
           

City of Ramsey
Agenda

Regular Planning Commission
Thursday December 3, 2015

7:00 pm
Council Chambers, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW

             

1. Call to Order
 

2. Citizen Input
 

3. Approve Agenda
 

4. Approve Minutes
 

1.   Approve the November 12, 2015 Planing Commission Meeting Minutes
 

5. Public Hearing/Commission Business
 

1.   PUBLIC HEARING: Consider Ordinance #16-1 Establishing an Administrative Grading Permit
 

2.   Discuss Potential Work Plan Items and Need for Annual Planning Commission Report
 

6. Commission/Staff Input
 

1.   Zoning Bulletins
 

7. Adjournment
 

Our Mission: To work together to responsibly grow our community, and to provide quality, cost-effective, and efficient government
services
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7. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner VanScoy, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, VanScoy, Andrusko, 

Brauer, Maul, and Nosan.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 8:55 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Community Development Director 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Community Development Assistant 

 

Drafted by Heidi Guenther 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 



Grading is permissible in any situation where a public agency needs to move soil, rock, or other natural
materials as part of construction or maintenance of streets and utilities.

2.

Grading is also allowed without an IUP on individual residential lots as long as it is by less than three (3) feet
in depth, fills less than two (2) feet at any point, and does not interfere with surface drainage in the area.

3.

Excavations that require the removal of less than 400 cubic yards of earth material are exempted from the
IUP requirement.

4.

The phrasing of the final exception has caused some ambiguity in terms of enforcement and fee collection. While a
project may impact less than 400 cubic yards of material, it may still negatively impact drainage patterns.

The City has long employed an administrative permitting process because these excavations still involve a
significant amount of earth moving and can have impacts on drainage and erosion control. There are fees that
accompany this permit due to the staff time that is used in reviewing the erosion control plan and determining
whether the change in contours would negatively impact neighboring parcels. Language supporting the use of
administrative permitting occurs in other sections of City Code, but the permit is never expressly established in City
Code. The intent of this ordinance is to more clearly articulate the requirement for a Grading Permit.

The Engineering Department believes it is appropriate and acceptable to allow small-scale grading projects (less
than forth [40] cubic yards) to proceed without a permit, but that any grading project disturbing forty (40) or more
cubic yards of earth material should be subject to review by City Staff. Projects larger than 40 cubic yards can have
a tangible effect on erosion and runoff patterns and may result in damage to neighboring parcels if not carefully
planned. The goal is to make the application process simplistic for the Applicant by requiring base data for square
footage of impacted area and changes to contours. Staff can then use this information to better aide the Applicant
and calculate cubic yards of disturbance.

The draft Ordinance establishes Section 117-58 (Administrative Grading Permits) and outlines the conditions that
trigger the permit requirement. It also establishes exemptions to the permit requirement and outlines the basic
submittal requirements to accompany the Administrative Grading Permit Application.

Alternatives

Alternative #1: Recommend City Council adopt Ordinance #16-1 establishing an Administrative Grading Permit
for activities disturbing forty (40) or more cubic yards of earth material. The intent of this Ordinance is to eliminate
any ambiguity regarding whether a permit and review by the City is required for certain grading activities. The
Ordinance formally establishes the Administrative Grading Permit and provides the City an opportunity to review
proposed projects prior to commencement to ensure that there are not unintended, negative impacts on drainage
patterns and that proper erosion control measures are in place. The City Council has already adopted the fee as part
of Rates and Charges. Staff supports this alternative.

Alternative #2: Recommend City Council adopt Ordinance #16-1 establishing an Administrative Grading Permit
for activities, but with a different threshold. After review of several other metro communities, the threshold of forty
(40) cubic yards appears to be a common threshold without being overly restrictive. Alternative thresholds could be
considered if the Planning Commission desired.

Alternative #3: Do not recommend approval of Ordinance #16-1. There is some ambiguity in City Code presently
about whether any permit or review is necessary for activities that disturb less than 400 cubic yards of material.
Staff believes that grading activities disturbing forty (40) or more cubic yards of material should be reviewed for the
welfare of adjacent properties to verify that the proposed alterations would not result in detrimental drainage
patterns and that appropriate erosion control measures are in place prior to the project beginning. Staff does not
support this alternative.

Funding Source:
This case is being handled as part of Staff's normal duties.

Recommendation:
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species of fast growing trees, and where practical, stockpiles of overburden materials shall be 
used to screen the operation work site. 

(7) Slopes. The maximum permitted slope for any grading, mining or filling operation other than the 
working face shall be sloped on all sides at a maximum ratio of two feet horizontal to one foot 
vertical, unless a steeper slope shall be approved by the engineer. In no case shall the slope of 
the working face of the operation be left unattended with a slope greater than two feet horizontal 
to one foot vertical. Where excavations are adjacent to a public roadway or other right-of-way, 
the excavation shall have a maximum four to one slope. Slopes adjacent to or contiguous to 
bodies of water shall be sloped at a maximum of five to one. 

(8) Setback. Grading, mining or filling operation shall not be conducted closer than 30 feet to the 
right-of-way line of any existing or platted street, road or highway, except that excavating may be 
conducted within such limits in order to reduce or raise the elevation thereof in conformity to the 
existing or platted street, road or highway. 

(9) Security agreement. Prior to commencing any grading, mining or filling operations, a performance 
bond, cash escrow or irrevocable letter of credit, in such form and amounts as the city may 
require, shall be deposited with the city. The amount of this deposit shall vary according to the 
scope and duration of the project and shall be established by the council. This deposit may be 
used by the city to: pay for the cost and expense of repairing any public rights-of-way due to the 
grading, mining or filling operation; pay for any costs associated in administering the requirements 
of this chapter; and to pay for any restoration of the work site not properly restored upon 
completion. This security shall be used by the city only in the event that the permit holder fails to 
pay bills submitted for costs incurred by the city. 

(10) Earth material. No earth material shall be imported to or exported from the work site until the haul 
road has been officially designated as a haul road by the city and all materials hauled from the 
source shall be hauled over that road. The haul road designation process shall be pursuant to 
section 2051.3 of the state department of transportation's Standard Specifications for 
Construction, 1983 Edition. 

