Community Development Department

BISMARCK PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
MEETING AGENDA

September 28, 2011
Tom Baker Meeting Room 5:00 p.m. City-County Building
Item No.. Page
MINUTES

5.

Building Inspections Division ¢ Phone: 701-355-1465 » Fax: 701-258-2073  Planning Division © Phone: 701-355-1840 o Fax:

Consider the approval of the minutes of the August 24, 2011 meeting of the Bismarck
Planning and Zoning Commission.

CONSENT AGENDA
CONSIDERATION
The following items are requests for a public hearing.
Lot 7, Bloek 11, Northern Pacific Addition — PUD Amendment (JT) ..o 1
Staff recommendation: deny Oschedule a hearing ~ Cltable  Cldeny
Lots 4 & 5, Block 6, Stonecrest 2" Addition — Zoning Change (R10 to CG) (G ............ 23
Staff recommendation: schedule a hearing Oschedule a hearing  Cltable  Cldeny

Off-street Parking & Loading/Vehicle Stacking —

Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment (KIEE) .........coooiw oo 27
Staff recommendation: schedule a hearing Oschedule a hearing Otable Odeny
REGULAR AGENDA
FINAL CONSIDERATION/PUBLIC HEARINGS
The following items are requests for final action and forwarding to the City Commission.
Part of Promontory Point IV — Annexation (G%) ... 43

Staff recommendation: approve oapprove ocontinue ntable odeny

Bismarck-Burleigh County Community Development Department

221 North 5th Street = PO Box 5503 « Bismarck, ND 58506-5503 o TDD: 73] e www.bismarck.org

701-222-6450






6. Lot 14, Block 1, Kilber Addition — Annexation (KIe).........oooooeomeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereen, 47
Staff recommendation: approve Dapprove ocontinue otable odeny

7.  Miriam Industrial Park 2" Addition 1% Replat — Minor Subdivision Final Plat (JT)...... 51
Staff recommendation: approve mapprove oeontinue Otable odeny

8.  Let 1, Block 1, Schilling First Subdivision — PUD Amendment (JT).........cccoveevomeeeerenn.. 57
Staff recommendation: approve gCapprove ticontinue ntable ndeny

9.  Lots 1-16, Block 68, Original Plat — Special Use Permit (parking 10t) (JT).....coocovevvnnn.. 79
Staff recommendation: approve Dapprove ocontinue otable odeny

OTHER BUSINESS
10. Other
ADJOURNMENT
11.  Adjourn. The next regular meeting date is scheduled for Wednesday, October 26, 2011.
Enclosure: Minutes of the August 24, 2011 meeting

Major Building Permits Report for August 2011
Building Permit Activity Report for August 2011






Item No. 2

BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Lot 7, Block 11, Northern Pacific Addition — Major PUD Amendment
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Consideration September 28, 2011
Owner(s): Engineer:

613 Development Corporation None

Reason for Request:

The applicant wishes to convert the existing property from its former uses as a salon, offices and
apartments to a day care facility with offices and two apartments.

Location:
Along the east side of 3 Street North between East Avenue B and East Avenue C (613 North 3™
Street).
Project Size: Number of Lots:
11,250 square feet 1 lotin 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:

Land Use: 3-story mixed-use building with two
apartments, office space, vacant space formerly
used as a salon with craft & gift sales, and off-
street parking.

Land Use: 3-story, mixed-use building with two
apartments, office space, salon, craft & gift sales,
day care facility and off-street parking,

Zoning: Zoning:

PUD — Planned Unit Development PUD - Planned Unit Development

Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

PUD — Salon, craft & gift sales, office space and PUD- Day care facility, office space and two
two apartments apartments

Maximum Density Allowed:
PUD — Two residential units

Maximum Density Allowed:
PUD — Two residential units

PROPERTY HISTORY:

Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
10/86 (Lot 6) 02/1915 Pre-1980
04/87 (Lot 7)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. Section 14-04-18 of the Bismarck Code of Ordinances (Zoning) indicates that the intent of the City’s
Planned Unit Development district is “to encourage flexibility in development of land in order to
promote its most appropriate use; to improve the design, character and quality of new development;
to facilitate the adequate and economical provision of streets and utilities; and to preserve the natural
and scenic features of open space.” A copy of this section is attached.

2. The property was originally zoned as a PUD in April 1987. The allowable uses included a salon,
offices and apartments. The PUD was amended in 2001 to include a craft & gift sales as an allowable
use. The salon was recently closed by its owners. The building owner/applicant has requested an
amendment to the PUD to allow a day care facility

continued...




Item No. 2

Currently the applicant also owns the adjacent parcel to the south (611 North 3" Street which is
legally described as the north 50 feet of Lot 6, Block 11, Northern Pacific Addition) as a different
entity. The property was acquired in 2002 to help accommodate additional parking demands. The lot
to the south is primarily vacant; the only structure is a three-stall garage available for parking and
storage. The partially developed lot was not included with the initial PUD and is not included in this
request; however, the applicant has indicated that the off-street parking available on the adjacent lot
would be utilized to support additional off-street parking needs for the building at 613 North 3"
Street. Planning staff has expressed a desire for the two lots to be combined as one parcel for the
purpose of ensuring adequate parking would accompany the uses in the building located at 613 North
3" Street. The applicant has indicated that the combination of the two separate lots could be
accomplished pending a favorable outcome of his request to amend the PUD to allow a day care

facility within the existing building.

The day care facility is intended to accommodate up to 58 children ranging in age from 0-12 years
and 10 staff members. Based on this information provided with the application, 11 off-street parking
spaces are required for the day care facility. Additionally, there shall be three off-street parking
spaces provided for the apartments. Currently Lot 7 provides 17 parking spaces. With the additional
parking available on the lot adjacent to the south, a total of 25 spaces would be provided.

Section 14-03-08(4)(r) of the City Code of Ordinances lists the requirements for a day care facility as
a special use permit in any zoning district. A special use permit is not listed as an allowable use in a
PUD zoning district; therefore, it is reasonable to ensure that a daycare facility in a PUD zoning
district would meet the same requirements as a day care use in a different zoning district. The
following five conditions would need to be satisfied: 1) Each building shall provide not less than
thirty-five (35) square feet of interior recreation area per client. Work areas, office areas, and other
areas not designed for use of the clients may not be counted in this computation; 2) Each lot shall
provide an outdoor recreation area of not less than forty (40) square feet per client. The recreation
area shall be fenced and located behind the building setback lines. Recreation areas shall be required
only for those clients under twelve (12) years of age; 3) Adequate off street parking shall be provided
at the following ratio: One space for each two employees and one space for each ten (10) clients; 4)
Every sleeping room shall have at least one openable window or door approved for emergency escape
or rescue; and 5) Day care centers shall conform to the Uniform Building Code and The Uniform Fire
Codes which have been adopted by the City of Bismarck.

The City Traffic Engineer has expressed a concern with the proposed use of the property as a day care
facility (see attached letter). The Traffic Engineer has stated that there is the potential for significant
traffic impacts to 3™ Street traffic flow and the intersection of 3" Street and Avenue C. 3" Street is
functionally classified a collector route and carries large volumes of traffic during AM and PM
commute times. This facility is located south of the signalized intersection of 3" Street and Avenue C
with the northernmost driveway being located approximately 70 feet south of the intersection. This
area is within the operational area of the intersection and will typically be inaccessible to southbound
traffic during peak hours due to traffic stacking. There is an additional concern relating to the existing
narrow driveways accessing this property and the ability of two motorists to utilize the driveways
simultaneously. The Traffic Engineer and the applicant will meet to discuss potential improvements
to the property that would ameliorate the above-listed concerns.

FINDINGS:

The proposed PUD amendment would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses
include a mix of owner-occupied single-family dwellings, multi-family dwellings and the historic
governors’ mansion to the south east.

continued...




Item No. 2

2. The proposed PUD amendment may not be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses
include a mix of owner-occupied single-family dwellings, multi-family dwellings and the historic
governors’ mansion to the south east.

3. The proposed PUD amendment would place an undue burden on public services. In particular, the
use of the property as a day care facility may adversely impact the traffic operations on 3™ Street and

at the intersection of 3™ Street and Avenue C.

4. The proposed amendment may adversely affect property in the vicinity. In particular, the City
Traffic Engineer has raised concerns regarding the traffic operations during peak commute times.

5. The proposed amendment is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning ordinance.

6. The proposed amendment is consistent with all adopted plans, policies and accepted planning practice

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends denial of the Major PUD Amendment for Lot 7,
Block 11, Northern Pacific Addition.




Engineering Department

Planning Department
From: Mark A. Berg, Traffic Engineer

RE: 613 North 3™ Street PUD — Day Care Facility

The proposed 58 child capaCity could potentially create significant traffic impacts to 3" Street trafﬁc
flow and the intersection of 3 and Avenue C.

North 3" Street is a collector route and carries farge volumes of traffic during AM and PM traffic peaks.
This typically coincides about same time parents pick up their children from daycare.

This facility is located south of the signalized intersection of 3" Street and Avenue C.

The northern most driveway {71 Feet south) is in the operational area of the intersection and will
typically be inaccessible to southbound traffic during peak hours due to traffic stacking. One southbound
vehicle stopping to enter the daycare will stack traffic into the intersection of 3 Street and Avenue C

" causing a breakdown of traffic movement and potential safety issues. This driveway also is minimal in
width to allow ease of in and out traffic movements.

The southern driveway is approximately 16 feet wide. This is not sufficient to handle two-way traffic
movements for ingress and egress. Minimum driveway width should be 24- 26 feet and desirable width
of 30-feet provides for fluid traffic movements. The narrow driveway will only permit a one-way traffic
flow.

After further investigation of the traffic movements at 3" Street and Avenue C, during the afternoon
peak traffic flow (4:30 PM to 5:30 pm) based on a traffic count dated 05/05/2010 traffic on the street
will stack beyond either driveway into this property. This will result in exiting traffic being able to only
turn right. Entering traffic attempting to make a left turn into the facility will block 3™ Street while
waiting for an adequate gap to cross northbound traffic. This will impact southbound traffic at the
signalized intersection at Avenue C,

On street parking is available along 3" Street. This is a residential/rental neighborhood with limited off
street parking for tenants. My office has received comments in the past from residents concerning
limited on street parking.

If parents utilize on street parking along the west side of 3™ Street they may have a tendency to jaywalk
across 3" Street between stacked vehicles waiting for the traffic signal. This could potentially result in a
pedestrian crash if they step out from between stacked vehicles.

- Melvin J. Bullinger, P.E., City Engineer
Phone: 701-355-1505 * TDD: 711 % FAX: 701-222-6593 » 221 N_ 4 . Street * P.O. Box 5503 * Bismarck, ND 58506-5503



Based on the discussion above | would recommend denial of the change in the PUD to allow a daycare at
this location. ‘

Mark A. Berg, Traffic Engineer



Proposed PUD-Planned Unit Developement Amendment
The N50' of Lot 6 & Lot 7, Block 11, Northern Pacific Addition
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613 N 3" Street
PUD Amendment Zoning Request
Written Statement

In 1984 Loran Galpin Purchased the property tat 613 N 3rd Street.
At that time the building was a half empty proeperty that ahd been
divided up into a series of studio apartments to accommodat3 the
pressure of the oil and coal boom in the 60’s and 70’s. It was a
property in total disrepair.

Loran Galpin requested a PUD for the project and led the zoning
effort to zone the rest of the block to RT so that future projects
combining offices , multiple family apartments , condos or other
designed approved uses that would begin to restore the
neighborhood that was being neglected .

The block was successfully rezoned to RT with the exception of
the 613 property which was zoned as a PUD due to the special use
combinations that were part of the renovation project .

The 613 property was totally remodeled for apartments, offices and
a salon . All interior and exterior walls were striped bare , new
electrical service , new plumbing , new heating cooling , new
insulation, new windows , new roof and a total new interior on all
levels . A new addition was added to the east of the building .

Due to its historical character ,only the historical exterior of the
property was able to be saved , since the earlier renovations during
the energy boom had destroyed all of the interior detailing and
character. The building was built in 1875 by the Russel’s and has a
history that involves Libby Custer . The original Carriage stone is
still on site today ,



Offices were created on the main floor along with a salon called
Frankly Scarlet . The property was designed and structured around
the salon , two business offices used for massage and consulting,

and a two story apartment that was created for the floors two and
three.

The property has remained as a salon until May 2011 when the

owner closed their business . The apartment is one the most

creative apartment suites in the downtown . It has had only two
apartment tenants since its completion in 1985-86.

In 2003 Loran Galpin purchased the north 5o ft of lot 6 adjacent
and to the south of the 613 . A new concrete parking lot was
created and the existing 3 car garage on the east side of the lot was
kept for parking and storage. The zoning of this lot is RT as is all
properties located around 613 n 3r St ,except the Historical
governor mansion on the corner of Ave B and 4™ street .

Today after 26 years of being a building that had two offices , a
salon , massage business offices ,and apartments we are asking for
a PUD amendment that would permit us to add a Day Care Center
to the uses that allowed in our PUD.

We do wish to keep the flexibility to permit a salon , offices , and
apartments in the property in the future . However we see that the
day care use is both appropriate and in keeping with the residential
flavor of our property .

[t offers:

1. A convenient and safe location to families working in and
around downtown for their children

2.Ithas double the parking which adds to the ease for picking up
and dropping off of the children.



3. A fresh , sunlit environment in a residential setting for the
children and the day care providers that will work in the center .

4. Tt retains the neighborhood theme while still encouraging a mix
of uses that will hopefully help the surrounding neighborhood
invest more in their properties.

5.The PUD Zoning Amendment is in keeping with the
development of the property and is compatible with the uses
permitted in the RT zoning surrounding the property .

6. The Queen Anne Victorian exterior character and historical
theme of this property is a classic and it will remain as a significant
property in the neighborhood.

