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Planning & Zoning Commission Agenda
Thursday, December 14, 2017 - 7 p.m.

Commission Members:  
Adam Brase (Chair), Doug Gillard, Orest Zasadney, Mark Johnson, Beau Hanenberger, Carl Krause

Adam Brase called the regular Planning and Zoning meeting to order at 7:02 pm

I. Roll Call
Present: Mark Johnson, Beau Hanenberger, Adam Brase, Orest Zasadney, and Carl Krause. Attorney Fred Suhler was also present at the meeting.
Absent:  Doug Gillard

II. Approve Agenda
Mark Johnson motioned to approve the agenda and move the new member item IV till after the public hearing, Orest Zasadney second, all in favor, motion carried.

III. Approve Minutes 
Tabled until Jan, minutes were not in the packet.

IV. New Member  
(Not Present)

V. Public Hearing:  Rezone Cedar Woodlands from R2 / B2 to MI
Adam Brase opened the Public Hearing for the Cedar Woodlands rezone for R2/B2 to M1 at 7:04 pm. 

Because of the interest in this, I want to help folks understand the process. Adam assured everyone that all their letters of concern and the petition did get to P&Z for review. This is the first step in the process. This is the first time we have heard this proposal formally. This is the first request P&Z has had for any planning action, so this is our very first hearing on it. The location has not been formally reviewed in the past. The City has done any studies on the economics, traffic, or environmental impact. I know that appeared in some of the letters. Nor would that be customary to do at this point. We are really at a very preliminary point in this. The proposal tonight will need to be evaluated on technical merit.  We have City guidelines and ordinances that we need to evaluate against. We will accept all the feedback that we will hear from you and weigh that against what we have in our current City ordinance and best zoning practices.

Adam then went over the process for public comment and did mention that P&Z is a volunteer committee. If there is any interest, P&Z has open seats.

P&Z is a recommendation body and will give their recommendation to the City Council after the hearing.

Dan McPherson, 1301 Salem Road SW Rochester,  Edina reality:
	Thank you and good evening everybody. I represent developer Tom Gauthier for the rezoning application. We want to thank you for taking the time to attend this meeting. For the neighbors, we understand your anxiety for the proposed changes in zoning. That is why we are here today. (Dan went over the process under the City guidelines for rezoning and read it to the public.) Tom Gauthier purchased this land in 2007. Part of this purchase was to salvage an ownership situation that was going into foreclosure. He didn’t have to do that, but he has a vested interest in Oronoco. Since that time, he has had a vision to use the land to service the people of Oronoco. Several years later it was subdivided and partially developed for that same purpose. Oronoco Gas N’ Go has only been marginally successful up to this point.  Mr. Gauthier thanks the City and the people of Oronoco for the support that they have given. I do as well. The largest contributor to the limited success is the notable lack of development to the area. We have been activity seeking tenants and developers to complete the area. The commercial business would support that intended use. Up until now this has been tough sledding for us. We have begun talking to interested in completing a retail center based on the assumption that we complete the plans for a cold storage facility. Mr. Gauthier has been easy to work with. We have been working together to make substantial capital improvements for Oronoco, such as road placement, oversized water mains, looping existing water service, and adequate electrical service. To me, this is future needs of the City. This hasn’t always been the case for Oronoco with developers. The plans for construction done was more than the minimum requirements. Dan gave an example of a developer that put in smaller water lines than the recommended size causing a great deal of issues for the City. Mr. Gauthier has put in well above the recommended pipe size to better serve the residents with water quality and taking people’s lives into account for better fire protection. Mr. Gauthier is not a terrible person or an insensitive company. Instead he has a substantial stake in the community and is committed to using his land to better Oronoco and serve the people in our community. He truly sees this rezoning request and the cold storage project as a step to fulfill that commitment. The path to complete the retail center would certainly benefit Oronoco and the people of the community. 

