


PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES

DATE: June 27, 2016
TIME: 4:30 p.m.
PRESENT: Chairman Hahn, Commissioners Boettcher, Buelow, Porter,

L. Olson, Paddock, and Shortridge
ABSENT: Commissioners M. Olson and Ballard

STAFF PRESENT: City Planner Carlos Espinosa

The meeting was called to order at 4:30 p.m. by Chairman Hahn.

Approval of Minutes — June 13, 2016

The minutes for June 13, 2016 were approved without changes and upon motion by
Commissioner Shortridge, and second by Commissioner Porter.

Discussion — Development Code Update

Jeff Milier and Rita Trapp from HKGI presented the work completed thus far on the
Development Code Update.

The first item of discussion was a limit on the number of attached townhouses in the R-
1, R-1.5 and R-2 zoning districts. Mr. Miller stated that currently the maximum number
of attached townhome/rowhouse units is four. Developers may want to have more units
per building in order to make project financially feasible. Mr. Miller clarified that the
number of total units allowed on a property would not increase — thus density would not
increase, just the number of buildings units allowed to be part of the same building.

Commissioner Shortridge noted that additional units would result in buildings with a
larger mass and may change the character of single family neighborhoods. Mr. Miller
responded that the attached townhomes, especially closer to downtown and shopping
areas, may better fit the character of the area than single family homes. Mr. Espinosa
noted that new townhomes could also be required to be on a principal or arterial street
at the edges of residential areas.

Commissioner Shortridge asked if the number of attached townhomes could be
changed based on zoning district. Mr. Espinosa replied affirmatively.

There being no further comments, Mr. Miller continued with the presentation.
Commissioner Shortridge asked about fuel stations in the downtown districts. Mr. Miller

stated that typically fuel stations wouldn't be permitted in core downtown areas, but if
design standards are applied they could be made more visually appealing.
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Commissioner Boettcher noted that downtown fuel stations are moving away from
providing repair services on the same property — there's either gas or repair.

Commissioner L. Olson noted that a more appropriate term would be “gas” stations
instead of “fuel” stations.

Commissioner Boettcher noted hospitals and vet clinics for large animals may not be
well suited for business districts in the core of the city due to needs for exercise areas
and space requirements for the animals. Mr. Miller noted that potential issues with
treating large animals could be specified in the use specific standards for animal
hospitais and veterinary clinics.

The next discussion area was district purpose statements. Commissioner Paddock
noted that the word “vibrant” might be removed from the DTMU description.

Commissioner Shortridge asked what is meant by pedestrian oriented in the two
downtown districts. Ms. Trapp and Mr. Miller responded that the form-based design
standards, zero or reduced setbacks, increased densities, the mix of uses, and signage
types will help to define and create a pedestrian-oriented environment in the downtown
districts.

Following miscellaneous discussion, there was a consensus to remove the reference to
truck traffic in the M-2 purpose statement.

Commissioner Shortridge asked about how to make uses in the Downtown Fringe area
more compatibie with adjacent or nearby residential uses. Ms. Trapp stated that use
specific standards could apply in the fringe district. In this manner, specific regulations
could apply to uses in the fringe district that wouldn’t apply in other areas of the City.

Next, there was discussion about requiring 1,000 square feet of lot area for all dwellings
in the business and mixed use districts. Following questions about how this standard
woulid apply to reuse of existing buildings, it was noted that the number may have to be
reduced in the downtown area in order to encourage reuse of historic buildings. Mr.
Espinosa stated that he'd examine changing the recommendation and bring the results
to a future Commission meeting.

Regarding lot frontages in downtown, Commissioner Shortridge noted that the typical
width of rowhouses in historic districts is 20 feet. Thus, a 30 foot required frontage may
be too much.