Our PUD Amendment request will utilize our building in the
following manner .

° Main floor 2510 sf Day Care
° Lower level 480 sf Day Care
* Basement laundry room 100sf: Day Care

* Upper two floors 1541 St + Basement laundry of 100 Sf Will
remain as an apartment .

We respectfully request that our project be recommended for a
public hearing to allow us to Create a new home for Perfect Start
Day Care . We also request that the PUD continue to permit us to
provide office, apartments and salon uses since they are in keeping
with the PUD designation for this property .

Loran Galpin .
Owner , 613%

210 -



613 N 3™ Street

Special use Permit for “Perfect Start” Day Care Center

Katie Oakland presently owns a Day Care Center called Perfect Start.
She is seeking to expand and is looking for a business location that is convenient , visible
, in a neighborhood setting ,and in a property that will set a special character for her

business and the little ones she cares for . Presently she ser\ges approx 18-30 children but
~ T

she will be expanding to approx. 55-58 children at 613 N 3™ street if her special use
permit is granted and if the PUD Zoning Amendment request is approved .

To be approved the property must meet the following criteria :

I. Building must provide at least 35 sf per client for recreation and care .
Work areas , office area and other areas not designated for clients use
cannot be include in this space calculation ..

The total interior floor area in the space rented by the Day Care Center including laundry
room is 3,090 sf

Of this space the the following areas are not for client use

¢ Laundry 100 sf
* Restrooms 160sf
*  One office 81 sf
One play equipment room 90

Total interior non -client space = 431 sf

* The balance of the space is dedicated to Client use areas for resting , play and
learning
¢ Total space available for client use = 2659 sf

* Room required for interior recreation is 35 sf x 58 clients = 2030 sf

***The space exceeds the minimum required interior space by code***

I1. Outdoor recreation space must be not less than 40 sf per client

* The outdoor play space is 20 x 45 = 900 sf
° A maximum of 18-20 will be scheduled for play at any one time .

* The Day Care Center is required to have 800 sf . of out door play area

***Proposed Outdoor Play exceeds the space area required by code.***

211 -



II1.Adequate off street parking Employees

e 10 adult employees 1 parking space per two employees = 5 Spaces
¢ 58 clients 1 parking space per 10 clients = 6 spaces
e Total parking required = 11 spaces

e Site has 25 spaces total
* 2 spaces for apartment

e 23 spaces for day care and visitors

***Parking provide is double the number required .***

IV. Sleeping rooms
* Each sleeping room as a minimum of one window .
* There are three exit doors from the Day Care space .

***Sleeping room requirement are met or exceeded, ***

V. Conform to Uniform building and Fire Codes
* Building was totally restored to commercial building codes .
* The property has been inspected yearly by the Bismarck Fire Inspections teams
and we have met or exceeded their requirements at all times .
* Afire alarm is planned as a part of the tenant occupancy for thee property .

***Property does meet all city codes for fire and safety .***

We plan a walk through with the bldg or fire inspectors upon completion of the
installation of the fire alarm system to make sure the space is fully compliant

.12 -
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feet. Accessory buildings for the above computations shall
include the following buildings: barns, stables and
storage Dbuildings, attached and detached garages. Attached
garages are not included in the above computations,
provided the area occupied by an attached garage does not
exceed one and one-half times the area of the footprint of
the dwelling portion of the principal structure to which it
is attached.

All allowable accessory buildings to a non-farm
single-family residence may be increased to a maximum of
fifteen thousand (15,000) square feet in area, provided:

a. The property on which the accessory building(s)
is to be located is no less than 80 acres in size.

b. The property on which the accessory building(s)
is to be located is at least two (2) miles from the current
corporate limits of Bismarck.

cC. A special use is approved by the Planning
Commission in accordance with the provisions of Section 14-
03-08.
(Ord. 4486, 04-27-93: Ord. 4364, 11-23-93: Ord. 4803, 11-12-96: Ord. 5026, 02-08-00: Ord. 5027, 02-08-00: Ord.
3286, 11-13-03: Ord. 5287, 12-16-03; Ord. 3368, 11-23-04.: Ord. 3478, 12-13-05: Ord. 3665, 03-27-08)

e 1 40418, Planned Unit Developments. It is the intent of
this section to encourage flexibility in development of land in
order to promote its most appropriate use; to improve the
design, character and guality of new development; to facilitate
the adequate and economical provision of streets and utilities;
and to preserve the natural and scenic features of open space.

1. Site plan, written statement and architectural
drawings. The application must be accompanied by a site
plan, a written statement and architectural drawings:

a. Site plan. A complete site plan of the
proposed planned unit prepared at a scale of not less
than one (1) inch equals one hundred (100) feet shall
be submitted in sufficient detail to evaluate the land
planning, building design, and other features of the
planned unit. The site plan must contain, insofar as
applicable, the following minimum information.

1) The existing topographic character of
the land;
2) BExisting and proposed land uses;
Title 14 & 14.1 177
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3) The location of all existing and
proposed buildings, structures and improvements;

4) The maximum height of all buildings;

5) The density and type of dwelling;

6) The internal traffic and circulation
systems, off-street parking areas, and ma’jor

points of access to public right-of-way;

7) Areas which are to be conveyed,
dedicated or reserved as common park areas,
including public parks and recreational areas;

8) Proposed interior buffer arecas between
uses;

9) Acreage of PUD;

10) Utility service plan showing existing

utilities in place and all existing and proposed
casements;

11) TLandscape plan; and

12) Surrounding land uses, zoning and
ownership.

b. Written statement. The written statement to
be submitted with the planned unit application must
contain the following information:

1) A statement of the present ownership and
a legal description of all the land included in
the planned unit;

2) An explanation of the objectives to be
achieved by the planned unit, including building
descriptions, sketches or elevations as may be
required to described the objectives; and

3) A copy o©f all proposed condominium
agreements for common areas.

C. Architectural drawings - the following
architectural drawings shall be submitted in sufficient
detail to allow evaluation of building height, form,

Title 14 & 14.1 178
-19-



massing, texture, materials of construction, and type,
size, and location of door and window openings:

1) Elevations of the front and one side of
a typical structure.

2) A perspective of a typical structure,
unless waived by the planning department.

2. Review and approval.

a. All planned units shall be considered by the
planning commission in the same manner as a zoning
change. The planning commission may grant the proposed
planned wunit in whole or in part, with or without
modifications and conditions, or deny it.

b. All approved site plans for planned units,
including modifications or conditions shall be endorsed
by the planning commission and filed with the Director
of Community Development. The zoning district map
shall indicate that a planned unit has been approved
for the area included in the site plan.

3 Standards. The planning commission must  be
satisfied that the site plan for the planned unit has met
cach of the following criteria:

a. Proposal conforms to the comprehensive plan.

b. Buffer areas Dbetween noncompatible land uses
may be required by the planning commission.

C. Preservation of natural features including
trees and drainage areas should be accomplished.

d. The 1nternal street circulation system must
be designed for the type of traffic generated. Private
internal streets may be permitted if they conform to
this ordinance and are constructed in a manner
agreeable Lo the city engineer.

e. The character and nature of the proposal
contains a planned and coordinated land use or mix of
land wuses which are compatible and harmonious with
adjacent land areas.

4. Changes.

Title 14 & 14.1 179



a. Minor changes 1in the location, setting, or
character of buildings and structures may be authorized
by the Director of Community Development.

b. All other changes 1in the planned unit shall
be initiated in the following manner:

1) Application for Planned Development
Amendment.

a) The application shall be completed
and filed by all owners of the property
proposed to be changed, or his/their
designated agent.

b) The application shall be submitted
by the specified application deadline and on
the proper form and shall not be accepted by
the Director of Community Development unless

and, until all of the application

requirements of this section have been

fulfilled.

2) Consideration by Planning Commission.
The planning commission secretary, upon the
satisfactory fulfillment of the amendment

application and requirements contained herein,
shall schedule the reguested amendment for a
regular or special meeting of the planning
commission, but in no event later than sixty (60)
calendar days following the filing and acceptance
of the application. The planning commission may
approve and call for a public hearing on the
request, deny the request or table the request for
additional study.

3) Public Hearing by Planning Commission.
Following preliminary approval of an amendment
application, the Director of Community Development
shall set a time and place for a public hearing
thereon. Notice of the time and place of holding
such public hearing shall be published 1in a
newspaper of general circulation in the City of
Bismarck once each week for two (2) consecutive
weeks prior to the hearing. Not less than ten
(10) days prior to the date of the scheduled
public hearing, the City shall attempt to notify
all known adjacent property owners within three
hundred (300) feet of the planned unit development

Title 14 & 14.1 1380
.21 -
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amendment. “"Notify” shall mean the mailing of a
written notice to the address on record with the
City Assessor or Burleigh County  Auditor. The
failure of adjacent property owners to actually
receive the notice shall not invalidate the
proceedings. The Planning Commission may approve,
approve subject to certain stated conditions being
met, deny or table the application for further
consideration and study, or, because of the nature
ol the proposed change, make a recommendation and
send to the Board of City Commissioners for final
action.

% (Ord. 4364, 03-07-91; Ord. 4876, 11-25-97: Ord. 4946, 10-27-98; Ord. 5218, 11-26-02; Ord. 5343, 06-22-04: Ord.

e ST 08-24-04- Ordl. 5728, 05-26-09)

14-04-19. FP Floodplain District. In any FP flocodplain

district,

the following regulations shall apply:

1. Statement of purpose. It is the purpose of this

section to promote the public health, safety, and general
welfare, and to minimize public and private losses due to
flood conditions in specific areas by provisions designed:

Title 14

a. To protect human life and health;

b. To minimize expenditure of public money for
costly flood control projects;

C. To minimize the need for rescue and relief
efforts associated with flooding, generally undertaken
at the expense of the general public;

d. To minimize prolonged business
interruptions;

e. To minimize damage to public facilities and
utilities located in special flood hazard areas such as
water and gas mains, electric, telephone, and sewer
lines, streets, and bridges;

f. To help maintain a stable tax base by
providing for the use and development of special flood
hazard areas so as to minimize future flood blight
areas;

g. To ensure that potential buyers are notified
that property 1is located in a special flood hazard
area;

14,1 181
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Ttem No3
BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title: . :

Lots 4 & 5 of Block 6 in Stonecrest Second Addition — Zoning Change (R10 to CG)
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Consideration September 28, 2011
Owner(s): Engineer:

Liechty Homes, Inc. Toman Engineering Company

Reason for Request: ,
Zone lots for commercial development (these two lots were left out of the earlier zoning change on this plat)

Location: :
In northeast Bismarck, less than % mile north of Century Avenue on the west side of Centennial Avenue.
(part of the N %2 of the SE ¥ of Section 23, T139N-R80W/ Hay Creek Township)

Project Size: Number of Lots:

1.21 acres ' ‘ 2 lots in 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Undeveloped Land Use: Commercial
Loning: R10 - Residential Zoning: CG-Commercial

Uses Allowed: Multi-family dwellings, offices, taverns,

Uses Allowed: Single and two-family residential wholesale and heavy commercial

Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:

10 units per acre 42 units per acre
PROPERTY HISTORY: ‘ ‘ ;
Zoned: 2001 } Platted:  April, 2011 { Annexed: February, 2011

1. The proposed zoning change would be consistent with the Land Use Plan, which identifies the long range use
of this arca as general commercial west of Centennial Road (Bismarck-Mandan Regional Land Use Plan).

[

The proposed zoning change is compatible with adjacent land uses and would not adversely affect property in
the vicinity. Adjacent land uses include a church on a CG lot to the south; undeveloped CG and RM30 lots to
the north; an undeveloped R10 lot to west, and undeveloped MA land to the east, across Centennial Road.

L2

The subdivision proposed for this property has already been annexed; therefore, the zoning change will not
place an undue burden on public services and facilities.

4. The proposed zoning change is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning ordinance.

5. The proposed zoning change is consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans, policies and accepted
planning practice.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends scheduling a public hearing for the zoning change from R 10-
Residential to CG-Commercial for Lots 4-5 of Block 6, Stonecrest Second Addition.

-23-



Proposed Zoning Change

Lots 4-5, Block 6, Stonecrest Second Addition
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Item No. 4

CITY OF BISMARCK
Ordinance No.XXXX

First Reading

Second Reading

Final Passage and Adoption
Publication Date

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND RE-ENACT SECTIONS 14-03-10 AND 14-04-
21 OF THE BISMARCK CODE OF ORDINANCES (REV.) RELATING TO SPECIAL
UES, OFF-STREET PARKING AND LOADING, DOWNTOWN DISTRICT STANDARDS
AND VEHICLE STACKING.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF
BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA:

Section 1. Amendment. Section 14-03-08 of the City of
Bismarck Code of Ordinances (1986 Rev.) relating to Special Uses

is hereby amended and re-enacted to read as follows:

14-03-08. Special Uses.

* * * * *
4. Permanent uses (planning commission approval).
* * * * *
g. Drive-in retail or service establishments. An

establishment dispensing goods at retail or providing
services through a drive-in facility, including, but not
limited to drive-in restaurants, banks or other drive-in
facilities exclusive of theatres may be permitted in a
CG, CR, MA or HM district (drive-in banks only may also

be permitted in a CA district) as a special use
provided:
* * * * *
3. Adequate off-street parking shall be

provided in conformance with section 14-03-10 of

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 1
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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Item No. 4

this ordinance. In addition, amn—ingress—auvtomebil
parking—reserveir vehicle stacking spaces shall be
provided on the premises in eenfeormanee accordance

with section 14-03-10 of this ordinance, in
addition to all common ingress and egress areas
provided.