I would also like to address some misgivings in the application and the process. The application was not rushed through. We have been working on the proposal for more than six months. We have followed all the procedures per the City of Oronoco zoning rules. There has been erroneous information about the concept of the project. What was presented to the zoning board is correct and valid. This was a concept proposal for use of the property and we tried to address the participating concerns of the neighbors. It was conceived from input from the Planning and Zoning board as to what is required and acceptable for project approval. There was and still is a lot misconception, speculation, and assumptions as the information was supposed to be presented to everyone at this meeting. 

I’d like to talk about the size and location of the project. The concept proposal is for a modest size building. With room to expand up to, up to, up to 300,000 square feet. The Facebook page was comparing this in size and operation to a 5 million square foot facility. The concept drawing shows it to the south side of the property and close to Cedar Center Avenue. Some distance from the east edge of the property. The drawing show substantial landscape buffering to the adjoining street and properties beyond the street. It was agreed that the buffering would meet the requirements by the Planning and Zoning board. I know people have discussed the trees, the height, the visual. That’s what we are here to talk about. 

Truck traffic in the neighborhood. All truck traffic would enter and exit Cedar Center Avenue. NO truck traffic will be allowed in the neighborhood. Employee parking is shown on either the west or south side of the building. They would enter and exit Cedar Center Avenue. There would be an access road around the building for fire protection but this will not connect to a street unless required by the fire department. 200 trucks a day is a myth. In correspondence with our client, it would be 40-50 trucks per day at max capacity when the project is complete. As it stands right now, the property is zoned multiple ways. The way it is currently zoned, it could be used for 48 two-story townhouse units, with no buffering and the three remaining commercial lots on that site. The ingress and egress would abut to the cul-de-sacs on the east side. That would be substantial traffic on that road. We are eliminating that traffic. We understand the concerns. It is potentially high traffic the way it stands as R2. 

Noise and lights. There will be freezer units to cool the building but they will located in a way and protected to minimize noise to the neighborhood. Modern lighting is downcast LED lighting to minimize the need for over lighting and to save on energy costs. This is not a truck stop, which is street lights, deasil fumes and trucks idling overnight. All truck activity is on the west side of the building away from the neighborhood. The project is good for the City. The project will bring jobs and could be filled by City residents. The project will increase tax revenue for the City. This and all business in the City help expand City services by taking the lion share in support for City services like roads, water, fire protection and future municipal sewer. This will save residents a substantial weight of the sewer assessment, which will happen in the near future. This is part of the City’s overall plan to attract more business to Oronoco and is not unprecedented. Previous M1 zoning passed next to residential for the People’s Co-Op site. 

I’d like to wrap up by sharing Mr. Gauthiers planning and zoning experience in Rochester. Several facilities were being proposed. Residents were just as unhappy about it as the residents of Oronoco. The planning and Zoning made a compromise for the business and the residents by allowing for more green space, more buffering, traffic flow and downcast lighting. All of us got some of what we were asking. It resulted in a beautiful neighborhood. Again Mr. Gauthier and I would like to thank everyone for listening. I understand its difficult for some to look at change. We would like to defer to the chair for guidance for the rest of this meeting. Thank you.

Beau Hanenberger asked to clarify the truck traffic. Dan explained that it would be 40-50 trucks per day when the facility is at completed max capacity (with the full expansion.) If you compare that to other sites, it is smaller than grocery stores and even some residential. Beau: what kind of trucks will this be? Dan: That will be further down the road depending on what the client's needs are.

Adam: Dan, is the only use being considered for cold storage or if the cold storage is not granted, is there another potential use? Dan: My client stated it was for cold storage.

Beau: The diesel generators on these semi’s that are parked outside at the loading dock, I would assume most cold storage facilities have, would they be running or quieted at night? Dan: That’s part of the building application process.

Adam: Next we will get into the public comment. We let Dan go longer because he had information that is particularly pertinent to this.