Commissioner Shortridge questioned the setbacks in the Downtown Fringe area which
are recommended to be the same as the adjacent residential district. Mr. Shortridge
commented that perhaps the setbacks should be reduced for residential dwellings in the
Downtown Fringe. Mr. Miller stated that if the intent of the Downtown Fringe is to move
toward the Downtown Mixed Use District, a reduced setback would be appropriate.
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At the end of the discussion about the Development Code Update, there was interest in
revisiting the map and the use table before adding them to the project website. Mr.
Espinosa stated that he could bring the most recent drafts of both to the next
Commission meeting.

QOther Business

Various Commissioners asked about the status of the landscaping at the Franklin and
Broadway project. Mr. Espinosa stated that he’'d check and bring the results to the next
meeting.

Adjournment

There being no further business to come before the Commission, the meeting was
adjourned at 7:30 p.m.

Carlos Espinosa
City Planner




PLANNING COMMISSION

AGENDA ITEM: 3. Public Hearing — Final Plat — Pelzer Properties

PREPARED BY: Mark Moeller

DATE: July 11, 2016
BASE DATA

Petitioner: Steve Kohner (Winona, MN}

Location: Exhibit A — Northwest corner of West Fifth and
Pelzer Streets

Existing Zoning: B-2 {(Central Business District)

B-2 District Lot

Development Standards: o Minimum lot areaffrontage — No
requirement.
» Front Yard Sethack — None, unless either side
yard abuts a residential district, then 25 feet.
» Side Yard Setback — None, unless a side yard
abuts a residential district, then the same as
required for one family dwelling as in the
residential district.
¢ Rear Yard Sethack — None, uniess a rear yard
abuts a residential district, then the same as
required for one family dwelling in the residential
district.
(Note: Previous requirements pertaining to front,
side, and rear yards are certified in accordance
with site review/approval).

Area of Land to be Subdivided: 6.04 Acres

Proposed Number of Lots: Exhibit B. Four + 2 Outlots
Proposed Lot Areas: Lot 1 — 2.35 acres (Fronts W. Fifth and Pelzer
Streets)

Lot 2 — .98 acres (Fronts W. Fifth Street)
Lot 3 — 1.08 acres (Fronts Sebo Street)
Lot 4 — 1.63 acres (Fronts Pelzer Street)
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Proposed Vehicular/Pedestrian
Access:

Proposed Public Dedications:

Other Plat Features:

Proposed Utilities:

Lot 3 has/will continue to be accessed from Sebo
Street. As shown on Exhibit C, vehicle access
to/from lots 1, 2, and 4, to W. Fifth and Pelzer
Streets, will be “controlled,” through shared access
points at Outlots A and B. Since both outlots
generally align with intersecting streets (Whitten
and Broadway) located north and east of W. Fifth
and Pelzer Street, and are located outside of W.
Fifth and Pelzer Street intersection traffic lane
medians, outlot locations should permit turning
movements in any direction.

In addition to vehicular flow, pedestrian movement,
throughout the neighborhood, is provided by
existing sidewalks located along W. Fifth and
Pelzer Streets.

Pursuant to plat language, the only public
dedication proposed is Outlot B (Referenced as a
utility easement).

Given review of Exhibit B, the plat references a
15.25 foot wide ingress-egress easement that runs
parallel with the south line of proposed lots 3 and
4. Historically, this easement dates back to
development of the Penney’s site, and the
retention of the strip of land (by the Red Top), for
mobile home park access purposes. Given recent
discussion between Mr. Kohner and Fastenal
(current owners of Penney site), staff understands
that agreement has been reached to both
retain/formalize the agreement. Although the
easement won't play a role in accommodating day
to day traffic through the area, it could be used for
emergency/incidental purposes, and would restrict
the construction of a building/buiiding addition (on
the Penney’s site) to the south line of lots 3 and 4.

Future redevelopment of the site will have access
to existing mains serving the neighborhood. All
are of adequate capacity to serve the site.
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Current Use: Exhibit A, lot 3 presently includes a number of
storage structures built in the mid 80’s. Lots 1, 2,
and 4 previously accommodated the former Red
Top Mobile Home Park that was officially closed
(vacated) in June of 2015. Although no official
proposal has been received for redevelopment of
the site, any such proposal will require site plan
review/approval.