(f) Insurance. The applicant shall file with the administrator a liability insurance policy or certificate of such 
insurance acceptable to the city and issued by an insurance company authorized to do business in the 
state. 

(1) The policy shall be an all-perils or general liability insurance policy in the minimum amount of 
$1,000,000.00. The policy shall name the city as an additional insured. The policy shall require 
that the city be notified 30 days in advance of cancellation of the policy. 

(2) Said policy shall be for the full period of the permit and shall provide for the giving of ten days 
prior notice to the administrator by registered mail of termination, cancellation, or amendment of 
the policy. 

(3) In the event said policy is terminated for any reason, the permit shall be automatically suspended 
upon the day the policy terminates, unless a new policy complying with this section is obtained 
and filed with the administrator prior to the termination of the policy in force. 

(g) Regulations and requirements and operating standards.

(1) The council as a pre-requisite to the granting of said permit or after such permit has been granted, 
may impose such further restrictions and requirements as may be reasonable and necessary 
under the particular circumstances of each application. Such restrictions and requirements may 
be in contract form with the applicant or any other person interested directly or indirectly in the 
issuance of such permit. 

(2) No excavation or digging shall be made beyond the limits for which the particular permit is granted 
and in no case shall any excavation or digging be made within 30 feet of any adjoining road right-
of-way or structure as may be in the area without obtaining specific approval by the council. 



 

It is the intent and effect of Ordinance #15-19 to amend Ramsey, Minnesota City Code Section 117-58 to 

clearly establish an Administrative Grading Permit for grading activities disturbing forty (40) or more cubic 

yards of earth material.   

 

SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE 

 

The effective date of this Ordinance is thirty (30) days after its passage and publication, subject to City 

Charter Section 5.07. 

 

 Adopted by the Ramsey City Council the 26th day of November, 2016. 

 

 

             

     _____________________________________________ 

     Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

_______________________________________ 

City Clerk 

 

Introduction Date:  

Posting Dates:   

Adoption Date:    

Publication Date:  

Effective Date:    



   
Regular Planning Commission   6. 1.           
Meeting Date: 12/03/2015  
By: JoAnn Shaw, Community Development

Information
Title:
Zoning Bulletins

Purpose/Background:
Enclosed are zoning periodicals for your review.

Notification:

Observations/Alternatives:

Funding Source:

Recommendation:

Action:

Attachments
Zoning Bulletins

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 11/25/2015 01:24 PM
Form Started By: JoAnn Shaw Started On: 11/23/2015 12:31 PM
Final Approval Date: 11/25/2015 
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PLANNING COMMISSION 

 CITY OF RAMSEY 

 ANOKA COUNTY 

 STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

The Ramsey Planning Commission conducted a regular meeting on Thursday, November 12, 

2015, at the Ramsey Municipal Center, 7550 Sunwood Drive NW, Ramsey, Minnesota. 

 

Members Present:  Chairperson Gary Levine 

    Commissioner Andrew Andrusko 

    Commissioner Randy Bauer 

    Commissioner Ralph Brauer 

    Commissioner Matthew Maul 

    Commissioner Cindy Nosan 

    Commissioner Gary VanScoy 

 

Members Absent:  None  

 

Also Present:   Community Development Director Timothy Gladhill 

    City Planner Chris Anderson 

Planning Intern Geoff Solomonson 

 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chairperson Levine called the regular meeting to order at 7:01 p.m. 

 

2. CITIZEN INPUT 

 

None. 

 

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill requested the Commission add Item 5.05 to the 

agenda to discuss a potential business incubator. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner VanScoy, to approve the agenda as 

amended adding Item 5.05. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, VanScoy, Andrusko, 

Brauer, Maul, and Nosan.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

4. APPROVE PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 

 

4.01: Approve the Following Planning Commission Minutes: 
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 4.01.1: Planning Commission Meeting Minutes Dated October 15, 2015 

 

Motion by Commissioner VanScoy, seconded by Commissioner Nosan, to approve the following 

minutes as presented:  Planning Commission Meeting Minutes dated October 15, 2015. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Commissioners VanScoy, Nosan, Andrusko, Bauer, and Brauer.  

Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None.  Abstain: Chairperson Levine and Maul. 

 

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS/COMMISSION BUSINESS 

 

5.01: Public Hearing: Consider Request for a Variance to the Driveway Setback 

Requirement on the Property Located at 5581 148th Lane NW 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 7:02 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill presented the staff report stating through the Code 

Enforcement Program, the City became aware of an existing driveway extension that encroaches 

into the required five (5) foot driveway setback on the property located at 5581 148th Lane NW.  

Upon receiving a Notice of Violation from the City, Douglas and Vicky Foyt submitted an 

application for a variance from the standard driveway setback.  Staff reviewed the request in 

detail with the Commission and recommended approval of the variance contingent upon the 

driveway extension surface being upgraded to comply with current City Code standards and upon 

the applicant entering into an Easement Encroachment Agreement with the City. 

 

Commissioner Maul explained he would be abstaining from action on this item. 

 

Citizen Input 

 

Douglas Foyt, 5581 148th lane NW, explained he stored his boat on the side of his garage during 

the summer months and on the pad during the winter.  However, after he purchased a trailer, the 

trailer now sits on the pad and the boat was stored indoors.  He provided further comment on the 

grade of the storage pad and noted the surface was St. Cloud granite.   

 

Vicky Foyt, 5581 148th Lane NW, commented they have not had any ponding or drainage issues 

between her and her neighbors from the storage pad.  

 

Commissioner Bauer asked if the storage pad area were to be paved if the drainage would remain 

the same.   

 

Mr. Foyt reported this was the case.  He questioned if pavers could be used on the storage pad.   
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Community Development Director Gladhill indicated the City would support this type of 

material on the storage pad.  Further discussion ensued regarding the easement on the property. 

 

Commissioner Brauer discussed the encroachment issue from the October meeting and 

questioned how the Foyt’s request differed.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reported the homeowner’s making the request from 

October had a very extensive retaining wall with several tiers along with an accessory structure 

up against a wetland.  He noted a stormwater pond and wetlands were not involved in the Foyt’s 

request.   

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Andrusko, to close the public 

hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Andrusko, Brauer, 

Nosan, and VanScoy.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None.  Abstain: Maul. 