* * * * *
I . Auto laundry-car wash. An auto laundry or car

wash may be permitted in a CG, CR, MA or MB district as
a special use, provided:

* * * * *

2. Access to and egress from an @ auto
laundry facility shall be arranged for the free
flow of wvehicles at all times, so as to prevent
the Dblocking or endangering of vehicular or
pedestrian traffic through the stopping or
standing or backing of vehicles on sidewalks or

streets. There—shall—be—vehicte—holding—spaeces
£ oy oy 1 ot 4 I g £22Y £241 7 ] D W o e e v
£~ - CiC LS & e gy wy LMeg A \~ 7/ J S e it s [ - A J:Juuu\,x;gj P
vehicles—per—wash—bay—provided—on—sit In
addition, vehicle stacking spaces shall be

provided on the premises in accordance with
section 14-03-10 of this ordinance, ZThese—areas
shatdt—be 1in addition to all common ingress and
egress areas provided.

* * * * *
Section 2. Amendment. Section 14-03-10 of the City of
Bismarck Code of Ordinances (1986 Rev.) relating to Off-street

Parking and Loading is hereby amended and re-enacted to read as
follows:

14-03-10. Off-Street Parking and Loading.

1. Off-street parking. Except as provided elsewhere
in this section, no application for a building permit or
certificate of occupancy in any zone shall be approved
unless there is included with the plan for such building
improvement or use, a site plan showing the required space
designated as being reserved for off-street parking purposes
to be provided in connection with such building improvements
or use in accordance with this section; and no certificate

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 2
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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Item No. 4

of occupancy shall be issued unless the required facilities
have been provided. Each required parking space shall be of
an area at least nine (9) feet wide and eighteen (18) feet
in length, in addition to the dingress and egress driveways
required. All off-street parking spaces required and all
driveways on private property leading to such parking areas
shall be surfaced with a dustless all-weather hard surface
material. Acceptable surfacing materials include asphalt,
concrete, brick, cement pavers or similar materials
installed and maintained according to industry standards.
Crushed rock or gravel shall not be considered an acceptable
surfacing material. All parking areas containing four (4)
Or more spaces oOr cohtaining angled parking shall have the
parking spaces and aisles clearly marked on the pavement.
The number of off-street parking spaces shall be provided on
the basis of the following minimum requirements:

a. Dwellings:

1) Single-family and two-family dwellings -
Two (2) spaces for each dwelling unit.

2) Multiple-family dwellings - One (L)
space for each efficiency unit; one and one-half
spaces for each one-bedroom unit; two (2) spaces
for each two-bedroom unit; two and one-half (2.5)
spaces for each three-bedroom unit or larger.

b. Rooming houses: One space for each sleeping
room rented, plus two (2) additional spaces for the
owner or operator of the rooming house.

C. Hotels and motels, including clubs: One space
for each guest room. If in addition to sleeping rooms,
patrons or residents are provided with assembly halls,
bars, restaurants, nightclubs, retail shops, service
establishments or other businesses, additional off-
street parking spaces will be required for such other
uses in accordance with the regulations of this section
for such uses.

d. Hospitals: One space for each two patient
beds plus one additional space for each two employees.

e. Restaurants, including bars, taverns, night-
clubs, lunch counters, diners, drive-ins and all other

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 3
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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similar dining or drinking establishments: One space
for each sixty (60) square feet of gross floor area.
Patio area shall be included when calculating gross

floor area. Whep—a—drive—uvp—tal ovE—window—is
arnelirdad Sy A IR O 1t amealss Pl cEENP P oS o goytzes g £
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f. Theaters: One space for each sixty (60)
square feet of gross floor area.

g. Places of public assembly, including private

clubs, lodges and fraternal buildings not providing
overnight accommodations, assembly halls, exhibition
halls, convention halls, auditoriums, skating rinks,
dance halls, bowling alleys, sport arenas, stadiums,
gymnasiums, amusement parks, =zoos, racetracks, fair-
grounds, circus grounds, community centers, libraries,
museumns, and all other similar places of public
assembly: One space for each sixty (60) square feet of
gross floor area.

h. Retail establishments, including perscnal
service shops, equipment or repair shops:

1) In a RT, CA, CB, CG commercial and MA
industrial district - Off-street parking shall be
provided in an amount equivalent to one space for
each two hundred (200) square feet of gross floor
space area on the ground floor, plus one space for
each three hundred (300) square feet of gross
floor area in a basement or any story above the
ground floor; except that a furniture store shall
have one space for each six hundred square feet of
gross floor area.

2) In a CR commercial zone - Off-street
parking shall be provided in an amount equivalent
to five 5.0 spaces per thousand square feet of

gross leasable area. Where minimum setbacks
occur, no parking shall be allowed between a
building and an adjacent street. A site

circulation plan shall be prepared by the shopping
center and approved by the Building Official.

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 4
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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i. Office buildings, adult or vocational
education facilities, engraving works, blueprinting,
and small animal veterinary clinics, including
commercial, governmental and professional buildings,
except as otherwise provided for in this section: One
space for each two hundred fifty square feet of gross
floor area. '

3. Manufacturing and industrial plants, public
utility Dbuildings, contractor equipment vards, soft
drink bottling establishments, fabricating plants and
all other structures devoted to similar industrial
pursuits: One space for each manufacturing employee on
the largest shift, plus sufficient space to park all

- company-owned or leased vehicles including passenger
automobiles, trucks, tractors, +trailers and similar
company-owned motor vehicles, plus one space for each
two hundred fifty square feet of office area.

k. Terminal facilities, including alrports,
railroad, passenger and freight stations, bus depots,
truck terminals and all other similar personal or
material terminal facilities: Off-street parking space
in an amount determined by the board of adjustment to
be adeqguate to serve the public as customers, patrons
and visitors, plus space to provide one off-street
parking space for each employee plus space to provide
off-street parking for all owned, leased or operated
commercial vehicles, buses and similar motor vehicles.

1. Schools, including colleges, elementary
schools, junior and senior high schools, whether
public, private or parochial: One space for each
employee, plus additional space for any places of
public assembly in accordance with the requirements
set forth in this section for such uses. In addition,

all senior high schools and colleges shall provide one
space for every five students.

m. Sanitariums, asylums, orphanages, adult or
disabled care centers, convalescent homes,  and similar
institutions: One space for each four patient beds,

plus one additional space for each employee.

n. Wholesale, warehouses and storage buildings,
lumberyards and all other similar facilities. One
Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 5

Consideration — September 28, 2011
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Item No. 4

space for each six hundred (600) square feet of storage
area. Retail and office areas shall meet the
requirements of subsections h. and i. of Section
14-03-10 of the Zoning Ordinance.

O. Mortuary or funeral homes: One space for
each four seats for patron use or one space for each
sixty square feet of building area, whichever is
greater.

. Day care center: One space for each employee
and one space for each ten children.

q. Animal hospital: Three spaces per doctor and
one and one-half (1-1/2) additional spaces for every
emplovyee.

r. Senior Citizen Housing: .65 space for each

living unit.

5. Filling stations: Adequate off-street
parking must be provided for all operator equipment and
at least one space for each two employees and at least
five spaces for each service stall or bay on the
premises.

t. Motor vehicle repair garages: Two spaces per
repair stall.

u. Churches and other religious institutions:
One space for each sixty (60) square feet of gross
floor area in the largest assembly area.

2. Off-street vehicle stacking. Except as provided
elsewhere in this section, no application for a building
permit or certificate of occupancy for a commercial or
industrial use shall be approved unless there is included
with the plan for such building improvement or use, a site
plan showing the required space designated as being reserved
for off-street vehicle stacking purposes to be provided in
connection with such Dbuilding improvements or use in
accordance with this section; and no certificate of
occupancy shall be issued unless the required facilities
have been provided. Each required vehicle stacking space
shall be of an area at least twelve (12) feet wide and
twenty (20) feet in length. All wvehicle stacking spaces

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 6
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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shall be surfaced with a dustless all-weather hard surface
material. Acceptable surfacing materials include asphalt,
concrete, brick, cement pavers or similar materials
installed and maintained according to industry standards.
Crushed rock or gravel shall not be considered an acceptable
surfacing material. The number of off-street vehicle
stacking spaces shall be provided on the basis of the
following minimum requirements:

Type of use Minimum number of Measured: from
stacking spaces

Financial institution - 3 spaces per lane | Kiosk

ATM

Financial institution - 4 spaces for Window or

tellerx first lane, 3 | pneumatic tube
spaces for each kiosk
additional lane

Drive-through restaurant 12 spaces Pick~up window

Drive-through coffee shop | 10 spaces Pick-up window

Car wash, ‘automatic 6 spaces per bay Entrance

Car wash, self-service 3 spaces per bay Entrance

Drive-through car service | 3 spaces per bay Entrance

(quick lube/oil change)

Drive-through pharmacy 3 spaces Window

Drive-through cleaners 3 spaces Window

Drive—-through photo lab 3 spaces Window

For wuses mnot specified above, the Planning and Zoning
Commission shall determine the appropriate number of spaces
required based on the requirements for a similar use.

23. Off-street loading. Except as provided elsewhere
in this section, no application for a building permit or
certificate of occupancy for a commercial or industrial use
shall be approved unless there is included with the plan for
such building improvement or use, a p*et site plan showing
the required space or structural design for off-street
loading purposes to be provided in connection with such
building, improvement or use, 1in accordance with this
section; and no certificate of occupancy shall be issued
unless the required facilities have been provided in
accordance with those shown on the approved plan. Such
off-street loading space shall be provided in accordance
with the following minimum requirements:

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 7
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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a. Each department store, freight terminal or
railroad vyard, hospital or sanitarium, industrial
plant, manufacturing establishment, retail
establishment, storage warehouse or wholesale

establishment which has an aggregate gross floor area
of twenty-five thousand (25,000) sguare feet or more,
arranged, 1intended or designed for such use, shall
provide off-street truck loading or unloading berths in
accordance with the following table:

Sguare Feet of Aggregate Required

Gross Floor Area Number of

Devoted to Such Use Berths
25,000 but less than 40,000. 1
40,000 but less than 100,000 2
100,000 but less than 160,000. 2
160,000 but less than 240,000. 4
240,000 up to and including
320,000. . . . . . . . L. . ... 5

For each additional 90,000 . . . . . . . 1 Addl

b. FEach multifamily dwelling having ten (10)
dwelling units - One off-street loading berth for ten

(10) wup to and including thirty (30) dwelling units,
plus one additicnal off-street loading berth for each
additional thirty dwelling units.

C. Fach auditorium, convention hall, exhibition
hall, funeral home, hotel, office building, restaurant,
sports arena, hospital or welfare institution which has
an aggregate gross floor area of fifty thousand
(50,000) sqgquare feet or more used or intended to be
used for service to the arranged, intended or designed
uses - One off-street loading berth for fifty thousand
(50,000) square feet up to and including two hundred
fifty thousand (250,000) square feet and one additional
berth for each additional two hundred thousand
{200, 000) square feet of floor area.

d. In computing the ground coverage of the
principal building and all accessory buildings for any
nonresidential use, sufficient area shall be added to
the actual area of the principal Dbuilding and all
accessory buildings to provide off-street parking as
required by section 14~03-10 of this ordinance.

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 8
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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34. Uses not specifically mentioned or unique
situations. For any use not specifically mentioned in this
section or in unique situations, the Building

Official/Zoning Administrator has the authority to modify
the number of off-street parking spaces required based on
the occupancy load. In such cases, either the Building
Official/Zoning Administrator or the applicant for the
certificate of occupancy or building permit may apply to the
board of adjustment for an interpretation of the provisions
of this article for such off-street parking and off-street
loading requirements and the board of adjustment shall
render a decision in writing in the manner provided for in
this article for such action.

45. Continuing character of obligation. The schedule
of requirements for off-street parking space and off-street
loading space shall be a continuing obligation of the owner
of the real estate on which any such structure is located as
long as the structure is in existence and its use requiring
vehicle parking or vehicle loading facilities continues. It
shall be unlawful for an owner of any building affected by
this section to discontinue, change or dispense with, or to
cause the discontinuance or change of the required vehicle
parking or loading spaces apart from the discontinuance,
sale or transfer of such structure, without establishing
alternative vehicle parking or loading space which meets
with the requirements of and is in compliance with this
section. It shall be unlawful for any firm or corporation
to use such building without acquiring such land or other
suitable land for vehicle parking or loading space which
meets with the requirements of and is in compliance with
this article.

6. Fractional measurements. When units or
measurements determining number of reguired off-street
parking and off-street loading spaces result in the
requirements of a fractional space, any fraction up to and
including one-fourth shall be disregarded, and fractions
over one-fourth shall require one off-street parking or
off-street loading space.

