
AGENDA 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

CITY OF SHOREVIEW 

DATE: September 25, 2018 
TIME: 7:00 PM 
PLACE: SHOREVIEW CITY HALL 
LOCATION: 4600 NORTH VICTORIA  

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 ROLL CALL 
        APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
August 28, 2018 

3. REPORT ON CITY COUNCIL ACTIONS
Meeting Date: September 4, 2018 and September 17, 2018 
Brief Description of Meeting process- Chair John Doan 

4. NEW BUSINESS 

A. STANDARD VARIANCE*
FILE NO: 2698-18-18 
APPLICANT: Atilano’s Remodeling 
LOCATION: 705 Schifsky Road 

B. MINOR SUBDIVISION/ STANDARD VARIANCE*
FILE NO: 2705-18-25 
APPLICANT: Tom McGough 
LOCATION: 736 County Road I W 

5. MISCELLANEOUS 

A. Planning  Commission workshop after meeting 
B. City Council Meeting Assignments 

• October 1, 2018  - Commissioner Yarusso, October 15, 2018- Commissioner 
Solomonson. 

6. ADJOURNMENT 

∗ These agenda items require City Council review or action. The Planning Commission will hold a 
hearing, obtain public comment, discuss the application and forward the application to City 
Council. The City Council will consider these items at their regular meetings which are held on 
the 1st or 3rd Monday of each month. For confirmation when an item is scheduled at City Council, 
please check the City’s website at www.shoreviewmn.gov or contact the Planning Department at 
651-490-4682 or 651-490-4680
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SHOREVIEW PLANNING COMMISSION 
MEETING MINUTES 

August 28, 2018 

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Doan called the August 28, 2018 Shoreview Planning Commission meeting to order at 
7:01 p.m. 

ROLL CALL

The following Commissioners were present:  Chair Doan; Commissioners Anderson, Peterson, 
Riechers, Solomonson, Wolfe and Yarusso. 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

MOTION: by Commissioner Yarusso, seconded by Commissioner Anderson to  
approve the August 28, 2018 Planning Commission meeting agenda as   

submitted. 

VOTE:   AYES:  Anderson, Peterson, Riechers, Solomonson, Yarusso, Wolfe, Doan 
NAYS:  None  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Minutes of July 24, 2018 Commission Meeting Minutes 

Commissioner Anderson made the following corrections:  
Page 5:  Add the word “or” after the word “yards” in the second sentence of the paragraph 
beginning, “The application is for…” 

Page 6: Commissioner Peterson’s statement was meant to state that Turtle Lake has the 
atmosphere of open space. 

Page 8:  Under the bullet points of “Deviations are permitted…” the letters “he de” should be 
deleted after the word “relieved” in the third bullet point.

MOTION: by Commissioner Solomonson, seconded by Commissioner Riechers to   
approve the July 24, 2018 Planning Commission meeting minutes as  
amended. 

VOTE:   AYES:  Anderson, Peterson, Riechers, Solomonson, Yarusso, Wolfe, Doan 
NAYS:  None 
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REPORT ON CITY COUNCIL  ACTIONS

City Planner Castle reported that the City Council approved the following: 
• Conditional Use Permit for Urban Rebuilders for retention of the existing detached 

garage. 
• Comprehensive Sign Plan for Shoreview Housing Phase 1, LLC. 

NEW BUSINESS

PUBLIC HEARING - VARIANCE/RESIDENTIAL DESIGN REVIEW/ CONDITIONAL 
USE PERMIT 

FILE NO.:  2700-18-20 
APPLICANT: MICHAEL O’CONNELL 
LOCATION:  5486 LAKE AVENUE 

Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Castle

In 2006, the applicant received approval to build a new home with a setback variance.  A 
building permit was issued, but the project was not built and the permits expired.  The existing 
home was demolished and the property has remained vacant.  The applicant is now re-applying 
for approval for the project.

