June 13, 2019, P&Z Meeting

City of Oronoco 
Thursday, June 13th, 2019
P&Z Meeting@ 7:00 pm



I. CALL TO ORDER: At 7:00 PM meeting was called to order by Paul Jannetto

II. ROLL CALL:
i. Committee Members Present: Paul Jannetto (Chair), Mark Johnson (Vice-Chair), Scott Sorenson, Orest Zasadney, and Trish Shields
ii. Late: NA
iii. Absent: Carl Krause

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Motion made by: Mark. Seconded by: Scott and was unanimously approved.

IV.	APPROVAL OF AGENDA: Motion made by: Trish, Seconded by: Mark and was unanimously approved.

· AGENDA ITEMS:

A. Public Hearing for Lot Split at 1215 W Center St.   7:05 P.M.
· Jim Richards (1345 W Center St) spoke on his and Randy Bartz’s behalf. Jim dropped off an updated survey and legal description which was placed in the P&Z city binder. The surveyor incorrectly listed some easements on the original one. Briefly, Jim just wants to add this acerage to have a buffer from future development. He doesn’t have any plans to build on the split acerage. 
· Public hearing was closed at7:07 P.M.

Motion: Scott made a motion to recommend that city council approve the lot split since it complies with the land management ordinance and met criteria. It was seconded by Orest, and unanimously approved.


B. [bookmark: _GoBack]Public Hearing for a Variance for 630 5th St NW  7:10 P.M. 

· Since Kent Johnson (630 5th St NW) wasn’t present, Paul briefly reviewed Kent’s variance application for the public and the P&Z committee. Kent and his fiancé are requesting a variance to allow them to demolish their existing detached garage and put up a new 24’x32’ garage along with a small storage shed. The variance is required because both structures would be located in the front (not back or side) of the home and would not be the minimum allowable distance from the property line. The topography of the property, trees, septic system, drain field and well restrict the location of the accessory buildings.
· No comments were made during the public hearing and it was closed at 7:12 P.M.
		
	Motion: Mark made a motion to recommend that city council approve the variance since all three practical difficulty factors were met: reasonableness, uniqueness, and essential character. It was seconded by Trish, and unanimously approved.


C. Public Hearing for new codification section 151 with new OACC standards.  7:15 PM 
· Paul briefly summarized some of the key updates (e.g. new use chart 151.040, greenbelts 151.084, and the new OACC guidelines 151.080). He also acknowledged the hard work and efforts of the P&Z committee and city staff. However, numerous minor edits (e.g. where symbols like ‘ or = appear throughout the document) still exist and need to be fixed  by city staff. 
· No comments were made during the public hearing and it was closed at 7:17 P.M.
		
	Motion: Trish made a motion to recommend that city council approve/adopt the new codification section 151/OACC standards with the minor edits by city staff to remove symbols (e.g. = ‘) throughout the document. It was seconded by Orest, and unanimously approved.


D. Discussion of lot split at 50 9th Ave  NW with Mark Kuehn
· Mark Kuehn (10426 20th Avenue) came to speak to the P&Z committee and seek input on the ability to do a lot split and make 2-1 acre lots out of the current 2 acre lot. He would like to keep it zoned R1 and have a single family home on each acre lot. 
· Trish was concerned with where the driveways would come out.
· Paul reminded everyone that one of the original concerns was if a driveway exited out onto 1st Street NW with the hill and it being a blind spot.
· Mark Kuehn agreed and reminded everyone that another original concern was there is a school bus stop on the corner for both Rochester/Pine Island. He thought the city should install a stop sign on both the SE and SW corners (two-way stop) of 1st St NW and 9th Ave NW. 
· Trish agreed the city should add a stop sign regardless of the lot split.
· Overall, the P&Z committee unanimously agreed that doing a lot split (creating 2-1 acre lots and splitting property east to west) would comply with the land management ordinance. It would have the required minimum square footage, setbacks, and be consistent with FLUP. It also is consistent with other lot sizes in the neighborhood and would have street access off of 9th Ave NW.  