€7. Off-street parking and loading requirements in
certain =zoning districts. In that section of the city
described as follows: Commencing at the intersection of the

east line of Ninth Street and Thayer Avenue; thence south on

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 9
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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Ninth Street to a point one hundred fifty feet south of the
south boundary line of Main Avenue being the center line of
the Burlington Northern Railway Company right-of-way; thence
west along the said center line of the Burlington Northern
Railway Company right-of-way to the west line of Seventh
Street extended; thence south to the center line of Bowen
Avenue; thence west along the center line of Bowen Avenue to
Fifth Street; thence north along the center line of Fifth
Street to Front Avenue; thence west along the center line of
Front Avenue to Third Street; thence north on Third Street
one hundred fifty feet to the center line of the Burlington
Northern Railway Company right-of-way; thence west along the
center line of the Burlington Northern Railway Company
right-of-way to the east line of Washington Street extended;
thence north along the east line of Washington Street to the
northwest corner of Lot 24, Block 84, Original Plat; thence
east from the northwest corner of Lot 24, Block 84, Original
Plat to the southwest corner of Lot 6, Block 84, Original
Plat; thence north from the southwest corner of Lot 6, Block
84, Original Plat to the south line of Thayer Avenue; thence
east along the south line of Thayer Avenue to the east line
of Mandan Street; thence north along the east line of Mandan
Street to the south line of Rosser Avenue; thence east along
the south line of Rosser Avenue to the east line of First
Street; thence south along the east line of First Street to
the northwest corner of Lot 18, Block 110, Original Plat;
thence east from this point to the east line of Second
Street; thence north along the east line of Second Street to
the south line of Rosser Avenue; thence east along the south
line of Rosser Avenue to the east line of Third Street;
thence north along the east line of Third Street to the
south line of Avenue A; thence east along the south line of
Avenue A to the east line of Lot 4, Block 26, Northern
Pacific Second Addition; thence south from this point along
the <center line of Block 26, Northern Pacific Second
Addition and Block 126, Original Plat to the south line of
Rosser Avenue; thence east along the south line of Rosser
Avenue to the west line of Eighth Street; thence south along
the west line of Eighth Street to the south line of Thayer
Avenue; thence east along the south line of Thayer Avenue to
the point of beginning, the following off-street parking
provisions shall apply:

a. For any new building replacing a building
existing at the date of this article, a new building
being constructed on vacant land or any building in

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 10
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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which the floor space is increased by any additions or
structural alterations, off-street parking space will
not be required under this article, but will be
provided by the City of Bismarck, as the governing body
of this city may from time to time provide by eminent
domain, or other authorized 1legal means, and assess
against the benefited property.

b. Notwithstanding any other requirements of
this section relative to off-street parking, off-street
loading shall be provided as designated elsewhere in
this section.

+8. Location of required parking and loading
facilities. The off-street parking facilities required by
this section shall be on the same lot or parcel of land as
the structure they are intended to serve; provided, however,
when practical difficulties, as determined by the board of
adjustment, prevent the establishment of such facilities
upon the same lot or parcel, they shall be furnished within
four hundred feet of the premises to which they are
appurtenant. The off-street loading facilities required by
this section shall in all cases be on the same lot or parcel
of land as the structure they are intended to serve. In no
case shall the required off-street loading space be part of
the area used to satisfy the off-street parking requirements
of this article. All required off-street parking and
loading facilities along with all ingress and egress
driveways thereto shall ©be zoned adequately for the
principal use which they are intended to serve.

89. Plan of required off-street parking or loading
areas. For the purpose of converting parking or loading
spaces into the required parking or loading area, plans must
be submitted to the Building Official to show how the
required parking or loading space shall be arranged in the
area supplied for that purpose and to indicate sufficient
space for parking maneuvers, as well as adequate ingress and
egress to the parking or loading area. For each parking
space, not under roof, there shall be provided additional
area for lanes, alleys, aisles and drives necessary for safe
and adequate parking maneuvering. For each off-street
loading space required by this section there shall be
provided space clear and free of all obstructions, at least
ten (10) feet in width, fifty feet (50) feet in length and
fourteen (14) feet din height. Off-street parking and

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission i1
Consideration — September 28, 2011
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off-street loading space shall be provided with methods of
ingress and egress such that it will be unnecessary for
trucks or tractor-trailer combinations to back into them
from a street or out of them into a street.

910. Use of required off-street parking by another
building. No part of an off-street parking area required
for any building or use for the purpose of complying with
the provisions of this section shall be included as a part
of an off-street parking area similarly required for another
building or use unless the type of structure indicates that
the periods of wusage for such structures will not be
simultaneous with each other, as determined by the board of
adjustment.

+611. Maintenance of public off-street parking
places provided. All off-street parking facilities for the
use of the public required pursuant to the provisions of
this section shall be paved, drained, lighted and
periodically maintained by the owner in accordance with
specifications of the city engineer, and such facilities
shall be arranged for convenient access and safety of
pedestrians and vehicles. No open area in an off-street
parking area shall be encroached upon by buildings, storage
or any other use; nor shall the number of parking spaces be
reduced except upon the approval of the board of adjustment
and then only after proof that, by reason of diminution of
floor space, seating capacity, number of employees, or
change 1in other factors controlling the regulation of the
number of parking spaces, the ©proposed reduction is
reasonable and consistent with the intent of this section.

++12. Collective action relative to off-street
parking and loading. Nothing in this title shall be
construed to prevent the joint use of off-street parking or
off-street loading space for two or more buildings or uses,
1f the total of such spaces when used together shall not be
less than the sum of the requirements for the various
individual uses computed separately in accordance with this
section.

+213. Mixed uses. In the case of mixed uses, the
total requirements for off-street parking and off-street
loading space shall be the sum of the reqguirements of the
various uses computed separately as specified in subsections
1 and 2 of this section, and the off-street parking and

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 12
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off-street loading space for one use shall not be considered
as providing the required off-street parking or off-street
loading space for any other use.

+314. Nonconforming uses. In the —case of
nonconforming uses where major repairs, substantial
alterations or extensions are made, no such major repairs,
substantial alterations or extensions shall be permitted
unless and wuntil the off-street parking and off-street
loading facility space requirements of this section, so far
as they apply to the use to which such building is devoted,
shall be fully provided for. Provided, however, this item
shall not apply to the rebuilding of nonconforming uses that
are being rebuilt according to section 14-03-09 of the
zoning ordinance, or to structures located upon lots in.
districts being assessed for city-operated parking lots.

+415. Vacant lots. Vacant lots may be used for
temporary off-street parking purposes if they meet the
following criteria:

a. Location. Lot is located not more than six
hundred (600) feet in distance from a parking district
boundary.

b. Surfacing. Lot shall be surfaced and said

surfacing shall be approved by the city engineer.

c. Access. Lot shall have separate ingress and
egress driveways and said driveways shall be approved
by the city engineer.

d. Minimum size. Lot shall be of sufficient
size to contain not less than ten (10) automobiles,
with each parking space at least nine (9) feet wide and
twenty feet long, in addition to the ingress and egress
driveways required.

e. Permit. Lots shall be authorized by the
issuance of a certificate of occupancy from the
director of inspection's office following compliance
with and receipt of approval of items a, b, ¢ and d
described above.

(Ord. 4117, 12-30-86; Ord. 4213, 8-02-88; Ord. 4323, 4-24-90; Ord. 4236, 1-17-89; Ord. 4325 and 4326, 4-24-90
& 5-01-90; Ord. 4333, 6-05-90; Ord. 4332, 6-05-90; Ord. 4336, 7-31-90; Ord. 4770, 06-25-96; Ord. 4821,
02-25-97; Ord. 4863, 08-12-97; Ord. 4936, 09-08-98; Ord. 5206, 10-08-02; Ord. 5207, 10-08-02; Ord. 5247, 04-

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 13
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22-03; Ord. 5295, 02-24-04; Ord. 5501, 04-25-06; Ord. 5527, 06-27-06; Ord. 5693, 09-23-08; Ord. 5728, 05-26-
09)

Section 2. Amendment. Section 14-04-21.4 of the City of
Bismarck Code of Ordinances (1986 Rev.) relating to the CaA

Commercial District is hereby amended and enacted to read as
follows:

14-04-21. Downtown Districts.

* * * * *
14-04-21.1 DC Downtown Core District.
* * * ) * *
5. Off-street Parking and Loading. Off-street

parking and loading shall be provided in accordance with
the provisions of Section 14-64-2303-10. Off-street parking
shall not be required for properties within the Downtown
Parking District.

* * * * *
14-04-21.4 Use Standards.
* * * * *
2. Drive-through Facilities.
* * * * *

b. Adequate off-street parking shall be
provided in conformance with Section 14-03-10 of this

ordinance. In addition, amr—ingress—automebile parking
reservoir—of-—rneo—tess—than 12 -spaces—per—window vehicle

stacking spaces shall be provided on the premises in
conformance with Section 14-03-10 of this ordinance,
in addition to all common ingress and egress areas

provided.
* * * * *
10. Retail Sales and Service - Convenience Store/Gas
Station.
* * * * *
Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 14
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e. Adequate off-street parking shall be
provided in conformance with Section 14-03-10 of this
ordinance. In addition, for car wash facilities, an

Faia) 133 o 1

eserveir—eof—mne—ess—+thon
¥ vehicle stacking spaces
shall be provided on the premises in accordance with
Section 14-03-10 of this ordinance, in addition to all

common ingress and egress areas provided.

Yt ©
T FEES x
PN
Tt

* * * * *

17. Vehicle Service, Limited.

* * * * *

C. Adeqguate off-street parking shall be
provided in conformance with Section 14-03-10 of this
ordinance. In addition, for car wash facilities, a=n
S ey ooy oy Tt eomalya 1 marles e e B e P o & P T £ 1 ooy Rl S
J_.Ll\j..l.\’u-..) L CATIRT [ N7 o S iy ‘t)u.LJ _.L..l.l\j [ P\ S I P S ¥ L NP U Vi iy N g LI oy [ CAITTY
three—{(3)—spaces—per—wash—bay vehicle stacking spaces

shall be provided on the premises in accordance with
Section 14-03-10 of this ordinance, in addition to all
common ingress and egress areas provided.

Section 4. Severability. If any section, sentence,
clause or phrase of this ordinance is for any reason held to be
invalid or unconstitutional by a decision of any court of
competent Jjurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.

Section 5. Effective Date. This ordinance shall take
effect following final passage and adoption.

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission 15
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BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT
BACKGROUND:
Title:
Promontory Point IV — Annexation (part)
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Final Consideration

September 28, 2011

Owner(s):
Wachter Development Inc.(Lance Wachter)

Engineer:
Swenson, Hagen & Co.

Reason for Request:

To annex this land for development of an urban residential subdivision.

Location:

In northwest Bismarck on the plateau located between Tyler Coulee and River Road (in the SE %
of Section 24, T139N- R81W/ Hay Creek Township and in the W ¥ of Section 19, T139N-

R80W/Hay Creek Township)

Project Size: 17.26 acres

Number of Lots: 30 lots in 5 blocks

EXISTING CONDITIONS:

PROPOSED CONDITIONS:

Land Use: Platted & zoned, but undeveloped

Land Use: Residential

Zoning:  R10-Residential and P-Public

Zoning:  R10-Residential and P-Public

Uses Allowed:
Single and two-family residential and public uses

Uses Allowed:
Single and two-family residential and public uses

Maximum Density Allowed:
R10 = 10 units per acre
P-Public = no residential development

Maximum Density Allowed:
R10 = 10 units per acre
P-Public = no residential development

FINDINGS:

1. The City and other agencies would be able to provide necessary public services, facilities and
programs to serve the development allowed by the annexation.

P

There is currently only one access road serving the existing Promontory Point developments. Valley

Drive will provide the second access and will be constructed prior to building permits being issued
for the lots within the outlined area shown in Exhibit A.

3. The proposed annexation would not adversely affect property in the viciuty.

4. The proposed annexation is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning ordinance.

LA

planning practice.

The proposed annexation is consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans, policies and

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends annexation of Lots 9-12 & 15, Block 5: Lots 4-7, Block 6:
Lots 1-4, Block 7: Lots 3-13 & 15-18, Block 8 and Lots 29-30, Block 9, Promontory Point [V.
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Proposed Annexation
Parts of Promontory Point IV

Proposed Annexation
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PROMONTORY POINT IV
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Item No. 6

BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Lot 14, Block 1, Kilber Addition — Annexation
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Final Consideration September 28, 2011
Owner(s): Engineer:

Dennis Senger N/A

Reason for Request:
Annex property to allow combination with adjacent lot to create larger parcel.

Location:

Along the east side of North 26™ Street north of Divide Avenue.
Project Size: Number of Lots:

18,164 st, more or less (lot & adjacent ROW) 1 lots in 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Undeveloped Land Use: Single-family residential
Zoning: RS - Residential Zoning: RS — Residential
Uses Allowed: Single-family residential Uses Allowed: Single-family residential
Maximum Density Allowed: 5 units/acre Maximum Density Allowed: 5 units/acre
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:

02/98 02/98 N/A

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The applicant proposes to annex this property and combine it with the adjacent property to the east,
which is under his ownership, located in the corporate limits and developed. This is the only lot in
Kilber Addition that has not been annexed.

2. Concerns have been expressed regarding access to this parcel, as North 26" Street is not improved
adjacent to this lot.

FINDINGS:

1. As this lot is being combined with the adjacent developed lot, the City and other agencies would be
able to provide necessary public services, facilities and programs to serve the development allowed
by the annexation.

2. The proposed annexation would not adversely affect property in the vicinity.
3. The proposed annexation is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning ordinance.

4. The proposed annexation is consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans, policies and
planning practice.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends annexation of Lot 14, Block 1, Kilber Addition and the
east half of the adjacent North 26™ Street.
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Proposed Annexation
Lot 14, Block 1, Kilber Addition
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Item No. 7

BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Miriam Industrial Park Second Addition First Replat — Minor Subdivision Final Plat
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Continued Public Hearing September 28, 2011
Owner(s): Engineer:

S&P Partnership, LLP ¢t al. Swenson, Hagen & Company

Reason for Request:
To subdivide the lot to allow for continued development of shop condos.

Location:
In east Bismarck, along the west side of Industrial Drive, approximately % of a mile south of the 1-94
interchange (a replat of the north 409.71 feet of Lot 17, Miriam Industrial Park Second Addition in
part of the NE % of Section 35, T139N-R80W/Hay Creek Township).

Project Size: Number of Lots:
7.72 acres ) 5 lots in a block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: ‘ PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Partially-developed industrial shop Land Use: Industrial shop condominiums
condominiums
Zoning: Zoning:
MA-Industrial MA-Industrial
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:
MA-Heavy commercial, wholesale and light MA-Heavy commercial, wholesale and light
industrial uses and truck terminals industrial uses and truck terminals
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
MA -N/A~ MA —~N/A
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
Pre-1980 07/1975 Pre-1980

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The public hearing on August 24, 2011 was continued because the stormwater management plan had
not been approved by the City Engineer. A revised storm water management plan was submitted on
Wednesday, September 14, 2011 and approved on Tuesday, September 20, 2011.