The applicant has submitted an application to build a new home.  The property is a substandard 
riparian lot of 75.5 feet in width on Turtle Lake, less than the required 100 feet of width.  The 
property is zoned R1.  The area is 48,659 square feet.  A variance is requested with the 
application to exceed the 295.9 foot structure setback to 544 feet from County Road I.  A 
Conditional Use Permit is also requested to retain an existing garage on the property that is 803 
square feet, which exceeds the allowed 440 square feet.   
The proposed new two-story home would have a foundation area of 1,528 square feet.  There 
would be a 596 square foot attached garage.  The driveway is proposed to be crushed rock rather 
than pavement. 

Mr. O’Connell states that practical difficulty exists for the setback variance in that the property is 
accessed by a private drive that also provides access to the properties to the west.  The front 
setback calculation is the average of the two adjacent properties.  There is a significant difference 
between the setback of the property to the east from County Road I and the property to the west 
from the private drive.  If the required setback were used, the new home would be in a wetland 
area.  The new house will be more than 50 feet from the OHW, which is in compliance with 
Code. 

The property has organic soils with a high water table, which is the reason for the variance for a 
crushed rock driveway.  The concern is about frost upheaval with an asphalt driveway.  Crushed 
rock has been used for other driveways in this area.  The private access drive was converted from 
gravel to a hard surface in 2009.   
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The property slopes so that runoff would flow toward the wetland area on the north half of the 
property.  A permit is required from the Rice Creek Watershed District.  Floodplain mitigation 
will be required for any fill placed between the 888 and 892 elevation levels. 

The Conditional Use Permit to retain the existing detached garage is for storage of equipment to 
maintain the property. 

Staff believes practical difficulty exists for the setback and material for the driveway.  The 
setback is consistent with neighboring properties.  Staff also agrees that soils are susceptible to 
movement and frost heaving.  The City will require that the driveway be engineered to hold 
certain weight requirements.  The property is over one acre in size, and a Conditional Use Permit 
is required for a detached accessory structure of over 440 square feet.  The request is in 
compliance.  Properties along County Road I have accessory structures that are attached, 
detached or both.  The detached garage meets setback requirements and will be painted to match 
the new home.  Staff recommends additional landscaping to screen the garage from adjacent 
properties to the east and west. The total accessory structure area is approximately 90% of the 
foundation area of the home and therefore, the home will be the principle structure on the 
property. 

A deviation is requested because one acre of buildable area is required above the wetland area 
for a Conditional Use Permit.  This property has approximately one-half acre of high ground.  
Staff finds that a deviation should be granted because of the lot characteristics and configuration.   

Notices were sent to property owners within 350 feet of the subject property.  There is support 
and also there were questions.  Staff is recommending approval of the application, variance and 
Conditional Use Permit with the conditions listed in the staff report. 

Commissioner Solomonson asked if granting a deviation means the criteria for a Conditional Use 
Permit is not met and whether that should be a variance.  City Attorney Kelly explained that the 
reason deviation is used is because the entire lot is considered.  The request falls within the spirit 
of the requirements of one acre.  Either deviation or variance could be used.  There is no risk 
with either method. 

Commissioner Solomonson asked if the soils on the private drive and neighboring properties are 
different.  Ms. Castle stated that the soils are similar and there is a high water table.  There have 
been settling issues with other properties in this area. 

Commissioner Anderson asked if there was a request for a crushed rock driveway with the 2006 
application.  He also asked the setback required from a wetland.  Ms. Castle answered that a 
crushed rock driveway was not in the previous application, but it was the intent of the applicant 
at that time.  Code states that a hard surface driveway is required unless otherwise approved.  
With this application, a variance is requested.  The required setback from a wetland is 16.5 feet. 

Chair Doan asked how the private drive is administered.  Ms. Castle responded that there is an 
easement and maintenance agreement in place. 
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City Attorney Kelly stated that after a review of the affidavits, proper notice has been given for 
the public hearing. 

Chair Doan opened the public hearing. 

