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Meeting Agenda Full Detail

Thursday, May 6, 2021

4: 00 PM

BE ADVISED:  Pursuant to Minnesota Statute 13D. 021,

Subdivision 1, some or all members may appear by telephone or
ot" 5&; H#      ins.

Planning Commission

COUNCIL CHAMBERS

CITY HALL - 420 N. Pokegama Ave.

Grand Rapids, MN 55744



Planning Commission Meeting Agenda Full Detail May 6, 2021

Call To Order

Call of Roll

Setting of Agenda - This is an opportunity to approve the regular agenda as

presented or add/delete an agenda item by a majority vote of the Commissioners
present.

Approval of Minutes

21- 1624 Approve the minutes of the March 4, 2021, 4: 00 pm regular meeting.

Attachments:    March 4, 2021 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes

General Business

21- 1633 Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the vacation of a platted alley

right-of-way within Houghton' s Addition to Grand Rapids.

Attachments:    HRA Vacation Request: Staff Report Review Comm. Comments

AI_I_ey Vacation Request: Area Maps

R- O- W Vacation Considerations

HRA Vacation Request: Application

21- 1632 Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the rezoning of 1. 05 acres of
land from R- 2( One and two Family Residential) to R- 4( Multiple- family Residential- high

density).

Attachments:    HRA Zoning Map Amendment: Staff Report Considerations

Area Zoning Maps# 1 &# 2

Zoning Map Amendment: HRA Application

21- 1634 Consider initiating the process to review and update/ amend the text of several sections of

the Zoning Ordinance.

Attachments:   City Initiated Text Amendments: Staff Report

21- 1625 Consider the election of Planning Commission Officer' s- Chairperson and Vice

Chairperson/ Secretary.

Attachments:   Staff Report: Election of Officers 2021

Public Input

Individuals may address the Planning Commission about any non public hearing item or

any item not included on the Regular Meeting Agenda. Speakers are requested to come
to the podium, state their name and address for the record and limit their remarks to

three( 3) minutes.
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Planning Commission Meeting Agenda Full Detail May 6, 2021

Miscellaneous\ Updates

Adjourn

NEXT REGULAR PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING IS SCHEDULED FOR:

Thursday, June 3rd, 2021

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 3 Printed on 4/ 29/ 2021
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Legislation Details (With Text)

File#:       21- 1824 Version:   1 Name:     Approve the minutes of the March 4, 2021, 4: 00 pm

regular meeting.

Type: Minutes Status:    Approval of Minutes

File created:       4/ 23/ 2021 In control: Planning Commission

On agenda: 5/ 6/ 2021 Final action:

Title: Approve the minutes of the March 4, 2021, 4: 00 pm regular meeting.

Sponsors:

Indexes:

Code sections:

Attachments:      March 4, 2021 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes

Date Ver.   Action By Action Result

Approve the minutes of the March 4, 2021, 4: 00 pm regular meeting.

Background Information:

See attached meeting minutes.

Staff Recommendation:

Approve the minutes of the March 4, 2021, 4: 00 pm regular meeting.

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 1 of 1 Printed on 5/ 10/ 2021
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CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS
NOTICE of MEETING

PLANNING COMMISSION

J
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Minutes - Final

Planning Commission
COUNCIL CHAMBERS

CITY HALL- 420 N. Pokegama Ave.

Grand Rapids, MN 55744

Thursday, March 4, 2021 4: 00 PM Council Chambers

BE ADVISED:  Pursuant to Minnesota Statute 13D. 021, Subdivision 1, some or all

members may appear by telephone or other electronic means.

Call To Order

Call of Roll

Present 5-  Chairperson Molly MacGregor, Vice Chair Patrick Goggin, Commissioner

Mark Gothard, Commissioner Ted Hubbes, and Commissioner Betsy
Johnson

Absent 2-  Commissioner Susan Lynch, and Commissioner Lester Kachinske

Setting of Agenda - This is an opportunity to approve the regular agenda as

presented or add/delete an agenda item by a majority vote of the Commissioners
present.

Motion by Commissioner Johnson, second by Commissioner Goggin to approve

the agenda as presented: The following roll call vote was taken: Yea:

Johnson, Hubbes, Gothard, Goggin, MacGregor. Nay: None, motion passed

unanimously.

Approval of Minutes

Approve the minutes of the February 4, 2021, 4: 00 pm regular meeting.

Motion by Commissioner Goggin, second by Commissioner Hubbes to approve

the minutes of the February 4, 2021 regular meeting. The following roll call

vote was taken: Yea: Goggin, Gothard, Hubbes, Johnson, MacGregor. Nay:

None, motion passed unanimously.

General Business

Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the vacation of platted

street and alley right-of-way within Grand Rapids First Division.

Community Development Specialist Trast provided the staff report.

Itasca County submitted a valid petition, on January 21, 2021 requesting the vacation

of the following described public right-of-ways:

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Pagel



Planning Commission Minutes - Final March 4, 2021

That part of Sleeper Avenue( First Avenue NE), according to the plat of Grand Rapids

First Division, on file and of record in the Office of the Itasca County Recorder, that

lies southerly of the easterly extension of the north line of Lot 1, Block 29 of said plat,

and northerly of a line defined between the Minnesota Department of Transportation
monuments B2 and B3 as shown on the Minnesota Department of Transportation Right

of Way Plat No. 31- 131 on file and of record in the Office of the Itasca County
Recorder,

AND,

That part of the north— south alley located within Block 29, according to the plat of

Grand Rapids First Division, on file and of record in the Office of the Itasca County
Recorder, that lies between Lots 4 through 21 inclusive.

Itasca County has acquired properties within Block 29, Grand Rapids First Division,

with the exception of City Hall, for a planned expansion of the Itasca County Court

House. Properties include: Grand Rapids Fire Hall, the former Northprint Building,

Vanity Cleaners, and the former Judy Garland Museum building. For the westward

expansion of the Court House to proceed, Itasca County has petitioned the vacation of

the portion of 1st Avenue NE lying between the Fire Hall and Vanity Cleaners, as well

as the majority of the NIS alley lying with Block 29( between the Northprint Building

and the Fire Hall parking area and former Judy Garland Museum building).