 

Chairperson Levine closed the public hearing closed at 7:18 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner VanScoy, to adopt Resolution #15-

11-270 approving Findings of Fact #0956. 

 

Further discussion 

 

Commissioner Brauer requested the Commission review the Findings of Fact prior to approval. 

 

The Commission reviewed the favorable Findings of Fact.  

 

Commissioner VanScoy requested a Friendly Amendment adding a Finding of Fact stating there 

was no significant drainage or wetlands on the property. The Commission supported the addition 

of this Finding. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, VanScoy, Andrusko, 

Brauer, and Nosan.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None.  Abstain: Maul. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner VanScoy, to recommend adopt 

Resolution #15-11-271 granting a variance to the standard driveway setback on the Subject 

Property. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, VanScoy, Andrusko, 

Brauer, and Nosan.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None.  Abstain: Maul. 
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5.02: Public Hearing: Request for a Conditional Use Permit to Exceed Sign Size and 

Height Restrictions at 8035 Riverdale Drive NW, Case of Ramsey-Arbor Properties, 

LLC. 

 

Public Hearing 

 

Chairperson Levine called the public hearing to order at 7:23 p.m. 

 

Presentation 

 

Planning Intern Solomonson presented the staff report stating the City has received an 

application from Ramsey-Arbor Properties, LLC requesting a conditional use permit (CUP) to 

exceed sign size restrictions for their parcel located at 8035 Riverdale Drive NW.  The subject 

property is located directly adjacent to the Armstrong Boulevard Interchange project.  The 

applicant desires to construct a 225 square foot (450 square foot gross aggregate surface area) 

sign to a height of seventy-five (75) feet without the required monument style base material.  

Staff discussed the request in detail with the Commission and recommended approval of the 

conditional use permit contingent upon incorporating a monument style base finish consistent 

with the exterior finish of the principal building to a minimum height of six (6) feet.  

 

Citizen Input 

 

Commissioner Bauer questioned why staff was recommending a monument base on the sign. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reported this recommendation was being made for 

ground level aesthetics purposes.   

 

Commissioner Brauer asked what the height of the overpass would be.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill discussed the height of the overpass in further detail 

with the Commission. 

 

Steve Young, 8035 Riverdale Drive NW, discussed the sign location further and explained he 

was proposing to remove the existing 25-foot sign and would be replacing it with a multi-use 75-

foot sign with a monument style base.   

 

Commissioner Bauer inquired if City Code had any limits as to how many uses could share the 

sign. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reported the City did not have any specific 

requirements regarding the number of shared users on a sign.   

 

Mr. Young anticipated that he would have three or four tenants on the sign.   

 

Commissioner VanScoy asked if the applicant had a preference with regard to the sign base. 
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Mr. Young preferred to not be required to have a monument style base given the high volume of 

traffic that would not see the sign base.  He was not opposed to landscaping around the sign base.  

 

Community Development Director Gladhill was not opposed to this suggestion; however he was 

following City Ordinance.  

 

Commissioner Bauer inquired how tall the monument style base of the sign had to be.  

 

Planning Intern Solomonson reported City Code required the base of the sign to be six feet in 

height.  

 

Commissioner VanScoy supported staff’s recommendation and suggested the monument style 

base be required. 

 

Commissioner Nosan did not believe the monument base had to be six feet in height.  

 

Chairperson Levine understood the need for consistency across the City with its signs. 

 

Commissioner Andrusko discussed the amount of concrete that would be needed to anchor the 

sign.  For this reason, he recommended the Planning Commission require a decorative monument 

style base on the sign.      

 

Further discussion ensued regarding the number of existing signs on the property. 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Maul, to close the public hearing. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Maul, Andrusko, 

Brauer, Nosan, and VanScoy.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

Chairperson Levine closed the public hearing closed at 7:47 p.m. 

 

Commission Business 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Maul, to recommend that City 

Council adopt Resolution #15-11-272 approving Findings of Fact #0957. 

 

Further discussion 

 

Commissioner Brauer reviewed the Findings of Fact discussing the proper language in order for 

the Findings to be favorable. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Maul, Andrusko, 

Brauer, Nosan, and VanScoy.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 
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Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner Maul, to recommend that City 

Council adopt Resolution #15-11-273 approving Ramsey-Arbor Properties, LLC’s request for a 

conditional use permit to exceed sign size restrictions established by City Code without requiring 

the monument style base finish. 

 

Further discussion 

 

Commissioner VanScoy supported the monument style base requirement as recommended by 

staff. 

 

Commissioner Brauer agreed. 

 

Commissioner Bauer did not believe a six-foot concrete wall constituted a “monument style 

base”.  He believed this would detract from the sign. 

 

Commissioner Brauer suggested this request be approved as requested and that staff be directed 

to review City Code regarding sign bases.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill recommended that the Commission not require the 

base and that an Ordinance review be completed in the future separate from action on this item. 

 

Commissioner Nosan questioned when the Planning Commission would revisit this issue. 

 

Commissioner Bauer was in favor of the Commission reviewing the City’s entire sign code in 

December. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reported he would bring a work plan to the 

Commission in December.   

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, Maul, Andrusko, 

Brauer, and Nosan.  Voting No:  VanScoy.  Absent:  None. 

 

5.03: Receive Update on Public Works Campus Space Needs Analysis and Consider 

Policy for a Future McKinley Street Connection. 

 

Presentation 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill presented the staff report and reviewed the campus 

space needs analysis with the Planning Commission.  He requested the Commission consider 

policy direction on McKinley Street as one of the top concepts for the proposed future public 

works campus requires the future connection of McKinley Street to be vacated.   

 

Commission Business 

 

Commissioner Bauer questioned how long range the plan was. 
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Public Works Superintendent Reemer believed the plan was slated for tentative construction in 

2018.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill agreed stating there was three years of planning 

needed in order to properly complete the project.  

 

Commissioner Bauer inquired when the City’s transportation plan would be complete. 

 

 Community Development Director Gladhill anticipated that the transportation would be 

completed late 2016 or early 2017. 

 

Commissioner Bauer was in favor of not making a single sided decision, but rather wanted the 

Planning Commission to take a look at the overall transportation plan. 