Mr. O’Connell, Applicant, stated that the property was originally five acres bought by his 
family in 1928.  When his parents inherited, it was subdivided into 4 parcels and the private 
drive put in.  Asphalt was put on the private drive in 2009, after over 10 years of traffic packing 
it down.  It was built in compliance with Lake Johanna Fire Department regulations to carry a 
certain amount of weight.  On his lot there is between 14 to 21 feet of peat.  The house pad has 8 
to 9 feet of peat that will require soil correction.  There is a sanitary sewer and water easement 
crossing all three lots on the private drive.  He is requesting frost and freeze cycles of at least five 
years with a crushed rock driveway before putting on a hard surface.   

Further, Mr. O’Connell stated that he is working with Ramsey County Soil Conservation 
District to put in rain gardens and eliminate the amount of water from impervious surfaces.  He is 
in discussion with the City Engineer to limit the amount of fill over the sanitary sewer line so as 
not to cause damage.  There was never a wetland delineation.  He is making efforts to limit the 
footprint and be responsible. 

Mr. Ken Zarling, 5480 Lake Avenue, stated that the City Planner has answered his questions.  
Along the common property line there is a swale to drain water away from the lake to the 
wetland.  However, currently with the soil issues, there is negative drainage to the common 
private drive.  He asked for verification that the drainage will be corrected.  Approximately a 
foot of fill will be needed.  Also, he would like to be sure that the heavy construction equipment 
does not cause damage to the private drive, Lake Avenue.  Further, there is an updated 
maintenance agreement from the original one filed at the City. 

Mr. Steve Zawadski, 5476 Lake Avenue, noted that the City Planner has indicated there will be 
a rock construction entrance.  He requested a stipulation that the construction be kept to the 
applicant’s address and not on the private drive and that the construction site be kept clean. 

MOTION: by Commissioner Solomonson, seconded by Commissioner Peterson to   
close the public hearing at 7:47 p.m. 

VOTE: AYES: 7  NAYES: 0

Ms. Castle answered the questions raised during the public hearing: 

- The side yard elevation to 5480 will vary as it slopes from 893 to meet the existing 
driveway at 890.  As little fill as possible be placed on the City’s sanitary sewer 
easement.  The City Engineer has indicated there will be positive drainage between the 
two properties. 

- The existing garage will remain at the same elevation. 
- The house is at an elevation of 895; the garage floor is at an elevation of 893. 
- The exterior of the existing garage will be finished to match the house. 
- City approval is valid for one year; the project must begin within a year. 
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- There is a private maintenance agreement with a clause that requires any property owner 
on the private drive to be responsible for the repairs, if any damage is caused.  As a 
private agreement, it is the responsibility of the  parties to enforce it.  The City 
requires an erosion control agreement. 

- No landmark trees are being removed.  Staff is requiring additional landscaping to soften 
the appearance of the garage structure.   

- As for cleanup, there will be a rock construction entry drive for construction.  Any 
sediment is to be kept on the construction site.  Any sediment on the  private drive 
will be cleaned by the applicant.  

- Power lines will not be buried with this project. 

Commissioner Solomonson asked if the drainage plan addresses the issue of positive drainage 
through the swale between the two properties.  Ms. Castle stated that the drainage plan achieves 
positive drainage.  What is difficult to address is future settling.  City Attorney Kelly added that 
if inspections were required after the project is complete, that would be a policy that would have 
to be applied to every project in the City.  The City can only make decisions on conditions that 
are known. 

Commissioner Riechers asked where the construction entrance is located and whether it needs to 
be added as a condition of approval.  Ms. Castle explained the location which could be added as 
a condition.  Chair Doan stated that a construction entrance is required with every project and is 
inherent with approval. 

Commissioner Solomonson noted the deviation is high at 50% of the property, although there is 
minimal sight of it from County Road I.  He would have preferred for the Commission to have 
considered the proposed text amendment on accessory structures before hearing this application.  
He expressed appreciation for the applicant’s effort to be environmentally responsible. 

Commissioner Peterson agreed that the variance is a reasonable approach to the issues of the 
property.  The project is consistent with the character of the neighborhood.  He is impressed by 
the mitigation and concern of the applicant for the environment. 

