MINUTES
PEQUOT LAKES PLANNING COMMISSION
REGULAR MEETING
APRIL 19, 2012

PRESENT: Tom Adams, Deb Brown, Bill Habein, J. J. Levenske, Scott Pederson and
Cheri Seils. ABSENT: Scott Snyder.

CITY PLANNER: Charles L. Marohn, Jr., PE, AICP; and Justin Burslie, Community
Growth Institute

ZONING ADMINISTRATOR: Dawn Bittner
COUNCIL LIAISONS: Jerry Akerson and Cathy Malecha
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Pederson at 5:31 p.m.

PLANNING COMMITTEE MEETINGS:

a. Sign Ordinance Committee

Chairman Pederson explained the committee meetings are a forum to gather information
and exchange ideas. Comments should be made pro or con and they are not meant to be
right or wrong. The committees are to provide input to discuss as a group, the whole
Planning Commission.

Chairman Pederson will be part of the CSAH 11 discussion and wished to comment on
signs prior to breaking into groups. He stated Councilman Ryan had stated to let
businesses decide what is appropriate when it comes to signs. One possibility would be
to eliminate the ordinance all together and allow businesses to do what they feel is
appropriate. He asked the Sign Committee to consider that as an option.

There were two participants in the audience: Jeff Garland from Stay and Play Pet Resort
and Carol Painter of Fishy Gifts.

Mr. Burslie gave a brief overview of the commercial zone and what our current ordinance
states. Council Member Akerson was concerned that no off-site signage is allowed. The
participants were concerned with signage in residential zones.

The following were points of discussion:
® A 3 square foot sign is too small in residential areas. A larger size is important to
draw people in; small ones are hard to see on a roadway over 45 mph.
e Safety concerns with small signs.
¢ Encourage perpendicular rather than parallel placement.
¢ No off-site signage makes it difficult to find businesses off main roadways; need
to attract transient traffic.
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¢ Commercial businesses weren’t looked at in residential zones when current
ordinance was written.

e A4 X4 two-sided sign may be large enough.

¢ Discontinue counting both sides; determine a square footage that is adequate or
reasonable.

¢ Residential areas are places to live and should be kept in mind when increasing
square footage.

¢ Rural Residential lots are larger and usually have higher speed zones.

® 55 mph speed zones should have same consideration given as in the commercial

area, with reasonable limits.

There could be different scales considering the zoning and speed limit.

Certain types of businesses need off-site signage for direction.

Use a 7-word guideline for content; less is more.

Allow up to 32 square feet; 16 sf for two-sided or 32 sf for one-sided.

Allow signage on accessory structures; 10% or 15% depending on setback from

roadway.

Sensible guidelines will deter CUP requests for additional signage.

¢ County State Aid Highways (CSAH’s) have a greater setback, larger right-of-
way; need larger sign area than a regular county road. Could use that instead of
the zoning to determine the ordinance.

¢ Do not limit accessory structures for the placement of signs. Allow one 10% sign
on building, either primary or accessory.

Staff was directed to advertise the meeting for next month.

b. CSAH 11 Review Committee
The CSAH 11 Committee met and will forward suggestions at a later date.

PUBLIC HEARINGS: None

ADDITIONS OR DELETIONS TO AGENDA:
Add to New Business:
7. b. Fence Discussion

Add to Old Business:
8. b. Comprehensive Plan Update

OPEN FORUM: None

NEW BUSINESS:
a. Used Auto Sales/Auto Repair Business, Nathan Walberg
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Mr. Walberg was in attendance. Bittner explained the Planning Commission approval in
July, 2011 and that Mr. Walberg has indicated his plans for repair, storage and salvage on
a site plan.

Mr. Walberg clarified what is taking place. He is not doing auto salvage; he has had 2
cars in 6 months to salvage. He was being thorough. He doesn’t plan to do any repair
work to customer autos; just the cars that are for sale, only his cars. He is not advertising
to do auto repair. He will do simple things that don’t involve oil. He is not set up to do
that and does not wish to do that type of work.