 

Chairperson Levine commented the McKinley issue has been an issue in Ramsey for 30 years.  

The roadway should have been a through street.  He believed this was an important issue for the 

Commission to address.   

 

Public Works Superintendent Reemer explained there was talk of constructing an underpass 

under the railroad at Sunfish Lake Boulevard.  He indicated this would directly impact and close 

off McKinley.  He did not believe that McKinley would be used enough to push it through. 

 

Further discussion ensued regarding the amount of traffic using McKinley and 143rd.  

 

Commissioner Brauer was in favor of taking McKinley off the table and giving the Public Works 

Department the green light to proceed with their planning efforts.   

 

Community Development Director Gladhill provided further comment on future rail crossings 

planned for the City of Ramsey.   

 

Motion by Commissioner Brauer, seconded by Commissioner Maul, to remove future 

consideration of a connection at McKinley Street. 

 

Commissioner VanScoy requested further information on the proposed frontage road. 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill reviewed the location of the proposed frontage road 

and discussed how this roadway would assist with directing traffic along the front side of 

Highway 10. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Brauer, Maul, Andrusko, 

Nosan, and VanScoy.  Voting No: Bauer.  Absent:  None. 
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Chairperson Levine recessed the meeting at 8:32 p.m. 

 

Chairperson Levine reconvened the meeting at 8:37 p.m. 

 

5.04: Receive Presentation on Land Use Chapter of the Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Presentation 

 

Planning Intern Solomonson reviewed the Land Use Chapter of the Comprehensive Plan in detail 

with the Commission.  

 

Commission Business 

 

Chairperson Levine thanked staff for the update.  

 

5.05: Discuss Potential Business Incubator. 

 

Presentation 

 

Commissioner Brauer discussed the importance of encouraging business development in the City 

of Ramsey.  He supported the City pursuing a business incubator that could offer support to local 

entrepreneurs.  He reviewed a series of questions that would need to be addressed by the 

Commission and staff.  He recommended that a pilot program be created along with a planning 

process to move this program forward.   

 

Commission Business 

 

Community Development Director Gladhill suggested staff create a work plan, conduct initial 

investigations and proceed in this manner.   

 

Commissioner Andrusko supported the business incubator moving forward.  

 

Motion by Commissioner Andrusko, seconded by Commissioner Maul, to direct staff to move 

forward with the business incubator initiative and to begin drafting a work plan. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Andrusko, Maul, Bauer, 

Brauer, Nosan, and VanScoy.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None.   

 

6. COMMISSION / STAFF INPUT 

 

The Staff Update was noted. 

 

6.01: Zoning Bulletins 

 

Zoning Bulletins were noted. 
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7. ADJOURNMENT 

 

Motion by Commissioner Bauer, seconded by Commissioner VanScoy, to adjourn the meeting. 

 

Motion Carried.  Voting Yes:  Chairperson Levine, Commissioners Bauer, VanScoy, Andrusko, 

Brauer, Maul, and Nosan.  Voting No:  None.  Absent:  None. 

 

The regular meeting of the Planning Commission adjourned at 8:55 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Tim Gladhill 

Community Development Director 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

__________________________________ 

JoAnn Shaw 

Community Development Assistant 

 

Drafted by Heidi Guenther 

TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 
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Meeting Date: 12/03/2015  
By: Michael Healy, Community

Development

Information
Title:
PUBLIC HEARING: Consider Ordinance #16-1 Establishing an Administrative Grading Permit

Purpose/Background:
Purpose

The purpose of this case is to consider adopting Ordinance #16-1 establishing an Administrative Grading Permit for
certain grading activities. 

Background

City Code Section 117-359 (Grading, Mining and Filling Permits) addresses grading activities that excavate 400 or
more cubic yards from a site or filling of two (2) feet or greater at any point by requiring an Interim Use Permit
(IUP). However, this process is intended for actual mining activities, not grading activities related to improvements
of existing uses. 

On projects requiring Building Permits, the City already reviews grading plans to ensure protective measures are in
place to manage stormwater runoff, erosion control, and water quality. City Code does not currently have a
requirement for a Grading Permit for alterations if a Building Permit is not required. As the community continues
to develop, and statewide stormwater improvements are amended, Staff believes that it is in the public's best interest
to introduce a process that not only 'right-sizes' larger grading activities that are not mining operations, but allow the
City Engineer the opportunity to review changes in grading patterns to ensure that flooding issues are not created on
adjacent properties and that proper erosion control measures are in place to prevent sedimentation from entering
into the regional stormwater systems.

As it relates to current City Code, an IUP would be required for activities resulting in the import or export of more
than 400 cubic yards. However, the required submittal information seems excessive for non-mining operations
which involve simply improving an existing lot, but not creating a mining operation. Thus, Staff has drafted
Ordinance #16-1 to establish an administrative grading permit that would be applicable to projects disturbing forty
(40) or more cubic yards of earth material (approximately equivalent to four [4] dump truck loads) or that would
potentially occur within a drainage and utility easement, to ensure that a proposed project would not negatively
impact drainage patterns for adjacent properties.

Notification:
The Notice of Public Hearing was published in the City's official newspaper, the Anoka County UnionHerald.

Observations/Alternatives:
City Code Section 117-359 (Grading, Mining and Filling Permits) currently regulates grading, mining, and filling
by requiring an IUP for any property where these activities will occur. The IUP requirement is intended to regulate
mining activities and there are several exceptions to the IUP requirement outlined in Section 117-359 (c). Those
exceptions are as follows: 

Grading can occur without additional permits as part of an approved grading plan in a subdivision plat, site
plan, or planned unit development.

1.

Grading is permissible in any situation where a public agency needs to move soil, rock, or other natural2.



Grading is permissible in any situation where a public agency needs to move soil, rock, or other natural
materials as part of construction or maintenance of streets and utilities.

2.

Grading is also allowed without an IUP on individual residential lots as long as it is by less than three (3) feet
in depth, fills less than two (2) feet at any point, and does not interfere with surface drainage in the area.

3.

Excavations that require the removal of less than 400 cubic yards of earth material are exempted from the
IUP requirement.

4.

The phrasing of the final exception has caused some ambiguity in terms of enforcement and fee collection. While a
project may impact less than 400 cubic yards of material, it may still negatively impact drainage patterns.