Upon approval, the vacation would allow for the removal of buildings from Block 29

exception— City Hall) and the expansion to the west, over 1st Avenue NE and the NIS

alley, of the Court House( new jail& receiving area, new court facilities, widened

sidewalk along 4th Street, and an improved public entry), as depicted on the attached
schematic design concept drawings.

As described in the attached email correspondence, the Engineering/Public Works
Department and the Fire Department support the petitioned vacation. Travis Cole, Fire

Chief, noted that two existing fire hydrants will be impacted with the project, and

requested review of the utility plan, showing their relocation.

It should be noted that members of the County's project design team, County Staff,

architects, civil and electrical engineers have been meeting and communicating

regularly with City Staff, Grand Rapids Public Utilities Staff, and MNDOT Staff

regarding utility infrastructure relocation, rerouting, and necessary improvements in the
impacted area.

Additionally, Community Development Department staff requested of the review

committee, to consider the impacts on the City initiated vacation of the remaining 75

ft. of the platted( NIS) Alley within Block 29, as the area is between two parcels owned

by the City( west- City Hall and east side- parking area for Police Department).

There were no concerns or objections regarding the petitioned right-of-way vacation

from the remaining members of the staff review committee which consists of the

Engineering/Public Works Department, Community Development Department, Fire
Department, Police Department, and the Grand Rapids Public Utilities Commission.

Motion by Commissioner Hubbes, second by Commissioner Johnson that,

based on the findings of fact presented here today, and in the public' s best

interest, the Planning Commission does hereby forward to the City Council a

recommendation to approve the vacation of public right-of-way described as:

That part of Sleeper Avenue( First Avenue NE), according to the plat of Grand

Rapids First Division, on file and of record in the Office of the Itasca County

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 2



Planning Commission Minutes - Final March 4, 2021

Recorder, that lies southerly of the easterly extension of the north line of Lot 1,

Block 29 of said plat, and northerly of a line defined between the Minnesota
Department of Transportation monuments B2 and B3 as shown on the

Minnesota Department of Transportation Right of Way Plat No. 31- 131 on file

and of record in the Office of the Itasca County Recorder;

right-of-way described as:

That part of Sleeper Avenue( First Avenue NE), according to the plat of Grand

Rapids First Division, on file and of record in the Office of the Itasca County

Recorder, that lies southerly of the easterly extension of the north line of Lot 1,

Block 29 of said plat, and northerly of a line defined between the Minnesota
Department of Transportation monuments B2 and B3 as shown on the

Minnesota Department of Transportation Right of Way Plat No. 31- 131 on file

and of record in the Office of the Itasca County Recorder;

AND,

That part of the north— south alley located within Block 29, according to the
plat of Grand Rapids First Division, on file and of record in the Office of the

Itasca County Recorder, that lies between Lots 4 through 21 inclusive.

AND: the City initiated vacation of the remaining 75' of the platted ( N/ S) Alley

located within Block 29, according to the plat of Grand Rapids First Division, on

file and of record in the Office of the Itasca County Recorder, that lies between
Lots 1- 3 and 22- 24.

The Commissioners reviewed the considerations for the record:

1. Is the right-of-way needed for traffic purposes?

Why/Why not? No, with the removal of the fire hall it will not be needed
because traffic will be reduced.

2. Is the right-of-way needed for pedestrian purposes?

Why/Why not? No, most pedestrian traffic will use the new entrances at the

Itasca County Courthouse.

3. Is the right-of-way needed for utility purposes?

Why/Why not? No, staff has accounted for utility relocation so it will not be
needed.

4. Would vacating the right-of-way place additional land on the tax rolls?

Why/Why not? No.

5. Would vacating the right-of-way facilitate economic development in the

City?

Why/Why not? Yes, with the expansion of the Itasca County Courthouse it will

facilitate economic development and clean up the block.

The following roll call vote was taken: Yea: Johnson, Hubbes, Gothard,

Goggin, MacGregor. Nay: None, motion passed unanimously.

Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the vacation of a public

utility easement acquired by the City of Grand Rapids in July of 2002 through
recorded document number A543974.

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 3



Planning Commission Minutes - Final March 4, 2021

Mr. Trast provided the staff report.

Lonson Holdings, LLC. submitted a valid petition on February 10, 2021 requesting the

vacation of the following described public utility easement.

A permanent utility easement in the south 20' of Outlot A of Block 1 of the Swanson

Addition beginning 100' east of the west lot line ending 450' east of the west lot line

adjacent to 17th St. SE., Itasca County, Minnesota

The utility easement is located in the rear vehicle storage/parking area at Grand
Rapids GM( 1610 S Pokegama Ave), and to date, has not been used for the

placement of storm water infrastructure. ( see attached location map)

As stated within the attached Public Vacation Application, the request made by the

property owner, would remove an unused easement/encumbrance from the property,

thus allowing for future development to take place.

There were no concerns or objections expressed, regarding the petitioned easement

vacation, from the staff review committee which consists of.-Engineering/Public Works

Department, Community Development Department, Fire Department, Police
Department, and the Grand Rapids Public Utilities Commission.

Motion by Commissioner Goggin, second by Commissioner Hubbes that, based

on the findings of fact presented here today, and in the public' s best interest,

the Planning Commission does hereby forward to the City Council a

recommendation to approve the vacation of a public utility, acquired by the

City of Grand Rapids in recorded document number A543974 and described as:

A permanent utility easement in the south 20' of Outlot A of Block 1 of the

Swanson Addition beginning 100' east of the west lot line ending 450' east of

the west lot line adjacent to 17th St. SE, Itasca County, Minnesota

The Commissioners reviewed the considerations for the record:

1. Is the right-of-way needed for traffic purposes?

Why/Why not? No, it is not used for traffic purposes.

2. Is the right-of-way needed for pedestrian purposes?

Why/Why not? No, it is not used for pedestrian purposes.