Bernie Sheehan at 63041 CR 84, Kellogg, MN:
I’m the adjacent landowner to the North. I own 43 acres. My concerns are… I know the City wants me to develop that but I’m holding on to what happens with the sewer, anyway my property is also zoned R1 and R2. To the west is Northland, the lumber yard, to the north is the dog kennel, that all butts to R2, so one concern is the amount of water they would be using in the refrigerator units without city sewer. Also have concerns with water flow, drainage and a community septic. But then then City will sacrifice income from the taxes. With as nice of homes around my property, I would like to develop my property with nice homes. So with this project, even though there is a buffer zone, would that delay me going forward with mine. People may not want to buy a home here till all this gets digested. Another concern is once this starts, my use now the City wants the property to turn into homes, but then once you start a business park, since mine is already R2, is the City open to me wanting to do that? Drainage is my biggest concern right now. I don’t want it to screw up my property because my water doesn’t run to the culvert through there. Until the City gets sewer, there could be a lot of water discharge. They have 12-inch water mains. Are utilities equipped to manage that location? Those are my concerns for now. Thank you.

Melissa Griggs at 1838 Kings Dr. NW:
	I’m not a Cedar Woodlands resident but I wanted to voice my concerns as a resident. My name is Melissa Griggs, I’ve been a resident of Oronoco in the king's park area for over 15 years. When we arrived in Oronoco in 2003, 100 street out here was three miles of gravel. There were no ramps, no overpasses, there were no businesses other then Tilly’s on the horizon. Residential development on the west side was minimal, the growth on the east side had not begun. In simple times, we celebrated Gold Rush each year and that’s what’s kept us on the map. Based on what the kids call the olden days, now let me remind you that we are only talking about a time period of 10 to 15 years here, we have since welcomed residents, development, gas stations, and much-needed infrastructure to support that growth. Our family has also established a long-standing relationship with the Oronoco Fire Department after a loss we had in 2004 and evacuation and property damage we suffered to our home when the flood water came up over 27 feet in September of 2010. So in short, we have roots here. We have every intention of this being our forever home. With the changing times and rapid growth in Oronoco, my intention is directed to the future. How do we care for what we already have and who do we want to be now that we are growing. I have had two weeks to find a tone that was appropriate for the challenges currently before us tonight; I choose to be part of the solution. The current landowner does have a right to sell. The City and the people have a right to discuss to whom and for what purpose. I am certain we would be having a different conversation tonight if we were talking about services or opportunities for the residents in the town as a whole, such as a pharmacy, a butcher, a deli, a bakery. These are the types of business that sustains a small city, a small town with new growth with things resends look forward to having closer to home. I am discouraged with the disposition that surrounds this. The property balance of leadership transparency and community involvement is all the people are asking for when discussing the future planning of Oronoco. I will also take responsibility in that I have taken a back seat in this town for most of my time here. At this point moving forward I would like to get educated on what the plan is for Oronoco. Thank you.

Sharon Parker at 250 Cedar Point RD SE:  
	We are the first place on the north side of the road as you turn off MN Ave. I have a couple questions and concerns. #1 I am looking at options 2 and 3. Is that the ponds like they have on the ramps by the highways? Would they be collecting water? I’m sure the parents are very concerned about their kids playing in our neighborhood and finding those ponds. The ones I have seen have nothing around them to prevent kids from going in there. That is a big concern.  The other thing is is that I see the buffers and I’m disappointed it doesn’t go all the way to MN Ave. We were told when we bought our home in 2007 that there would be buffers. I still have lights shining in my living room window every night. I would like to see the buffers continue to MN Ave. Then we also have to wait for the trees to get big. I am also curious about the septic that is there. It looks like this building is going right over it. Has that been processed or thought through? It doesn’t look like that septic mound is conducive to building on top of. Those are my concerns. Thank you.

Jamie Rothe at 990 Cedar Pt LN SE:
	Good evening, I would like to address a couple different things. First, what you will hear tonight is my own opinion. I have four children that are on those roads and in the summer spend much of their time out in the community. We have concerns that they will be close to the semi traffic. While the proposal show the traffic on Cedar Center, my family frequents Gas N’ Go multiple times a day. We have large concerns about the semi’s being in the same city. I am hoping you will listen to each of the comments tonight and reflect personally on each of those. I would like to take a different approach and ask you to take a moment to think about the spot zoning request and think about the current plan. I would like to challenge the community to look at the potential growth coming to our region and how the community leverages that growth. The initiative was just passed in 2013 and our comprehensive plan was built in 2006. It doesn’t address the growth that will be happening. The City of Rochester is expecting a lot of growth. There is opportunity as a community to look at how we leverage that growth and attract those families to be with us here. I think there is an opportunity for us to plan for thoughtful and healthy growth.