The City has long employed an administrative permitting process because these excavations still involve a
significant amount of earth moving and can have impacts on drainage and erosion control. There are fees that
accompany this permit due to the staff time that is used in reviewing the erosion control plan and determining
whether the change in contours would negatively impact neighboring parcels. Language supporting the use of
administrative permitting occurs in other sections of City Code, but the permit is never expressly established in City
Code. The intent of this ordinance is to more clearly articulate the requirement for a Grading Permit.

The Engineering Department believes it is appropriate and acceptable to allow small-scale grading projects (less
than forth [40] cubic yards) to proceed without a permit, but that any grading project disturbing forty (40) or more
cubic yards of earth material should be subject to review by City Staff. Projects larger than 40 cubic yards can have
a tangible effect on erosion and runoff patterns and may result in damage to neighboring parcels if not carefully
planned. The goal is to make the application process simplistic for the Applicant by requiring base data for square
footage of impacted area and changes to contours. Staff can then use this information to better aide the Applicant
and calculate cubic yards of disturbance.

The draft Ordinance establishes Section 117-58 (Administrative Grading Permits) and outlines the conditions that
trigger the permit requirement. It also establishes exemptions to the permit requirement and outlines the basic
submittal requirements to accompany the Administrative Grading Permit Application.

Alternatives

Alternative #1: Recommend City Council adopt Ordinance #16-1 establishing an Administrative Grading Permit
for activities disturbing forty (40) or more cubic yards of earth material. The intent of this Ordinance is to eliminate
any ambiguity regarding whether a permit and review by the City is required for certain grading activities. The
Ordinance formally establishes the Administrative Grading Permit and provides the City an opportunity to review
proposed projects prior to commencement to ensure that there are not unintended, negative impacts on drainage
patterns and that proper erosion control measures are in place. The City Council has already adopted the fee as part
of Rates and Charges. Staff supports this alternative.

Alternative #2: Recommend City Council adopt Ordinance #16-1 establishing an Administrative Grading Permit
for activities, but with a different threshold. After review of several other metro communities, the threshold of forty
(40) cubic yards appears to be a common threshold without being overly restrictive. Alternative thresholds could be
considered if the Planning Commission desired.

Alternative #3: Do not recommend approval of Ordinance #16-1. There is some ambiguity in City Code presently
about whether any permit or review is necessary for activities that disturb less than 400 cubic yards of material.
Staff believes that grading activities disturbing forty (40) or more cubic yards of material should be reviewed for the
welfare of adjacent properties to verify that the proposed alterations would not result in detrimental drainage
patterns and that appropriate erosion control measures are in place prior to the project beginning. Staff does not
support this alternative.

Funding Source:
This case is being handled as part of Staff's normal duties.

Recommendation:



Staff recommends adopting Ordinance #16-1 establishing an Administrative Grading Permit for grading activities
that will disturb forty (40) or more cubic yards.

Action:
Motion to recommend City Council adopt Ordinance #16-1 establishing an Administrative Grading Permit for
activities disturbing forty (40) or more cubic yards of earth material.

Attachments
Existing Code-Grading,Mining, and Filling
DRAFT Ordinance #16-1
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Sec. 117-359. - Grading, mining and filling permits. 

(a) Purpose. The purpose of this section is to safeguard life, limb, property and the public welfare by 
controlling grading, mining, and filling operations so as to minimize conflicts with adjacent land uses, 
to preserve good soils and to regulate the type of materials used in filling operations, and to ensure 
that disturbed areas are restored upon completion of the operation. 

(b) Scope. This section sets forth rules and regulations to control grading, mining, excavation, and 
earthwork construction including fills and embankments, establish the administrative procedure for 
issuance of permits, and provides for approval of plans and inspection of grading construction. 

(c) Exceptions. This section shall not apply to: 

(1) The excavation, removal, or storage of rock, sand, dirt, gravel, clay, black dirt, peat, or other like 
material for the purpose of compliance with a grading plan approved as part of a subdivision plat, 
site plan, or planned unit development, if said plat, site plan or planned unit development does 
not require the exporting of earth material, or for the purpose of the yard, foundation, or basement 
of a building in the process of being erected, built, or placed thereon contemporaneously with, or 
immediately following, such excavation, removal or storage. 

(2) The excavation, removal, or storage of rock, sand, dirt, gravel, clay, black dirt, peat, or other like 
material by a public agency incidental to the construction or maintenance of streets or utilities. 

(3) Grading of individual residential lots by less than three feet in depth, filling of less than two feet at 
any point and which does interfere with surface drainage in the area. 

(4) Excavations that require removal of less than 400 cubic yards of earth material.

(d) Administration.

(1) An interim use permit shall be required for all grading, mining and filling operations as required 
herein. Said permit shall be applied for pursuant to section 117-52 and issued for a maximum 
period of three years, after which a permit renewal is required. Permit renewal requests shall be 
processed as an original request for an interim use permit. 

(2) The following operations shall be covered by this section: the removal, crushing, borrowing, filling 
and excavation of earth material. 

(3) The costs to the city of the continuous administration of any interim use permit issued herein shall 
be paid by the permit holder. In order to insure payment, the operator shall deposit with the city 
an escrow sum in an amount specified by the city engineer. Said escrow deposit will then be used 
to defray the city's expenses in the continuing administration of the interim use permit. In the 
event the escrow fund is not properly funded, as described in this subsection (d)(3), the operator 
shall cease and further operations and the interim use permit will be deemed suspended until the 
proper sums have been deposited into the escrow fund. These costs are in addition to any security 
requirements of the interim use permit. 

(4) Application for the interim use permit shall be made in writing to the council on such form as the 
council may from time to time designate, and shall include the following information: 

a. Names and address of the applicant, operator and owner of the land.

b. The purpose of the permit.

c. The exact legal description and acreage of the property to be graded, mined or filled.

d. The following maps of the entire work site and including all areas within 350 feet of the work 
site. All maps shall be drawn at a scale of one inch to 100 feet unless otherwise stated below: 

1. Map 1: existing work site conditions to include:

(i) Contour map (two-foot intervals);

(ii) Existing vegetation;
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(iii) Existing drainage and permanent water areas;

(iv) Existing structures;

(v) Existing wells; and

(vi) Water table elevations.

