City of Marine on St. Croix
Regular Planning Commission
Tuesday, October 25, 2011

The City of Marine on St. Croix Planning Commission meeting of October 25, 2011 was called to order by Planning Commission Chairman Willenbring at 7:31pm. Warren, Mrosla and Creager were present. Smitten, Roden and Brenner were absent.

Citizens Present: None

Agenda:
1. Call to Order 7:30pm
2. Old/New Business:
· Watershed District: Review & adopt all or part of the Watershed District Plan into the Comprehensive Plan (Completion Date of September 2012)
· Village Center Concept Plan

3. Approval of September 27, 2011 minutes
4. Review Codes in the SFR, SFU, SCR,SCU, VC Districts
5. Adjournment

Old/New Business: 
Watershed District – Willenbring put together Summary of reference documents for the Watershed District Plan to give context to the actions of what their dealing with as they move forward on the adopting of the Watershed Management plan. Some of the information included reference documents, impact resources, common best practice recommendations, concerns and proposed actions, MN Statues 103B.235 Local Water Management plans and 103B.231, subdivision 6. Willenbring also noted a Draft copy of a document for the Marine on St Croix Surface Water Management Plan that he was not aware of and wondered where this originated from and is it something that the Planning Commission should be reviewing? Warren also stated he had not seen this document before.  Assistant City Clerk Tomnitz will check into where the draft document of the St. Croix Surface Water Management Plan 2008 to 2013 came from and if it is part of the Marine on St. Croix Water Management Plan in any way. 

The Planning Commission reviewed the four streams or creeks that are spelled out in the Watershed District Plan which are Dunn’s Creek, Judd Street Creek, Marine Landing Creek and the Mill Stream. There was discussion of where they were located and how the city fits into managing land owner’s private property along with the Minnesota Department of Transportation. While reviewing the recommendation Mrosla questioned whether these are recommendations or requirements and how will this relate to zoning? More questions and concern arose when reviewing the Watershed District Rules.

Willenbring explained the goal is to create discussions points and items that the Planning Commission wants to bring forward to Jim Shaver for clarification and have him come to a Planning Commission meeting and address some of the questions, at the same time let Jim know how the Marine on St. Croix Planning Commission plans on moving forward.

Warren noted that there is more information to go through in the Watershed District Management Plan than just reviewing the four creeks and streams and he recommended reading through the rest to get a better understanding of the rules. Willenbring also noted it seems that the rules will be the main focus rather than the management plan.

The consensus from the Planning Commission is to have one more meeting with the Planning Commission before meeting with Jim Shaver. Warren recommended meeting in early November to put together a set of question for Jim Shaver and then meet again in December for a special meeting. The regular scheduled November Planning Commission meeting will be canceled and a special meeting will be held on Monday November 7, 2011 at 7:30pm to create questions for Jim Shaver. December 6, 2011 at 7:30pm will be a special meeting with Jim Shaver to answer the questions from the November 7, 2011 special meeting.

Village Center Concept Plan: Willenbring attended the Village Center group meeting last week. Willenbring will be putting together a chart to help assist the Village Center group with clearly defined mile stone dates and processes.

Approval of Minutes Warren moved and Creager seconded the approval of the September 27, 2011, Planning Commission Minutes as drafted.  Motion Passed unanimously.

Review of Codes in the SFR, SFU, SCR, SCU, VC Districts. – No Action. The Planning Commission will table the review of the codes until after the Watershed District Plan has been completed.

Willenbring noted the Planning Commission term for Andy Creager expires at the end of the 2011,  and he should send an email informing the city office if he would like to continue serving on the Planning Commission. 
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Adjournment: Mrosla moved and Warren seconded to adjourn the October 25, 2011 Planning Commission meeting at 9:01pm. Motion passed unanimously. 


