing at 6:33 p.m.
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER STEPHENSON, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER

STEVENS, TO TABLE ACTION ON THIS ITEM TO THE APRIL 19, 2016 PLANNING
COMMISSION MEETING. THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
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2. PLANNING CASE 16-6 - HOME OCCUPATION PERMIT FOR MARITAL ARTS
STUDIO — KNOX — 10748 DIRECT RIVER DRIVE — PUBLIC HEARING

It was noted the applicant is requesting a home occupation permit for a martial arts studio. Staff
discussed the request in detail with the Commission and recommended approval.

Commissioner Knoblauch requested further information regarding the hours of operation.
Planner Harlicker discussed the proposed hours of operation with the Commission.

Commissioner Stevens asked if the proposed martial arts studio would have restroom facilities.
Planner Harlicker stated this was not the case. He commented the martial arts students would
have use of the restroom facilities in the house.

Chair Schwartz opened the public hearing at 6:38 p.m.

Dennis Kline, 10750 Direct River Drive, stated he has lived in his home for 30 years. He
indicated his home has been used to raise his family and believed this was strictly a residential
neighborhood. He recommended that the proposed martial arts studio be located along Coon
Rapids Boulevard and not on his street. He feared that additional cars would be placed on the
street if this business were located in his neighbor’s home.

Dave Wolf, 10820 Direct River Drive, expressed concern with the speed of traffic along Direct
River Drive. He did not want to see an increase in traffic along this roadway given the high level
of pedestrian traffic. He encouraged the Commission to have the applicant locate his business
within a commercial business district and not a residential neighborhood.

Chair Schwartz encouraged Mr. Wolf to contact the Police Department regarding the high speed
of traffic along Direct River Drive.

Craig Lackey, 10707 Direct River Drive, agreed with his neighbors. He did not want to see a
business use in his residential neighborhood. He feared that the martial arts classes would
expand outdoors to the park for additional sessions. He recommended the Commission deny the
proposed request.

Gary Westerlund, 10815 Direct River Drive, did not believe the proposed martial arts studio
would serve the residents of this established neighborhood. He discussed how typical in-home
businesses operated noting they operated during daytime hours. He had concerns with the level
of traffic that would be generated by the proposed use and stated there was already no parking
available on the street. He questioned where the martial arts studio patrons would park when
parking spaces were limited during the winter months. It was his opinion this business did not
belong in a residential area. He encouraged the Commission to deny the request in the interest of
safety. He was critical of the City and its staff given their recommendation to the Planning
Commission.
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Christina Gibbons, 10459 Direct River Drive, expressed concern with the traffic safety along this
roadway as she had a small child. She feared that those visiting the martial arts studio would not
be aware of the number of small children in the neighborhood.

Terry Smith, 10731 Direct River Drive, agreed with his neighbors. He was concerned with the
extra traffic that would be brought into his neighborhood by the proposed martial arts studio.

Carl Knox, the applicant, explained he was proposing to purchase the home at 10748 Direct
River Drive. He reported he currently had a martial arts studio in St. Paul. It was his hope to use
the detached garage for one on one martial arts training. He indicated he was asking for up to six
students, but believed he would have only one or two at a time. He explained students would
arrive at the same time and leave at the same time. He understood the neighbors’ traffic
concerns and believed his students would have a great deal of respect for the safety of the small
children in the neighborhood. He commented his patrons would not be parking on the street or
in the yard. He discussed his plans to erect additional privacy fence along the property line. He
was proposing to have classes two nights per week. He stated he has been training with these
individuals for years and he did not believe there would be a safety concern. He explained that if
any situations were to arise, he would speak to his students.

Mr. Westerlund questioned why Mr. Knox was requesting 28 hours of martial arts studio time
within his permit when he was proposing to hold classes only two nights a week. He commented
this would require only eight hours of martial arts studio time.

Mr. Kline had no problem with Mr. Knox. He feared that the two nights per week could expand
into seven nights per week and indicated this would have negative impacts on the neighborhood.

Mr. Lackey was concerned with how his property value would be impacted if a business were to
locate on his street. He encouraged the Commission to keep his neighborhood residential and
not allow the business use.

Chair Schwartz requested comment from the City Attorney. Assistant City Attorney Johnson
advised the applicant was requesting a conditional use permit and not a variance. He explained
the applicant has met the conditions within the request and therefore staff was recommending
approval.

Commissioner Stevens stated he lived near this neighborhood and frequently drove on Direct
River Drive. He was aware of the traffic concerns along this roadway. He believed that a
compromise could be reached regarding this matter. He noted the applicant did not foresee
having a driveway full of cars. He recommended that a condition be added to state the applicant
can have only one student at one time, which was a condition for beauty parlors. He suggested
that the proposed hours of operation also be reduced from 28 hours to 10 or 12 hours.

Commissioner Stevens supported Mr. Knox being allowed to no more than four students at a
time. She was in favor of having the hours of operation being reduced as well.

Commissioner Knoblauch indicated he was a big proponent of entrepreneurial commerce.
However, he was concerned with how the neighborhood would be impacted if the martial arts
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business were to grow. He feared that the studio would become loud during the summer months
when windows and doors were open. He discussed the wonderful business grants available in
the City of Coon Rapids and suggested Mr. Knox pursue this avenue in order to keep the
commercial use out of this residential neighborhood. He questioned why Mr. Knox had not
considered locating his training studio in a commercial area.

Mr. Knox explained his goal was to kick start a business, perhaps beginning in April. His goal
was to grow a business. He could not afford to pay for a mortgage and commercial rent at this
time, until the business got off the ground. He indicated he was proposing to purchase this
property because it would allow him to practice martial arts. He stated that he would like to be
allowed to have more than one student at a time for sparring and training purposes. He
understood there were commercial properties available along Coon Rapids Boulevard. However,
he needed to save up the capital in order to invest and grow his business in this manner.

Danette Olson, co-applicant, stated after viewing this property she and her husband were looking
for a place to live and practice their art form. She reported the detached garage would be the
perfect place for a martial arts studio. She looked forward to practicing their art form on their
property while also offering one-on-one training to students. She indicated the requests they
made were for the maximum days and hours of operation. However, this would not be how the
business began. It was her hope that she would be able to move into the neighborhood and be
able to practice her art form.

Chair Schwartz asked if Mr. Knox intended to only operate Monday through Friday. Mr. Knox
stated this was the case, but noted he would not be operating all five days. Rather he hoped to
have classes on two evenings per week.

Chair Schwartz questioned if 12 hours of studio time would adequate for Mr. Knox.

Mr. Knox did not have a problem with this recommendation.

Chair Schwartz asked if Mr. Knox would support having only four students per session.