2. The existing parcel has been administratively split through the City’s lot modification process on two
separate occasions resulting in a total of three parcels being created. As the creation of three parcels
is the maximum allowed under the City’s lot modification process, no additional lot splits would be
allowed under the City’s subdivision regulations. The property may only be subdivided further
through the minor subdivision process.

3. The internal area will be accessed off of Industrial Drive via an existing private driveway easement
for access and circulation; no additional right-of-way would be dedicated.

continued...
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FINDINGS:

1. All technical requirements for approval of a minor subdivision final plat have been met.

2. The proposed subdivision is outside the boundaries of the Fringe Area Road Master Plan.

3. The storm water management plan has been approved by the City Engineer.

4. The proposed subdivision would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses include
developed industrial land to the south and north, partially-developed residential land separated by the
CP Railway railroad line and the Hay Creek corridor to the west, Bismarck Expressway and

undeveloped property to the east.

5. The property is already annexed; therefore, the proposed subdivision would not place an undue
burden on public services.

6. The proposed subdivision would not adversely affect property in the vicinity.

7. The proposed subdivision is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning ordinance
and subdivision regulations.

8. The proposed subdivision is consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans, policies and
accepted planning practice.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the minor subdivision final plat for Miriam
Industrial Park Second Addition First Replat.
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Proposed Minor Subdivision Final Plat

Miriam Industrial Park 2nd Addition 1st Replat
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Item No. 8

BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title: :

Lot 1, Block 1, Schilling First Addition ~ Major PUD Amendment
Status: Date:

Planning Commission - Public Hearing September 28, 2011
Owner(s): Engineer:

Schilling Properties, LLC None

Reason for Request:

The applicant wishes to develop the remaining portion of the property with a five-story mixed-use
building that would include below-grade parking, offices, document and record storage and three

residential units on the fifth floor.

Location:

Along the north side of 43" Avenue NE just east of US Highway 83(1400 43™ Avenue NE).

Project Size:

Number of Lots:

4.386 acres 1 lotin 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Land Use:

Six cold-storage buildings

Five-story, mixed-use building to include offices,
three condos, document and record storage and six
cold-storage units as constructed

Zoning: Zoning:
PUD — Planned Unit Development PUD — Planned Unit Development
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

One residential unit, office facilities and interior
and exterior storage buildings

Five-story, mixed-use building to include offices,
three condos, document and record storage and six
cold-storage units as constructed as specified by the
PUD

Maximum Density Allowed:
PUD - One residential unit

Maximum Density Allowed:
PUD — Three condo units

PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
09/96 09/96 09/96

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The property was zoned as a PUD in 1996 for the purposes of creating a storage facility with up to 12
buildings and one single-family dwelling to be constructed on-site.

2. In 2003 the owners submitted an application for an amendment to the PUD to allow the construction
of an “over and under” storage building and installing landscaping in-lieu of a previously-proposed
security wall. It was determined that the applicant’s proposal did not constitute a major change from
the original PUD. No action was taken on the request and the application was withdrawn.

3. Currently there are six storage buildings located on the eastern 320 feet of the parcel. The west 334
feet is vacant and undeveloped. The site is accessed by a single approach off of 43™ Avenue NE.
The site plan included with the application indicates the continued use of the existing driveway.

continued...
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Item No. 8

~

Section 14-04-18 of the Bismarck Code of Ordinances (Zoning) indicates that the intent of the City’s
Planned Unit Development district is “to encourage flexibility in development of land in order to
promote its most appropriate use; to improve the design, character and quality of new development;
to facilitate the adequate and economical provision of streets and utilities; and to preserve the natural
and scenic features of open space.” A copy of this section is attached.

The first two storage buildings in the original PUD were constructed in 1997. In 2003 a site plan was
submitted and approved for the second phase of buildings; the plan included landscaping throughout
the property. At this time, no landscaping has been installed on the property. Information and
correspondence from the applicant in the project file states, “We will commit to planting trees and
shrubbery around the perimeter of the PUD at a time when we and the City Forester feel confident
that we will not disrupt services provided by the cable company and most of the additional fill has
been placed next to the PUD.”

The site plan that was submitted in conjunction with the special use permit application in 1996
demonstrated a series of storage buildings, a residential dwelling and screening/security walls around
the facility. The development of the current facility has deviated from the original proposal.

The proposed development is subject to the City’s site plan review, building plan review, and
permitting processes prior to the commencement of development.

FINDINGS:

E\)

The proposed amendment to the PUD would be consistent with the US Highway 83 Corridor
Transportation Study recommendations, which identifies this area as commercial and mixed uses.
Mixed uses include residential, office and commercial uses.

The proposed PUD amendment is compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses include
partially-developed commercial property to the north, undeveloped, commercially-zoned property to

the east, office uses south of 43" Avenue NE and US Highway 83 to the west.

The area is already annexed; therefore the proposed PUD amendment would not place an undue
burden on public services.

The proposed PUD amendment would not adversely affect property in the vicinity.

The proposed PUD amendment is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning
ordinance.

The proposed PUD amendment is consistent with all adopted plans, policies and accepted planning
practice.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval for the Major PUD Amendment for
Schilling First Subdivision, as outlined in the attached PUD amendment document.

.58 -




SCHILLING FIRST SUBDIVISION PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT
ORDINANCE NO. 4783 (Adopted August 13, 1996)
MAJOR PUD AMENDMENT (Adopted )

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 4783 was adopted by the Board of City
Commissioners on August 13, 1996; and

WHEREAS, the ordinance indicates that any change in the uses outlined in the
ordinance requires an amendment to the PUD; and

WHEREAS, Section 14-04-18(4) of the City Code of Ordinances (Planned Unit
Developments) outlines the requirements for amending a PUD; and

WHEREAS, Schilling Properties, LLC has requested an amendment to the
Planned Unit Development for Schilling First Subdivision.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Bismarck Plénning and Zoning
Commission of the City of Bismarck, North Dakota, a municipal corporation, that the
request to amend the Planned Unit Development for the following described property:

Lots 1, Block 1, Schilling First Subdivision

is hereby approved and this PUD is now subject to the following development standards:

1. Uses Permitted. ©One-residential-unit—office-facilities-and interior-& exterior
storage-faetlities— Uses permitted include a mixed use development, including
the six storage facilities as constructed in 1997 & 2003, and a S-story building
containing office uses, document and record storage, a maximum of 3
residential units and below-grade parking. The configuration of the buildings
on-site shall closely resemble the site plan submitted with the application.
Any change in the use of any building from that indicated above will require
an amendment to this PUD.

2. _Residential Development Standards. The maximum allowable density shall
be 3 units.

3. _Commercial Development Standards. The six _existing cold storage facilities
on the east 330 feet of Lot 1 may remain as constructed. The cold storage
facilities may not be expanded without amending the PUD in accordance with
Section 14-04-18(4) of the City Code of Ordinances (Planned Unit
Developments). The mixed-use building on the west 334 feet of Lot 1 shall be
no larger than 56,000 square feet in size and no taller than five stories with
below-grade parking. The setbacks for the S-story building shall be a
minimum front vard setback of 50 feet along 43™ Avenue NE, a minimum
front yard setback of 50 feet along US Highway 83, a minimum side vard
setback of 10 feet on the east and a minimum rear yard setback of 10 feet

Page 1
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north. The minimum building setback requirements for the existing storage
facilities adjacent to 43™ Avenue NE shall be a front vard setback of 15 feet
along 43 Avenue NE, a minimum rear vard setback of 10 feet, and a
minimum side vard setback of 10 feet. Setbacks between buildings within the
PUD shall be the minimum allowed under the City’s building code.

Design Standards. Primary building materials for the 5-story office building

shall include brick, brick veneer, precast concrete panels or stone. Accent
building materials shall include storefront and curtain wall glazing,
prefinished metal coping. and metal panels.

Parking and Loading. Parking and loading areas shall be provided in

accordance with Section 14-03-10 of the City Code of Ordinances (Off-street
Parking and Loading), based on the square footage and uses. All off-street
parking spaces required and all driveways on private property leading to such
parking areas shall be surfaced with a dustless all-weather hard surface
material. Acceptable surfacing materials include asphalt, concrete, brick,
cement pavers or similar materials installed and maintained according to
industry standards. Crushed rock or gravel shall not be considered an
acceptable surfacing material. All parking areas containing four (4) or more
spaces or containing angled parking shall have the parking spaces and aisles
clearly marked on the pavement.

Landscaping and Screening. Landscaping shall be provided in accordance

with Section 14-03-11 of the City Code of Ordinances (Landscaping and
Screening). The remaining landscaping along the north side of the storage
buildings shall also be installed in conjunction with site development.

Screening of Mechanical Equipment and Solid Waste Collection Areas.

Mechanical equipment and solid waste collections areas shall be screened in
accordance with Section 14-03-12 of the City Code of Ordinances (Screening
of Mechanical Equipment and Solid Waste Collection Areas).

Signage. Signage for the development may be installed in accordance with

the provisions of Section 4-04 (Signs and Outdoor Display Structures). Off-
premise advertising signs (billboards) are specifically prohibited within this

development.

Changes. This PUD shall only be amended in accordance with Section 14-04-

18(4) of the City Code of Ordinances (Planned Unit Developments). Major
changes require a public hearing and a majority vote of the Bismarck Planning
& Zoning Commission.

Page 2
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Proposed Planned Unit Development Amendment
Lot 1, Block 1, Schilling First Subdivision
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feet. Accessory buildings for the above computations shall
include the following buildings: barns, stables and
storage buildings, attached and detached garages. Attached
garages are not included in the above computations,
provided the area occupied by an attached garage does not
‘exceed one and one-half times the area of the footprint of
the dwelling portion of the principal structure to which it
is attached. '

All allowable accessory buildings to a non-farm
single-family residence may be increased to a maximum of
fifteen thousand (15,000) square feet in-area, provided:

a. The property on which the accessory 'building(s)
is to be located is no less than 80 acres in size.

b.. The -property on which the accessory building(s)
is to be located is at least two (2) miles from the current
corporate limits of Bismarck.

c. A  special use 1s approved by the Planning
Commission in accordance with the provisions of Section 14-
03-08.

(Ord. 4486, 04-27-93; Ord. 4564, 11-23-93: Ord. 4803, 11-12-96, Ord. 5026, (2-08-00; Ord. 5027, 02-08-00; Ord.
5286, 11-13-03; Ord. 5287, 12-16-03,; Ord. 5368, 11-23-04; Ord. 5478, 12-13-05: Ord. 5665, 05-27-08)

gromseem « 14-04-18. Planned Unit Developments. It is the intent of

!
i

this section to encourage flexibility in development of land in
order to promote its most appropriate use; to improve the
design, character and quality of new development; to facilitate
the adequate and economical provision of streets and utilities;
and to preserve the natural and scenic features of open space.

1. Site plan, written statement and architectural
drawings. The application must be accompanied by a site
plan, a written statement and architectural drawings:

a. Site plan. A complete site plan of the
proposed planned unit prepared at a scale of not less
than one (1) inch equals one hundred (100) feet shall
be submitted in sufficient detail to evaluate the land
planning, building design, and other features of the
planned unit. The site plan must contain, insofar as
applicable, the following minimum information.

1) The existing topographic character of
the land;
2 Existing and proposed land uses;

Title 14 & 14.1 1T



3) The location of all existing and
proposed buildings, structures and improvements;

4} The maximum height of all buildings;

5) The density and type of dwelling;

6) The internal traffic and <circulation
systems, off-street parking areas, and © major

points of access to public right-of-way;

7) Areas which are to be conveyed,
dedicated or reserved as common park areas,
including public parks and recreational areas;

8) Proposed interior buffer areas between
uses;

9) Acreage of PUD;

10) Utility service plan showing existing
utilities in place and all existing and proposed
easements;

11) Landscape plan; and

12) Surrounding land uses, zoning and-

ownership.

b. Written statement. The written statement to
be submitted with the planned unit application must
contain the following information:

1) A statement of the present ownership and
a legal description of all the land included in
the planned unit;

2) An explanation of the objectives to be
achieved by the planned unit, including building
descripticns, sketches or elevations as may be

required to described the objectives; and

3) A copy of all proposed condominium
agreements for common areas.

c. Architectural drawings - the following
architectural drawings shall be submitted in sufficient
detail to allow evaluation of building height, form,
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massing, texture, materials of construction, and type,
size, and location of door and window openings:

1) Elevations of the front and one side of
a typical structure.

23 A perspective of a typical structure,
unless waived by the planning department.

2. Review. and approval.

a. All planned units shall be considered by the
planning commission in the same manner as a zoning
change. The planning commission may grant the proposed
planned unit in whole or in part, with or without
modifications and conditions, or deny it.

b. All approved site plans for planned units,
including modificaticons or conditions shall be endorsed
by the planning commission and filed with the Director
of Community Development. The -zoning district map
shall indicate that a planned unit has been approved
for the area included in the site plan.

3. Standards. The planning commission must be
satisfied that the site plan for the planned unit has met
each of the following criteria:

a. Proposal conforms to the comprehensive plan.

b. Buffer areas Dbetween noncompatible land uses
may be required by the planning commission.

C. Preservation of natural features including
trees and drainage areas should be accomplished.

d. The internal street circulation system must
be designed for the type of traffic generated. Private
internal streets may be permitted if they conform to
this ordinance and are constructed in. a manner
agreeable to the city engineer.

e. The character and nature of the proposal
contains a planned and coordinated land use or mix of
land wuses which are compatible and harmonious with

adjacent land areas.

4., Changes.
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a. Minor <changes in the location, setting, or
character of buildings and structures may be authorized
by the Director of Community Development.

b. All other changes 1in the planned unit shall
be initiated in the following manner:

1) Application for Planned Development
Amendment.

a) The application shall be completed
and filed by all owners of the property
proposed to be changed, or his/their
designated agent.

b) The application shall be submitted
by the specified application deadline and on
the proper form and shall not be accepted by
the Director of Community Development unless

and, until all of the application

requirements of this section have been

fulfilled.