Area Streets: As previously noted, the plat will be served by
three streets including Sebo (a “local” street) and
West Fifth and Pelzer Streets (both designated as
minor arterials). For reference, 2011 average daily
vehicle counts on W. Fifth were 8,300 and on
Pelzer Street were 10,000. Additionally, although
Pelzer is a City street, W. Fifth Street falls under
Winona County jurisdiction, as County State Aid
Highway 32.

Environmental: The platted site is not located within a designated
flood hazard area or Shoreland Overlay District.
Additionally, given information provided by the
National Wetland Inventory and Winona County
Soil Survey, no known wetlands exist on the site.
No other known environmental concerns have
been identified to the site.

DISCUSSION/CONSIDERATION

This request relates to a proposal that will split a single land parcel into 4 lots + 2 outlots
for future sale and redevelopment.

Historically, lot 3 was rezoned (R-3 to B-2) in 1983 for the present storage use. The
remainder of the site was rezoned (R-3 to B-2) in mid-November, 2015. With this, and
given demands for available commercial land within the City, it is anticipated that
redevelopment will entail commercial use. Again, whereas the purpose of the plat is to
simply define how the parcel will be split, the actual detail of redevelopment will occur,
once specific proposals site plans, etc. are received.

Given review of the base data section, although the layout of this plat is not subject to a
significant amount of requirements/guidance, it may be concluded that:

1. All lots will front on existing public streets.

2. All lots will be sized to facilitate/support reasonable development.
3. All lots will have access rights to abutting streets.

4. Alllots will access existing utility mains with adequate capacities.
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tn further addressing Point 3, although a bit unusual, access to/from all lots will be “pre-
structured” by way of the two Outlots proposed. Although abutting property owners will
equally share rights/responsibilities to these areas, their design will include a “single”
driveway to West Fifth and Pelzer Streets. These single drives will then be accessed
from adjoining parcels from outside of Outlots. Given discussion with the City Engineer,
staff suggests that, should the plat be approved, it be tied to a condition ensuring that
Outlots be designed to include one driveway. Again such a condition could be certified
with future site plan reviews/approvals for individual lots.

Along with the previous, it is noted that the developer's engineer has been working with
the City Engineer in planning for a new left hand turn lane for north bound traffic, from
Pelzer to Outlot B. Additionally, the project surveyor has advised staff that the
developer has been discussing needed access provisions, related to West Fifth Street
(again a County Highway), with the County Engineer. Although comments from that
agency have been invited, none have yet been received. Should these be identified,
they will be brought to the meeting for consideration.

RECOMMENDATION

Approval of this plat is recommended subject to the condition that both Outlots be
designed for no more than a single driveway, and subject to County Highway
Department comments. In consideration of this matter, the following alternatives are
available to the Commission:

1. Recommend approval of the request, adopting the analysis above as the findings
of the Planning Commission.

2. Recommend denial of the request. If denial is recommended, specific reasons
should be given.

3. Recommend modification of, and/or conditions to, the request.

4. Table the item to allow staff additional time to answer questions.

Attachments
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PLANNING COMMISSION

AGENDA ITEM: 4. Public Hearing: Temporary Family Health Care Dwelling Units

PREPARED BY: Carios Espinosa

DATE: July 11, 2016

In this year’s legislative session, a bill was passed that requires cities to allow temporary
accessory dwelling units (e.g. temporary tiny houses). Attached is a memo from the
League of Minnesota Cities (Attachment A} which describes the bill (Attachment B).
Cities must either opt out of the bill or begin issuing permits for the temporary dwelling
units by September 1*!. Staff has the following primary concerns about the bill's
application in the City of Winona:

1) Utility Connections: While the bill requires connections to water and electric
utilities, connection to sewer utilities is not required. The bill only requires an
executed contract for septic service. This translates into the potential for
temporary septic systems in residential areas of the city where they typically
wouldn't be allowed.