E. Tiny Houses
· Paul reminded the P&Z committee that they need to  confirm if Oronoco should allow or not allow tiny homes. Previous discussions showed support to allow tiny homes and include them in the FLUP.
· The committee unanimously restated they are supportive of tiny homes. As a result, Paul said they need to set standards and find existing ordinances which Oronoco could adopt. Each committee member and city staff should look on the internet and try to find other cities ordinances and standards to review at future meetings so Oronco could adopt/modify as needed. 
· Mark reminded everyone that MN has building standards and definitions already defined for tiny homes.
· Mark Kuehn said Kansas City had successfully built tiny homes for vets
· Trish commented that New Orleans also did a similar successful iniative. 
· Jim Richards said Sandstone MN might have some tiny home ordinances.
· Orest said we will want to create special neighborhoods/subdivisions for tiny homes.
· Trish said that some people may want them as care-giver homes for family members in R2 zoned areas.
· Paul reminded the committee the standards will have to address requirements like if hooking up to water, sewer, and electricity are required. 
· Action item:  Committee members and city staff will look at other city’s ordinances to discuss, modify, and incorporate. More discussion will occur as part of the FLUP.
 
F. FLUP: Define terms and answer questions from Stantec. Need to establish wish list and prioritize goals. 
· Paul went through the handout from Stantec who asked some questions and wanted the P&Z committee to define some terms and have actionable goal statements. Paul said the City Council will also have to answer the same questions so we can capture their input. The next steps include having several (~5) of the large developers/land owners in Oronoco come to a future P&Z meeting to discuss their goals/plans for the property they own and see how it aligns with the city’s vision. In addition, a general public input session will be held to capture the citizens vision for Oronoco. In the end, Stantec will then help P&Z draft a future land use plan based on the goals and input from everyone (e.g. citizens, landowners/developers, and city leadership).
· A few key land owners to include in a future discussion were mentioned (Mark Kuehn, Tom Gauthier Randy Bartz) along wth several others whose names the committee couldn’t remember off hand. However, it wasn’t a comprehensive list and others will be considered, but Stantec previously recommended to keep it to around five. P&Z will ask city staff to poll all the P&Z committee members, Stantec (John/Joe), and the land owners to identify a date in the next several months were everyone is available to capture their input into the FLUP.  
· Below are the responses from P&Z committee members to the questions posed by Stantec in the handout:
· What exactly is “small town, village-like”?  
· A two-lane main street with businesses on both sides. 
· Hwy 52 divides Oronoco so we have technically two main streets
· A traditional or historical downtown on one side with larger lots and mature trees
· The other side is more moder with smaller trees
· What would a city gateway look like?
· We don’t want anything flashy 
· What do we want first impression of city to be?
· Parks, green space
· Trish talked about developing lake bed into a regional park with bridges to connect the different parts of Oronoco
· We don’t want to be a tourist town; 1x/year with Gold rush is alright but want people who are vested in city
· Want to attract outdoor enthusiasts
· Possibly a nice hotel at the entry
· No M1 or industry at entry; not a good first impression
· Low impact business would be okay at entry
· Create a “homey” feeling as you enter city on MN avenue
· A transportation hub or park and ride could also be good
· What would a unique identity for Oronoco look like to attract businesses and higher density residential development?
· Do we really want high density residential development?
· Not really interested in large apartment complexes
· Interested in retirement or early retirement homes
· People are also looking for homes where they don’t have to do maintenance/yard work, but still have some privacy
· Want community feel, but privacy
· Patio homes and town homes with a community feeling are a viable option
· Assisted living where you have individual units but a community feel could also be okay
· A tiny home subdivision/neighborhood


      VI. ADJOURNMENT: 8:50 PM Mark made a motion to adjourn. It was seconded by Trish and unanimously approved.