Mr. Knox supported this recommendation. He indicated he could always come back to the City
and request an amendment if he had a need for more than four students per session.

Chair Schwartz requested Mr. Knox encourage ride-sharing.

Commissioner Stephenson asked if Mr. Knox would support having only two students per
session.

Mr. Knox stated he was willing to begin with two, so long as he could come back to the City and
request more.

Chair Schwartz closed the public hearing at 7:17 p.m.

Commissioner Stephenson recommended that a condition be written into the request noting that
all classes will be held within the martial arts studio and not within the adjacent park.
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Commissioner Stevens requested the number of hours be increased to 15 per week.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER STEPHENSON, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
STEVENS, TO APPROVE PLANNING CASE 16-6, THE HOME OCCUPATION PERMIT
WITH THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS:

1. CLASS TIME IS LIMITED TO BETWEEN 4:00 P.M. AND 8:00 P.M. MONDAY
THROUGH FRIDAY.

2. MAXIMUM OF 15 HOURS PER WEEK.

3. ALL VEHICLES ASSOCIATED WITH THE HOME OCCUPATION ARE PARKED
IN THE DRIVEWAY.

4. COMPLIANCE WITH TITLE 11, CITY CODE OF COON RAPIDS.

5. THE APPLICANT RECEIVE ALL THE NECESSARY BUILDING PERMITS FOR
ANY CONSTRUCTION NEEDED TO ACCOMMODATE THE HOME
OCCUPATION.

6. NO MORE THAN TWO STUDENTS SHALL BE ONSITE PER SESSION.

7. ALL CLASSES AND TRAINING SESSIONS SHALL BE HELD WITHIN THE
MARTIAL ARTS STUDIO AND NOT OUTSIDE OR AT THE ADJACENT PARK.

8. THE APPLICANT WILL ENCOURAGE HIS STUDENTS TO RIDE-SHARE.

Assistant City Attorney Johnson reported it would be difficult for the City to monitor ride-
sharing for this home occupation permit.

Commissioner Stephenson encouraged Mr. Knox to take into consideration the concerns voiced
by his neighbors. These neighbors cared about this community and wanted to see their street
protected.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

This is a decision made by the Planning Commission and shall stand unless appealed to the City
Council within ten days after notification of the decision.

3. PLANNING CASE 16-2 - PRELIMINARY PLAT — VISION 15 - 15 LOT
TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT - 1005 COON RAPIDS BOULEVARD
EXTENSION — VISION BANK — PUBLIC HEARING

It was noted the applicant is requesting preliminary plat approval for a 15 lot townhouse
development. Staff briefly discussed the request and recommended the Planning Commission
postpone action on this item to the March 17, 2016 Planning Commission meeting.

Chair Schwartz opened the public hearing at 7:25 p.m.



Planning Commission Minutes
February 18, 2016
Page 6

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER STEVENS, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
KNOBLAUCH, TO POSTPONE ACTION ON THIS ITEM TO THE MARCH 17, 2016
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING. THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

4. CASE 16-1 — SITE PLAN FOR 15 UNIT TOWNHOME DEVELOPMENT - 1005
COON RAPIDS BOULEVARD EXTENSION — PUBLIC HEARING

It was noted the applicant is requesting site plan approval for a 15 unit townhouse development.
At this time, the applicant is looking for general comments on the layout and density for the
project. The applicant will be submitting revised building elevations. However, the new
elevations should have minimal impact on the development plans. The applicant will take the
public and Commission comments and make the necessary revisions to allow for the plans to be
resubmitted for the March 17" Commission meeting.

Chair Schwartz opened the public hearing at 7:25 p.m.

Mark Solderman, Vision Bank, discussed the plans he had for the proposed townhouse
development. His intention was to build 15 units or less depending on the recommendations
from the City of Coon Rapids. He indicated the open space requirements would be complied
with, along with the setback issues. He explained there was an easement over 60% of the
property from the gas company. This easement was creating some concern with how the
townhome units could be placed on the site. He provided a brief overview of the townhouse
elevations and then asked for comments or questions from the Commission.

Commissioner Stevens asked if the townhome units would be owner-occupied. Mr. Solderman
reported all units would be owner-occupied. It was his hope the units would be under $300,000.

Commissioner Stephenson questioned how the property would be accessed. Planner Harlicker
reported only emergency access would be allowed off 101*. He explained the property would be
serviced via the service road.

Chair Schwartz inquired if the service road would be a public street. Planner Harlicker stated
this was the case.

Chair Schwartz asked if a play area would be constructed. Planner Harlicker indicated a play
area was required and would have to be placed on one of the two open space areas.

Commissioner Stephenson discussed how traffic would flow through the property and feared that
the service road may be congested given the fact there would be a u-turn. He proposed the site
be accessed off 101*.

Chair Schwartz supported this recommendation.
Mr. Solderman asked if the Planning Commission supported 15 townhome units on the site.

Planner Harlicker reported this number met the City’s requirements. The Planning Commission
supported the site having 15 units so long as the setback issue was resolved.
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Commissioner Stephenson believed the townhome development would be a good use for this
property.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER STEVENS, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
KNOBLAUCH, TO POSTPONE ACTION ON THIS ITEM TO THE MARCH 17, 2016
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING. THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

5. CASE 16-5 - ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO ALLOW BOAT AND MOTOR
REPAIR IN PORT CAMPUS SQUARE AS A PERMITTED USE — DEAN JOHNSON
— PUBLIC HEARING

It was noted the applicant is requesting an amendment to Section 11-903.3(1) Use Table for the
PORT Districts to allow boat and motor repair as a permitted use in PORT Campus Square.
Staff discussed the request in detail with the Commission and recommended denial of the
Ordinance amendment.

Commissioner Stephenson understood that outdoor storage was not desirable. However, he
asked if boat service and repair could be conducted. He believed this proposal was similar to an
auto repair business. Planner Harlicker believed parked automobiles were not out of the ordinary
in a commercial business district. However, boats repairs typically took a longer period of time
and took up more outdoor space. This led staff to view the use as short term storage in addition
to boat and motor repair.

Assistant City Attorney Johnson commented this industry was not supportive of a residential
community. He advised that boat repair was conducted on a more regional basis, versus local
basis. He further discussed the synergy of businesses that was desired for the PORT Campus
Square area.

Commissioner Stephenson indicated there were hundreds of homes close to this business that
had waterfront access. These homes could benefit from boat and motor repair. He understood
there should not be long-term boat storage along Coon Rapids Boulevard. However, he believed
boat repair could occur without long-term boat storage.

Commissioner Stevens asked if the auto repair would remain on this site. Planner Harlicker
stated this was the case.