2) Consideration by Planning Commission.
The planning commission secretary, upon the
satisfactory fulfillment of the amendment

application and requirements contained Therein,
shall schedule the requested amendment for a
regular or special meeting of the planning
commission, but in no event later than sixty (60)
calendar days following the filing and acceptance
of the application. The planning commission may
approve and call for a public hearing on the
request, deny the regquest or table the request for
additional study.

3) Public Hearing by Planning Commission.
Following preliminary approval of an amendment
application, the Director of Community Development
shall set a time and place for a public hearing
thereon. Notice of the time and place of holding
such public hearing shall be published in a
newspaper o©f general circulation in the City of
Bismarck once each week for two (2) consecutive
weeks prior to the hearing. Not less than ten
(10) days prior to the date of the scheduled
public hearing, the City shall attempt to notify
all known adjacent property owners within three
hundred (300) feet of the planned unit development
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amendment. “"Notify” shall mean the mailing of a
written notice to the address on record with the
City Assessor or Burleigh <County Auditor. The
failure of adjacent property owners to actually
receive the notice shall not invalidate the
proceedings. The Planning Commission may approve,
approve subject to certain stated conditions being
met, deny or table the application for further
consideration and study, or, because of the nature
of the proposed change, make a recommendation and

%ﬁ}%tﬁw ‘ send to the Board of City Commissioners for final

action.,

Lﬁfw‘*‘ (Ord. 4364, 05-07-91,; Ord. 4876, 11-25-97; Ord. 4946, l()—77 98 Ord 5218, 11- 26 02: Old 5343, 06-22-04; Ord.

5351, ()8 24-04; Ord. 5728, 03 26-09)

14-04-19. FP Floodplain District. In any FP floodplaln
district, the follow1ng regulatlons shall apply:

1. Statement of purpose. It is the purpose of this
section to promote the public health, safety, and geheral
welfare, and to minimize public and private losses due to
flood conditions in specific areas by provisions designed:

a. To protect human life and health;

b. To minimize expenditure of public money for
costly flood control projects;

c. . To yninimize the need for rescue .and relief
efforts associated with flooding, generally. undertaken
at the expense of the general public;

d. To minimize prolonged business
interruptions; :
e. To minimize damage to public facilities and

utilities located in special flood hazard areas such as
water and gas mains, electric, telephone, and sewer
lines, streets, and bridges;

f. To help maintain a stable tax base by
providing for the use and development of special flood
hazard areas so as to minimize future flood blight

areas;

g. To ensure that potential buyers are notified
that property is located in a special flocod hazard
area;
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Item No. 9

BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT
BACKGROUND: , . -
Title: ‘
Lots 1-10, Block 68, Original Plat — Special Use Permit (off-street accessory parking lot)
Status: Date:
Planning Commission — Public Hearing September 28, 2011
Owner(s): Medcenter One, Inc. Engineer: Swenson, Hagen & Company

Reason for Request:
The applicant wishes to expand the existing accessory parking lot and make parking-related
improvements to the property. Because the property is located in the DC-Downtown Core zoning
district, a special use permit is required to create an additional surface lot.

Location:
The property is located along the east side of 6" Street between Broadway Avenue and Thayer Avenue.

Project Size: - A Number of Lots:
37,633 sf 10 lots in 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Off-street accessory parking lot : :
(lots 1-6) Land Use: Off-street accessory parking lot

Unimproved (lots 7-10)

Zoning: DC-Downtown Core Zoning: DC-Downtown Core

Uses Allowed: Offices, commercial, housing and | Uses Allowed: Offices, commercial, housing and off-

off-street parking lots witha . street parking lots with a special use
special use permit , permit

Maximum Density Allowed: N/A Maximum Density Allowed: N/A

PROPERTY HISTORY:

Zoned:  05/05 | Platted:  Pre-1980 | Annexed:  Pre-1980

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. Section 14-04-21 (Downtown Districts) of the City Code of ordinances requires a special use permit for
the creation or expansion of an off-street accessory parking lot.

2. During the winter of 2010-2011, Medcenter One (MCO) demolished three buildings along the south
half of the property to allow for the expansion of the existing asphalt parking lot currently located on
the north half of the property. This project would improve the existing use as a gravel parking lot by
providing an asphalt surface and landscaping.

3. The proposed improvements include grading and paving the south 125 feet (+/-) of the property with
the inclusion of curb and gutter along the east, south and western perimeters of the property,
landscaping along the east and west perimeters of the parking area and additional lighting within the
proposed expansion area of the off-street parking lot.

conltinued ...
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Item No. 9

With the idea that this area of downtown Bismarck has a potential for higher and better uses than a
surface parking lot, the Planning Division has approached MCO with an offer to relax some of the
requirements typically associated with the creation of an off-street surface lot in the DC-Downtown
Core zoning district, with the understanding that the relief from the ordinance requirements would be
conditional and limited to a maximum of five years from the date the special use permit would be
granted. As recently as 2010, the City of Bismarck had planned to develop this area as a new six level,
420+ car parking facility.

In an effort to limit the development costs associated with an off-street parking lot, the Planning
Division has suggested to MCO that the installation of the landscaping along the west side of the
property adjacent to the public alley be withheld for a period up to five years and would be contingent
upon possible future uses of the property.

To mitigate the need for additional improvements, including drip irrigation and additional electrical
needs, it was suggested that the plant material along the east side should be drought tolerant with
consideration given to native or ornamental grasses.

FINDINGS:

The proposed special use meets all the standards for accessory parking in the DC-Downtown Core
zoning district outlined in Section 14-04-21.4(6).

The proposed special use would comply with all applicable provisions of the zoning ordinance and
would be consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning ordinance.

The proposed special use would not adversely affect the public health, safety and general welfare.

The proposed special use may be detrimental to the use or development of adjacent properties; in
particular, the use of land as a surface parking lot within the downtown area is counter-productive to the
concept of a high-density, mixed-use area. The 1993 Central Business District Master Plan calls for a
portion of this area to be developed as a public plaza/open space to complement the civic features
currently offered by the Belle Mehus City Auditorium, the World War Memorial Building, the Burleigh
County Courthouse and the City/County Office Building. The property is surrounded primarily by
publicly-owned property with efforts to promote a public square, open space or community-related
space that provides opportunity for public events. The detrimental use as an accessory off-street parking
lot is mitigated by the fact that the use as a parking lot would not preclude the redevelopment of this
property with a higher-density use.

The use would be designed, operated and maintained in a manner that would be compatible with the
appearance of the existing character of the surrounding area. In particular, landscaping and screening
improvements adjacent to the additional area are proposed. The proposed landscaping elements meet

the intent of the landscaping and screening ordinance.

Adequate public facilities and services are in place.

continued...
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ftem No. 9

7. The use may cause a negative cumulative effect; when considered in conjunction with the cumulative
effect of other uses in the immediate vicinity. In particular, the investment and development of an
additional surface parking lot in the DC-Downtown Core zoning district may further hamper efforts to
promote this area as an opportunity for a public gathering space, public parking structure or other
development that may impact the positive growth and improvement of the downtown area. By reducing
the initial development requirements, it would provide time to explore future potential uses of the

property.

8. Adequate measures have been taken to minimize traffic congestion in the public streets and provide for
appropriate on-site circulation of traffic, in particular, one gated access would be available to access the
property off Thayer Avenue.

RECOMMENDATION:

| Based on the above ﬁndiﬁgé, staff recommends approval of the special use permit to allow the expansion
of an existing off-street accessory parking lot on Lots 1-10, Block 68, Original Plat with the following
conditions: C

1. Development of the site generally conforms to the site plan submitted in cdnjunction with the
request for a special use permit.

2. The installation of the plant material along the west property line is delayed for a period of five
years from the date the special use permit is granted to allow the continued efforts of the public
and private sectors an opportunity to explore higher and better uses of the property. If another use
does not occur at this location, the landscaping would need to be installed.

3. The plant material along the east side of the property and shown on the site plan would be
installed in conjunction with the site improvements necessary for the expansion of the off-street
parking lot
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Proposed Special Use Permit

Lots 1-10, Block 68, Original Plat (204 North 6th Street)
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CITY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
August 24, 2011

The Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission met on August 24, 2011, at 5:00 p.m. in the Tom
Baker Meeting Room in the City-County Office Building, 221 North 5 Street. Chairman
Yeager presided.

Commissioners present were Mark Armstrong, Tom Atkinson, Mel Bullinger, Curt Juhala,
Vernon Laning, Lisa Waldoch, John Warford and Wayne Yeager.

Commissioner Ken Selzler was absent.

Staff members present were Carl Hokenstad — Community Development Director, Kim Lee —
Planning Manager, Gregg Greenquist — Planner, Jason Tomanek — Planner, Kimberley Gaffrey —
Office Assistant IIl and Charlie Whitman — City Attorney. :

Others present were Bonnie Staiger — 419 East Brandon Drive, Doug Mahowald — 3407
Chisholm Trail, Marcia Kilzer — 1985 Mesquite Loop, Willard and Jeannette Harsch — 1969
Mesquite Loop, Jake Axtman — 909 Basin Avenue, Cary Schilling — 5017 Bruce Avenue, Edina,
MN, Harvey Schilling — 3140 Winnipeg Drive, Ed and Sherleen McCarty — 858 Eastview Drive,
Marc Eidahl - 1720 Burnt Boat Drive Suite 202 and George Yineman — 1283 Eagle Crest Loop.

MINUTES
Chairman Yeager called for consideration of the minutes of the July 27, 2011 meeting.

MOTION:  Commissioner Armstrong made a motion to approve the minutes of the July 27,
2011 meeting as received. Commissioner Warford seconded the motion and it
was unanimously approved with Commissioners Armstrong, Atkinson, Bullinger,
Juhala, Laning, Waldoch, Warford and Yeager voting in favor of the motion.

CONSIDERATIONS -
MAJOR PUD AMENDMENT - LOT 1, BLOCK 1, SCHILLING FIRST SUBDIVISION
ZONING ORDINANCE TEXT AMENDMENT - STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Chairman Yeager called for consideration of the following consent agenda items:

A. A Major PUD Amendment for Lot 1, Block 1, Schilling Frist Subdivision. The property
is located along the north side of 43™ Avenue NE just east of US Highway 83 (1400 43
Avenue NE). The PUD Amendment would allow the remaining western portion of the
property to be developed with a five-story mixed use building.

B. A zoning ordinance text amendment relating to the Stormwater Management. The
proposed amendments would modify various provisions of the ordinance, including the

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Conunission
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contents of a stormwater management plan, the approval process for stormwater
management plans and stormwater permits and enforcement procedures.

MOTION: Based on the findings in the staff report, Commissioner Warford made a motion

to approve Consent Agenda items A and B, calling for public hearings on the
items. Commissioner Laning seconded the motion and it was unanimously
approved with Commissioners Armstrong, Atkinson, Bullinger, Juhala, Laning,
Waldoch, Warford and Yeager voting in favor of the motion.

CONTINUED PUBLIC HEARING - SPECIAL USE PERMIT FOR LOT 2, BLOCK 1,
COUNTRY WEST IV SECOND REPLAT (1720 BURNT BOAT DRIVE SUITE 204)

Chairman Yeager opened continued public hearing for a special use permit to allow the use of a
conference room in a multi-tenant office building for a church. The property is located along the
north side of Burnt Boat Drive between Tyler Parkway and Clairmont Road (1720 Burnt Boat
Drive, Suite 204). :

Mr. Greenquist provided an overview of the request and listed the following ﬁ'ndings for the
special use permit: ‘

1.

4.

The proposed use is not completely consistent with the purpose and intent of the zoning
ordinance and the master plan of the City of Bismarck.

The proposed special use would not adversely affect the public health, safety and general
welfare.

The proposed use may be detrimental to the use or development of adjacent properties.
In particular, the operation of a church facility in a multi-tenant office building is not
necessarily compatible with the office uses within the building.

The proposed use would not comply with all special regulations established by Section
14-03-08 of the City Code of Ordinances, and all special conditions necessary for the
safety and welfare of the public. In particular, the number of off-street parking spaces
required for a church (1 parking space per 60 square feet) exceeds the number of off-
street parking spaces available under the office building usage (1 parking space per 250
square feet).

Mr. Greenquist then listed the following additional information:

l.

A church is allowed in the RT district as a special use. Section 14-03-08 (4)(f) of the
City Code of Ordinances outlines the requirements for a church. A copy of this section
was attached to the staff report.

There are some concerns with parking for a church facility in a multi-tenant office
building. The site plan submitted with the application shows 58 parking spaces for the
building. While this may be adequate for the office uses, there are concerns that any
church activities during typical office hours would strain the available parking. In

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission
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addition, parking is not allowed on the north side of Burnt Boat Drive adjacent to the
property.

3. Because of an error in the legal description of this property in last month’s public notice,
July’s public hearing on this item was continued.

Mr. Greenquist said that staff recommends approval of the special use permit for a church in a
multi-tenant building on Lot 2, Block 1, Country West IV Second Replat (1720 Burnt Boat Drive
Suite 204) with the following conditions:

1. Group gatherings are limited to Wednesday evenings after 6:00 p.m. and on Sundays.
2. Weddings, fuﬁerals, or dther sdcial events shall not be held at this locatioﬁ. |

3. Group gatherings :shall not exceed 36 perséns at any time.

4. A columbariufn will 1ﬁot be allowed at this location. |

Marc Eidahl, the pastor of New Life Church, stated that he would like to address the parking
concern that was raised at the last meeting. He said that parking lot is being resurfaced and a
new parking plan is being developed; however, there will be sufficient parking for the church’s
needs. Mr. Eidahl requested that the restriction limiting group gatherings to Wednesday
evenings after 6:00 p.m. be removed, because occasionally they do hold meetings and small
prayer groups on other weekday evenings.