2. Map 2: proposed operations to include:

(i) Location of work sites to be graded, mined or filled showing elevations of each 
stage of proposed operations; 

(ii) Location of storage of mined materials, showing maximum height of storage 
deposits;

(iii) Location of vehicle parking, and access roads;

(iv) Location and description of erosion and sediment control structures;

(v) Location of any proposed dewatering operations.

3. Map 3: end use plan to include:

(i) Final grade of proposed work site showing elevations and contour lines at two-foot 
intervals; 

(ii) Location and species of vegetation to be planted;

(iii) Phasing plan; and

(iv) Stormwater drainage plan.

4. Map 4: location of designated hauling roads from work site to a state or federal highway.

e. A soil erosion and sediment control plan.

f. A plan for dust and noise control.

g. A full and adequate description of all phases of the proposed operation to include an estimate 
of duration of the grading, mining or filling operation, location and approximate acreage of 
each stage and schedule for restoration. 

h. A rehabilitation or restoration plan providing for the orderly and continuing rehabilitation of 
all excavated land. Such plan shall illustrate, using appropriate photographs, maps, and 
surveys drawn to a scale of one inch equals 100 feet and with a two-foot contour interval 
satisfactory to the engineer, the following: 

1. The final or planned contours of the land when the mineral removal operations are 
completed. 

2. Those areas of the work site that will be used for storage of top soil and overburden.

3. The elevation and location of all water bodies.

i. Location of any and all existing wells and the size and depth thereof located on the work site. 

j. Location and description of any proposed dewatering operations.

k. An analysis of the earth material to be used in the filling, which analysis shall include the 
following: 

1. pH content.

2. Organic material content.

3. Determination of the presence or lack of hazardous substances as defined by the 
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency. 
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l. The analysis as required herein shall be certified by a qualified testing laboratory.

m. Any other information requested by the city staff, planning commission or council.

(e) Performance standards.

(1) General provisions.

a. Weeds and other unsightly or noxious vegetation shall be cut or trimmed as may be 
necessary to preserve a reasonably neat appearance of the work site and to minimize 
seeding on adjacent property. 

b. All equipment used for grading mining or filling operations shall be maintained and operated 
in such a manner as to minimize, as far is practicable, noises, dust and vibrations adversely 
affecting surrounding properties. In addition, all machinery shall be kept in good repair and 
painted regularly. Abandoned machinery and rubbish shall be removed from the work site 
regularly. 

c. All hauling operations shall be completed so as to minimize noise, safety and dust concerns 
to adjacent residential properties. 

d. All grading, mining and filling work sites shall be properly safeguarded to prevent the general 
public from depositing garbage or other refuse in the work site. 

e. All structures that are not being used shall be removed from the work site.

f. Existing tree and ground cover shall be preserved to the extent feasible, maintained and 
supplemented by selective cutting, transplanting and replanting of trees, shrubs and other 
ground cover along all setback areas. 

(2) Water resources.

a. The grading, mining or filling operation shall be conducted in such a manner as to minimize 
interference with the surface water drainage outside of the boundaries of the operation. 

b. Excavation occurring below groundwater elevation may require an analysis performed by a 
hydrologist or other qualified professional. Such analysis shall address whether the proposed 
excavation shall have a significant impact on the adjacent groundwater quantity and quality. 
In general, excavations less than 15 acres shall be exempt from this requirement unless 
there is evidence of clay lenses or perched water table adjacent to the excavation, in which 
case some analysis may be required. 

(3) Safety fencing. Safety fencing may be required around all or portions of the grading, mining or 
filling operation at the discretion of the council. Fencing may be ordered by the council or city 
engineer any time the permit is in force and shall be installed within 24 hours' written notice. 

(4) Access roads.

a. The location of the intersection of mining, grading or filling access roads with any public 
roads shall be selected such that traffic on the access roads will have sufficient distance of 
public roads in view so that any turns onto the public road can be completed with a margin 
of safety as determined by the city engineer. 

b. All access roads from grading, mining or filling operations to public highways, roads or 
streets shall be maintained in order to minimize dust considerations. 

(5) Fill materials. An analysis of all fill materials must be provided to and approved by the city engineer 
prior to commencing any filling activities. No filling materials shall be permitted which in the 
opinion of the city engineer would be undevelopable or create substandard soils. 

(6) Screening barrier. To minimize problems of dust and noise and to shield operations from public 
view, a screening barrier may be required between the work site and adjacent properties. A 
screening barrier may also be required between the work site and any public roads located within 
500 feet of any grading, mining or filling operations. The screening barrier shall be planted with a 
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species of fast growing trees, and where practical, stockpiles of overburden materials shall be 
used to screen the operation work site. 

(7) Slopes. The maximum permitted slope for any grading, mining or filling operation other than the 
working face shall be sloped on all sides at a maximum ratio of two feet horizontal to one foot 
vertical, unless a steeper slope shall be approved by the engineer. In no case shall the slope of 
the working face of the operation be left unattended with a slope greater than two feet horizontal 
to one foot vertical. Where excavations are adjacent to a public roadway or other right-of-way, 
the excavation shall have a maximum four to one slope. Slopes adjacent to or contiguous to 
bodies of water shall be sloped at a maximum of five to one. 

(8) Setback. Grading, mining or filling operation shall not be conducted closer than 30 feet to the 
right-of-way line of any existing or platted street, road or highway, except that excavating may be 
conducted within such limits in order to reduce or raise the elevation thereof in conformity to the 
existing or platted street, road or highway. 

(9) Security agreement. Prior to commencing any grading, mining or filling operations, a performance 
bond, cash escrow or irrevocable letter of credit, in such form and amounts as the city may 
require, shall be deposited with the city. The amount of this deposit shall vary according to the 
scope and duration of the project and shall be established by the council. This deposit may be 
used by the city to: pay for the cost and expense of repairing any public rights-of-way due to the 
grading, mining or filling operation; pay for any costs associated in administering the requirements 
of this chapter; and to pay for any restoration of the work site not properly restored upon 
completion. This security shall be used by the city only in the event that the permit holder fails to 
pay bills submitted for costs incurred by the city. 