Chair Schwartz reviewed several photographs with the Planning Commission of the subject
property. He was surprised by the boats located in the rear of the property. He indicated one of
the boats being stored has not been registered since 2013. He commented there were also
vehicles that had been stored on the property all winter. For this reason, he supported the
recommendation of staff to deny the proposed Ordinance amendment.

Commissioner Stephenson did not support outdoor storage, however he did support boat repair at
this location.

Commissioner Knoblauch questioned if this business was in violation of their conditional use
permit. Planner Harlicker stated the boat repair was currently in violation with City Code.
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Commissioner Knoblauch inquired if the City could enforce or ticket this business. Planner
Harlicker reported code enforcement has held off from taking action until the Ordinance
amendment could be reviewed by the Planning Commission and City Council.

A member of the public tried to speak to the Planning Commission.

Assistant City Attorney Johnson cautioned the Commission from taking comment from the
public as the Public Hearing was opened and closed at the January meeting.

Commissioner Stephenson inquired if the Public Hearing could be reopened. Assistant City
Attorney Johnson advised this would require the Public Hearing to be re-noticed.

Commissioner Stevens commented she was torn on this issue. She did not agree with the boat
storage occurring on the site. However, she was inclined to support the repair of boat motors on
this site.

Commissioner Knoblauch was also torn by this issue. He questioned why the City has not taken
action against this property if they were currently violating City Code. He believed this would
correct the entire situation. Planner Harlicker explained this would require the City to shut the
business down and have all of the boats removed from the property.

MOTION BY CHAIR SCHWARTZ, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER STEPHENSON, TO
DENY PLANNING CASE 16-5, THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO
ALLOW BOAT AND MOTOR REPAIR AS A PERMITTED USE IN PORT CAMPUS
SQUARE BASED ON THE CURRENT PLAN FOR THE AREA, BASED ON THE
FOLLOWING:

1. THE CURRENT INTENT OF THE RIVER RAPIDS OVERLAY DISTRICT AND FOR
PORT CAMPUS SQUARE IS TO PROMOTE COMPACT, VIGOROUS
DEVELOPMENT THAT IS SUPPORTIVE OF HIGHER-DENSITY RESIDENTIAL,
WHICH WOULD NOT INCLUDE A BOAT REPAIR AND STORAGE BUSINESS.

2. THE CURRENT ALLOWED USES IN PORT CAMPUS SQUARE ARE
INCONSISTENT WITH THE PROPOSED CHANGE.

3. THE PORT CAMPUS SQUARE MASTER PLAN IN ITS CURRENT FORM IS NOT
COMPATIBLE WITH THE PROPOSED CHANGE.

Commissioner Stephenson feared that boat storage would still occur on the site with the
proposed Ordinance amendment. Therefore, he could support denial.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

This is a recommendation to the City Council that will be considered at the March 2, 2016 City
Council meeting.

OTHER BUSINESS
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Planner Harlicker provided the Planning Commission with an update on current development
taking place in the City of Coon Rapids. He reported the hospital was proposing another
expansion in addition to a new parking deck along Coon Rapids Boulevard. In addition, there
was interest from a hotel to locate in the Gateway area.

ADJOURN

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER STEVENS, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
KNOBLAUCH, TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 8:21 P.M. THE MOTION PASSED
UNANIMOUSLY.

Recorded and Transcribed by,
Heidi Guenther
Planning Commission Recording Secretary
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Minnesora

Planning Commission Regular 1.
Meeting Date: 03/17/2016

Subject: PC 16-1, Site Plan for 15 unit townhome development, 1005 Coon Rapids Blvd.
Extension, Vision Bank

From: Scott Harlicker, Planner

INTRODUCTION

The applicant is requesting that this item be postponed to the April 21,2016 meeting to allow
them time to revise their development plans. The public hearing is opened and should be
continued to the April 21st meeting.

ACTIONS

Open the public hearing
Take public comments
Continue hearing to April 21st

60 DAY RULE
The applicant submitted this application on: December 14, 2015

To comply with the requirements of Minnesota Statute the applicant has waived the 60-day period
for the site plan.

LOCATION
N/A

DISCUSSION

The applicant has revised the design of the townhomes and reduced the number of units from 15
to 11. Consideration of the site plan and preliminary plat is being postponed to the April 21st
meeting to allow them time to revise their development plans.

RECOMMENDATION

Planning Commission should open the public hearing, take public comment and continue the
hearing to April 21, 2016.
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Minnesora

Planning Commission Regular 2.
Meeting Date: 03/17/2016

Subject: PC 16-2, Preliminary Plat Vision 15, 15 lot townhouse development, 1005 Coon
Rapids Blvd. Extension, Vision Bank

From: Scott Harlicker, Planner

INTRODUCTION

The applicant is requesting that this item be postponed to the April 21, 2016 meeting to
allow them time to revise their development plans.

ACTIONS

Open the public hearing
Take public comment
Continue the hearing to April 21, 2016 meeting

60 DAY RULE
The applicant submitted this application on: December 14, 2015

To comply with the requirements of Minnesota Statute the City the applicant has waived the
120-day review period.

LOCATION
N/A

DISCUSSION

The applicant has requested that consideration of this item be postponed to the April 21st meeting
to allow them time to revise their development plans.

RECOMMENDATION

The Commission should open the public hearing, take public comment and continue the hearing
to the April 21st Commission meeting.
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Minnesora

Planning Commission Regular 3.
Meeting Date: 03/17/2016
Subject: PC 16-8, Site plan for parking lot expansion, Sand Creek Elementary School

From: Scott Harlicker, Planner

INTRODUCTION

The applicant is requesting approval of a site plan for a parking lot expansion at Sand Creek
elementary school.

ACTIONS

Conduct a public hearing
Decision by Planning Commission
Appeal to City Council Available

60 DAY RULE

The applicant submitted this application on: February 8
To comply with the requirements of Minnesota Statute §15.99, the City extended the 60 day time
period; the City must approve or deny the application by: April 8

LOCATION
The property is located at 12156 Olive Street

Existing Use Comprehensive Plan Zoning
IS):(I:[J) iitty Elementary school Institutional Low Density Residential 2
North School property Institutional Low Density Residential 2
South School property Institutional Low Density Residential 2
East Single family homes Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 2
West School Property Institutional Low Density Residential 2

DISCUSSION




The applicant is proposing to construct a 28 space parking lot addition and a drive aisle to the
parking lot. The additional spaces will be located west of the existing lot and north of the school.

Site Plan Criteria

Required Finding - Chapter 11-304.8 -
General Requirements for All Site Plans

Staff Analysis and Comments

(1) Be compatible with surrounding land uses

OK - The new parking lot will be made
functionally part of the existing parking lot.