Mr. Adams asked if preparing vehicles for sale change the use. Mr. Marohn stated the
Planning Commission tried to be accommodating to allow the retail use. The question is
whether it still fits the narrow definition or do we need to go through the CUP process.

Mr. Walberg stated he should have brought it to the Planning Commissions attention, but
he assumed they would have known he would be fixing cars for sale; that is standard
operating procedures.

The drawing was supplied by Mr. Walberg. He decided not to break down any autos;
there is no monetary advantage to do it himself. He just wants to have a few in the back
to repair.

Mr. Marohn stated it was Staff’s recommendation earlier to do a CUP. The property
owner would need to sign the application. A survey would not be required, just a site
plan. A CUP defines what activities will and will not take place.

Mr. Walberg stated a CUP adds costs and as a new business, didn’t want to do that. Mr.
Walberg also stated that he did not realize earlier that he would need to do repair work;
he was not yet a car salesman when he spoke with the Planning Commission in 2011.

Mr. Walberg suggested limiting the number of cars in the rear for repair. He would like
15 in the front for sale and a few in back. The cars in the back are not for sale; they have
issues. They would be stored until they were fixed. He is not dealing with any fluids.
He could not supply the average number of days cars remain in the back.

A motion was made by Tom Adams, seconded by Bill Habein, to continue with the
current program and limit the number of cars in the repair booth to three; 18 total vehicles
on the lot. Motion carried. Cheri Seils abstained and Chairman Pederson did not vote.

b. Fence Discussion

Bittner explained she had received a request for a 6 foot fence where only 60 inch fences
are allowed. The applicant stated a 60 inch fence is more expensive as premade panels
are either 48 inches or 72 inches.
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Mr. Marohn explained the difference between a barrier/privacy fence and shorter fences
for front yards. It was the consensus of the Planning Commission to look at the height of
fences in the Urban Residential zone next month. Staff will publish the notice for public
hearing.

OLD BUSINESS:
a. Building Code Enforcement (continuation)
Bittner stated she had not received additional responses to the survey she sent out.

A motion was made by J. J. Levenske, seconded by Cheri Seils, to remove this item from
the Agenda. All members voted “aye”. Motion carried.

b. Comp Plan Update

Chairman Pederson stated he attended the February (March) Council meeting where
Council Member Akerson stated the Planning Commission changed the wording of
Council Member Ryan’s concerns and that the Memo supplied by Mr. Marohn was not
accurate. Chairman Pederson further stated that Council Member Ryan’s comments were
transcribed verbatim and included in an email to Council Member Akerson on April 4
where he had highlighted Council Member Ryan’s comments, compared them to Mr.
Marohn’s Memo and found the Memo to be accurate.

When asked by Council Member Akerson if anything had been changed, Chairman
Pederson stated that at a minimum, one word was changed; ‘““schizophrenic” was changed
to “contradictory”’; use of schizophrenic was personally offensive.

Council Member Akerson stated that he and Council Member Ryan are available next
Thursday for a meeting.

Chairman Pederson reminded Council Member Akerson that he stated the Planning
Commission was inaccurate and changed Council Member Ryan’s responses. Council
Member Akerson’s statements were unfounded and inaccurate and need to be corrected at
a Council meeting. Chairman Pederson will address this at the next Council meeting.

Staff will coordinate the meeting next Thursday, April 26, at 6:30 p.m.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
A motion was made by Deb Brown, seconded by J. J. Levenske, to approve the Minutes
as read. All members voted “aye”. Motion carried.

ZONING ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT:
Bittner pointed out the two permits issued in March and the 13 letters sent or received.
The following Potential Violations/Enforcement Actions were discussed:
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1. Fjerstad/Benson Variance, West Twin Lake — Staff has not heard anything further
from the applicants.

Mr. Marohn stated that during the CSAH 11 Committee discussion the topic of public art
had come up. He showed a short video of sidewalk art that was part of the City of St.
Paul’s improvements.

ADJOURNMENT:

A motion was made by Deb Brown, seconded by Tom Adams, to adjourn the meeting.
All members voted “aye”. Motion carried. The meeting was adjourned at 7:35 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Dawn Bittner
Zoning Administrator
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