3. Is the right-of-way needed for utility purposes?

Why/Why not? No, there is no need for utilities in that area.

4. Would vacating the right-of-way place additional land on the tax rolls?

Why/Why not? it will not add property but it will free up the land for future
development.

5. Would vacating the right-of-way facilitate economic development in the

City?

Why/Why not? Yes, it will allow for further development of the property.

The following roll call vote was taken: Yea: Goggin, Gothard, Hubbes,

Johnson, MacGregor. Nay: None, motion passed unanimously.

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 4



Planning Commission Minutes - Final March 4, 2021

Public Input

Miscellaneous\ Updates

Adjourn

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 4: 45 p. m.
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Legislation Details (With Text)

File M 21- 1833 Version:   1 Name:     Consider a recommendation to the City Council
regarding the vacation of a platted alley right-of-way
within Houghton' s Addition to Grand Rapids.

Type: Agenda Item Status:    General Business

File created:       4/ 27/ 2021 In control: Planning Commission

On agenda: 5/ 6/ 2021 Final action:

Title: Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the vacation of a platted alley right-of-way
within Houghton' s Addition to Grand Rapids.

Sponsors:

Indexes:

Code sections:

Attachments:      HRA Vacation Request: Staff Report& Review Comm. Comments

Alley Vacation Request: Area Mads

R- O-W Vacation Considerations

HRA Vacation Request: tion

Date Ver.   Action By Action Result

Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the vacation of a platted alley right-of-way within Houghton, s
Addition to Grand Rapids.

Background Information:

See attached StaffReport and Background Information.

Staff Recommendation:

Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the vacation of a platted alley right-of-way within Houghton, s
Addition to Grand Rapids.

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 1 of 1 Printed on 5/ 10/ 2021
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Agenda It+em'# 2 Community Development ate: 5/ 6/ 21
Department

Statement of Issue:  Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the vacation of a

platted alley right-of-way within Houghton' s Addition to Grand Rapids.

Background:      The Itasca County HRA, co- signed by Mr. Ken Collinge ( property owner of
716 NW 5th Ave.) submitted a valid petition, on April 5, 2021 requesting the

vacation of the following described public right-of-way:

That part of the west—east alley located within Block 10, according

to the plat of Houghton' s Addition to Grand Rapids, on file and of
record in the Office of the Itasca County Recorder, that lies between
Lots 7-12 and Lot 6 and Lot 13 inclusive,

The HRA are the owners of Lots 1- 12, Block 10, Houghton' s Addition (411

Apartment building and 3 parcels separated by the alley adjacent to 4th Ave.
NW). Mr. Collinge is the owner of Lot 13, Block 10 Houghton' s Add. of which

the HRA has an agreement in place to purchase the subject property.

As stated within the attached Public Vacation Application, if approved, the

right-of-way vacation, and also pending the outcome of an zoning map

amendment request petitioned by the HRA, would both facilitate the

completion of the purchase of property from Mr. Collinge ( 716 NW 5th Ave.),

and ultimately the development& expansion of additional off-street parking

spaces for the residents of the 411 Apartment Building. Additionally, the
vacation would provide the HRA approximately 51, 380 sq. ft. of contiguous

land area helping address an existing deficiency( grandfathered

nonconformity) of square footage of land area per unit.

As described in the attached email correspondence, the Engineering
Department/ Public Works Department and the Fire Department support the

petitioned vacation. The Grand Rapids Public Utilities Commission noted

that alley contains overhead electric power lines serving the block, along
with one block to the east and two blocks to the west, and thus requested

that approval of alley vacation be contingent on the City retaining a utility
easement over the entire area to be vacated.

There were no concerns or objections regarding the petitioned right-of-way

vacation from the remaining members of the staff review committee which

consists of the Engineering/ Public Works Department, Community
Development Department, Fire Department, Police Department, and the

Grand Rapids Public Utilities Commission.



Minnesota Statutes 412. 851 governs the procedures for vacating right-of-

way( or a portion of) in a statutory city. Generally speaking, under this

statue the City Council has the authority to vacate public right-of-way on its
own motion or through a petition of the majority of the land owners. The

petition presented by the HRA, and Mr. Collinge, represents 100%
participation of adjacent land owners, and therefore is valid.

Considerations: When considering the vacation of public right-of-way, the Planning
Commission must make findings of fact based on the attached list of

considerations.

Recommendation:     Staff recommends that the Planning Commissioners visit the site, review the

comments submitted by the Review Committee, and review the relevant
sections of the Comprehensive Plan.

Prior to making a recommendation to the City Council to approve/ not

approve the vacations, the Planning Commission should make specific
findings to support its recommendation and reference those specific findings

in their motion to either approve or not approve the right-of-way vacation.

Required Action: Pass a motion forwarding a recommendation to the City Council for approval

or non- approval of the proposed public right-of-way.

Example Motion:

Motion by second by that, based on the findings

of fact presented here today, and in the public' s best interest, the

Planning Commission does hereby forward to the City Council a
recommendation to (approve) (not approve) the vacation of public

right-of-way described as:
That part of the west—east alley located within Block 10,
according to the plat of Houghton' s Addition to Grand

Rapids, on file and of record in the Office of the Itasca

County Recorder, that lies between Lots 7-12 and Lot 6 and
Lot 13 inclusive,

Contingent on the following stipulation(s):

That a utility easement be retained across the full width

of the vacated alley right-of-way.

