City of Marine on St. Croix
Planning Commission Meeting
Tuesday, June 28 2016

The City of Marine on St. Croix Planning Commission regular meeting of June 28, 2016 was called to order by Chairman Mrosla at 7:30pm. Warren, Roden, Mrosla, Brenner and Smitten present.  Ritz absent.

Citizens Present:  None
1. Call to Order 7:36pm. 

2.  825 Pine Cone Trail Variance Request Review/Set Public Hearing

3. Old/New Business

4. Approval of Minutes (May 31, 2016 and June 22, 2016)

5. Adjournment


[bookmark: _GoBack]825 Pine Cone Trail Variance Request – Peter Curtis who is representing John Goodfellow wants to replace the existing garage with a new 2 car garage with a small office, guest quarters and bathroom. Peter would like to have a public hearing set for next month. The plans that have been drawn up show that the new structure would require a variance for side yard setback and size as it is larger than 750 sq feet. The proposal would require a conditional use permit as well because of the proposed bathroom. There are no changes in plans from last time it was presented. Peter and Brenner met a few weeks ago to review. Because this is in the river district this needs to be sent to the DNR 20 days prior to the public hearing. There is no need for a front yard variance. Peter has not yet applied for a variance as he wanted to wait for any feedback from this meeting. Findings in summary have not found any permits for structure of this size on Pine Cone Trail.  There are some garages that are taller than the proposed garage, which will have a height of 16’. Currently, in the area there are structures found that are 22’ in height. The proposed garage fits into architectural design of the principal structure and while it is shorter than others the area, it has higher volume. (See preliminary findings (A-G) on Brenner’s report) Also see Brenner’s report for satisfying requirements. Warren felt overall there would be no visual impact. Smitten felt the decision should not be based on the already large garages in area. The fact that there are no neighbors to the north and that this space is unbuildable should allow some leniency. Lessening the impact with regards to side setbacks. Note, Item #1 of Peter’s preliminary draft report should read the north side of yard not the south. Scott spoke to Jim Shaver who represents the watershed district and Jed Chesnut who represents the Washington County conservation district. Jim requested the use of rain gardens to help with drainage. Jed approximated that the wetland boundary and tow of slope is considered the edge of the wetland. As long as the proposed garage is staying above the tow of the slope he has no issues but he would like to see a final plan. Neither Jim nor Jed felt there were any issues to prevent this from moving forward but would like to see the final plan. The only concern mentioned by the commission was that it be made clear that the addition of a bathroom would be acceptable but not that of a kitchen so that this decision was not left to the discretion of the DNR to decide. Mrosla wanted to confirm that the purpose of the variance is for setback and square footage and that the conditional use permit was for the bathroom. Peter confirmed this statement. 
Brenner moved to set public hearing for proposed variance and conditional use permit for next month’s planning commission meeting July 26, 2016 at 7:30pm. Warren seconded. Motion passed unanimously.
Old/New Business –   Brenner researched several cities and their requirements for screening refuse. (handout) If the refuse container is large it must be enclosed. The enclosure must use the same siding as the principal structure. In general if you have containers sitting outside, you must screen it. This is with regards to private and commercial use not for public receptacles.
Commercial storage- Needs to say that refuse must be screened. This is a requirement for new businesses however the commission questioned how to encourage existing commercial users to comply. The ordinance should be written for all districts therefore the city would be able to enforce it if a nuisance case became present. Mrosla mentioned that the Village Task Force is working on this issue and that he wanted to be careful as to not step on any toes. Mrosla likes Woodbury’s ordinance. This ordinance states that it must be constructed of materials consistent or compatible with the existing structures. Brenner will get the final wording of the new ordinance. Roughly this will state that in all districts, all waste material, debris, refuse, recycling, yard waste or garbage shall be kept in an enclosed building which is constructed of the same materials as the principal structure, containers must be stored indoors or be fully hidden from view.
Mrosla questioned if the commission was ready to submit definitions, the consensus was that work still needs to be completed with regards to boarding houses.
411 Rooming Houses. Warren recommends section D be amended to temporarily exempt temporary internships or teachers. No conclusion was made on this.
411.1 change is to show intent. That the intent is not to turn Marine into a multi-family community. Roden questioned the need for specific regulations on multifamily homes when we already have regulations with regards to noise, refuse and odor. Smitten likes the description up front with 411.1 and then describe deeper in 411.2 There needs to be adequate off street parking and there must be a point person. Page 424, Section 406.3 parking #5(J) change Boarding House to Rooming House 
Rooming House Definition (current one is good)
General Provisions- Use Warren’s Intent paragraph and Conditions Paragraph
One concern Smitten had was that she wanted to make certain that the construction of an accessory building in Jackson Meadow was allowed. Brenner believed we had already done this and wondered if it was put into the wrong section. Mrosla looked and found this information in SFU and SFR and felt that this concern had been satisfied.
Mrosla believes the commission is ready the present a draft to Council. Once this is approved it then will be presented to the DNR. It was decided that this should be discussed with the city clerk to make certain the appropriate process is followed. Mrosla will talk with the city clerk.

Approval of Minutes – Brenner moved and Roden seconded to approve the May 31, 2016 planning commission meeting minutes as presented. Motion passed unanimously.
After approval Warren noted that the amount of steep slope 2nd page 3rd line significant slope on a property instead of the proposed that it should be part of the proposed. The planning commission members unanimously agreed
Smitten moved and Warren seconded to approve the June 22, 2016 minutes with a change that Spisak was present at the June 22 meeting.  Motion passed unanimously as amended.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Adjournment –Brenner moved and Warren seconded to adjourn at 9:20 . Motion passed unanimously. 

Minutes by Jami Philip, Assistant City Clerk 
PLANNING COMMISSION TERMS - Jack Warren 12/31/2018,  Gwen Roden, Gerry Mrosla, Ron Brenner – 12/31/2016, Scott Spisak, Kristina Smitten - Expires 12/31/2017