Chair Doan stated that based on the circumstances of the uniqueness of the site and soils, he 
supports the application. 

MOTION: by Commissioner Peterson, seconded by Commissioner Riechers to  
approve the Residential Design Review, adopt Resolution 18-56 approving  
the requested front yard setback and driveway surface variance and  
recommend approval to the City Council of the Conditional Use Permit   
submitted by Michael O’Connell, 5486 Lake Avenue, subject to the  
following conditions: 

RESIDENTIAL DESIGN REVIEW/VARIANCE 

1. The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted as part of the 
Residential Design Review/Variance applications.   Any significant changes to these 
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plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require review and approval by the 
Planning Commission.  

2. This approval will expire after one year if a building permit has not been issued and work 
has not begun on the project. 

3. Impervious surface coverage shall not exceed 30% of the total lot area and the foundation 
area shall not exceed 18% as specified in the City Code.  

4. A grading and erosion control plan shall be submitted with the building permit 
application. Grading over the City utilities shall be minimized and is subject to approval 
of the City Engineer.  Vegetation shall be restored in accordance with City Code 
standards. 

5. The mitigation plan shall be completed within one year of this approval date.  A 
Mitigation Affidavit shall be executed prior to the issuance of a building permit for the 
new home.  Additional information is needed regarding the vegetation restoration area. 

6. The project is subject to the permitting requirements of the Rice Creek Watershed 
District. 

7. The lowest floor elevation, including the crawl space, must comply with the requirements 
of the City’s Surface Water Management Plan and the Rice Creek Watershed District. 

8. A crushed driveway surface is permitted provided the driveway is engineered and the 
design is approved by the City Engineer. 

9. The approval is subject to a 5-day appeal period. Once the appeal period expires, a 
building permit may be issued for the proposed project. A building permit must be 
obtained before any construction activity begins. 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 

1. The project must be completed in accordance with the plans submitted as part of the 
Conditional Use Permit applications. Any significant changes to these plans, as 
determined by the City Planner, will require review and approval by the Planning 
Commission.   

2. This approval will expire after one year if a building permit has not been issued for the 
home and construction commenced. Upon expiration of this approval, the garage shall be 
removed immediately thereafter. 

3. The exterior of the structure shall be finished to match the exterior of the proposed home. 

4. The structure shall be used for storage of personal property and other garage related 
purposes.  
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5. The structure shall not be used in any way for commercial purposes.  

6. The structure shall not be used for livable or habitable space.  

7. Additional landscaping along the east and west side of the garage is required to provide 
screening.  A landscape plan shall be submitted to the City Planner for review and 
approval prior to the issuance of a building permit for the home or garage. 

8. A building permit must be obtained before any construction activity begins. 

The approval is based on the following findings: 

1. The proposal use of the property is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan land use 
designation and the R1, Detached Residential District. 

2. Practical difficulty is present as identified in Resolution 18-56. 

3. The primary feature and use of the property will be the proposed single family home.  
The accessory structures will be secondary to the home.   

4. The property can sustain the detached accessory structure because of the site 
characteristics and size of the new home proposed.  

5. A deviation from the Conditional Use Permit standard pertaining to lot area is suitable 
due to the configuration of the parcel, the garage is existing and not visible from County 
Road I. 

Discussion: 

Commissioner Solomonson asked if the deviation should be added under the Conditional Use 
Permit.  Ms. Castle stated it could be added as No. 5 to the findings.  Commissioners Peterson 
and Riechers agreed to the addition of No. 5 under Findings of Fact. 

VOTE: 
AYES:  Anderson, Peterson, Riechers, Solomonson, Yarusso, Wolfe, Doan 
NAYS:  None 
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SITE AND BUILDING PLAN REVIEW 

FILE NO.:               2703-18-23 
APPLICANT:         WOLD ARCHITECTS & ENGINEERS 
LOCATION:           3555 VICTORIA STREET NORTH 

                      (ISLAND LAKE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL) 

Presentation by Associate Planner, Aaron Sedey 

The application is for an expansion of school rooms to address a growing student population and 
renovate the main entrance to address security concerns.  Three additions are proposed:  1) office 
and secure entry; 2) a classroom addition at the south part of the building; and 3) two- classroom 
addition also at the south end of the building.  Interior renovations are also planned. 