Attachments:

Site Map
Public Vacation Application/ Petition

Staff Review Committee Comments

List of the Planning Commissions Vacation Considerations



Eric Trast
M

From:   Jeremy Goodell <jgoodell@grpuc.org>
Sent:     Monday, April 26, 2021 3: 45 PM
To:       Eric Trast

Cc:       Julie Kennedy, Steven Mattson
Subject: FW: HRA Alley Vacation
Attachments:  HRA Alley Vacation.pdf

Importance:   High

Eric,

We have reviewed the vacation request and have the following comments:

This alley contains overhead electric power lines that serve this block along with one block to the east and two
blocks to the west

There are no GRPU water or sewer lines in this alley that we know of, this may change in the future
We need to maintain a general utility easement through this alley for electric, water and sewer utilities along
with other utilities

Thanks,

Jeremy Goodell, Electric Department Manager
Grand Rapids Public Utilities Commission

500 SE 4th St., Grand Rapids, MN 55744

W: 218. 326. 7182,  F: 218.326.7499, i5pom in IM„; du u   ; ii

W8LWW.a.q, L-- n:: ntu°  " GRPUC— Service is Our Nature

From: Julie Kennedy
Sent: Monday, April 26, 20213:01 PM

To: Jeremy Goodell< jjgoodeil@grpuc.org>; Steve Mattson< srmattson@grpuc.org>
Subject: FW: HRA Alley Vacation
Importance: High

Please see attached Alley vacation request and lxrovide cornirneint to Eric Finast Iby the end of the day tomorrow, Tuesday
April 27.

Julie Keninedy I General Manager
Grand Rapkis Public Utllffies Commscion

500 SE 4 1"' SL  Grand Rapids, MN 55744

W-. 21.8. 326. 7687 1 M- 218. 259x5020  F: 218.326.7499

yvny:!9!'pg 2[ g I " GIRPUC— Service is Our Nature"

From: Eric Trast

Sent: Monday, April 26, 20212:06 PM
To: Julie Kennedy<    

Subject: HRA Alley Vacation



Eric Trast

From:    Travis Cole

Sent:     Monday, April 12, 2021 3:00 PM
To:       Eric Trast

Cc: Rob Mattei

Subject: Petitioned vacation HRA

Eric,

The fire department has no issues with the vacation of platted alley for the HRA vacation request.

Thanks

Travis Cole

Fire Chief

City of Grand Rapids
420 North Pokegama Avenue

Grand Rapids, IVIN 55744-2662

Office:   218- 326- 7639

Mobile:  218- 360- 9702

Fax:



Eric Trast

From:    Matt Wegwerth, PE

Sent:     Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:31 AM
To:       Rob Mattei

Cc: Eric Trast

Subject: Petitioned vacation HRA 411 Apartments

Rob,

Engineering/ Public Works has no objection to the request.

Matt Wegwerth, PE

Public Works Director/ City Engineer
City of Grand Rapids
420 North Pokegama Avenue

Grand Rapids, IVIN 55744-2662

Office:   218- 326- 7625

Mobile:  218- 244- 1987

Fax:      218- 326- 7621
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PLANNING COMMISSION

Considerations

RIGHT-OF- WAY VACATIONS

1.   Is the right-of-way needed for traffic purposes?
Why/ Why not?

2.   Is the right-of-way needed for pedestrian purposes?
Why/ Why not?

3.   Is the right-of-way needed for utility purposes?
Why/ Why not?

4.  Would vacating the right-of-way place additional land on the tax rolls?
Why/ Why not?

5.  Would vacating the right-of-way facilitate economic development in the
City?
Why/ Why not?



Public Vacation Application

Community Development Department
420 North Pokegama Ave.

Grand Rapids, MN 55744

Tel.( 218) 326-7601 Fax( 218) 326-7621

Web Site: www.cit.yofgrandrapidsmn,.com
G RAP46"RAP] DS

General Information:

Grand Rapids Housing& Redevelopment Authority

Name of Applicant Name of Owner( If other than applicant)
102 NE 3rd Street, Suite 160

Address Address

Grand Rapids MN 55744

City State Zip city State Zip

218-326-7978/ diane@itascacountyhra. org

Business Telephone/g-mail address Business Telephone/ e- mail address

Please check which of the following you are applying for:
0 Street Vacation 0 Alley Vacation 3 Easement Vacation

Provide a legal description of the property to be vacated( for example, the North-South alley adjacent to lots 8- 12, block 5,
Grand Rapids 5th Division), Attach an exhibit and/ or electronic file if the legal description is lengthy.
The East-West alley between NW 4th Avenue and NW 5th Avenue, Block 10, Houghton's Addition to Grand Rapids

I(we) certify that, to the best of my(our) knowledge, information, and belief, all of the information presented in this
application is accurate and complete and includes all required information and submittals, and that I consent to entry upon
the subject property by pubic officers, employees, and agents of the City of Grand Rapids wishing to view the site for
purposes of processing, evaluating, and deciding upon this application.

March 29, 2021

Signature( s) of Applicant(s) Date

I i' other than appflcaint) Dategiinq a re( s) of Owiripe,,

Of" ce Use Oni
Date Received-    ¢  CerbfiedComplet Fee Paid

Does the boundary of the requested vacation terminate at or abut a public water body:  E3 Yes No

Planning Commission Recommendation Approved Denied Meeting Date: 5,16 1,20,11

City Council Action Approved-   Denied-       Meeting Date

SummaryofSpecial Conditions of Approval:......................._....................._...............................................................................  ....................

0 of Grand Raois Public Va tion Ali tion Paae 1 of 3



Reggluired Su mittals:

0 Application Fee- $ 505. 00* 1 0 Location Map 0 Petition for Vacation

0 Proof of Ownership®( a copy of a property tax statement or deed will suffice)

17he application fees charged are used for postage to nail the required notices to adjacent properties, publication of the

public hearing notice in the Grand Rapids Herald Review, and for a small portion ofstaff time for case review and
preparation of documents. It is the policy of the City of Grand Rapids to require applicants for land use approvals to
reimburse the City for costs incurred by the City in reviewing and acting upon applications, so that these costs are not borne
by the taxpayers of the City.

Justification of Prolaosed cation: Please answer the following question( attach additional pages if needed). The

Planning Commission and City Council will consider these questions and responses, and other issues( see attached list) in
making their findings of fact and recommendation on the proposed rezoning.

Explain why the proposed vacation would be in the public' s best interest. Please refer to the factors being
considered by the Planning Commission and City Council that are listed on the final page of this application.

The Grand Rapids HRA is requesting vacation of the above listed alley. Currently the HRA

owns the property running the entire out side of the alley and the property to the

northeast of the alley.  The HRA is aquiring the property to the northwest of the alley;
the HRA will then own all property adjacent to this alley on both the north/south sides.