(2) Preserve existing natural features whenever
possible

OK- There are six existing trees that will be
removed as a result of the proposed parking lot
expansion.

(3) Achieve a safe and efficient circulation
system

OK — The internal drive aisles are a minimum
20 feet wide to provide for one way traffic. No
new access is proposed from Olive Street, the
existing two accesses will be used.

(4) Not place excessive traffic loads on local
streets

OK — The project will not increase traffic on
Olive Street. The parking lot expansion will
provide needed parking for those currently
using the facility.

(5) Conform to the City’s plans for parks,
streets, service drives, and walkways

N/A

(6) Conform to the City’s Goals and Policies

OK - The proposed parking lot is an expansion
of an allowed use.

(7) Achieve a maximum of safety, convenience,
and amenities

OK — The proposed expansion will provide
additional on site parking and provide some
relief to the congestion around the school.

(8) Show sufficient landscaping

OK - See discussion below.

(9) Not create detrimental disturbances to
surrounding properties

OK - The proposal is an expansion of and
existing lot and will not generate additional
traffic.

(10) Meet Title 11

OK - The proposed plan complies with the
minimum setback and dimensional
requirements.

(11) Show efforts to conserve energy whenever
practical

OK - Twelve oak trees will be planted along a
proposed sidewalk.




Parking Lot layout and Setback

The plan includes adding two rows of parking spaces and a drive aisle west of the existing
parking lot at the north end of the school. There is a 24 foot wide aisle that provides two way
access to the parking spaces and a 20 foot wide one-way that is used for the drop off lane. The
drive aisles comply with the minimum width requirement and the proposed expansion complies
with the all setback requirements.

To formally delineate the end of the row of parking stalls and to limit cars from parking beyond

the designated spaces and interfering with traffic flow, the striped areas should be curb and gutter
and landscaped with overstory trees.

Landscaping
The plan includes 10 oak trees planted along the sidewalk on the west side of the drop off aisle
and two adjacent to an existing storage building. To ensure the viability of the new

landscaping, the proposed landscaping should be irrigated.

Grading and Drainage Plans

The Assistant City Engineering has reviewed the plans and found no significant issues.

RECOMMENDATION




In Planning Case 16-8, the Planning Commission approve the site plan with the following
conditions:
1. The new landscaped areas be irrigated.
2. The project complies with Title 11.
3. Grading and drainage plans be signed off by the Assistant City Engineer and all engineering
comments be addressed.
4. The three striped areas at the ends of the row of parking spaces should be curb and gutter
and landscaped with overstory trees.

Attachments

Location map
Site Plan
Grading Plan




Location Map

B T RN < e e D
e |

i L1 -

12PN ANE ——
. =

-

L)

",

'
1F80
g
£
x|
g




BITUMINOUS

~ BITUMINOUS ~— ]
v ! \ 9|
GRASS | i 2l
! i
=
{:\
° 0
33 | z :
o
INFILTRATION BASIN (6) 2-1/2" Majestic Skies Oak RASS ! i s ]
% MINERAL SOD {Quercus ellipsoidalis 'Ballskies') ¢ ( NOTES: £ 'QE 3
s Y S R S St S, — . 3. REFER TO SHEETS C1 AND C3 FOR GENERAL NOTES,
SEED MULCH ALL - -7 8 WALK  “~ - :gﬁ%a;g; ;J;.:rsALL 2. GHECK ALL PLAN AND DETAIL DIMENSIONS AND VERIFY SAME BEFORE FIELD LAYOUT,
[2 FT CHAIN DISTURBED AREAS - \\ ! 3. WHERE NEW SOD MEETS EXISTING TURF, EXISTING TURF EDGE SHALL BE CUT TO ALLOW FOR 2z
LINK FENCE UTSIDE OF BASIN " INFILTRATION J J I Q A GONSISTENT, UNIFORM STRAIGHT EDGE. JAGGED OR UNEVEN EDGES WILL NOT BE
4 N / [ fe) ACCEPTABLE. REMOVE TOPSOIL AT JOINT BETWEEN EXISTING AND NEW AS REQUIRED TO = 5
ENCH BASI [ (&3 ALLOW NEW SOD SURFACE TO BE FLUSH WITH EXISTING. 8 o
/ DRAIN — = ° 4, FAILURE OF TURF DEVELOPMENT: IN THE EVENY THE CONTRACTOR FAILS TO PROVIDE AN >- n 0
P - ’ ACCEPTABLE TURF, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL RE-SOD ALL APPLICABLE AREAS, AT NO
! 7, | ADDITIONAL COST TO THE OWNER, TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE ENGINEER. j E E
Q // P \D \& ° ! 5, DIMENSIONS ARE TO CENTERLINE OF FACE OR CURB OR EDGE OF PAVEMENT UNLESS L X
~ J -7\ P\F\ ; i OTHERWISE NOTED. F 2
\4/ a // s | 7] E
< k] i
hd o / / o]
o al / > [ o !
? E1I ¢ 5 ! LEGEND
3]0 | 5
(S I3 B 3
| S REFERENCE KEY TO SITE DETAILS 82 g
DETAIL 1.0 NUMBER
GRAVEL ‘l h A I @ DETAIL SHEET nge?zp()sorrou) s E: 5 9]
14 I a
coNNEmlﬁ \\ Il >y ) Ny x i SN PROPOSED MEDIUM DUTY BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT ;:.; §2 2 28
£B_ w e
L 56%\ | ° PROPOSED GONGRETE WALK pe f s £ 2s
I S
A \ \ | PROPOSED TRENCH DRAIN = : £ :;3 a
\ ) e FEEES . 3
. ! v gggp y LIS afaN I o]/ PROPOSEDHANDICAP ACCESSIBLE PARKING SIGN E 2 ; E 24 2.3
— . R 3.1 )
(/ ~ \ \ w | e I | PROPERTY LINE §§§ § ‘.-é g
V' @112 Red 0ak // \\{ \ 1 o s . 414 £
v‘ N (Quercus rubra)/ \ & o
\ / \\ © v ] ! l §§
SEED AND MULCH ALL / z - S 1 ‘ 53
DISTURBED AREAS / ‘\ Ol & WALKD g
OUTSIDE OF BASIN / © I/~ (exiTING) LL] gEx
A I INFILTRATION | S -
I BASIN ! = o | e g
e | - . [
| N > N I 9 .
| \ A I & R
GRASS \ cONCRI w GRASS © . )
INFILTRATION BASIN \ ‘\i\ s - W T
MINERAL SOD ! Ak
A ° ' :
i 1 o) 1 U') E
o 4 | Z .
o g
R J T
! R E 3
A © I\Z} 3 [T | ] NS
12 \ | = E §
] N ;i
SEED AND MULCH ALL E a
3 " """ DISTURBED AREAS | g
o\ Iy a— g
R ) ey | | o Ry
g Z
RAN EXISTING BUILDING ' 8
CEHNNECTION Py 0,0 @ A
L |
E) / | \ ko* B |
7 4 X_ * ( ' |
» I a
o) o
J (6)2-1/2] Majdstic Skies Qak z % 2 Z24¢ ¢
(Quercys ellipsoidalis ‘Bailskies') 3 o] o352 §
&l yL 288 1
BITUMINOUS | ZE3 %
<23 &
E a
BITUMINOUS Lzz 2
10° CONCRETE INFILL SPEED HUMP ﬁ =% 8
| uz 3
o (O] o z @
(4] A w E
T 1] | 25 |
P st
(,M.._.__“.__W,\ | o N < = o E w § %
74.7 s ————————— e e >d -—«é m 5 o m
Z a
] wa |° E 21 £
: Y 5 i 3
< &
/ q: | \
e KE VSTONE ¢ g ™1~ FUEL TANK AREA w %=
WALL GRASS g b ] w
5 22
——— z = [+
CONC BIT b 1GFE (2
o o CONCRETE S3% [©
& ' 30.7 130 d
B
Q\’Y @ |
o |--STORY BRICK BUILDING [} |
- o
- A o
| S
- 595 553.5q. fi 16,3 56.3 LS ———
o 0 10 20