Chairman Yeager closed the public hearing.

MOTION:  Based on the findings contained in the staff report, Commissioner Laning made a
motion to approve the request for a the special use permit for a church in a multi-
tenant building on Lot 2, Block 1, Country West IV Second Replat (1720 Burnt
Boat Drive Suite 204) with the following conditions: 1) Group gatherings are
limited to evenings after 6:00 p.m. and on Sundays; 2) Weddings, funerals, or
other social events shall not be held at this location; 3) Group gatherings shall not
exceed 36 persons at any time; and 4) A columbarium will not be allowed at this
location. Commissioner Juhala seconded the motion with Commissioners
Armstrong, Atkinson, Juhala, Laning, Warford and Yeager voting in favor and
Commissioners Bullinger and Waldoch voting against. The motion passed 6-2.

PUBLIC HEARING — MINOR SUBDIVISION FINAL PLAT - PROMONTORY POINT
IV ADDITON FIRST REPLAT

Chairman Yeager called for the public hearing for the minor subdivision final plat for
Promontory Point IV Addition First Replat. The property is located in northwest Bismarck on
the west side of Tyler Coulee between Mesquite Loop and the north end of Clairmont Road (a
replat of Lots 1-18, Block 9 and Lots 1-24, Block 1, Promontory Point IV Addition in part of the
EY: of the SW of Section 19,T139N — R80W/Hay Creek Township).

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission
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Mr. Greenquist provided an overview of the request and listed the following findings for the
minor subdivision final plat:

1. All technical requirements for approval of a minor subdivision final plat have been met.

2. This replat does not change the roadway alignment and remains in conformance with the
Fringe Area Road Master Plan which designates Valley Drive as a collector roadway.

3. The storm water management plan has been approved by the City Engineer.

4. The proposed subdivision would remain compatible with adjacent land uses; a zoning
change is not proposed. Adjacent land uses include residential, except for Tyler Coulee
along the east edge.

5. There is currently only one access road serving the existing Promontory Point
developments. Valley Drive will provide the second access and will be constructed prior
to housing development in this subdivision.

6. A waiver was approved for the original plat to exceed the maximum block length due to
topographic constraints.

7. The property is already annexed; therefore, the proposed subdivision would not place an
undue burden on public services.

8. The proposed subdivision would not adversely affect property in the vicinity.

9. The proposed subdivision is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning
ordinance and subdivision regulations.

10. The proposed subdivision is consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans, policies
and accepted planning practice.

Mr. Greenquist said based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of minor
subdivision final plat of Promontory Point [V Addition First Replat.

Chairman Yeager opened the public hearing for the minor subdivision final plat for Promontory
Point IV Addition First Replat.

Doug Mahowald stated that he is not against the development, but was wondering if the water
pressure issue in the area will be addressed with this development. Commissioner Bullinger
responded by saying the issue should be resolved this fall.

Chairman Yeager closed the public hearing,.

MOTION: Based on the findings contained in the staff report, Commissioner Warford made
a motion to approve the minor subdivision final plat for Promontory Point IV
Addition First Replat. Commissioner Armstrong seconded the motion and it was
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unanimously approved with Commissioners Armstrong, Atkinson, Bullinger,
Juhala, Laning, Waldoch, Warford and Yeager voting in favor of the motion.

PUBLIC HEARING - MINOR SUBDIVISION FINAL PLAT — MIRIAM INDUSTRIAL
PARK SECOND ADDITION FIRST REPLAT

Chairman Yeager called for the public hearing for the minor subdivision final plat for Miriam
[ndustrial Second Addition First Replat. The property is located in east Bismarck, along the west
side of Industrial Drive, approximately % of a mile south of the 1-94 interchange (a replat of the
north 409.71 feet of Lot 17, Miriam Industrial Park Second Addition in part of the NE % of
Section 35, TI39N-R80W/Hay Creek Township).

Mr. Tomanek provided an overview of the request and listed the following findings for the minor
subdivision final plat: ‘

1.

2.

3.

4.

All technical requirements for approval of a minor subdivision plat have been met.

The proposed subdivision is outside the boundaries of the Fringe Area Road Master Plan.
The storm water management plan has not been approved by the City Engineer.

The proposed subdivision would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land
uses include developed industrial land to the south and north, partially-developed
residential land separated by the CP Railway railroad line and the Hay Creek corridor to

the west, Bismarck Expressway and undeveloped property to the east.

The property is already annexed; therefore, the proposed subdivision would not place an
undue burden on public services.

The proposed subdivision would not adversely affect property in the vicinity.

The proposed subdivision is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning
ordinance and subdivision regulations.

The proposed subdivision is consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans, policies
and accepted planning practice.

Mr. Tomanek then provided the following additional information:

1.

The existing parcel has been administratively split through the City’s lot modification
process on two separate occasions resulting in a total of three parcels being created. As
the creation of three parcels is the maximum allowed under the City’s lot modification
process, no additional lot splits would be allowed under the City’s subdivision
regulations. The property may only be subdivided further through the minor subdivision
process.

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission
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2. The internal area will be accessed off of Industrial Drive via an existing private driveway
easement for access and circulation; no additional right-of-way would be dedicated.

Mr. Tomanek said based on finding #3, staff recommends continuing the public hearing until
such time as the storm water management plan has been approved by the City Engineer.

Chairman Yeager opened the public hearing for the minor subdivision final plat for Miriam
Industrial Second Addition First Replat.

There was no public comment.

MOTION:  Based on the findings contained in the staff reports, Commissioner Warford made
a motion to continue the public hearing for the minor subdivision final plat for
Miriam Industrial Second Addition First Replat until the September 28, 2011 City
Planning & Zoning Commission meeting. Commissioner Atkinson seconded the
motion and it was unanimously approved with Commissioners Armstrong,
Atkinson, Bullinger, Juhala, Laning, Waldoch, Warford and Yeager voting in
favor of the motion. '

PUBLIC HEARING — ZONING CHANGE FROM R5-RESIDENTIAL, RMS5-
RESIDENTIAL AND RM10-RESIDENTIAL TO R10-RESIDENTIAL - LOTS 1-3 AND
18-23, BLOCK 5, SHANNON VALLEY ADDITION

Chairman Yeager called for the public hearing for the zoning change from the R5-Residential,
RMS5-Residential and RM10-Residential zoning districts to the R10-Residential zoning district
for Lots 1-3 and 18-23, Block 5, Shannon Valley Addition. The property is located along the
cast side of North 34" Street and the Chivas Place cul-de-sac between East Avenue C and
Crocus Avenue.

Ms. Lee listed the following findings for the zoning change:

1. This area is outside of the area covered by the Land Use Plan.

2. The proposed zoning change would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent
land uses include single-family residential to the north, south, east and west.

3. The property is already annexed; therefore, the proposed zoning change will not place an
undue burden on public services.

4. The proposed zoning change would not adversely affect property in the vicinity.

5. The proposed zoning change is consistent with the general intent and purpose of the
zoning ordinance.

6. The proposed zoning change is consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans,
policies and accepted planning practice.

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission
Meeting Minutes — August 24, 2011 - Page 6 of 7



Ms. Lee distributed two letters and three emails in regards to the zoning change , attached as
Exhibit A, Exhibit B and Exhibit C, Exhibit D and Exhibit E.

Ms. Lee said based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the zoning change
from the R5-Residential, RM5-Residential and RM10-Residential zoning districts to the R 10-
Residential zoning district on Lots 1-3 and 18-23, Block 5, Shannon Valley Addition.

Chairman Yeager called for the public hearing for the zoning change from the R5-Residential,
RMS5-Residential and RM10-Residential zoning districts to the R10- Remdentlal zoning dlstnct
on Lots 1-3 and 18-23, Block 5, Shannon Valley Addition.

No public comment was received.
Chairman Yeager closed the public hearing.

MOTION:  Based on the findings contained in the staff report, Commissioner Laning made a
motion to approve the zoning change from the R5-Residential, RM5-Residential
and RM10-Residential zoning districts to the R10-Residential zoning district on
Lots 1-3 and 18-23, Block 5, Shannon Valley Addition. Commissioner Atkinson
seconded the motion and it was unanimously approved with Commissioners
Armstrong, Atkinson, Bullinger, Juhala, Laning, Waldoch, Warford and Yeager
voting in favor of the motion.

OTHER BUSINESS
There was no other business.
ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business Chairman Yeager declared the Bismarck Planning & Zoning
Commission adjourned at 5:30 p.m. to meet again on September 28, 2011.

Respectfully submitted,

Kimberley Gaffrey
Recording Secretary

Wayne Yeager
Chairman

Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission
Meeting Minutes — August 24, 2011 - Page 7 of 7



€
6E:ST
11-22-60

SSOPRLIOY AIRIIUOIYD BU 10J J3QUINU 3U3 ‘asoul 1O

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
sanjuwie) pue suostad ssapwoy o) syun Buisnoy usuewad O JaquinN
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SSDRLIOY ANEIIUOILD 3] 40} JBGUINU 33 '8s0U3 4O
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SAIV/AIH Wim suossad Joj pajeubisap taquiny
0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0
wedboud 1200] 10 ‘23e)S ‘|RIBpay JBUIoUR AQ SOUR)SISSEe |RIUR. paseq 109[oad ulim pazipisans JaqLuUnN
UieIsng pIoLY 55900y T hesng pioly ssoooy ueisng  plogy sssooy T
senunoddo orouodg a1eald Buisnop U9 IPINCLd BuiA a1geuns aeal)
(panupuod) BUISNOH [2IUSY JO UOIDNIISLOD)
AN YDUVYINSIE
1oday SBINSE SDURULIOMSY Y-94dD
A9Yd WRISAS UOIBWLIOJUT PUB JUSUIRSINGSI palelbojut
AWLL uswdoasq pue Bujuueld AUNWWOD JO 92140

3Lva JuswidoaaR( tegin pue Buisnon Jo Juawiledaq 's'n £Q¥d - SIOT



epIoYe JO SiedA Jo sRquinu abelaay

ujeisng pIoyy $S200Y

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
ueisng DI0JIY SS90y

BuisSnoH Jua28Q BPIN0Id

ueIsns ployy SS300Y

6£:ST
11-2¢2-60

30vd
GAWIL
31va

sanunLIoddQ 21LoU0I] 31l

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0
uesng pIOLY ssay

BUISNO JUB29( 2PIACId

ON"MDOUYINSIE

0 0 0
Ayliqepioge Jo sleap
0 0 0
Alapte Ag paidnaoo squuiny
SHUN 8jqepJoyy JO
0 0 0
S3uUN 8igeployy
0 0 0
Je1s ABJau3 se payljenb syun
0 0 0
S)IUN 3|QISSAIR H0G
40 JaquInN 18301 JO
0 0 0
SHUN 9N ‘85 18101
0 0 0
SHUN «HINT 18301
ueIsns ploy $5300Y

BuiA B(geINS B1ea.)
BuIsnoM je3UaY JO UORDNISUOD

SSafRWIOY A[|RDIUCIYD BY) 104 Jaquinu ‘asoul JO
0 0 0
soywey pue suossad ssafpwoy o) syun Buisnoy jusuewad jo Jaguinn
0 0 0
, sSPWOY A[IR2IU0IUD B3U3 JO) Isquuinu ‘asoyl JO

Gressn piogy ssaoy T
BuiAn o|geing 21ea:D

(panupued) Buisnoy [eIUBY JO UOIEY|IqRYDY

Joday Sa.nseay adURWLIOLRd ¥-980D
LWISAS UoRRWLIOMUT pUR JUSWaSINGSI( palelbeiu]
wswdoRAsg pue Bujuueld Aunwwo) Jo 2240
wBwdopasg uegin pue Buisnon Jo usuwedad ‘s £8¥d - SICI



0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SQIV/ATH Uim suosiad Joj pajeubisap Jaquiny

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
uun Jad Ajjigeploye Jo SieaA Jo Jaquinu abelaay

9 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0
AJIgepIoye JO SIe3A JO 1PquINN

6¢ 0 0 0 0 6€ 0 0 . 0 0
Alep Ag pa1dnaoo JagLUNN

L2 0 0 0 0 Lz 0 0 0 0

wesboud [e00f ‘9IRS ‘[eJapay JayIouUR AQ PazIpISANS JIGUINN
SHun |iqeployy JO

(034 0 0 0 0 0}:4 0 0 0 0
S|qEPIOY
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
oouendwod Alajes pesy 03 Jybnoig
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1215 Abisu3g se paylend
0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 0
SBUIP|ING |RIUBPISI 0] [RUBPISS.-UOU JO UCISISAUOD 4Bnoiyl pajestd
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
UORIPUOD piepuels 0] plepueisans woly 1ybnolg
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3|qISSA00R HOS dpRW
SHUN JO IBquINN ‘1210 JO
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SUUN DUN 'x85 (2101
or 0 0 0 .0 0t 0 0 0 0

SHUN 5 HIWT [B10L

uRISng DIOYY SS90y ulgIsng pAOMY SS300Y uesng ployy SSR00Y
e sounoddo Jjwoucds ajeal) BUISNOH JUS23(T 2PINCI Buiar sjgeaing ajealn

Buisnon je3usy Jo uoneligeyay

ONMDYUYISIE
1oday saunses|y SIURULIOLRE H¥-98dD)
T ‘39vd LWSISAS UONBULIOJU] PUB JUDWRSINGSI( pajelBajul
6€:ST WL WswdoeAsQ pue buluueld AJUNWWwoD) Jo a0
T1-7¢-60 ALlvd swdopasg uegn pue Buisnoy Jo Juawiedaqg 's'n £9¥d - STAT



Greg Stites -

From: Greg Stites [guimemammess ]
Sent: Thursday, August 18, 2011 1:20 PM
To: ‘cobplan@nd.gov'

Subject: City Planning & Zoning Commission

SENT VIA E-MAIL and FAX to 701-222-6450
August 18, 2011

Community Development Department
Planning Division

PO Box 5503

Bismarck, ND 58506-5503

Thank you for your letter dated August 12, 2011 regarding a public hearing on a zoning change on August 24, 2011, at 5
PM. Ronald & Martha Peltz and Richard Hammond have requested a zoning change to certain lots on the east side of
34" Street and on Chivas Place cul-de-sac south of Crocus Avenue just off of 35" Street.