Paul Jannetto at 1090 Cedar Dr. SE:
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Good evening, I am actually proud to say that I am a resident of Oronoco. I am the president of the Cedar Woodland II HOA. I would like to start off by thanking you for your service, time and attention especially tonight as we talk about a very important issue, the rezoning of CW III. The very first two questions asked on the zoning application are 1) Will the zoning change be suitable to not create an excessive burden on the area and 2) will the proposed zoning change be sufficiently compatible? The applicant checked yes to both of these questions but the actual answer is no. With a cold storage facility, it could technically operate from 6 am to 11 pm per City code 609. With 40-50 trucks enter and exit day and night, this will impact our roads specifically Cedar Center, which is the main road CW I and II enter to come home. Furthermore, a row of evergreens for the proposed plant is not appropriate or adequate screening for the R1 zoned areas directly in back. This petition goes against the land use plan for the City. It is on record at last month’s council meeting that one of the City Council members recommends not putting M1 zoning next to R1 zoning. In the end, I encourage every planning and zoning member, City council members, and our mayor to take a stand for the safety and well-being of our Oronoco residents. The residents in CW II do support growth for the City but we want to see it happen in appropriate zoned areas that don’t negatively impact residents. Thank you.

Cori Berg  at 1440 Cedar Point Rd SE:
	I am here tonight this evening with my husband. I know we are one family but we represent their stories. We have two children and two dogs. We appreciate your time here today, taking time away from your own family. In 2015, after saving money, we built our forever home in which we would raise our family. We wanted to live in a safe and quiet community. We did our research. (She referenced the City webpage reading it to the public.) The land was planned for townhomes. We chose to invest in Oronoco. We often walk to Gas N’ Go for the daily lunch special. We may now have up to a 300,000 square foot storage facility within steps from our home. As a mother and Oronoco resident, this brings us many concerns. First is the safety of my children and other children. This proposed facility will bring semi traffic, regardless of direction, noise pollution, and not to mention hazardous chemicals among other issues while children and dogs are at play. This is the entrance for an Oronoco community and can be seen from highway 52. Second, this is not what we or other residents signed up for. We moved to this residential community and feel safe letting our children play outside or walk to the gas station without semi traffic, ponds and other unknowns. This has become our community which we value and are proud to be a part of. Please keep our homes in a safe community and not in an industrial business area. Thank you.

Nick Leimer at 990 Cedar Pt Ln SE:
	I am here tonight as a resident of CW I and vice-president of our HOA. I appreciate the example that came up earlier about the townhomes. That is not what we are talking about here tonight. We are talking about M1 industrial right across the street from R1 homes. If the City were to approve this zoning petition it would create the first instance where M1 abuts R1. The zoning code for Oronoco is subject to the municipal planning act which is an MN state statute. (He went on to explain the statute.) It should also be noted that the City has a comprehensive plan from 2006. It indicates the City’s long-term adjective and guides the planning process. Planning should occur first and that hasn’t happened here. The zoning ordinance should follow and be consistent with the plan. The M1 is not discussed at all in the comprehensive plan. (He then went into section 2.2 referring to residents desire to maintain positive aspects of a small town lifestyle.) This should be recognized as a conflict between the proposed petition and the comprehensive plan. (Next was section 4.1 referring to the land use purpose.) It is clear that M1 was not anywhere in the plan and is not a growth strategy or building block. In addition to the P&Z requirements is the City’s form that needs to be submitted with a request for rezoning. The form asks specific questions on impact and traffic. The current petition is very vague to address any of these items. The petition also asks for operation descriptions and we have yet to see that. It has not been available upon request. MN law also prohibits spot zoning. There is no precedence for adjacency for M1 and R1 zones. M1 is not even identified in the comp plan. This would seem “Facts”. As you can see from the crowd, we are very passionate about Oronoco. From the “Facts” it is clear this position to rezone does not promote the health, safety and general welfare of our community. The petition does not fit anywhere it in the Oronoco plan; it does not include the details necessary per the submission form to adequately approve this proposal. Therefore, we feel this zoning request should not be recommended for approval.  Thank you.