2) Administration and Enforcement:. The temporary and “health care” nature of
these dwellings produces many questions about City administration and
enforcement of the bill. The legislation requires the City to review and enforce its
provisions, but does not provide the tools and finances to do so.

Additional concerns about the potential impact of the legislation are detailed in the
attached staff reports to the Burnsville, Minnesota Planning Commission and City
Council (Attachment C).

The potential need for Accessory Dweliing Units is better addressed through specific
zoning reguiations in the Development Code Update process. Accessory Dwelling
Units are currently listed in the draft accessory use table as “permitted with standards.”
The Commission will need to discuss appropriate standards for these uses at a future
meeting. In the meantime, there are several alternatives in Winona to house those
needing temporary housing for health reasons. These alternatives include family
member spare bedrooms, apartments, assisted living facilities, short-term health care
facilities, and group homes.

Given the information presented above, staff recommends opting out of the legislation
by recommending adoption the ordinance provided in Attachment D.

Attachments:
A) League of Minnesota Cities Memo
B) Legisiation
C) City of Burnsville Planning Commission and City Council Staff Reports
D) Opt-Out Ordinance
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» Although not necessarily a legal issue for the city, it seems worth mentioning that the
permit process does not have the individual with the physical or mental impairment or that
individual’s power of attorney sign the permit application or a consent to release his or her
data.

» The application’s data requirements may result in the city possessing and maintaining
nonpublic data governed by the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act.

¢ The new law sets forth a permitting system for both cities and counties?. Cities should
consider whether there is an interplay between these two statutes.

Do cities need to do anything to have the new law apply in their city?

No, the law goes into effect Sept. 1, 2016 and automatically applies to all cities that do not opt out
or don’t already allow temporary family health care dwellings as a permitted use under their local
ordinances.

Do cities lose the option to opt out after the Sept. 1, 2016 effective date?

No, the law does not set a deadline for opting out, so cities can opt out after Sept. 1, 2016.
However, if the city has not opted out by Sept. 1, 2016, then the city must not only have
determined a permit fee amount* before that date (if the city wants to have an amount different
than the law’s default amount), but also must be ready on that date to accept applications and
process the permits in accordance with the short timeline required by the law. Cities should consult
their city attorney to analyze how to handle applications submitted after Sept. 1, 2016, but still
pending at the time of a later opt out.

What if a city already allows a temporary family health care dwelling as a
permitted use?

If the city already has designated temporary family health care dwellings as a permitted use, then
the law does not apply and the city follows its own ordinance, The city should consult its city
attorney for any uncertainty about whether structures currently permitted under existing ordinances
qualify as temporary family health care dwellings.

What process should the city follow if it chooses to opt out of this statute?

Cities that wish to opt out of this law must pass an ordinance to do so. The statute does not provide
clear guidance on how to treat this opt-out ordinance. However, since the new law adds section
462.3593 to the land use planning act (Minn. Stat. ch. 462}, arguably, it may represent the adoption
or an amendment of a zoning ordinance, triggering the requirements of Minn. Stat. § 462.357,
subd. 2-4, including a public hearing with 10-day published notice. Therefore, cities may want to
etr on the side of caution and treat the opt-out ordinance as a zoning provision.®

¥ See Minn. Stat. §394.307

4 Cities do have flexibility as to amounts of the permit fee. The law sets, as a default, a fee of $100 for the initial
permit with a $50 renewal fee, but authorizes a city o provide otherwise by ordinance.

? For smaller communities without zoning at all, those cities still need to adopt an opt-out ordinance. In those
instances, it seems less likely that the opt-out ordinance would equate to zoning. Because of the ambiguity of the
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¢ An executed contract for septic sewer management or other proof of adequate septic sewer
management,

* An affidavit that the applicant provided notice to adjacent property owners and residents;

¢ A general site map showing the location of the temporary dwelling and the other structures
on the lot; and

» Compliance with setbacks and maximum floor area requirements of primary structure.