With the vacation, the HRA property will be a continguous site and bring our property
nearer to compliance with the minimum lot size requirements.  The alley is not needed
for traffic or r)edestria oses.

Addftbo_nA1_1nsJrU&fi2V.s

Prior to submitting your Petition for Vacation, you will need to arrange for one or more preliminary meetings with the
Director of Community Development. This meeting is intended to ensure that the proposed application is complete, to
answer any questions the applicant may have, discuss meeting schedules and, if applicable, the scope of the required
submittals.

Findings for Aggroval:

The Planning Commission, in formulating its recommendation, and the City Council, in support of its action will make
findings of fact based on their responses to the following list of considerations:

Is the street right-of-way needed for traffic purposes?

Is the street right-of-way needed for pedestrian purposes?

Is the street right-of-way needed for utility purposes?

Would vacating the street right-of-way place additional land on the tax rolls?

Would vacating the street right-of-way facilitate economic development in the City?

In cases where a street/alley or public right—of-way is adjacent to a public water( lake or river), the City will also give
consideration to comments submitted by the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources.

INCOMPLETE APPLICATION WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED

Complete applications shall be submitted to the Community Development Department one month prior to the Planning
Commission' s review of the vacation. More information may be requested by the City of Grand Rapids Planning Commission
or City Council, if deemed necessary to properly evaluate your request. The lack of information requested may be in itself
sufficient cause to deny an application.

CU of Grand Rapids Public Vacation Application Page 2 of 3



I for Vacation

P FOR VA TIC OF( PART OF) a I ley STREET/ALLEY/ EASEMENT) IN THE CrrY OF
GRAND RAPIDS.

To the City Council of Grand Rapids, Minnesota:

The undersigned, a majority of the owners of property as set forth opposite their respective names, abutting

on alley Street/ Alley/Easement), respectfully petition the City Council to vacate the aforesaid

part of) alley Street/ Alley/ Easement).

Names ( If not owner®describe nature of the interest in this property) Description of Property

K.en Coffinge 1®TIN 9550-1040
I.......................................

Grand Rapids Housing & Redevelopment Authority TIN 91- 550- 1030

I.............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................
I............   

I............................­­­

I...............................................................

Received on the r —
day of* LLL 2071.

City Clerk

7hispeddon mustbe signed byat least FIFTY PERCENT( 5001b) of the property owners, or those with property
interests abutting the property( street, alley or easement) to be vacated. Please provide the appropriate number of
names and addresses and signatures, as needed to meet this requirement( attach additional sheet if necessary).

Ci of Grand Rapids P lic Vacation Appli tion ae 3 of 3
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Legislation Details (With Text)

File#:       21- 1832 Version:   1 Name:     Consider a recommendation to the City Council
regarding the rezoning of 1. 05 acres of land from R-
2 ( One and two Family Residential) to R- 4 ( Multiple-
family Residential- high density).

Type: Agenda Item Status:    General Business

File created:       4/ 26/ 2021 In control: Planning Commission

On agenda: 5/ 6/ 2021 Final action:

Title: Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the rezoning of 1. 05 acres of land from R-2
One and two Family Residential) to R- 4 ( Multiple- family Residential- high density).

Sponsors:

Indexes:

Code sections:

Attachments:      HRA Zoning Map Amendment: Staff Report& Considerations

Area Zoning Maps # 1 &# 2

Zoning Map Amendment: HRA Ap2lication

Date Ver.   Action By Action Result

Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the rezoning of 1. 05 acres of land from R-2 ( One and two
Family Residential) to R-4 ( Multiple-family Residential- high density).

Background Information:

See attached StaffReport and Background Information

Staff Recommendation:

Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the rezoning of 1. 05 acres of land from R-2 ( One and two
Family Residential) to R-4 ( Multiple- family Residential- high density).

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 1 of 1 Printed on 5/ 10/ 2021
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Agenda It+em'# 3 Community Development Bate:' 5/ 5f 21
Department

Statement of Consider a recommendation to the City Council regarding the rezoning of 1. 05

ISSue:      acres of land from R- 2 ( One and two Family Residential) to R- 4( Multiple- family
Residential- high density).

Background:  The Itasca County HRA, co- signed by Mr. Ken Collinge( property owner of 716 NW
5" Ave.), filed an application for a Zoning Map Amendment with the City on April

5, 2021. The application requests the City' s consideration of the rezoning of the

following described properties from their current R- 2 ( One and two Family
Residential) designation to that of R- 4( Multiple- family Residential- high density):

Lots 1- 6& E% of VACNIS Alley and Lot 13& W% of VACNIS Alley, All in

Block 10, Houghton' s Addition to Grand Rapids, Itasca County, Minnesota

The petition submitted by the HRA involves 1. 05 acres of land ( 1- parcel currently
owned by Mr. Collinge, and 3-parcels owned by the HRA), and is generally located

north of the HRA' s 411 NW 7th Avenue Apartment Building( see map# 1). Map# 1

illustrates the subject properties in relation to the existing zoning in the area: R- 4

Multiple-family Residential- high density) adjacent to the south, R- 2 ( One and

Two- Family Residential) to the north, west, and east, and PU ( Public Use) to the
northeast.

The Zoning Map Amendment, if approved and described by the petitioner in
their application, and also pending the outcome of an alley vacation request

petitioned by the HRA, would both facilitate the completion of the purchase of

property from Mr. Collinge (716 NW 5th Ave.), and ultimately the development

expansion of additional off-street parking spaces for the residents of the 411

Apartment Building, as well as provide the HRA approximately 51, 380 sq. ft. of
contiguous land area helping address an existing deficiency( grandfathered

nonconformity) of square footage of land area per unit.

The existing nonconformity of units per square foot of land area ( currently 16
units allowed at an R- 4 designation on current lot configuration, 37 units would

permitted if the rezoning and alley vacation are approved, 50 units of multi-

family housing currently exist in apartment building). The rezoning would not
allow the HRA to add additional units to the property.

