
City of Mayer

Planning Commission Meeting
Meeting Minutes

Tuesday, November 14, 2006
Commission Members Present:  Commission Chair, Tom Stifter, Council Liaison Ron Haag, Commissioners Les Hahn, Don Wachholz, Rod Maetzold, Lowell Wasser, and Chris Biehle
Commission Members Absent:  None
Staff Present:  Benjamin Baker, City Planner
I. Call Meeting to Order
Meeting called to order at 7:05 PM by Chair Stifter.
II. Adopt Agenda

Motion: LW/RH, all in favor; to approve the agenda. 
III. Adopt Minutes

Motion: LW/RH, all in favor; to approve the minutes of October 3, 2006.
IV. OLD BUSINESS

1. None.
V. NEW BUSINESS

1. Fieldstone Temporary Retail/Commercial Signs (Hwy 25 & 7)
Baker presented the staff report and dimensions for a temporary commercial informational sign proposed by Hartman Communities.  Baker also described the potential commercial development planned at Hwy 25 & 7 within the Fieldstone Development.  The Commissioners asked about the proposed types of commercial buildings that were planned for that area.  Baker explained that the Commission would soon be reviewing preliminary plans for the Fieldstone commercial area (Parade Street) at one of their next meetings.   
Motion: LH/RM, all in favor; to recommend site plan approval for two temporary commercial informational signs located near Hwy 25 & 7 with the following conditions:

· Both temporary real estate signs shall be removed within 7 days following the lease or sale of all the proposed commercial lots.
· A building (sign) permit application shall be submitted showing a color elevation, sign dimensions, and a footings detail.
2. Public Hearing – Planned Unit Development Ordinance Amendment
Baker presented proposed zoning ordinance amendment language for a Planned Unit Development, PUD.  Baker explained that the City should consider adding a new PUD overlay district to the zoning ordinance to create more desirable developments.  PUD districts would allow more design flexibility compared to stringent zoning district regulations, and in return developers must provide an adequate public benefit (more open space/parkland, preservation of natural resources, creation of a public facilities, etc.).  TS explained that PUDs would be similar to the underlying zoning district except that PUDs would most likely have smaller lot sizes and larger open space areas.

The Planning Commission agreed with the PUD concept, but they were concerned that developers might take advantage of the varying regulations to create undesirable developments.  Baker explained that each developer applying for a PUD would need to work with City staff and the Planning Commission to create a desirable development that provides more open space or a proven benefit.  
Chair Stifter opened the public hearing at 7:50 and closed the hearing at 7:51 with no one in the audience speaking on the issue.

Motion: LH/RM, all in favor; to recommend approval of the PUD Overlay District (zoning ordinance amendment).
VI. COMMISSIONERS’ REPORT & QUESTIONS
LW asked the City about the winter parking policy and about regulating the snow pile by Bluejay Avenue and 5th Street.
VII. PLANNER’S REPORT

Baker updated the Commission on the City’s new entrance sign.
VIII. ADJOURN

Motion: LH/RM, all in favor; to adjourn the meeting at 8:12 PM.
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