The law requires all of the following to sign the application: the primary caregiver, the owner of
the property (on which the temporary dwelling will be located) and the resident of the property (if
not the same as the property owner). However, neither the physically disabled or mentally
impaired individual nor his or her power of attorney signs the application.

Who can host a temporary family health care dwelling?

Placement of a temporary family health care dwelling can only be on the property where a
“caregiver” or “relative” resides. The statute defines caregiver as “an individual, 18 years of age or
older, who: (1) provides care for a mentally or physically impaired person; and (2) is a relative,
legal guardian, or health care agent of the mentally or physically impaired person for whom the
individual is caring.” The definition of “relative” includes “a spouse, parent, grandparent, child,
grandchild, sibling, uncle, aunt, nephew or niece of the mentally or physically impaired person.
Relative also includes half, step and in-law relationships.”

Is this program just for the elderly?

No. The legislature did not include an age requirement for the mentally or physically impaired
dweller. ®

Who can live in a temporary family health care dwelling and for how long?

The permit for a temporary health care dwelling must name the person eligible to reside in the unit.
The law requires the person residing in the dwelling to qualify as “mentally or physically
impaired,” defined as “a person who is a resident of this state and who requires assistance with two
or more instrumental activities of daily living as certified by a physician, a physician assistant, or
an advanced practice registered nurse, licenses to practice in this state.” The law specifically limits
the time frame for these temporary dwellings permits to 6 months, with a one-time 6 month
renewal option. Further, there can be only one dwelling per lot and only one dweller who resides
within the temporary dwelling

® The law expressly exempts a temporary family health care dwelling from being considered “housing with services
establishment”, which, in turn, results in the 55 or older age restriction set forth for “housing with services
establishment™ not applying,
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However, unless otherwise provided, setbacks and other local ordinances, charter provisions, and
applicable state laws still apply. Because conflicts may arise between the statute and one or more
of the city’s other local ordinances, cities should confer with their city attorneys to analyze their
current ordinances in light of the new law.

What permit process should cities follow for these permits?

The law creates a new type of expedited permit process. The permit approval process found in
Minn. Stat. § 15.99 generally applies; however, the new law shortens the time frame within which
the local governmental unit can make a decision on the permit. Due to the time sensitive nature of
issuing a temporary dwelling permit, the city does not have to hold a public hearing on the
application and has only 15 days (rather than 60 days) to either issue or deny a permit. For those
councils that regularly meet only once a month, the law provides for a 30-day decision. The law
specifically prohibits cities from extending the time for making a decision on the permit
application. The new law allows the clock to restart if a city deems an application incomplete, but
the city must provide the applicant written notice within five business days of receipt of the
application identifying the missing information.

Can cities collect fees for these permits?
Cities have flexibility as to amounts of the permit fee. The law sets the fee at $100 for the initial
permit with a $50 renewal fee, unless a city provides otherwise by ordinance

Can cities inspect, enforce and ultimately revoke these permits?

Yes, but only if the permit holder violates the requirements of the law. The statute allows for the
city to require the permit holder to provide evidence of compliance and also authorizes the city to
inspect the temporary dwelling at times convenient to the caregiver to determine compliance. The
permit holder then has sixty (60) days from the date of revocation to remove the temporary family
health care dwelling. The law does not address appeals of a revocation.

How should cities handle data it acquires from these permits?

The application data may result in the city possessing and maintaining nonpublic data governed by
the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act. To minimize collection of protected heath data or
other nonpublic data, the city could, for example, request that the required certification of need
simply state “that the person who will reside in the temporary family health care dwelling needs
assistance with two or more instrumenta] activities of daily living”, without including in that
certification data or information about the specific reasons for the assistance, the types of
assistance, the medical conditions or the treatment plans of the person with the mental illness or
physical disability. Because of the complexities surrounding nonpublic data, cities should consult
their city attorneys when drafting a permit application.

Should the city consult its city attorney?
Yes. As with any new law, to determine the potential impact on cities, the League recommends
consulting with your city attorney.







