City of Mayer
Joint Planning Commission & City Council Meeting 
Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, March 6, 2018
Commission Members Present: Chairperson Tom Stifter, and Commissioners Barney Johnson, Patty Lanting, Rod Maetzold, Don Wachholz and Council Liaison Erick Boder. 
Commission Members Absent: Les Hahn.
Council Members Present: Liz Butterfield, Tice Stieve-McPadden, and Erick Boder.

Council Members Absent: Nikki McNielly and Mike Dodge.
Others Present: Resident, Ron Zimmermann.
Staff Present: Planning Consultant John Anderson of Municipal Development Group, LLC, and City Administrator, Margaret McCallum. 
CALL MEETING TO ORDER.
Meeting called to order at 6:30 PM by Chairperson Stifter.

ADOPT AGENDA.
A motion to approve the agenda was made and seconded.  Motion carried 6/0 (Planning Commission).

NUMBER OF ALLOWED ANIMALS (DOGS AND CATS).

McCallum informed that a resident recently asked the city, because of unique personal circumstances, if they would be allowed to have four dogs; possibly only temporarily. She informed that the code currently only allows for 3 adults animals (cats and dogs) per code definition. McCallum informed that the Council wanted to have a discussion on this item as to how to proceed with this request. McCallum informed that the number allowed varies per city and that some cities allow an extra adult animal per City Council approval. 

Anderson stated that the code allows for three adult animals and asked the Commission and Council if it should be changed to four.  Anderson did acknowledge that some cities do circumstantial approvals by the City Council, but that this would require criteria to be established to base facts on. Anderson stated that it would be more straightforward to increase the number allowed. Anderson said that some cities regulate the based on the size of animals. 

Lanting asked if the code regulated per person or dwelling. 

Anderson stated that the current code states “person” and that the language should be cleaned up to say “dwelling”. 

Johnson asked if the City Council going allow for a temporary exemption from the code for unique circumstances. 

Butterfield agreed with giving some sort of exemption instead of increasing the number of adult animals allowed. 

Anderson asked the Commission and Council on how they wanted to address the number of animals per dwelling. 

Stieve-McPadden stated that allowing 4 dogs per each dwelling in a townhome situation would be a lot; totaling 8. 

Anderson stated that the process of giving exemptions has to be done carefully by setting criteria that makes sense. He said the cases can’t just arbitrarily be passed. He said that the City has to be careful on liability issues. 

Butterfield suggested doing a temporary exemption with a time limit per City Council approval. 

Anderson said this could be done, but asked what the criteria would be. 

Lanting said that the combinations of cats and dogs can be very different from property to property. She stated that four dogs is very different than two cats and two dogs. 

Anderson stated that many larger cities regulate based on size, but that it can be difficult for smaller communities. 
Butterfield referenced a city in which the City Council passed a permanent exemption from the code for a property in which they were allowed exemption to the number for the specific animals that they had. She said that they could not replace or add animals. 

Stieve-McPadden stated that she liked that idea. 

The Commission/Council discussed townhomes and multi-family dwellings. 

Anderson suggested having language that allowed 3 adult animals in a “detached unit/dwelling” and allow detached dwellings an exemption per City Council approval. Anderson asked the Commission and Council the number they would feel comfortable going up to per Council approval. 

Butterfield stated five. 

Anderson informed that based on the discussion at the meeting, staff would draft language and run it by the City Attorney for review.   
TEXT AMENDMENT TO TITLE XV: LAND USAGE, CHAPTER 152: ZONING, SECTION 152.058 GENERAL COMMERCE DISTRICT AND SECTION 152.060 COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT.
McCallum said that the request for an ordinance amendment to these districts was sent to the Council for approval and that the Council sent it back for additional clarification centered around sexual oriented businesses within both districts. 

Anderson informed that the purpose of the recommended ordinance changes was to add more uses to the districts and to make it less vague with regards to uses. He informed that sexual-oriented businesses are allowed in the C-1 as a permitted accessory use and as a conditional use. He said that it is also allowed in the Commercial/Industrial District. 

Anderson explained that per state statute, a city cannot zone out sexual oriented businesses, but that they can determine the districts that they are allowed and with what conditions. Anderson reviewed the section of the code that regulates these types of businesses; stating that it is quite detailed. Anderson informed that it can be taken out of the C-1 district and strictly allowed only in the Commercial/Industrial District. 

Butterfield asked if staff could look into distance regulations as well from schools, churches, and residential areas. 

Anderson agreed that staff could look into that. 

ACTION IS REQUIRED FOR A TEXT AMENDMENT TO TITLE XV: LAND USAGE, CHAPTER 152: ZONING, SECTION 152.003 DEFINITIONS, SECTION 152.026 DRIVEWAY, PARKING AREA, AND HARD SURFACE IMPROVEMENTS.
McCallum informed that staff and Council have been receiving complaints about residents parking vehicles and various recreational vehicles on the grass on their properties. Council directed the Planning Commission to review the code, as it was very vague about parking regulations. 

Butterfield stated that she took 30 pictures in 3 of the city’s neighborhoods who had been parking on the grass. She said that she would like to see the neighborhoods looking nice. 
Boder said that it is a hard issue to deal with blight in the community and asked for a discussion on how to handle it. 

Butterfield said that residents need to store larger items off site. 

The Commission/Council discussed standards that they would like to see with regards to parking on properties. For example, what should be stored off site, what and where things can be parked on site. They also discussed standards for surfacing. 

The consensus was to have the Planning Commission continue with this topic moving forward. 
ADJOUNRNMENT.
A motion was made by Commissioner Johnson and seconded by Commissioner Wachholz to adjourn the meeting at 8:05 PM.  Motion carried 6/0.
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