A sample listing of the uses permitted by right in an R- 4 zoning district are as
follows:

Single family detached, twin homes, two family attached, multi- family,

rooming houses for 7 + roomers, group and foster homes for 17 or



more residents, senior housing w/ services for greater than 17

residents, daycare/ nurseries- 14 or fewer persons, accessory buildings,
neighborhood parks, and public athletic facilities.

A sampling of other uses permitted in R- 4 with additional restrictions includes:

Bed and breakfast accommodations, emergency housing facilities,

group and foster homes for 6 or fewer persons, churches,

daycare/ nurseries- 15 or more persons, and elementary and secondary
schools.

The following table shows a comparison of the yard and bulk requirement of R-

4 and R- 2 zoning, and illustrates several differences between the two zoning

districts; larger lot size requirements, greater maximum building height, and a

lack of surface coverage requirements, within R- 2 zoning.

R- 2 ( existing zoning)       R- 4( requested zoning)
Min. Lot Size gross area- 7, 000 s. f.       gross area- 15, 000 s. f.

area ( unit)- 5, 000 s. f.,     area ( unit)-2, 500 s. f.,

width- 50 ft. width- 100 ft.

Min. Yard Setbacks front-30 ft., int. side- 6-   front-35 ft., int. side-

9 ft., street side- 15 ft.,    20 ft., street side- 30

rear- 30 ft.   ft., rear- 35 ft.

Max. Lot Coverage building- N/ A, total building-35%, total

surface- N/ A, GUOS-       surface- 75%, GUOS

N/ A unit)- 400

Building Size max. height- 30 ft., max. height- 45 ft.,

min. dimension- 24 ft.     min. dimension- 24 ft.

The Future Land Use map contained within the 2020 Comprehensive Plan ( see

location map# 2) shows the subject property located within a larger area indicated
as future ' Traditional Neighborhood", which is consistent with uses in the

surrounding area.

Considerations:      When reviewing a request for a Zoning Map Amendment, the Planning
Commission must make findings based on the attached list of considerations.

Recommendation Staff recommends that the Planning Commissioners visit the site and look at

the situation, and surrounding uses in the area.

Prior to making a motion to recommend to the City Council approval or denial
of the request, the Planning Commission should make specific findings to
support its recommendation and reference those specific findings in their

motion to either approve or deny the Zoning Map Amendment.

Required Action:    Pass a motion forwarding a recommendation to the City Council for approval or
denial of the requested Zoning Map Amendment.



Motion by second by that, based on the findings of fact

presented here today, and in the public' s best interest, the Planning
Commission does hereby forward to the City Council a recommendation to
approve)(deny) the Zoning Map Amendment, as petitioned by Itasca County

HRA, and adjacent property owner Mr. Ken Collinge, described within the Staff

Report and as shown in the maps presented here today, from the current R- 2
One and two Family Residential) zoning designation to that of R- 4( Multiple-

family Residential- high density);

Contingent on the following stipulation(s):

Attachments:
Site/ Location Maps

Copy of the rezoning petition and associated documentation.

List of the Planning Commissions Rezoning Considerations.



PLANNING COMMISSION

Considerations

ZONING MAP AMENDMENT

1.  Will the change affect the character of neighborhoods?

Why/ Why not?

2.  Would the change foster economic growth in the community?

Why/ Why not?

3.  Would the proposed change be in keeping with the spirit and intent of the

ordinance?

Why/ Why not?

4.  Would the change be in the best interest of the general public?

Why/ Why not?

5.  Would the change be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan?

Why/ Why not?



SUPPLEMENTAL CHECKLIST FOR REZONING

When considering rezoning property, the following questions should also be
considered:

1. Has there been a change in the development policies of the community?

2.       Are there changed conditions in the community that would change the proper
zoning of the property?

3.       Was there a mistake in the original zoning ordinance?

4.       Is the zoning ordinance up to date?

5.       Is similarly zoned land currently available?

6. Does the proposed rezoning ( or amendment) conform to the comprehensive
plan?

7.       Is the proposed use compatible with adjacent land uses?

8.       Is the proposed rezoning ( or amendment) spot zoning?

9.       Is the timing proper for the proposed rezoning ( or amendment)?

10.     What is the effect of the proposed rezoning on public utilities?

11.     Will the proposed rezoning place an undue financial burden on the community?

12.     Will the rezoning increase tax revenues?
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Petition for Rezoning( Zoning Map Amendment)
Community Development Department
420 North Pokegama Ave.

Grand Rapids, MN 557+

eA44
Tel.( 218) 326-7601 Fax( 218) 326- 7621

P_       Web Site: wwwcit.yofgirand apidsiinn,.corwi

The undersigned do hereby respectfully request the following be granted by support of the following facts herein shown:

Itasca County HRA Ken_g2Tng_
Name of Applicant Name of Owner( If other than applicant)

102 NE Third St,    it 160 24198 State Highway 6
Address Address

Grand Rapids MN 55744 Cohasset MN 55721

City State Zip city State Zip

218-326-727aLgigng& tascacountvhra. org 218-244-4895
Business Telephone/ e- mail Business Telephone/ e- mail

Parcel InfQ ation:

Tax Parcel# 91- 550- 1040and 1®       and 91- 550- 1 OPIPperty Size:  0. 15 acres

Existing Zoning. R-2 One& Two family residence Requested Zoning: R-4 MulfifaELIesidence

Existing Use: Single family residential

Proposed use®Expanded parking for adjacent multi-family residential

Property Address/ Location:  716 NW First Ave, Grand Ravids, MIN 55744

LegaiDescription:  See attached
attach additional sheet if necessary)

I( e) certify that, to the best of my(our) knowledge, information, and belief, all of the information presented in this
application is accurate and complete and includes all required information and submittals, and that I consent to entry upon
the subject property by pubic officers, employees, and agents of the City of Grand Rapids wishing to view the site for
purposes of processing, evaluating, and deciding upon this application.