Minutes taken by Mary Tomnitz, Assistant City Clerk 




PLANNING COMMISSION TERMS -, Dan Willenbring, Andy Creager - Expires 12/31/2011, Jack Warren, Ron Brenner, Kristina Smitten – Expires 12/31/2012, Gwen Roden, Gerry Mrosla – 12/31/2013
City of Marine on ST. Croix Watershed
Planning Commission Meeting
October 25, 2011
Reference Documents:

1. 2010 Watershed Management Plan- 357 pages
2. March 1, 2010 Carnelian-marine-St. Croix Watershed District Rules – 49 pages
3. 8/26/2010 Board of Water and Soil Resources approved Order – 6 pages
4. MN Statues 103B.231, 103B.235 ( attached)

5. 2008- 2013 Marine on St. Croix Surface Water Management Plan – 47 pages
6. City of Marine Comprehensive Plan Feb. 6, 2008 version- 91 pages
7. Marine on St. Croix Zoning Ordinances and Subdivision Regulations – 162 pages
	

Impacted Resources
· Dunn Creek – Rating Level B
· Judd St. Stream- Rating Level A-
· Marine Landing Stream Rating Level A-
· Mill Stream- Rating Level A
Common Best Practices recommendations
· Limit storm water to pre development conditions
· Create or enhance buffer zones of native vegetation, remove invasive species
· Install rain gardens and swales
· Work with MN/DOT on reducing/controlling Hwy 95 runoff

Concerns
· Nitrate and Chloride levels from City’s waste water spray field
· Lack of any formal storm sewer infrastructure


Proposed Actions and timing
Ensure current comprehensive plan, zoning ordinances and surface water management plan are consistent with current Watershed management Plan requirements.

· Modify comp plan
· Determine areas of documents requiring modification 
· Determine if commission can make modifications or if effort requires consultant  (budget has $3000 set aside for comp plan changes)
· Conduct public hearing
· City Council approval

· Modify Surface Water Management Plan
· City Council approval

· Modify Zoning Ordinances
· Determine if staff or commission can make modifications or if effort requires consultant  
· Conduct public hearing
· City Council approval

· Validate that no changes are needed in City Ordnances	


· 103B.235 LOCAL WATER MANAGEMENT PLANS.
· Subdivision 1.Requirement.
· (a) After the watershed plan is approved and adopted, or amended, pursuant to section 103B.231, the local government units having land use planning and regulatory responsibility for territory within the watershed shall prepare or cause to be prepared a local water management plan, capital improvement program, and official controls as necessary to bring local water management into conformance with the watershed plan within the time period prescribed in the implementation program of the watershed plan and, as necessary, shall prepare or cause to be prepared amendments to the local comprehensive plan. 
· (b) Each town within the counties of Anoka, Carver, Dakota, Scott, and Washington authorized by general or special law to plan and regulate the use of land under sections 462.351 to 462.364 shall by resolution determine whether to prepare the local water management plan itself or to delegate all or part of the preparation of the plan to the county. 
· (c) Towns within counties that have adopted comprehensive plans applicable to the town must use county preparation of their plan to the maximum extent possible.
· Subd. 2.Contents.
· (a) Each local plan, in the degree of detail required in the watershed plan, shall:
· (1) describe existing and proposed physical environment and land use;
· (2) define drainage areas and the volumes, rates, and paths of storm water runoff;
· (3) identify areas and elevations for storm water storage adequate to meet performance standards established in the watershed plan;
· (4) define water quality and water quality protection methods adequate to meet performance standards established in the watershed plan;
· (5) identify regulated areas; and
· (6) set forth an implementation program, including a description of official controls and, as appropriate, a capital improvement program.
· (b) The Board of Water and Soil Resources shall adopt rules establishing minimum local plan standards and a model environmental management ordinance for use by local government units in implementing local water plans. The standards apply to plan amendments made to conform to changes in the watershed plans that are adopted under the board rules required by section 