Nicole Bertram at 1150 Cedar Dr. SE:
	First of all, I want to say thank you. My husband Mayson and I moved here a few years ago. When we were looking for a home, we were looking for a place we could raise children. We were planning on staying here long term. Like many others here, we also asked our realtor what the other land around us was zoned as so that we could know what to expect. Oronoco is a growing town and the thing I keep coming back to is trust. We trusted that when we bought our home that we could expect what would be built in the area around it. If this zoning is successful, Oronoco risks losing that trust with future developers and homeowners. It going to difficult for developers building new homes here and not just in our neighborhood. It would not be a safe place to build. In general, I feel the spot zoning takes some of the trust developers, landowners, this City has in trusting future zoning. 

Charlie Blum at 782 River Park Rd SE:
	Committee members, I am a member of the River Park subdivision and I strongly urge you to deny the proposal to rezone the three parcels in cedar woodlands to M1. This is a bad idea. Those parcels are right next to single-family homes, expensive homes built on the current land use plan. A plan that wisely keeps residential buildings away from large industrial buildings or business. The M1 rezone opens the door to development such as freight warehouses and cold storage facilities. Can you imagine living across the street to something like that? Imagine semi-trucks going up and down your street at all hours of the day and night. Bright lights and loud noise would be a constant reminder of your diminished property value. The quiet peaceful country charm associated with living in Oronoco would be gone. Parents would be afraid to let their small children ride bicycles. The landowner may argue that it does not target a specific project if that’s true, then why the rezoning proposal? The answer is that the landowners own interest is making as much profit as they can, without concern for the human cost. They will sell to whoever makes them the most money. Is the landowner even a resident anymore or are they living on the beach somewhere? There is a reason land use plans are created and followed. They provide a framework for planned growth. There has been a recent surge of high-quality home building in Oronoco with a promise of more to come. The families buying those homes chose Oronoco. Their property taxes and local purchases support Oronoco’s economy. They gas up their cars here. They order pizza from Casey’s. They enjoy Tilly’s. (Read from the City of Oronoco’s website). Honoring this request makes those works a bit of a joke. People will remember your decision. Don’t let Oronoco become a zoning hodgepodge. Don’t set this precedence. Don’t allow this zoning request. Thank you.

Emily Black at 870 Woodland Ln SE:
	Our search for a place to build our home abruptly ended when we were shown the Cedar Woodlands area of Oronoco. We knew this was the place we wanted to build our forever home and raise our family. We were attracted to the beautiful setting where the stars really do shine a little bit brighter away from the City lights of Rochester. That being said, we researched the zoning designations around the neighborhood to ensure that the future growth would be in line with maintaining the residential area. We are comfortable with the current zoning and trusted that the City of Oronoco would adhere to those designations. The people of Cedar Woodlands invested here with the understanding that the land would remain R2 and B2. The prospect of rezoning it M1 brings forth new safety concerns for the families that live here. There is a high volume of foot traffic in this neighborhood from families out for walks or bike rides along with children riding independently. The feeling of security and allowing our children to do this is part of why we chose to move our families here. There are school routes that pick up and drop off at the intersection of Cedar Center and Cedar Pt. Industrial traffic in such close proximity is a major concern. Semi traffic would be a danger to drivers, walkers, and bike riders. This is a risk for our children. Additional safety concerns are on our minds with chemical leaks and spills. This is pollution and poses a risk to residents living in close proximity. Furthermore, the noise and bright lights with an industrial facility will most certainly be distracting and disruptive for the neighborhoods. The stars won’t shine so bright. MN Ave is the gateway to Oronoco. What will be the first impression with a cold storage facility or other factories? Thoughtfully positioning industry and business will allow for continued growth without sacrificing the charm of our town. We are very much in favor of residential and business growth in Oronoco, particularly in Cedar Woodlands area. We ask that the development be undertaken very intentionally at the proper spaces so that this growth does not directly negatively impact the people that live here. When choosing CW to build our home we did so with trust in the City would adhere to the current zoning designations. Please consider the impact of the families of Oronoco with planning future development in the City. Please vote No on this rezoning. 