V
March 26, 2021

Signature( s) of Applicant( s) Date

4- 'Y'     ----------------
Signotus) of Own Z®(If other than applicant) I'MILP,

is Use Only

Date Received 3/71 18021 Certified Complete I Fee Paid 156T

Planning Commission Recommendation Approved Denied-       Meeting Date

City Council Action Approved Denied-       Meeting Date

Summary of Special Conditions of Approval:

Ci of Grand Rapids Rezone Permit Aoolication Pae 1 of 4



EggMiMd.filigbrnittals( 5 conles of each& electronic versions of allDert'      inifM§nLMM= t1Q0):

Application Fee®$ 505. 00 Location map 0 Map Showing Surrounding Zoning

0 Proof of Ownership®( a copy of a property tax statement or deed will suffice)

1 7he application fees charged are used for postage to mall the required notices to adjacent properties, publication
ofthe public hearing notice In the Grand Rapids Herald Rewe , and for a smallportion ofstaff time for case review

and preparation ofdocuments. It Is the policy of the City of Grand Rapids to require applicants fer land use
approvals to reimburse the Qty for costs Incurred by the Oty In reviewing andacting upon applIcadons, so that
these costs are not borne by the taxpayers of the 0ty.

Justification of PrODosed Rezonina: Please answer all of the following questions( attach additional pages if needed).
The Planning Commission will consider these questions and responses, and other issues( see attached list) in making their
findings of fact and recommendation on the proposed rezoning.

A.       What are the Surrounding land uses? Describe the existing uses and zoning classifications in the area surrounding
the subject property.

The Grand Rapids HRA owns and manages a 50-unit Public Housing multi- family building

directly to the south zoned R-4 Multi- Family Residential. The parcel directly to the east is
currently used for parking forte Public Housing and is also zoned RA The property tothe

north is a single-family residential home. There are 50 apartments in the Public Housing with
only 17 parking spaces.

B.       Would the uses permitted by the proposed zoning map change be appropriate forte surrounding area?

This Public Housing building consists of 49 one bedroom apartments and 1 two bedroom

apartment. When it was originally constructed, it was permitted with only 17 parking spaces.
This currently presents a challenge not only for management and residents but also the

City, especially during the winter snow removal months,  Parking currently exists
directly tote east so expansion along the entire north side oft e alley wo e   ..

appropriate.

C.       Is the property adequately served by public infrastructure( streets, sidewalks, utilities, etc)?

Yes and no changes are proposed to existing infrastructure.

D.       Demonstrate the need for additional property in the proposed zoning district.
As stated above Lie and there is

definitely a need for additional off-street parking to accommodate existing residents® We have

been working with city staff in of the Police Department and the office of Community Develop

to work on creatiyq_V2ys to reduce city staff administrative burden when iss4jgg_giaio s i

times when existi ci resi a is aye o ere o ove t sir ve ice ri..n_q.,a.,,snow removal day.

ON of Grand Radds Rezone Per Application Page 2 of 4



E.       What effect will the proposed rezoning have on the growth and development of existing neighborhoods, other

lands in the proposed district®commercial and industrial neighborhoods? The proposedrezoning will not
necessarilyaffect the growthdevelopment xisi neighborhood.       IIs

however,    v osiiv impact on the aesthetics and appealof the neighborhood

by providing additional street parking and removing i from the existingsite.

F. Demonstrate that the proposed rezoning is the minimum change needed to allow a reasonable use of the

property. The current Droperty is z esignation that does not allow for

parking so®  To expand parkingor the existing I i ily property, this

request is the minimumchanged needed to allow fort intended      . It is reasonable

to consider the request given the property does not meetcurrent z inumber of

parking stalls.

G.       Flow does the proposed rezoning conform to the City's Comprehensive Plan? Housing is a community asset.
The Comprehensiva Plan ins    s .     s o reservi g oxisti a

o si s i

a variety of housinqels, including a rdable housinq.  It is important to preserve

the existina PH buildinain this neiahborhood and the crovisionof adeguate Parkingo

asi a is is i oat as an increased number of eligLble residents own vehicles and

ars drivina loncier. The COMDrehensive Plan also SUDDorts the concept oright-sizing

tbp—suWy of surface Darkingg to a a t is casae is request cloaly oats

the intent of tn.

H.       Ts h i a nn rsre®a r 7

do s for eXDanded Darkingin and around the Public Housing buildingaro

extre 1 it iion9 o to a ired has not been for sale for

many years.  This is an opportune i to correct limited a i spaces o a

existing multi- family o a a Swift action on this is important totthe seller and the

buyer.

ON of Grand Rapids Rezone PerffljApgfigajjgn Pale 3 of 4



1. Any additional information that the Petitioner would like to supply.

Additional InSkEUcj:I9nS.

Prior to submitting your Petition to Rezone, you will need to arrange for one or more preliminary meetings with the Director
of Community Development. This meeting is intended to ensure that the proposed application is complete, to answer any
questions the applicant may have, discuss meeting schedules and, if applicable, the scope of the required submittals.
Completed applications required to be submitted to the Grand Rapids Community Development Department by the 15th of
the month.

Findinggs for ADoroval:

The Planning Commission, in formulating its recommendation, and the City Council, in support of its action will make findings
of fact based on their responses to the following list of considerations:

Will the change affect the character of the neighborhoods?

Would the change foster economic growth in the community?

Would the proposed change be in keeping with the spirit and intent of the ordinance?

Would the change be in the best interest of the general public?

Would the change be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan?

INCOMPLETE APPLICATIONS WILL NOT BE ACCEFrED

More information may be requested by the City of Grand Rapids Planning Commission or City Council, if deemed necessary to
properly evaluate your request. The lack of information requested may be in itself sufficient cause to deny an application.

City of Grand RapidsRezonePermit ADDlicatian___--- Page 4.of 4
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irax Parcell# 91- 550-1040

Address:

Legal Description: Lot 13 and the West On nt

thereto, Block 10 Hou hton' s Addition to Grand Ra ids.
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Legislation Details (With Text)

File M 21- 1834 Version:   1 Name:     Consider initiating the process to review and
update/amend the text of several sections of the

Zoning Ordinance.
Type: Agenda Item Status:    General Business

File created:       4/ 28/ 2021 In control: Planning Commission

On agenda: 5/ 6/ 2021 Final action:

Title: Consider initiating the process to review and update/amend the text of several sections of the Zoning
Ordinance.