GENERAL NOTES
1.

ALL CONSTRUCTION MUST COMPLY WITH APPLICABLE STATE AND LOCAL ORDINANCES,

5%

2.  THE CONTRACTOR WILL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR AND SHALL PAY FOR ALL CONSTRUCTION STAKING /
LAYOUT.
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@ 3, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN AND PAY FOR ALL RELATED CONSTRUCTION PERMITS.
[
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4. CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNAGE (CONSTRUCTION ZONES)
NECESSARY TO CONSTRUCT PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS. ALL SIGNAGE LAYOUTS MUST BE DESIGNED
BY THE CONTRACTOR AND APPROVED BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES.

Project No.
Revisions
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6. INSPECT SITE AND REVIEW SOIL BORINGS TO DETERMINE EXTENT OF WORK AND NATURE OF
MATERIALS TO BE HANDLED.
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696/\ 5. INSTALL CONTROL FENCING AND BARRICADING AS NECESSARY TO PROTECT THE PUBLIC.
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7. REFER TO SPECIFICATIONS FOR DEWATERING REQUIREMENTS,
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8. CHECKALL PLAN AND DETAIL DIMENSIONS AND VERIFY SAME BEFORE FIELD LAYOUT.
9.  REFER TO ARGHITECTURAL PLANS FOR BUILDING AND STOOP DIMENSIONS AND LAYOUT.
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8944 AND DEBRIS ON A DAILY BASIS, PROTECT DRAINAGE SYSTEMS FROM SEDIMENTATION AS A RESULT OF

/‘\ 10.  MAINTAIN ADJACENT PROPERTY AND PUBLIC STREETS CLEAN FROM CONSTRUCTION CAUSED DIRT
T 5
5.(9:4.5 ¢ %g | CONSTRUCTION RELATED DIRT AND DEBRIS,

PLAN

AND DETAILS
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11, MAINTAIN DUST CONTROL DURING GRADING OPERATIONS.

&
BENCH

GRADING AND
EROSION CONTROL

B94.3

12, ALL EROSION CONTROL METHODS SHALL COMPLY WITH MPCA AND LOCAL REGULATIONS.

o 887.4, BE7.8 G876

13.  IF EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL MEASURES TAKEN ARE NOT ADEQUATE AND RESULY IN
1 DOWNSTREAM SEDIMENT, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR CLEANING OUT
DOWNSTREAM STORM SEWERS AS NECESSARY, INCLUDING ASSOCIATED RESTORATION.
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3) 14. CONSTRUGT TEMPORARY SEDIMENT BASINS AND SEDIMENT FILTERS AS NECESSARY TO CONTROL
Q= EROSION. MAINTAIN AND REPAIR SEDIMENT BASINS AND FILTERS UNTIL CONSTRUCTION IS COMPLETE,

REMOVE SEDIMENT FILTERS AFTER VEGETATION IS ESTABLISHED AND REPAIR SEDIMENT BASIN AND
] FILTER TRENCHES.
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* BE7.8 ~688.4 A ] 15, PRIOR TO STRIPPING TOPSOIL, THOROUGHLY DISK OR ROTOTILL VEGETATION (TURF) INTO SOIL.

Date 02/10/2016

16.  IF GRADING OPERATIONS ARE SUSPENDED FOR LONGER THAN 15 DAYS, DESPITE REASONS OR
CIRCUMSTANCES, ALL AREAS OF BARE SOIL EXPOSED TO POSSIBLE EROSION SHALL BE SHAPED TO
DRAIN WITH MINIMUM POTENTIAL FOR EROSION. THE DISTURBED AREAS SHALL THEN BE SEEDED WITH
PERENNIAL RYEGRASS AND ANNUAL WHEAT AT THE RATE OF 10 POUNDS PER ACRE (0.25 LBS /1,000 SQ.
FT.) AND 20 POUNDS PER ACRE {0.50 LBS /4,000 SQ. FT.) RESPECTIVELY, THEN AND COVERED WITH
STRAW MULCH AT THE RATE OF 4,000 POUNDS PER ACRE, DISC ANCHORED,
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JAY R. POMEROY
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( 13'- 127/ CMP CULVERT
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GAS:
a 47. TEMPORARY BERMS, DIKES, SLOPE DRAINS, OR SEDIMENTATION BASINS SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED

THROUGHOUT THE COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION WHERE THE POSSIBILITY FOR WATER POLLUTION
(SEDIMENTATION) MAY EXIST AND THE PERMANENT EROSION CONTROLS (TURF, PAVEMENT AND STORM
SEWER) ARE NOT CONSTRUCTED OR COMPLETELY OPERATIVE.