(10) Earth material. No earth material shall be imported to or exported from the work site until the haul 
road has been officially designated as a haul road by the city and all materials hauled from the 
source shall be hauled over that road. The haul road designation process shall be pursuant to 
section 2051.3 of the state department of transportation's Standard Specifications for 
Construction, 1983 Edition. 

(f) Insurance. The applicant shall file with the administrator a liability insurance policy or certificate of such 
insurance acceptable to the city and issued by an insurance company authorized to do business in the 
state. 

(1) The policy shall be an all-perils or general liability insurance policy in the minimum amount of 
$1,000,000.00. The policy shall name the city as an additional insured. The policy shall require 
that the city be notified 30 days in advance of cancellation of the policy. 

(2) Said policy shall be for the full period of the permit and shall provide for the giving of ten days 
prior notice to the administrator by registered mail of termination, cancellation, or amendment of 
the policy. 

(3) In the event said policy is terminated for any reason, the permit shall be automatically suspended 
upon the day the policy terminates, unless a new policy complying with this section is obtained 
and filed with the administrator prior to the termination of the policy in force. 

(g) Regulations and requirements and operating standards.

(1) The council as a pre-requisite to the granting of said permit or after such permit has been granted, 
may impose such further restrictions and requirements as may be reasonable and necessary 
under the particular circumstances of each application. Such restrictions and requirements may 
be in contract form with the applicant or any other person interested directly or indirectly in the 
issuance of such permit. 

(2) No excavation or digging shall be made beyond the limits for which the particular permit is granted 
and in no case shall any excavation or digging be made within 30 feet of any adjoining road right-
of-way or structure as may be in the area without obtaining specific approval by the council. 
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(3) Where excavations are made within 30 feet of a public roadway or other right-of-way, the 
permittee shall erect either a suitable guard rail along said right-of-way or roadway or construct a 
dirt berm not less than 30 inches in height and six feet in width at the base. 

(4) All reasonable means shall be employed by applicant to reduce dust, noise and nuisances.

(5) Noise. The maximum noise level at the perimeter of the work site shall be within the limits set by 
the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency and the Environmental Protection Agency of the United 
States. 

(6) Hours. All mining operations shall be conducted between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on weekdays 
only unless otherwise specifically approved by the city engineer or their agent. 

(7) Explosives. The use and handling of explosives shall be coordinated with the city police 
department. Blasting shall occur only at hours specified by the police department and at no other 
time. 

(8) Dust. Operators shall utilize all practical means to reduce the amount of dust caused by the 
operation. In no case shall the amount of dust or other particulate matter exceed the standards 
established by the MPCA. No operations shall be allowed when wind gusts exceed 30 miles per 
hour. 

(9) Water pollution. Operators shall comply with all applicable Minnesota Pollution Control Agency 
regulations and federal and Environmental Protection Agency regulations for the protection of 
water quality. No waste products or process residue, including untreated washwater, shall be 
deposited in any lake, or natural drainage system, except that lakes or ponds wholly contained 
within the extraction site may be so utilized. 

(10) Top soil preservation. All top soil shall be retained at the work site until complete rehabilitation of 
the work site has taken place according to the rehabilitation plan. 

(11) Designated haul routes shall be maintained by the operator in accordance with state department 
of transportation's Specification 2051.4 as found in the state department of transportation 
Standard Specifications for Construction, 1983 Edition. 

(h) Dangerous operations. The operators shall change, alter or modify immediately any excavation or 
operation therein deemed by the council to be unsanitary or dangerous or polluted or contrary to the 
general health and welfare of the community. 

(i) Designation of haul roads and traffic law compliance. Material of the kinds and for the purposes 
described herein shall not be hauled from any source until the haul road from that source has been 
officially designated as a haul road and all materials hauled from the source shall be hauled over that 
road. 

(1) The operator shall select a haul road over which it is proposed to haul the materials, as previously 
described, and notify the city engineer as to the road so selected. Within 15 calendar days after 
being notified of the haul road selection, the city engineer will, if the road so selected is a 
practicable route, approve that road as a designated haul road. 

(2) After a haul road has been officially designated, the operator may select a different road for official 
designation under the same conditions as previously stated. However, any changes made in haul 
road designation shall not relieve the operator of their obligation of restoring the previously 
designated haul road if any of the above-described materials were hauled over that road. 

(3) While hauling operations are in progress, the operator shall maintain the haul road in a condition 
satisfactory to the city engineer. This work shall include application of water, bituminous material, 
or calcium chloride to the road surface as may be necessary to alleviate dust nuisance and 
eliminate traffic hazards. This work shall also include the removal of spillage of any material on 
the haul road. 

(4) When hauling operations over any haul road are completed, the operator shall (at their option): 
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a. Restore that haul road to a condition at least equal to that which existed at the time the 
hauling operations were started; or 

b. Compensate the local road authority in an amount satisfactory to that road authority and 
concurred in by the city engineer for the restoration of that haul road by the city. 

(5) The fact that other traffic has used the haul road concurrently with the hauling of the above-
described materials shall not relieve the operator of their obligation to maintain and restore the 
haul road as above provided. 

(6) The city engineer's determination as to the kind and amount of maintenance and restoration work 
required to restore the haul road to a condition equal to that which existed at the time the hauling 
operations were started shall be final, binding and conclusive. 

(7) When hauling over any designated haul road has been completed and the operator has restored 
that road or has compensated for that restoration as required, the city engineer will accept such 
restoration or concur in such financial settlement for the restoration of the haul road (as the case 
may be) in writing, and such acceptance will relieve the operator of any additional obligation in 
connection with the restoration of that road. 

(8) If the operator fails or refuses to perform haul road restoration or to make satisfactory financial 
settlement for such restoration as required within the period specified in a written notice by the 
city engineer, the city will cause the restoration work to be done and require reimbursement 
therefor from the operator's surety. 

(9) Operators shall obey all state, county and municipal road limits and other applicable traffic 
regulations in hauling to and from the work site. Operators shall also restrict trucks hauling to and 
from the work site to the use of those public highways designated by the permit. 