	103B.231, subdivision 6. 
· Subd. 6.Contents.
· (a) The plan shall:
· (1) describe the existing physical environment, land use, and development in the area and the environment, land use, and development proposed in existing local and metropolitan comprehensive plans;
· (2) present information on the hydrologic system and its components, including drainage systems previously constructed under chapter 103E, and existing and potential problems related thereto;
· (3) state objectives and policies, including management principles, alternatives and modifications, water quality, and protection of natural characteristics;
· (4) set forth a management plan, including the hydrologic and water quality conditions that will be sought and significant opportunities for improvement;
· (5) describe the effect of the plan on existing drainage systems;
· (6) identify high priority areas for wetland preservation, enhancement, restoration, and establishment and describe any conflicts with wetlands and land use in these areas;
· (7) describe conflicts between the watershed plan and existing plans of local government units;
· (8) set forth an implementation program consistent with the management plan, which includes a capital improvement program and standards and schedules for amending the comprehensive plans and official controls of local government units in the watershed to bring about conformance with the watershed plan; and
· (9) set out procedures and timelines for amending the plan.
· (b) The board shall adopt rules to establish standards and requirements for amendments to watershed plans. The rules must include:
· (1) performance standards for the watershed plans, which may distinguish between plans for urban areas and rural areas;
· (2) minimum requirements for the content of watershed plans and plan amendments, including public participation process requirements for amendment and implementation of watershed plans;
· (3) standards for the content of capital improvement programs to implement watershed plans, including a requirement that capital improvement programs identify structural and nonstructural alternatives that would lessen capital expenditures; and
· (4) how watershed plans are to specify the nature of the official controls required to be adopted by the local units of government, including uniform erosion control, storm water retention, and wetland protection ordinances in the metropolitan area.

103B.235 (continued)
· Subd. 3.Review.
· After consideration but before adoption by the governing body, each local unit shall submit its water management plan to the watershed management organization for review for consistency with the watershed plan adopted pursuant to section 103B.231. If the county or counties having territory within the local unit have a state-approved and locally adopted groundwater plan, the local unit shall submit its plan to the county or counties for review. The county or counties have 45 days to review and comment on the plan. The organization shall approve or disapprove the local plan or parts of the plan. The organization shall have 60 days to complete its review; provided, however, that the watershed management organization shall, as part of its review, take into account the comments submitted to it by the Metropolitan Council pursuant to subdivision 3a. If the organization fails to complete its review within the prescribed period, the local plan shall be deemed approved unless an extension is agreed to by the local unit. 
· Subd. 3a.Review by Metropolitan Council.
· Concurrently with its submission of its local water management plan to the watershed management organization as provided in subdivision 3, each local unit of government shall submit its water management plan to the Metropolitan Council for review and comment by the council. The council shall have 45 days to review and comment upon the local plan or parts of the plan with respect to consistency with the council's comprehensive development guide for the metropolitan area. The council's 45-day review period shall run concurrently with the 60-day review period by the watershed management organization provided in subdivision 3. The Metropolitan Council shall submit its comments to the watershed management organization and shall send a copy of its comments to the local government unit. If the Metropolitan Council fails to complete its review and make comments to the watershed management organization within the 45-day period, the watershed management organization shall complete its review as provided in subdivision 3.
· Subd. 4.Adoption and implementation.
· After approval of the local plan by the organization, the local government unit shall adopt and implement its plan within 120 days and shall amend its official controls accordingly within 180 days.
· Subd. 5.Amendments.
· To the extent and in the manner required by the organization, all amendments to local water management plans shall be submitted to the organization for review and approval in accordance with the provisions of subdivisions 3 and 3a for the review of plans.
· History: 
· 1990 c 391 art 2 s 12; 1990 c 601 s 21; 1995 c 176 s 1-3; 1995 c 184 s 11 
· Copyright © 2011 by the Office of the Revisor of Statutes, State of Minnesota. All rights reserved.