Patsy Matts at 115 2nd Ave SW:
	I actually live on the other side of the river. I am here because of my involvement with Gold Rush. I am very concerned about the rezoning. When people come in from MN Ave they get the impression that they are coming into a small town or they want to come to Gold Rush in Oronoco because it is a small town and wonderful community. If all of a sudden they come in and there’s industrial, and that’s the first thing they see, that will deter a lot of the people who want to visit Oronoco. Vendors also line up there for the day, as you have seen the night before Gold Rush opens, with the traffic from something like this coming in there, it could really hinder the success of the Gold Rush. Gold Rush provides 4th of July fireworks and Nation Night Out food that we donate. We donate lots of money to this community; I would be against having this rezoning occur. Some of the things brought up where tax gains from this particular endeavor, but I would think there would also be a tax loss as the property values would come down. Or if new housing were to develop in the property around there, it wouldn’t be high-end homes that we have coming in now. When does the City Council decide after this?  When they decide, do they allow this group of people to know what the decision is before making a final decision? Do we get to continue to voice our stand? How much can we stay involved? Lastly, if there is future meetings, how do we get notified so we are always able to be on top of it? 

Jeff & Inessa Geske at 855 Cedar Point Ln SE:
	My name is Jeff. I am here with our oldest daughter of 3. My wife is at home with our 2 other small children. (Jeff started with reading from the home page on the website with words changed to explain what it would be like with industrial zoning.) My family and I moved to Oronoco after living in Rochester. Our first home was built across from a very industrial area. I remember as a medical student, and having Inessa as a baby, the noise from the trucks across the street from our home woke her up in the middle of the night. And that was the reason we moved away from our first home. When we chose our forever home in Oronoco, we did just like many other people, we went to that website. We trusted in that website. We looked at the zoning across from our land and we thought, “this is a safe place for our children”. We thought this was a quiet area. We bought the land and listened to the quiet sound. We met our neighbors and said that this was a community we want to be a part of. And we built a very nice home, contributing to the growth of Oronoco. This rezoning is absolutely spot rezoning. It spits in the face of the mission of Oronoco and our family. I would urge you to look around the room and think about what you want our community to be. 

Dana Bergner at 760 River Park Rd SE:
	I represent the group of us that live in River Park. I have been in River Park for 10 years. We were one of the first houses here. When we got neighbors, we were excited. We didn’t have a gas station 10 years ago. We want growth. We don’t want this kind of growth though. (Dana also rewrote the description of the Oronoco website and read it.) Stop and think what this would look like when you get off of 52. It would be horrifying. I love what Patsy said about Gold Rush. That is for this town, right. That’s all our money. That’s everything. If we start turning people away, residents or vendors, I think we are short siding ourselves. By excepting this proposal you would be destroying families dreams. I think it would very much destroy the trust that the people here have in the elected officials. We understand your volunteers and we appreciate you hearing us out. We trust that you will do the right thing. For Dan, I have a question about semi traffic, how could you say that it would be better than regular car traffic? That is so confusing to me. How could that be at all the same? We never expected to move here and have semi traffic. MN Ave is the way all the people in Oronoco get onto 52. So we are being blocked by semi trucks every day? That’s a problem. Everyone here urges you to turn down this proposal by a Florida resident and stand by the community that lives here. Thank you.