Chapter 111 - Minnesota Sesston Laws

Subd. 7. Fee, Uniess otherwise specified by an action of the county hoard, the
county may charge a fee of up to $100 for the initial permit and up to $50 for a renewal of

the permit.

Subd. 8. No public hearing required; applieation of section 15.99. {(a) Due Lo the
time-sensitive nature of issuing a temporary dwelling permis for a temporary family health
care dwelling, the county does not have to hold a public hearing on the application,

(b) The procedures governing the time Jimit for deciding an application for the
temporary dwelling permit under this section are governcd by section 15.99, except as
provided in this section. The county has 15 days {g issue a permit requested under this
section of to deny it, except that if the county board holds reguiar meetings only once per
calendar month the county has 30 days to issug a permit requested under this section or to
deny it. If the county receives a written request that does not contajn all required
information, the applicable i 5-day or 30-dav limit starts over ouly if the countv sends
written notice within five business days of receipt of the request telling the requester what
information is missing. The county cannot extend the period of time to decide,

Subd. 9. Opt-out. A county may by resofution opt-out of the requirements of this
section,

Sec. 3. ]462.3593] TEMPORARY FAMILY HEALTH CARE DWELLINGS.

Subdivision [. Definitions. (a) For purposes of this section, the following terms
have the meanings piven.

{b) "Caregiver" means an individual |8 vears of age or older who:

(1) provides care for a mentally or phvsically impaired person: and

(2} is a relative, legal guardian, or health care agent of the mentatly or physically
imtpaired person for whom the individual is caring.

{c} "Instrumental activities of dailv living™ has the meaning siven in section
256B.0659, subdivision |, paragraph (i}

(d) "Mentally or physically impaired person” means a person who is a resident
of this state and who requires assistance with two or more instrumental activities of daily
living as certified in writing by a physician, a physician assistant, or an advanced practice
registered nurse licensed to practice in this state.

(e} "Relative" means a spouse, parent, grandparent, child, grandchild, sibling,
uncle, aunt, nephew, or niece of the mentally or physically impaired person. Refative
includes half, step, and in-faw relationships.

{0 "Temporary family health care dwelling” means a mobile residential dwelling
praviding an environment facilitating a caregiver's provision of care for a mentally or
physically impaired person that meets the requirements of subdivision 2.

Subd. 2. Temporary family health care dwelling, A temporary family health care

dwelling must:
(1) be primarily assembled at a location other than its site of installation:

(2) be no inore than 300 pross square feet:

{3) not be attached to a permanent {oundation:

{4) be universally desipned and meet state-recognized accessibility standards:

(5) provide access to water and electric utilities either by connecting to the
utilities that are serving the principal dwelling on the lot or by other comparable means:

https://www.revisor.mn.gov/laws/?id=111&year=20] 6 &type=0
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{0) have exterior materials that are compaiible in composition. appearance. and
durability to the exterior materials used in standard residential construction:

€7) have & minimum insulation rating of R-15;

{8) be able to be installed, removed, and transported by a one-ton pickup teuck as
defined in section 168,002, subdivision 21h, a truck as defiried in seclion 168,002,
subdivision 37, or a truck tractor as defined in section 168,002, subdivision 38:

{9) be built to either Minnesota Rules, chapter 1360 or 1361, and contain an
Industrialized Buildings Commission seal and data plate or to American National
Standards nstitute Code 119.2: and

{10) be equipped with a backflow check valve,

Subd. 3. Temporary dwelling permi¢; application. (1) Unless the municipality
has designated temporary family healih care dwellings as permitted uses, a temporary
family heaith care dwelling is subject to the provisions in this section, A temporary family
health care dwelling that meets the requirements of this section cannot be prohibited by a
local ordinance that regulates accessory uses or recreational vehicle parking or storage,

(b) The caregiver or relative must apply for a temporary dwelling permit from
the municipality. The permit application must be signed by the primary caregiver, the
owner of the property on which the temporary family health care dwelling will be located.
and the resident of the property if the property owner does not reside on the property, and
include:

{1} the name, address, and telephone number of the property owner. the resident
of the property if different from the owner, and the primary caresiver responsible for the
care of the mentally or physically impaired person; and the name of the mentally or
physically impaired person who will live in the temporary family health care dwelling:

(2) proofl of the provider network from which the mentally or physically
impaired person may receive respite care, prinary care, or remote patient monitoring
services:

(3} a_written certification that the mentally or physically impaired person
requires assistance with two or more instrumental activities of daily living signed by a
plivsician, a physician assistant, or an advanced practice registered nurse licensed to
practice in this state:

{4) an exceuled contract {or septic service management or other proof of
adequate septic service management;

{5) an affidavit that the applicant has provided notice to adjacent nroperty
owners and residents of the application for the temporary dwelling permit. and

(6).a general site map to show the location of the temporary family health care
dwelling and other structures on the lot.

(¢) The temporary family health care dwelling must be located on property
where the caregiver or relative resides, A temporary family health care dwelling nrust
comply with all setback requirements that apply to the primary structure and with any
maximuin floor area ratio limitations that may apply to the primary structare. FThe
temporary family health care dwelling must be located on the lot so that septic services
and emergency vehicles can gain access to the temporary family health care dwelling in a
safe and timely manner.

{d) A tetaporary family health care dwelling is limited to one occupant who is a
mentally or physically impaired person. The person must be identified in the application.
Only one temporary family health care dwelling is allowed on a lot,
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RELATED ENDS & OUTCOMES STATEMENT(S)

COMMUNITY ENRICHMENT: Community members, including youth, have the opportunity to participate in a broad range
of programs, community service and facilities that are built on strong, sustainable partnerships.

NEIGHBORHOODS: People feel Bumsville has quality housing through other licensing and regulatory activities to enhance
health/safely for the residentsiisitors,

ATTACHMENTS:

Description

06/13/2016 Unapproved Planning Commission Minutes
06/13/2016 Planning Commission Background
Ordinance

Staff Contact; Deb Garross Department: Planning







ORDINANCE NO.
CITY OF WINONA, MINNESOTA

AN ORDINANCE OPTING-OUT OF
THE REQUIREMENTS OF
MINNESOTA STATUTES §462.3593

WHEREAS, on May 12, 2016, Governor Dayton signed into law the creation and
regulation of temporary family health care dwellings, codified at Minn. Stat. §462.3593, which
permit and regulate temporary family health care dwellings;

WHEREAS, subdivision 9 of Minn. Stat. §462.3593 allows cities to “opt out” of those
regulations;

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF WINONA ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Pursuant to authority granted by Minn. Stat. §462.3593, subdivision 9, the
City of Winona opts-out of the requirements of Minn. Stat. §462.3593 which defines and
regulates Temporary Family Health Care Dwellings.

Section 2. This ordinance shall take effect upon its publication.

Dated this day of , 2016.

Mayor
ATTEST:

City Clerk







PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA

5. DISCUSSION - DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE
JULY 11, 2016

PAGE 2

Area #2

1. Maintain current zoning for the Valley View residential tower.
2. Change the proposed zoning for the two ¥z blocks north of 4" street from DTMU
to DTF.

Area #3

1. Maintain the current boundary which excludes all properties north of Second
Street and the two Y2 blocks occupied by Kendell Lumber and Coca Cola from
DTF or DTMU zoning. Zoning may be changed as necessary in the future
related to a specific project.

Area #4

1. Maintain the current boundary which excludes the referenced properties from
DTF or DTMU zoning. Zoning may be changed as necessary in the future
related to a specific project.

After discussion, staff is seeking confirmation from the Commission that the map and
use table can be posted to the Development Code Update section of the City's
webpage. The post would note that further changes will likely be made to the
documents based on discussion about use specific standards, definitions, and the
second round of public input to occur this fall.

Attachments

1. Maps
2. Use Tables
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