prepared by me or under my direct

supervision and thot | am o duly
licensed Landscape Architect
under the lawa of the Siale

of Minnesota.
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18, ALL EROS|{ON CONTROL DEVICES SHALL REMAIN IN PLACE UNTIL OTHER MEANS OF PERMANENT
CONTROL SUCH AS TURF ESTABLISHMENT AND PAVING HAVE TAKEN PLACE. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
MAINTAIN THESE DEVICES THROUGHOUT THEIR TEMPORARY LIFE AND REMOVE THEM AND WHEN SO
INSTRUCTED BY THE ENGINEER, REMOVAL OF EROSION CONTROL DEVICES INCLUDES RESTORATION
OF AFFECTED AREAS. MAINTENANCE AND REMOVAL WILL BE CONSIDERED INCIDENTAL TO THE
CONTRACT AND NO ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION SHALL BE MADE THEREFORE. SILT FENCES WHICH
HAVE WASHED OUT SHALL BE REPLACED AND REINFORCED WITH ADDITIONAL STAKES AND BACKED
BY SNOW FENCE TO REDUCE THE POSSIBILITY OF FUTURE WASHOUTS.
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Lt 2904 19. SEDIMENT CONTROL DEVICE AT STORM SEWER INLETS, AT THE INLETS TO ALL STORM SEWER

STRUCTURES, PROVIDE A PRODUCT FROM THE FOLLOWING LIST. ACCEPTABLE PRODUCTS:

) IO
Junp

A.  WIMCO TOP SLAB™ MODEL RD 27.

B.  INFRASAFE® SEDIMENT CONTROL BARRIER, DISTRIBUTED BY ROYAL ENVIRONMENTAL SYSTEMS,
INC, SCB'S SHALL BE SIZED SPECIFICALLY FOR THE STRUCTURE AND CASTING SPECIFIED, SCB'S
SHALL BE EQUIPPED WITH FRAME AND PERFORATED SHROUD AND SHALL BE WRAPPED ON THE
OUTSIDE, COVERING THE PERFORATED WALL ONLY, WITH A GEOTEXTILE SOCK.

C. DANDY BAG® OR DANDY BAG |i® DISTRIBUTED BY BROCK WHITE COMPANY, ST. PAUL, MN (615}

GAS 647-0050. DANDY BAG SHALL BE USED ONLY FOR CURB INLETS AFTER PAVEMENT (BINDER

COURSE OR WEAR COURSE) IS INSTALLED OR AT EXISTING PAVED AREAS.

INFRASAFE® DEBRIS COLLECTION DEVICE BY ROYAL ENVIRONMENTAL SYSTEMS, INC.,

DISTRIBUTED BY ESS BROTHERS, 9350 COUNTY ROAD 19, CORCORAN, MN 55357 DCD'S SHALL BE

SIZED SPECIFICALLY FOR THE STRUCTURE AND CASTING SPECIFIED. PROVIDE FILTER BAGS AND

TIES FOR COMPLETE INSTALLATION.
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CONTRACTOR SHALL MINIMIZE DISTURBANCE TO SITE AND PROTECT EXISTING SITE FEATURES
(INCLUDING TURF AND VEGETATION) WHICH ARE TO REMAIN.

FBET

18938
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ANDERSON - JOHNSON
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE

e
8936

« 21. PROPOSED CONTOURS AND SPOT ELEVATIONS ARE SHOWN TO FIMSH GRADE UNLESS OTHERWISE
NOTED.
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22, PROPOSED ELEVATIONS SHOWN TYPICALLY AS 91.1 OR 91 SHALL BE UNDERSTOOD TO MEAN 891.1 OR
189

x 8908

B

23. SPOT ELEVATIONS SHOWN IN PARKING LOTS, DRIVES AND ROADS INDICATE GUTTER GRADES, UNLESS
NOTED OTHERWISE.
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UEC 24, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE SOLELY RESPONSIBLE FOR DETERMINING QUANTITIES OF CUT, FILL AND
WASTE MATERIALS TO BE HANDLED, AND FOR AMOUNT OF GRADING TO BE DONE IN ORDER TO
COMPLETELY PERFORM ALL WORK INDICATED ON THE DRAWINGS. IMPORT SINTABLE MATERIAL AND
EXPORT UNSUITABLE / EXCESS / WASTE MATERIAL AS REQUIRED. ALL COSTS ASSOCIATED WiTH
GAS— IMPORTING AND EXPORTING MATERIALS SHALL BE INCIDENTAL TO THE CONTRACT.
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BITUMINOUS § ‘ | 25, NO FINISHED SLOPES SHALL EXCEED 3' HORIZONTAL TO 1' VERTICAL (3:1), UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED.

= 8018 4918 BITUMIN

| 26, ALL DISTURBED AREAS NOT DESIGNATED TO BE PAVED SHALL RECEIVE AT LEAST 6" OF TOPSOIL AND
] SHALL BE SEEDED OR SODDED,

Z'PVC SAN S.

27. WHERE NEW SOD MEETS EXISTING SOD, EXISTING SOD EDGE SHALL BE CUT TO ALLOW FORA -
CONSISTENT, UNIFORM STRAIGHT EDGE. JAGGED OR UNEVEN EDGES WILL NOT BE ACCEPTABLE.
REMOVE TOPSOIL AT JOINT BETWEEN EXISTING AND NEW AS REQUIRED TO ALLOW NEW SOD SURFACE
TO BE FLUSH WITH EXISTING. )
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28.  FAILURE OF TURF DEVELOPMENT: IN THE EVENT THE CONTRACTOR FAILS TO PROVIDE AN
ACCEPTABLE TURF, THE CONTRACGTOR SHALL RE-SEED OR RE-SOD ALL APPLICABLE AREAS, AT NO
ADDITIONAL COST TO THE OWNER, TO THE SATISFACTION OF THE ENGINEER.

PARKING EXPANSION
SAND CREEK ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
ANOKA-HENNEPIN SCHOOLS
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT No. 11

/;:68

29, LOCATE ALL EXISTING UTILITIES, VERIFY LOCATION, SIZE AND INVERT ELEVATION OF ALL EXISTING
UTILITIES. VERIFY LOCATIONS, SIZES AND ELEVATIONS OF SAME BEFORE BEGINNING CONSTRUCTION.

LEGEND

REFERENCE KEY TO SITE DETAILS
DETAIL 1.D NUMBER {TOP)
DETAIL SHEET NUMBER (BOTTOM)
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Minnesota
Planning Commission Regular 4.
Meeting Date: 03/17/2016
Subject: PC16-3, Consider an ordinance amendment revising the allowed exterior building
materialsrequirements
From: Scott Harlicker, Planner
INTRODUCTION

The Commission is being asked to consider an ordinance amending the list of allowed exterior
materials in the Low Density Residential 1 and 2 districts, Moderate Density Residential district,
High Density Residential district, General, Community and Neighborhood Commercial districts,
Office district and Industrial district.