John Butz at 860 Cedar Point Ln SE:
	Good evening everyone. I want to thank the members of the zoning committee and residents for taking times out of your busy day. It turns out my friends and neighbors have spoken for me. So I’d like to take a different approach brought up by the applicants representative. Unfortunately the applicant, who cares so deeply for Oronoco, was unable to make it here tonight. There was a concern that this land could not be utilized unless rezoned. Let it be noted that the developer went into foreclosure. It is called business risk and should not be shouldered on the residents of the community. Along with the problems he had, let me speak as a CW resident who is being assessed for that road, I share in the frustration that the City has not adequately supported the concerns of the residents in the past. The Facebook page is currently scrubbed and locked down and we were told that comments would be heard by the wrong people. I’m feeling like the wrong people right now. Buffers have been discussed in the past. The Gas N’ Go lights are bright. Why is there a lack of follow up on it? The history here is that these actions are not enforced. So I don’t know why you would except this room to have any confidence that it would change going forward. Secondly there has been discussion on job creation. Well there is job creation all over us. I do not think the survival of the residents depends on how ever many job would open in that particular facility. We are all in favor of development and the tax base that would come with something appropriate. This doesn’t fit the existing plan. There is a lot of options we would support, like a butcher, a deli. It’s not our job to help an absentee investor that bought a property our of foreclosure. The discussion about this helping lower the tax base for sewer, we don’t know that because we don’t know what the sewer will look like. I would think that if elk run connects, any business going there would help lower that cost. Will you disregard the voices of the people who build here and allow this type of development? We have talked about process, process, process, that we have to follow rules. How about looking at what the people are asking who chose your leadership and show empathy instead of arrogance that we have been met with. This is so emotional and tensions are running high because we have been treated disdainfully, disrespectfully and with a complete lack of authenticity. 

Adam called for any more comments.

Kim Button at 940 Woodland Ln SE:
	I am here with my family. My husband and two young daughters who should be in bed. I know we saw another child here, but I want you guys to look at my daughter. That is who you are really affecting if you allow this change to go through. We walk, we bike, my kids go to that Gas N’ Go all the time. My kids see their friends. Most of this community enters by Gas N’ Go to get home because that is the safest entrance especially in the wintertime. The other street is full of ice. To say the traffic wont impact any of us, it would impact us every day. I want you to think about the community and what you would want if you had your own kids like this to grow up in Oronoco.

Lori Novak at 970 Woodland Ln SE:
	I’m at the bottom of the cul-de-sac. There is a bike path. The community uses that path, where are they to go from there. What is the proposal for the people walking? I would like you to consider that, for one. I would also like to ask when you’re talking cold storage facility, I want you to be honest, I want the company to be honest, is this a storage facility or a distribution center? They are two different things. Those are my comments.

Melissa Griggs at 1838 Kings Dr. NW:
	Patty asked how we can stay together as a group and how we can communicate as a group and stay informed. There is an app you can get on your phone called Next Door. A neighbor and myself opened this app 6 years ago for Oronoco. You can join that group. We post lost dogs and garage sales. There is a regular page you can post to. This is a way we could try to come together and it’s an excellent opportunity to expand that.

Marie Reisdorfer at 390 Sunny View Ln SW:
	I’m on the other side of 52 and I just wanted to show support from that side as well. We also had an issue with this company wanting to by land by our house. We want to show support that on either side of 52 we don’t want this in our community affecting our home values, our children, as well as our piece of mind. We wanted to support not allowing for industrial to abut residential on any side of the highway.

Adam called for final call and closed the public hearing at 8:21 pm

Adam Brase made a motion to deny the zoning request, Carl Krause second;
Discussion: Carl feels there is a real big safety factor. There will be semi’s pulling out onto MN Ave. that won’t be good in icy conditions.  With a lot of residential people out walking, we’ve got no sidewalks. Safety is a big issue. There are other concerns. I’m not sure it’s the right place for industrial, we do need investment for our tax base but I think there is more appropriate places.

Adam noted the finding of fact as:
Out of line with our future land use plan, 
Creates spot zoning, 
Not allow for appropriate step-down zoning between residential and industrial,
Concerns about safety with industrial use

Vote: all in favor, motioned carried. 
 