The land use designation for the property is I, Institutional.  Surrounding land uses include low 
density residential, institutional, park and natural areas.  The property is zoned R1, Detached 
Residential.  Public and quasi-public uses are allowed under the process of a Site and Building 
Plan Review.  The school use does not impact planned land use of surrounding property.  Office 
district standards are used to review renovation plans. 

All additions to the building exceed the minimum structure setbacks.  There is no further 
encroachment than any portion of the current building.  No changes are planned for the parking 
area.  Code requirement is 1.5 parking stalls per classroom, which totals 48 stalls.  There are 95 
parking stalls that will remain. 

A permit is required from Ramsey-Washington Metro Watershed District if greater than one acre 
of soil is disturbed.  Storm water will be directed from the south side through a new PVC pipe to 
Victoria Street. 

Property owners within 350 feet were notified of the application.  No comments were received.  
Staff finds the proposal is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and Development Code 
regulations.  It is recommended the Planning Commission forward the application to the City 
Council with a recommendation for approval. 

Commissioner Anderson noted that 11 trees will be removed.  He asked if they will be replaced.  
Mr. Sedey answered that the City’s Natural Resources Coordinator reviewed the replacement 
plan which is sufficient to meet requirements. 

Mr. Nick Marchuchi, Wold Architects and Engineers, stated that this project is part of the 
school referendum passed last year to increase security.  It also addresses the need for more 
classroom space. 

Chair Doan opened the discussion to public comment.  There were no questions or comments. 

MOTION:  by Commissioner Anderson, seconded by Commissioner Riechers to  
recommend the City Council approve the Site and Building Plan Review   
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application submitted by Wold Architects on behalf of the Independent   
School District 621, 3555 North Victoria Street.  Said approval is subject to  
the following:  

1. The project must be completed in accordance with the submitted site and building plans.  
Any significant changes to these plans, as determined by the City Planner, will require 
review and approval by the Planning Commission and the City Council. 

2. The approval will expire after one year a building permit has not been issued.  

3. Obtain a Ramsey County and/or watershed permit if required, and supply to the City 
prior to issuing the permit. 

4. Approval of the final grading, drainage, utility, and erosion control plans by the Public 
Works Director, prior to the issuance of a building permit for this project.  

5. The applicant is required to enter into an Erosion Control Agreement with the City.  Said 
agreement shall be executed prior to the issuance of any permits for this project.   

6. The Building Official is authorized to issue a building permit for the project, upon 
satisfaction of the conditions above.  

This approval is based on the following findings of fact: 

1. The existing and proposed land use is consistent with the Institutional land use in the 
Comprehensive Plan. 

2. The expansion of the school facility is compatible with the adjoining land uses and will 
not have a significant adverse impact on surrounding properties. 

3. The proposed expansion complies with the Development Code standards.   

VOTE:    AYES:  Anderson, Peterson, Riechers, Solomonson, Yarusso, Wolfe, Doan 
NAYS:  None 

PUBLIC HEARING - TEXT AMENDMENT SECTION 205.082(2) ACCESSORY
STRUCTURES

FILE NO.:  2704-18-24 
APPLICANT: CITY OF SHOREVIEW 
LOCATION:  CITY WIDE, CITY OF SHOREVIEW 

Presentation by City Planner Kathleen Castle 

The accessory structure regulations were amended in 2016 to establish tiered standards based on 
property size.  The current amendments are to align regulations with staff practices.   
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Lot Area:  The first amendment relates to lot area.  Currently, the maximum size for an 
accessory structure for single family residential properties is based on lot size.  A Conditional 
Use Permit is required for structures that exceed the area permitted provided standards are met.  
Parcels one acre or larger shall have a minimum area of one acre above the OHW line of a lake, 
ponding area or wetland on the property.  Staff is recommending this language apply to all 
parcels regardless of size to provide the City discretion flexibility with lot characteristics.  The 
proposed language reads: 

The lot area specified in Table 205-A shall include an area above the OHW line 
of a lake, ponding area or wetland on property unless otherwise approved by the 
City Council. 