ACTIONS

Conduct a public hearing
Recommendation by Planning Commission
Introduction by City Council on: April 5

60 DAY RULE
N/A

LOCATION
N/A

DISCUSSION
Background

In January, the Commission considered and recommended approval of an ordinance revising the
requirements regarding exterior building materials. The proposed ordinance included a revised
list of acceptable materials and a provision that would allow the Director to determine if a
material not on the list would be acceptable. The proposed ordinance was considered for
introduction by the Council on February 2nd. Council introduced the ordinance but asked for
several changes to be made. At a following workshop, staff requested Council clarification on the
issues raised at the previous meeting. Council suggested that non-reflective clause be removed
from the description of architectural glass, the city be allowed to approve a mix of materials, as
well as a material that is not on the acceptable list, and that the Council have the authority to
approve "other materials and mix of materials".



Proposed Changes

Staff determined that the changes requested by Council were significant enough to warrant
coming back to the Commission for consideration and recommendation. Listed below are the
proposed changes to the ordinance the Commission considered in January.

Description of Architectural Glass

The Council did not want to limit or prohibit a mirrored glass building. As an example they
reference the Northeast State Bank building on Coon Rapids Boulevard and Springbrook Drive.
To address this concern staff is proposing to eliminate the term "non-reflective" from the
description of architectural glass.

Mix of Materials

The Council would like the ordinance to allow some flexibility in the mix of materials as well as
the type of material. They did not want to prohibit an all brick building or an all glass building.

To address this concern staff is proposing to add the language "mix of materials" to the clause that
allows "other material determined acceptable by the Director.

Staff Discretion on the Mix of Materials

The original ordinance amendment included language that provided the Director with discretion
to determine if a material not on the list was acceptable. The Council thought it important to
reserve that function for themselves; similar to the design flexibility provision in the River Rapids
Overlay and PORT districts. The process for reviewing exceptions to the list and mixes of
materials would be similar to that for design flexibility. The Commission would review and
approve/deny the site plan; however, the exterior elevations of the building would go to the
Council for consideration following Commission review and recommendation.

The attached ordinance includes the changes noted above. Other language in the ordinance has
not been revised from the ordnance considered by the Commission in January.

RECOMMENDATION

In Planning Case 16-3, the Commission recommend approval of the proposed ordinance
amending the requirements for exterior building materials.

Attachments

Proposed Ordinance




ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE ADDING SECTION 11-601.12; DELETING SECTIONS 11-602.2(3),
11-603.2(3) AND 11-604.2(2)(f) AND AMENDING SECTIONS 11-605.2(2)(e), 11-701.2(5)
AND 11-801.2(6), REGARDING EXTERIOR BUILDING MATERIALS

The City of Coon Rapids does ordain:

Section 1. Revised City Code — 1982 Section, 11-601.12 Institutional and Commercial
Building Materials is hereby added as follows:
(Deletions in brackets, additions double underlined)

11-601.12 Institutional and Commercial Building Materials. The exterior of

institutional and commercial buildings, excluding city park structures, must include a variation in
building materials and colors, which are to be distributed throughout the building facades and
coordinated into the architectural design of the structure.
(1) Acceptable exterior building materials include the following:
a Brick or similar custom masonry unit having brick like appearance
(b)  Natural or cementitious stone
(c) Architectural glass (ie. curtain wall)
(d) Architectural, Single Skin Roll Formed Profiles metal panel, minimum 22
gauge
(e) Masonry stucco, or EFIS in conformance with ICC ES report
() Integrally colored split face (rock face), burnished or glazed concrete
masonry units
(g2) Integrally colored architecturally precast concrete panels having an
exposed aggregate, light sandblast, acid etch, form liner, natural stone veneer, brick face
and/or cast stone type finish (excluding single-T or double-T panels, plain, uncolored, or

raked finish)

) The City Council may approve alternative materials or mix of materials provided

the applicant demonstrates the modification results in a better integration of the building with the
surrounding area.

3 Front facades and side and rear facades visible from a public right-of-way, parks
and adjacent residential uses must be composed of not more than 35 percent of any one
acceptable material. Brick with a distinctively different color may be considered a second
material. Side and rear facades not visible from a public right-of-way, parks and adjacent
residential uses may use any combination of acceptable material. Other materials may be used as
accents if found they are compatible with the listed materials and provided it does not cover
more than 15 percent of a building face.



Section 2 Revised City Code- 1982 Sections, 11-602.2(3) is hereby amended as follows:
(Deletions in brackets, additions double underlined)

Section 3 Revised City Code- 1982 Sections, 11-603.2(3) is hereby amended as follows:

(Deletions in brackets, additions double underlined)

11-603.2(3)

Section 4 Revised City Code- 1982 Sections, 11-604.2(2)(f) is hereby amended as
follows:

(Deletions in brackets, additions double underlined)

11-604.2(2)(f)




Section 5 Revised City Code- 1982 Section, 11-605.2(2)(e) is hereby amended as
follows:

(Deletions in brackets, additions double underlined)

11-605.2(2)(e) [Rest

Residential Building Materials. The exterior of residential buildings must
include a variation in building materials and colors, which are to be distributed throughout the
building facades and coordinated into the architectural design of the structure. Brick with a
distinctively different color may be considered a second material. Acceptable exterior building
materials include the following:

a Brick or similar custom masonry unit having brick like appearance
(b) Natural or cementitious stone
() Architectural glass (ie. curtain wall)
(d) Architectural, Single Skin Roll Formed Profiles metal panel, minimum 22

auge
e Masonry stucco, or EFIS in conformance with ICC ES report

() Integrally colored split face (rock face), burnished or glazed concrete
masonry units
(g) Integrally colored architecturally precast concrete panels having an
exposed aggregate, light sandblast, acid etch, form liner, natural stone veneer, brick face
and/or cast stone type finish (excluding single-T or double-T panels, plain, uncolored, or.
raked finish)
The Council may approve an alternative material or mix of materials provided the applicant
demonstrates that the modification results in a better integration of the building with the
surrounding area and will further the intent of this Section.
Other materials may be used as accents if found they are compatible with the listed materials and
provided it does not cover more than 15 percent of a building face.