VI. R1 Ordinance Update, adding CUP clause for personal storage:
(Discussion:  easiest way to change would be to add a Conditional Use for the R1 Ordinance for personal storage that exceeds the accessory building size.)
Mark motioned to add the CUP clause to the ordinance to allow for personal storage for a building exceeding accessory storage size, Orest second, all in favor, motion carried.
(Discussion that you need a hearing when you change the ordinance.)

VII. OACC (Oronoco Architectural Control Guidelines) Update (603.33)
(Discussion: This is fairly astringent. Question about rewriting it. It is for directing construction and design of buildings to maintain aesthetics of the City. Replace the current OACC ordinance with the following language:

Objective of OACC -  To ensure future development and construction aligns with design and aesthetic principles to support continued growth of the community while developing a welcoming and desirable; livable community.
 
Application:  OACC guidelines apply to all business and manufacturing business zones and future construction within them.  These guidelines will not be applied retroactively unless new construction substantially changes the existing structure so as implementing the guidelines is appropriate.  Plan review will be part of the regular planning and zoning review of new development and construction with developers and builders addressing the points outlined in the OACC.  

It is intended that the builder/developer will work with the Planning and Zoning Commission and the City to appropriately implement the guidelines with new construction using the acceptable or most preferred approaches.  Construction using any of the not preferred methods must be reviewed and approved by the Planning and Zoning Commission.  All reviews should occur during the site planning process. Note, that B1 districts may require additional review and planning due to the historic nature of that zone and to fit with the existing intent of the historical district.  Whenever possible builders/developers are encouraged to use the “most preferred” approach each of the OACC elements.  The OACC focuses on five architectural elements that impact the aesthetic of the business and surrounding neighborhood.
 
External Building Materials:
Most preferred:  Precast concrete, brick or stone, wood, glass exterior materials of neutral color, preferably earth tone.  Extensive use of windows and architectural elements to enhance aesthetics.  Flat or high pitch roof.

Acceptable:  A mix of vinyl or steel siding with brick or stone accents.  Use of windows and architectural elements to enhance aesthetics.  Shingle or high-quality earth tone steel roof.

Not preferred:  All steel or vinyl buildings, unpainted concrete block, limited to no windows, limited to no architectural design.
 
Landscaping:
Most preferred:  5-10% of total project cost in landscaping including a mix of deciduous and evergreen trees, bushes.  Water features, or other enhanced landscaping (i.e. stone, etc.).  Creating a natural barrier between any residential areas.  Enclosed/concealed trash and HVAC.  High-quality signage with landscaping.
Acceptable:  1-5% of total project cost in landscaping as per the above.  Enclosed/concealed trash and HVAC.  High-quality signage.
 Not preferred:  No landscaping.
 
Architectural elements:
Most preferred:  Adding architectural elements or building changes to break up long sections of building (runs over 50’).
             
Acceptable:  Same as above
                
Not preferred:  No use of design to break up long sections. 
Parking Areas:
Most preferred:  concrete or pavement with permeable areas with landscaping to accommodate runoff. 
Acceptable:  Concrete or pavement that is well maintained.
Not preferred:  Gravel
 
Storage & Fencing 
Most preferred:  No outside storage of materials (except those items for display – i.e. RV, Car sales, etc).  If fencing is used, it should be coated vinyl (black) with or without slats.
Acceptable:  Limited storage of materials incidental to business use in a neat and well-kept manner for a limited time (less than 30 days). Not preferred:  Storage in onsite trailers, storage boxes or other temporary structures being used temporarily or permanently.

Approved.  Set Public Hearing on new ordinance in January.)

Adam motioned to adopt new OACC guidelines as written with the addition of any non-preferred construction is reviewed and approved by P&Z, Carl second; all in favor, motion carried.

All in favor

VIII. Fence Ordinance 
Discussion:  New fence plan discussion.

Beau motioned to adopt new fence ordinance as written with additions, Adam second; all in favor, motion carried.

IX. Adjournment 
Carl motioned to adjourn at 8:56 pm, Mark second; all in favor, motion carried.
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