Structure Setbacks:  The second amendment addresses structure setbacks.  Table 205-A does 
not specify when a 10-foot structure setback is applied.  Staff recommends the text be changed to 
require a 10-foot setback for any accessory structure 200 square feet or larger. 

Habitable Space:  The third amendment relates to habitable space.  Accessory structures are 
intended to be subordinate to the residential dwelling on the property.  Staff recommends that the 
Conditional Use Permit standards state that these structures cannot be used as habitable space 
(living, sleeping, eating or cooking).  Section 205.082(D)(5)(a)(iv) would read:  “Accessory 
buildings shall not contain habitable space.” 

Exterior Design:  The final amendment relates to exterior design and construction.  The Code 
was amended in 2006, when design standards were adopted so that accessory structures would be 
compatible in residential neighborhoods.  Also, unfinished metal exteriors are prohibited, 
including corrugated metal siding.  There have been requests to construct steel buildings.  This 
has been prohibited because it is not compatible with residential neighborhoods, and there are 
concerns about long-term durability of such structures.  The text would be amended to state that: 

Metal building exteriors, with the exception of steel and aluminum lap siding, 
untreated non-decay resistant wood, concrete block, cloth, plastic sheeting and 
other materials that are not compatible with residential neighborhoods are 
prohibited. 

Legal notice of the amendments was published August 8, 2018.  No comments have been 
received.  Staff is recommending the Planning Commission forward the amendments to the City 
Council for approval. 

Commissioner Anderson asked for further specification of defining lot area in the first 
amendment.  Ms. Castle explained that if a resident is applying for a Conditional Use Permit and 
has a half-acre lot, there must be a half acre above the OHW, unless approved by the City 
Council.  City Attorney Kelly added that current code only addresses parcels that are one acre or 
larger.  It would be consistent and should apply to all size lots as defined under 205-A. 

Commissioner Solomonson stated that what is proposed is more restrictive to smaller parcels 
regarding area above the water level.  He asked if staff considered dropping that requirement.  
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Earlier in the meeting a proposal was approved with a 50% deviation.  Ms. Castle explained 
there are properties smaller than an acre surrounded by wetland, which leaves minimal buildable 
area on the property.  If a Conditional Use Permit is required, this is a factor that should be 
considered.  Commissioner Solomonson responded that he is not sure there is a problem that 
would require a more restrictive code. 

Commissioner Peterson suggested the regulation be applied more generally.  As part of a 
Conditional Use Permit, there are few options.  He would prefer to see any deviation handled as 
a variance.  Ms. Castle stated that language can be added that a Conditional Use Permit cannot 
be granted without a variance for the lot area if necessary.  City Attorney Kelly stated that if 
conditions are met for a Conditional Use Permit, it is the right of a property owner to obtain one.  
If conditions are not met, a Conditional Use Permit is not granted.  There is not a situation where 
a variance is needed to get a Conditional Use Permit.  The provision, “unless approved by the 
City Council” allows more discretion in determining whether conditions are met or not.  He 
advised making the intent of that portion of the amendment clearer.  He further stated that it is 
very complicated to seek a variance on a portion of the Conditional Use Permit criteria in order 
to obtain a Conditional Use Permit.  Commissioner Solomonson stated that it is very restrictive 
to change accessory structure sizes according to lot size and will penalize some properties.  A 
one acre lot or larger has no upper limit and is open ended for a Conditional Use Permit, while 
smaller lots have restrictions.  It is important to transition from the parcels under an acre and at 
least restrict parcels an acre or more the same as smaller lots. 