Section 6 Revised City Code- 1982 Section, 11-701.2(5) is hereby amended as follows:

(Deletions in brackets, additions double underlined)

11-701.2(5)  All exterior wall surfaces must include a variation in building materials
and color, which are to be distributed throughout the building facades and coordinated into the
architectural design of the structure. [

e 5

Acceptable exterior building materials include the following:
(a) Brick or similar custom masonry unit having brick like appearance
(b) Natural or cementitious stone
(©) Architectural glass (ie. curtain wall)
(d) Architectural, Single Skin Roll Formed Profiles metal panel, minimum 22

auge

e Masonry stucco, or EFIS in conformance with ICC ES report

63) Integrally colored split face (rock face), burnished or glazed concrete
masonry units
(g) Integrally colored architecturally precast concrete panels having an

exposed aggregate, light sandblast, acid etch, form liner, natural stone veneer, brick face
and/or cast stone type finish (excluding single-T or double-T panels, plain, uncolored, or

raked finish)
The Council may approve an alternative material or mix of materials provided the applicant
demonstrates that the modification results in a better integration of the building with the
surrounding area and will further the intent of this Section.
Front facades and side and rear facades visible from a public right-of-way, parks and adjacent
residential uses must be composed of not more than 35 percent of any one acceptable material.
Brick with a distinctively different color may be considered a second material. Side and rear
facades not visible from a public right-of-way, parks and adjacent residential uses may use any
combination of acceptable material. Other materials may be used as accents if found they are
compatible with the listed materials and provided it does not cover more than 15 percent of a
building face.

Section 7 Revised City Code- 1982 Section, 11-801.2(6) is hereby amended as follows:

(Deletions in brackets, additions double underlined)



11-801.2(6) High quality, exterior building materials must be used. All exterior wall

surfaces must include a variation in building materials and color, which are to be distributed
throughout the building facades and coordinated into the architectural design of the structure.

[ h-matertals—n geb ratura ore—mtesratty pre—siete S

stding| Acceptable exterior building materials include the following:
(a) Brick or similar custom masonry unit having brick like appearance
(b) Natural or cementitious stone
(c) Architectural glass (ie. curtain wall)
(d) Architectural, Single Skin Roll Formed Profiles metal panel, minimum 22

auge
e Masonry stucco, or EFIS in conformance with ICC ES report

63) Integrally colored split face (rock face), burnished or glazed concrete
masonry units
(2) Integrally colored architecturally precast concrete panels having an
exposed aggregate, light sandblast, acid etch, form liner, natural stone veneer, brick face
and/or cast stone type finish (excluding single-T or double-T panels, plain, uncolored, or
raked finish)
The Council may approve an alternative material or mix of materials provided the applicant
demonstrates that the modification results in a better integration of the building with the
surrounding area and will further the intent of this Section.
Front facades and side and rear facades visible from a public right-of-way, parks and adjacent
residential uses must be composed of not more than 65 percent of any one acceptable material.
Brick with a distinctively different color may be considered a second material. Side and rear
facades not visible from a public right-of-way, parks and adjacent residential uses may use any
combination of acceptable material. Other materials may be used as accents if found they are
compatible with the listed materials and provided it does not cover more than 15 percent of a
building face.

Introduced this day of ,2016.

Adopted this day of . 2016.

Jerry Koch, Mayor
ATTEST:



Joan Lenzmeier, City Clerk
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Minnesora
Planning Commission Regular 5.
Meeting Date: 03/17/2016
Subject: PC 16-7, Registered Land Survey, 9055-9065 East River Rd., City of Coon Rapids
HRA
From: Scott Harlicker, Planner
INTRODUCTION

The City of Coon Rapids HRA has applied for a registered land survey to adjust a lot line to clean
up a title issue.

ACTIONS

Conduct of public hearing
Recommendation by Planning Commission
Decision City Council on:April 5th

60 DAY RULE
The applicant submitted this application on: February 8

To comply with the requirements of Minnesota Statute, the City must approve or deny the
application by: June 7th

LOCATION
The properties are located at 9055-9065 East River Road.

Existing Use Comprehensive Plan Zoning
IS):(I:[J) iitty vacant Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 2
North vacant Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 2
South vacant Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 2
East single family residence Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 2
West East River Road Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 2

DISCUSSION




The City HRA, as part of the scattered site program, acquired ownership of the property at 9065
East River Road. During the title research a discrepancy was found in the legal description. There
is an area with overlapping legal descriptions with the city's lot and the adjacent lot to the south,
9055 East River Road. To complicate the matter, the city's property has an abstract title and the
property to the south has a torrens title.

Tract B, which is the area of overlap, has historically been considered part of the city owned
parcel and separated from the lot to the south by a fence. Since the city parcel and the adjacent
parcel have different types of titles, a lot line adjustment to correct the overlap is not an option.
To correct the overlap an RLS is required.

The RLS will create a new lot, Tract B, and the adjacent lot to the south, Tract A. Tract B can
then be combined with the city parcel and sold as one lot.

RECOMMENDATION

In Planning Case 16-7, the Planning Commission recommend approval of the proposed
Registered Land Survey.

Attachments

Location Map
Proposed RLS
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COUNTY OF ANOKA

CITY OF COON RAPIDS
SEC. 36, T. 31, R. 24

REGISTERED LAND SURVEY NO.

I, Chordes R. Christopherson, haraby certify that, In occordonce with the provisions of Minnesota Statutes, Section 508,47, | have
surveyed the fokowing described property shtuated in the County of Anoka, State of Minnesote:
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For the purposes of thie Regietered
Hine of Sec.36, T.31, R.24 la assumed

— A

20, the City Council of the City of Coon Ropids, Minnesota, hos

By

+ Mayor

. Deputy
+ Deputy

day of

was duly recorded i Book ______ Page

S22

:

Lot 10, Mock 1, AGUA WSTA, Ancko Caunrty. Mian, ond of Section 38, Townahip 31, Rlonge 24, Anelo

Property Tax Administrator
County Recorder/Registrar of Tities

’ M Wum

higt

Lond Surveyor under the laws of the State of Minnescta nd that thie Regietersd Lond Sucvey Js a correct representation of
do hersby certify that on this ___ doy of
GISTERED

said parcet of Jand,
Pursuant to Minnesoto Stotutes, Section 508.47, Subd. 4, taxes payable in the year 20____ on the lond hersinbefore described have

o
.1
North
o
47
Lot
| hereby certify that this Registered Lond Survey wae prapared by me or under my direct supervision; that | om a duly Licensed
Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes, Section 389.09, Subd. 1, this Registersd Land Survey haa besn reviewsd and opproved
beon poid.  Also, pursuont to Minnesota Statutes, Section 272.12, thers ore no delinquent taxea ond tronafer entarsd
1 hersby cerlify that this REGISTERED LAND SURVEY NO. __ was fled in the offics of tha County Recorder/Registrar of
+ &3 Document Number

Charles R. Christopherson, Licensed Lond Surveyor, Minnesots License No, 18420

OTY COUNCIL, CITY OF COON RAPIDS, MINNESOTA
ANOKA COUNTY RECORDER/REGISTRAR OF TILES

Dated this ____ day of
thie
ANOKA COUNTY SURVEYOR
day of
Ancka County Surveyor
ANOKA COUNTY AUDITOR/TREASURER
L ")
By.
County of Ancka, State of Minnesota
Tities for public record on this

Loy D. Hom,

mwn
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