(j) Site restoration. All grading, mining and filling sites shall be restored immediately after operations 
cease. Restoration shall be complete within 60 days of the cessation of operations. The following 
standards shall apply to restoration: 

(1) The peaks and depressions of the work site shall be graded and backfilled to a surface which will 
result in a gently rolling topography in substantial conformity to the land area immediately 
surrounding the work site and which will minimize erosion due to rainfall. No finished slope shall 
exceed 12 percent in grade. 

(2) Restoration shall begin after the grading, mining and/or filling of 25 percent of the total area to be 
mined or five acres, whichever is less. Once these areas have been graded, mined or filled, they 
shall be sloped and seeded as per the restoration plan. 

(3) Restored areas shall be surfaced with a soil of a quality at least equal to the topsoil of land areas 
immediately surrounding the work site, and to a depth of at least six inches. The topsoil shall be 
seeded, sodded, or planted with grasses. Trees and shrubs may also be planted but not as a 
substitute for grasses. Such planting shall adequately retard soil erosion. 

(4) The finished grade shall be such that it will not adversely affect the surrounding land or future 
development of the work site and shall be consistent with the end use plan. 

(5) Within 30 days after the deposit of approved fill materials, the filled area shall be covered with a 
minimum of six inches clean fill, and the depth of the fill shall be controlled to blend with the 
surrounding ground conditions. 

(k) Existing operations. Existing grading, mining and filling operations shall comply with these provisions 
within 180 days following the effective date of the ordinance from which this subsection is derived. 

(Code 1978, § 9.11.12; Ord. No. 87-9, 1-11-1988; Ord. No. 97-15, 12-1-1997; Ord. No. 01-15, 
7-30-2001; Ord. No. 03-30, 9-15-2003) 



ORDINANCE #16-1 

CITY OF RAMSEY 

ANOKA COUNTY 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

 

AN AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 117 OF THE CITY CODE, WHICH CHAPTER IS KNOWN AS 

ZONING AND SUBDIVISIONS OF THE CITY CODE OF RAMSEY, MINNESOTA  

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 117-58 (RESERVED) OF THE RAMSEY CITY CODE.  

The City of Ramsey Ordains: 

SECTION 1 AUTHORITY 

 

This ordinance is adopted pursuant to and under the authority of the City Charter of the City of Ramsey. 

 

SECTION 2 AMENDMENTS 

Section 117-58 is hereby established to read as follows: 

Sec. 117-58 Administrative Grading Permit 

(a) Administrative Grading Permit. An Administrative Grading Permit shall be required for any 

grading project that will disturb forty (40) or more cubic yards of earth material or for any grading 

activity that would occur within a drainage and utility easement. 

(b) Exemptions 

(1) Grading projects subject to the Interim Use Permit requirements established in Section 117-

359. 

(2) Grading projects that meet the criteria established in Section 117-359(c)(1) and (2).  

(3) Grading activities that will disturb less than forty (40) cubic yards of earth material and are not 

within a drainage and utility easement. 

(c) Submittal Requirements. The following information shall be submitted to the City along with the 

applicable application: 

(1) Scaled Site Plan that includes: 

a. Limits of disturbance. 

b. Proposed contours. 

c. Any other information deemed necessary by the City. 

(d) Application Fee and Escrow.  An application fee and escrow payment, as established in the Rates 

and Charges, shall be required. 

 

SECTION 3. SUMMARY 

 

The following is the official summary of Ordinance #15-19, which has been approved by the City Council 

of the City of Ramsey as clearly informing the public of the intent and effect of the Ordinance. 



 

It is the intent and effect of Ordinance #15-19 to amend Ramsey, Minnesota City Code Section 117-58 to 

clearly establish an Administrative Grading Permit for grading activities disturbing forty (40) or more cubic 

yards of earth material.   

 

SECTION 4. EFFECTIVE DATE 

 

The effective date of this Ordinance is thirty (30) days after its passage and publication, subject to City 

Charter Section 5.07. 

 

 Adopted by the Ramsey City Council the 26th day of November, 2016. 

 

 

             

     _____________________________________________ 

     Mayor 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

_______________________________________ 

City Clerk 

 

Introduction Date:  

Posting Dates:   

Adoption Date:    

Publication Date:  

Effective Date:    



   
Regular Planning Commission   5. 2.           
Meeting Date: 12/03/2015  
By: Tim Gladhill, Community Development

Information
Title:
Discuss Potential Work Plan Items and Need for Annual Planning Commission Report

Purpose/Background:
Purpose

The purpose of this case is to introduce a discussion about the possibility of creating an annual Work Plan for
policy topics for the Planning Commission. No work plan has been drafted at this point. The intent of this case is to
review topics previously raised by the Planning Commission and brainstorm additional topics to review. Ultimately,
Staff would request that the Planning Commission prioritize these topics for Staff to develop a reasonable and
achievable work plan.

Background

Traditionally, the Planning Commission has not prepared an annual work plan and focused on the Commission's
primary role of reacting to land use applications. However, over the past several months, the Planning Commission
has identified several topics that need attention. It will be important to prioritize and establish acceptable
completion dates in order to achieve some of these goals. Topics raised include, but are not necessarily limited to
the following.

Review The COR Development Plan1.
Comprehensive Plan Update2.
Revise Sign Code3.
Cell Tower Code4.
Conditional Use Permit and Variance Streamlining5.
Business Incubator Program6.

Notification:

Observations/Alternatives:

Funding Source:

Recommendation:

Action:
No action being requested. For discussion only.

Attachments
No file(s) attached.

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Chris Anderson Chris Anderson 11/25/2015 02:37 PM
Tim Gladhill (Originator) Tim Gladhill 11/25/2015 02:51 PM



Form Started By: Tim Gladhill Started On: 11/25/2015 01:39 PM
Final Approval Date: 11/25/2015 



   
Regular Planning Commission   6. 1.           
Meeting Date: 12/03/2015  
By: JoAnn Shaw, Community Development

Information
Title:
Zoning Bulletins

Purpose/Background:
Enclosed are zoning periodicals for your review.

Notification:

Observations/Alternatives:

Funding Source:

Recommendation:

Action:

Attachments
Zoning Bulletins

Form Review
Inbox Reviewed By Date
Tim Gladhill Tim Gladhill 11/25/2015 01:24 PM
Form Started By: JoAnn Shaw Started On: 11/23/2015 12:31 PM
Final Approval Date: 11/25/2015 
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