Sponsors:

Indexes:

Code sections:

Attachments:      City Initiated Text Amendments: Staff Report

Date Ver.   Action By Action Result

Consider initiating the process to review and update/ amend the text of several sections of the Zoning Ordinance.

Background Information:

See attached StaffReport.

Staff Recommendation:

Consider initiating the process to review and update/ amend the text of several sections of the Zoning Ordinance.

CITY OF GRAND RAPIDS Page 1 of 1 Printed on 5/ 10/ 2021
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C. r ANP RMIIDS
ii w ti rv) iwwu t inn rvn] r i. r:

Agenda Item # Community Development ate:' 5/ 6/ 21
Department'

Statement of Issue:     Consider initiating the process to review and update/ amend the text of

several sections of the Zoning Ordinance.

Background: Over the past year, staff has again accumulated a short list of sections

within Article VI ( Zoning) of Chapter 30( Land Development of the

Municipal Code that could use review, and if deemed necessary, new

added text, updating due to inconsistencies, duplication, need of further
clarification, or simply being outdated.

At this time, staff will provide an overview of the areas of the Zoning

Ordinance suggested for review and examination. Additionally, we
recommend the formation of a Planning Commission Sub- Committee ( 2- 3
Commissioners) to work with staff to bring possible draft amendments to

the full Planning Commission for consideration at a later date, and

potentially the forwarding of a recommendation to the City Council for
adoption.

Sections of Zoning Ordinance suggested for review and justification for
consideration:

1.  Sec. 30- 596. Parking lot design and maintenance standards.
Section establishes standards to promote the safe and efficient

storage, circulation and channelization of motor vehicles

development on- site.)

Subpart b( 2)

a.  # 2 No closer than 25 feet to the nearest point of any

street/ alley intersection. ( This measurement refers to

distance between a private driveway entrance and the
nearest street intersection).

Amend to 50 feet and define where measurement is taken

from (establish a definition intersection/ point of

measurement) per City Engineers recommendation and

consistency with MnDot requirements.

2.  Section 30-512. Table ofpermitted uses.
Section is a list of uses permitted by right ( permitted uses), uses
permitted with restrictions, and conditional uses, within the

various zoning districts)
a.  Add Salon/ Barbershop use to permitted use table under

Retail" subheading.

Amendment would create consistency with Sect. 30- 628

which establishes off-street parking requirements that are



unique to this use. Without a separately listed use in 30-512,

the salon/ barber shop use has thus for been classified as
general retail sales& services use".

3.  Section 30-482. Zoning districts map.
The location and boundaries of the districts established in section

30-481 are shown upon the official zoning map, together with all
notations, references and other information shown thereon, and

all amendments thereto, shall be as much a part of this division as
iffully set forth and described in this section. The zoning map shall
be kept on file in the office of the city administrator.

Zoning map has historically been kept on file or displayed in the
office of the ' Zoning Administrator".

4.  Section 30-628. Minimum number.

Section establishes a minimum numbers of off-street parking
spaces to be provided and maintained for various identified uses)

Review off-street parking requirements for Car Washes and the
footnote establishing stacking spaces for the wash bays:

a) 4 stacking spaces per manual self-serve bay; b) 12 stacking

spaces per automatic bay; and c) 1 per 140 square

feet gross floor area of retail space. In addition, one detailing

space shall be provided for each car wash bay of any type, plus

one detail space for each vacuum machine if machines are not

located within the stacking spaces. If machines are located within

the stacking spaces, no additional detail space is required.

Staff, in discussions with various developers, has noted an
opportunity to review and potentially modernize these
requirements.

5.  Consider the addition and establishment of a " Small Scale

Agricultural" or " Farm Stand" use within the Rural Residential

zoning district areas of town, as recommended by the 2020
Comprehensive Plan.

Upon establishment of a Subcommittee of Planning Commissioners to

work with staff on exploring the proposed amendments, staff will begin

gathering zoning information from other communities, as well as drafting

text amendments as a starting point for discussions.

Considerations:

Recommendation: Pass a motion initiating the review and updating/ amendments to the text

of several sections of the Zoning Ordinance, and establish a Sub-

committee of 2- 3 Commissioners to work with staff on developing
amendments.

Required Action:



Attachments:
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See attached StaffReport.

Staff Recommendation:

Consider the election of Planning Commission Officer,s- Chairperson and Vice Chairperson/ Secretary.
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Statement of Issue: Consider the election of Planning Commission Officer' s- Chairperson

and Vice Chairperson/ Secretary.

Background:     Section 30- 31 of the City Code requires the Planning Commission to

elect a Chairperson and a Vice Chairperson/ Secretary, as well as any

other officers it deems necessary.

To date, the Planning Commission' s slate of officers has consisted of a
Chairperson and a Vice Chairperson/ Secretary, with Commissioner

MacGregor currently serving as Chairperson ( 2nd Term), and

Commissioner Goggin currently serving as the Vice

Chairperson/ Secretary( 2nd Term).

Per Article I, Section E( 4) of the Planning Commission Bylaws, the

Planning Commission may re- elect the current Chair and/ or Vice-

Chair/ Secretary to a second term, but may only re- elect either officer to
a third successive term if no other nominations are put forth.

The Planning Commission Bylaws call for the election of officers to take
place at the first meeting of the year; however, in the past several years

the Planning Commission has chosen to wait until the April or May
meeting.

Considerations:

Recommendation:   After staff reads this short introduction, the Chair will request

nominations for Chairperson first; it is customary to nominate one or
more candidates. When all nominations have been made, then the

vote is taken on each, in the order in which they were nominated, until
one is elected. The nominations need not be seconded.

Required Action:      Consider nominations to elect a Chairperson and Vice

Chairperson/ Secretary.