Commissioner Wolfe asked if, in regard to habitable space, it applies to lady and man caves or 
large doll houses that people are building in their back yards.  Ms. Castle stated that the intent is 
to not have secondary dwelling units on the property.  Workshops can be built.  A gray area 
would be if space were built for office use. 

Commissioner Riechers noted that during the Comprehensive Plan process, there were 
discussions about small houses, intergenerational living and the need to be more creative to meet 
housing needs.  She questioned whether these amendments would complicate further discussions 
to meet those needs.  Ms. Castle responded that accessory apartments are allowed but must be 
part of the main dwelling unit.  The Code does not allow a detached living space.  That would 
require a Code amendment.  If there were such an amendment, standards would be established. 

Commissioner Yarusso asked the definition of habitable space.  Ms. Castle answered that it is 
space that is used for living, sleeping, eating or cooking.  It does not include bathrooms, hallways 
or mechanical rooms.  Commissioner Yarusso noted that there are dens being built with TVs , 
microwaves, a couch where people could eat or sleep.  She asked if this is not allowed.  Ms. 
Castle stated that if a structure is built as an accessory structure, habitable space is not allowed.   

Chair Doan stated that he believes more discussion is needed.  Structures are being built for man 
caves, she-sheds, entertaining spaces.  In-law suites also need discussion with the increase of 
intergenerational living. 

Chair Doan opened the public hearing at 8:50 p.m.  There were no questions or comments. 
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MOTION: by Commissioner Yarusso, seconded by Commissioner Anderson to close   
the public hearing at 8:51 p.m. 

VOTE: AYES: Anderson, Peterson, Riechers, Solomonson, Wolfe, Yarusso, Doan 
NAYS:      None  

Commissioner Riechers stated that an additional concern is exclusion of types of siding even if 
tastefully done.  Ms. Castle stated that steel and aluminum siding are allowed.  The intent is to 
not allow galvanized steel or corrugated metal.  Although less expensive, staff’s concern is 
durability and compatibility in neighborhoods.  Amendments have allowed larger structures, but 
staff does not want to allow pole barn structures.   

Commissioner Peterson agreed that habitable space is a separate discussion from accessory 
structures.  He is not opposed to small metal structures, but large ones would not be compatible 
in neighborhoods.  He is hesitant to disallow less expensive material. 

Commissioner Yarusso also agreed and suggested up to 150 square feet could be a metal shed.  
That allows people to buy kits that are available.  There are already restrictions for setbacks and 
placement in rear yards.  Secondary living structures would be a separate discussion.  

Chair Doan would like a separate workshop discussion about detached dens, entertainment 
spaces, offices or tree houses.  The difference is whether people can sleep overnight.  The issue 
is also enforcement.  He would like to be open to creativity and not be restrictive, unless it 
becomes a problem.  

MOTION: by Commissioner Riechers, seconded by Commissioner Wolfe to table   
consideration of Ordinance 965 addressing accessory structures on   
residential properties.  The text amendment clarifies regulations pertaining  
to Conditional Use Permits, lot area, structure setbacks, habitable space,   
and exterior materials and design. 

VOTE:    AYES:  Anderson, Peterson, Riechers, Solomonson, Yarusso, Wolfe, Doan 
NAYS:  None 

MISCELLANEOUS

City Council Meetings 
There will be no planning items at the September 4th City Council meeting.  Chair Doan will 
attend the September 17th meeting. 

Workshop Meeting 
The Planning Commission will meet in a workshop session on September 11, 2018, at 7:00 p.m.  
Ms. Castle stated that the discussion will focus on the Comprehensive Plan.  The public hearing 
for the Comprehensive Plan is anticipated to open October 23, 2018, and be held open a month. 
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ADJOURNMENT

MOTION: by Commissioner Solomonson, seconded by Commissioner  
Yarusso to adjourn the meeting at 9:07 p.m. 

VOTE:  AYES:  Anderson, Peterson, Riechers, Solomonson, Yarusso, Wolfe, Doan 
NAYS:  None 

ATTEST: 

_______________________________ 
Kathleen Castle 
City Planner 
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