We live at 3423 Crocus Avenue and our south property border abuts the empty lots located on Chivas Place.

We have no objections to the proposed zoning changes to the 3 lots along the east side of 34" Street just south of
Crocus Avenue. B :

However, we are opposed to the proposed zoning changes for the empty lots on Chivas Place.

Itis our understanding that 5 of the empty lots on Chivas Place are currently zoned R5-Residential with the 6™ ot in the
most southeastern location being an RM-5. An R5-Residential designation allows for single-family residential
development only. It is our understanding that the proposal would change all of the empty lots on Chivas Place to R10-
Residential which would allow both one and two-family residential development.

We are opposed to this zoning change because it would allow up to 10 families to occupy the 5 lots currently zoned for
only single-family residential. And because of the extremely small size of the 6™ Jot currently zoned RM-S, it should
actually be changed to an R5-Residential similar to the others on Chivas Place. All the empty lots on Chivas Place are
completely surrounded by nicely built single-family residential hames. To change the zoning as proposed would diminish
the property values of adjacent property owners unfairly. In building only single-family residences completely around
Chivas Place, each of us has relied upon Chivas Place remaining R5-Residential.

The 6 empty lots available now are too crowded and too steep for even single-family residential development let alone
two-family residential development.

If the owner(s) of these lots are interested in maximizing the potential for development, the owner(s) should consider
re-platting the 6 lots into 2 R5-Residential lots whereby 2 single-family homes could be designed to occupy these steep
and difficult lots upon which to build.

Thank you for our consideration.

Greg Stites e
Nancy Guy A
3423 Crocus Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58501

Exthipm A



August 21, 2011

Community Development Departinem
Planning Division

PO Box 5503

Bismarck, ND S8805.5303

Responding to your letier of August 122011 regarding zomng change to Lots 1.3 and 18-23.
Block S, Shannon Vallev We live a 3407 Crocus Avenue next 1o the property at the corner of
34™ and Crocus Avenue

We strongly oppose the coning change 1o R10-Residential-one and iwo-family Residential
for the following reasons

. Our property value and homes in the area would suflor The onainal zoning is the
zoning the immediate neichborhood expected when they chose to live here.

. We basically feel the Jot facing 34" does not han e adeyuate space to accommodate a
Multi-family home without being oo crowded and butting up 1o our property line Fven
a sigle family home facing Cyocus would have 1o be loss in widrh to fit the pie shape lot.

: A new home is being built nexi 1o the corner Jou and it would surprise us if the new
owners would he in agreement 10 have the somue changed to accommodate Multi-family
hames on both sides of their home

. The properties on Chivas Place are very narrow i the front. and would be better suited
tor 2 ar 3 1ots for single family homes The values of the homes in that area would suffer
if re-zoned to R10-Residential-one and two-famils Residential

Fhank you for this opportumty to be heard
Jeft Haas
Victoria Haas

3407 Crocus Avenuce
Bismarck, NI 38501

Extib &



August 22, 2011

Community Development Department
Planning Division

PO Box 5503

Bismarck, ND 58501

Thank you for your letter dated August 12, 2011 regarding a public hearing on a zoning change on
August 24, 2011, at 5 PM. Ronald & Martha Peltz and Richard Hammond have requested a zoning
change to certain lots on the east side of the 34™ Street and on Chivas Place cul-de-sac south of Crocus
Avenue just off of 35" Street. ’

| five at 3430 Chivas Place and I live in the cul-de-sac where he wants to build.

We have no objections to the proposed zoning changes to the 3 lots along the east side of 34" street
just south of Crocus Avenue.

However, we are opposed to the proposed zoning changes for the empty lots on Chivas Place.

It is our understanding that 5 of the empty lots on Chivas Place are currently zoned R5-Residential with
the 6" lot in the most southeastern location being an RM-5. An R5-Residential designation allows for
single —family residential development only. Itis our understanding that the proposal would change all
of the empty lots on Chivas Place to R10-Residential which would allow both one and two-family
residential development.

We are opposed to this zoning change because it would allow up to 10 Families to occupy the 5 lots
currently zoned for only single-family residential. And because of the extremely small size of the 6" lot
currently zoned RM-5, it should actually be changed to and R%-Residential similar to the others on
Chivas Place. All the empty lots on Chivas Place are completely surrounded by nicely built single-family
residential homes. To change the zoning as proposed would diminish the property values of adjacent
property owners unfairly. In building only single-family residence completely around Chivas Place, each
of us has relied upon Chivas Place remaining R5-Residential.

The 6 empty lots available now are too crowded and too steep for even single-family residential
development let alone two-family residential development.

If the owner(s) of these lots are interested in maximizing the potential for development, the owner(s)
should consider re-platting the 6 lots into 2 R5-Residential lots whereby 2 single-family homes could be
designed to occupy these steep and difficult lots upon which to build.

Thank you for our consideration

Robert and Heather Johnson
3430 Chivas Place
Bismarck ND 58501

sy C



Kim Lee

From: Cobplan <cobplan@nd.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, August 23, 2011 10:44 AM

To: kllee@nd.gov

Subiect: FW: Proposed Zoning Change - Chivas Place and 34th Street
From:

Sent: Monday, August 22, 2011 8:56 PM
To: cobplan@nd.gov

Cc: kllee@nd.qov

Subject: Proposed Zoning Change - Chivas Place and 34th Street

August 22,2011

Community Development Department
Planning Division

PO Rax 3503

Bismarck. ND 58506-5503

This email is in response the letter dated August 12. 2011 regarding a public hearing on a zoning changed to be
held on August 24, 2011, at 5:00 pm. Ronald & Martha Peltz and Richard Hammond have requested a zoning
change to specific lots on the east of 34" Street and on Chivas Place cul-de-sac south of Crocus Avenue just off
of 35" Street. We will not be able to attend this meeting and therefore are responding via email our opinion to
the proposed zoning changes.

We reside at 3429 Crocus Avenue and our south property border is directly located next to the empty lots on
Chivas Place on the east side of 34" Street just south of Crocus Ave.

Alter evaluating the requested changes, we have no objections (o the proposed zoning changes for the 3 lots

M ~ l} Al M ~ M
along the east side of 34" Street just south of Crocus Ave. However, we are opposed to the proposed zoning
changes for the empty lots located on Chivas Place.

We are opposed to this zoning change because it would allow up to 10 families to occupy the 5 lots currently
zoned for only single-family residential. To change the zoning as proposed would diminish the property values
of adjacent property owners which we feel is unfair when all other homes in the area are single-family
residences.

- . . . . ~ i
To summarize, we have no objection to the requested zoning change for the 3 lots located along 34™ Street, but
are opposed to the zoning request change for the 6 lots located on Chivas Place.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Larry and Christine Fitterer

3429 Crocus Ave
Bismarck. ND 58501

Exwpr D



Kim Lee

Subject: FW: zone change request/concern

From: Carol Hendrickson [mailto:
Sent: Tuesday, August 23, 2011 4:56 PM
To: kilee@nd.gov

Subject: zone change request/concern

We live at 3435 Crocus Avenue, Bismarck ND, and would like to voice our concern on changing the zoning on some
of the lots in our neighborhood to R10. We would like to see the lots on Crocus Avenue and Chivas Place zoned as R5,
as this is how the rest of our neighborhood has been developed.

Thank you for considering our recommendation,
Keith & Carol Hendrickson

Exiupm £






Major Permit Activity
August 2011

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:

Description:

UTTC Science and Tech Center
3315 University Drive
$511,064.00

Class rooms

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:
Description:

Hollister Hills Condominiums
4913 Shelburne Street
$925,390.00

10-unit condo

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:
Description:

Vue Credit Union
828 Fast Main Avenue
$735,050.00

1991 square foot addition and 2371 square foot alteration of bank

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:
Description:

Bismarck Retail Building

409 South 3rd Street

$767,918.00

Single story building for future restaurant

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:
Description:

Wachter Middle School

1107 South 7th Street

$2,906,334.00

Single and two-story additions and alterations

Non-deeded Owner:

Mainstay Suites

Address: 929 Gateway Avenue
Cost: $477,728.00
Description: 3600 square foot, single story pool building

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:
Description:

Mainstays Suites

929 Gateway Avenue

$423,000.00

3450 square foot swimming pool with water slide

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:
Description:

Town Center

401 North 4th Street
$1,176,000.00

Three-story office building

Non-deeded Owner:

Arrow Head Ranch Condos



Address:
Cost:
Description:

3327 Nebraska Drive
$650,000.00
Single story, four unit condo

Non-deeded Owner:

Address:
Cost:
Description:

Arrow Head Ranch Condos
3327 Nebraska Drive
$650,000.00

Single story, four unit condo




BIP140-1 9/01/2011

Permit Type

SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED
SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED
TWO UNIT

THREE & FOUR FAMILY

FIVE & MORE FAMILY
CONDO/TOWNHOUSE~1 HR._WALL
MANUFACTURED HOMES
MOBILE HOME WITHOUT EXTRA
MOBILE HOME WITH EXTRAS
MOBILE HOME MISCELLANEOUS
HOTELS

MOTELS

GROUP QUARTERS
NON-STRUCTURAL DEVELOPMEN
AMUSEMENT & RECREATION
CHURCHES AND RELIGIOUS
INDUSTRIAL

RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT
AUTO SERVICE AND REPAIR
HOSPITALS & INSTITUTIONAL
OFFICE, BANK & PROFESSION
SCHOOLS AND EDUCATIONAL
COMM (RETAIL SALES)

OTHER ({PUBLIC PARKING GAR
OTHER STRUCTURES

PUBLIC BUILDING

ROOM ADDITIONS
RESIDENTIAL GARAGES
PATIOS AND COVERS
SWIMMING POOLS AND SPAS
OTHER

HOME OCCUPATIONS

STORAGE SHEDS

BASEMENT FINISH
INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS

COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS

PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT ~ MTD

DATE SELECTION 8/2011

AEE KR AR R Ak R E CIpy KRRk kR dok ok kk ek k

Permits

35

13

14

34

8/2011
Valuation
5,917,177.00
1,970,686.00
.00
1,300,000.00
$25,390.00
.00
3,420.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
302,000.00
.00
.00
.00
1,176,000.00
.60
767,918.00
.00
.00
.00
13,356.00
67,536.00
44,565.00
.00
166,564.060
.00
10,300.00
82,579.00
367,032.00

381,440.00

8
Permits

12

5

1

11

15

25

11

/2010
Valuation
1,925,824.00
775,114.00
122,853.00
680, 000.00
.00
.00
5,100.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
G0
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
534,554.00
.00
.00
224,434.00
27,348.00
894,948.00
43,308.80
.00
93,3862._00
.00
19,146.00
41,148.00
10,500.00

60, 800.00

P 0 - SR R S R

Permits

3

8/2011
Valuation
1,229,103.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.06
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.CO0
.00
.00
.00
.0o
.00
.00
511,064.00
72,313.00
287,232.00
5,280.00
.00
9,250.00
.00
.00
27,288.00
.00

.00

8/2010

Permits Valuation

3

585,371.00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00
500.00
.00
219,599.00
.00

.00

-00

.00

.00

.00

.00
2,560.00
.00
75,154.00
220,848.00
6,120.00
.00
4,34%.00
.00
4,096.00
33,178.00
5,688.00

.00

PAGE 1
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8/2011

Permits Valuation

348,038.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
-00
.00
.00

1,140.00
.00

.00

8/2010

Permits  Valuation

1

136,560.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
S0o
.00

24,064.00
.00
.00
.00
SO0
.00
.co
.00

.00



BIP140~1 9/01/2011 PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT ~ MTD PAGE 2

DATE SELECTION 8/2011

HHEEF AR IR AT A SR (LY KREAE RS AR AR AR AR R XA KK R AR RN KR ARk k ETA KRRk ko kR Rk ko R A ARk CQUDEY kR AR ARk Rk ko
8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010
Permit Type Permits Valuation Permits Valuation Permits Valuation Permits Valuation Permits Valuation Permits Valuation
OFFICE & PROFESSIONAL BLD 5 1,140,454.00 9 945,779.00 o .00 0 .00 o} .00 0 .00
OTHER 4 915,2539.00 1 46,300.00 [} .00 1 16,995.00 ¢l .00 0 .00
ALTER PUBLIC 1 2,906,334.00 2 3,079,850.00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 4 .00
APTS TO CONDO Qo .00 o .00 a .00 ) ¢l .00 0 .00 4 .00
TO/FROM RESIDENTIAL o .00 0 .00 4 .00 G .00 0 .00 0 .00
RESIDENTIAL 1 .00 o .00 1 .00 0 .00 o .00 a .00
OTHER 1 .00 2 .00 G .00 O .00 0 .00 G .00
CHRISTMAS TREE SALES o .00 O .00 1] .00 o .00 0 .00 o .00
FIREWORKS SALES G .00 Q .00 0 el 0 .00 G .00 ¢} .00
NURSERY STOCK SALES ¢ .00 0o .00 0 .00 4 .00 g .00 0 .00
TEMPORARY STRUCTURE PERMI 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 [ .0G 0 .00 O .ee
CIRCUS/CARNIVAL 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 Q .00 o .00 0 .00
MOVE OUT OF PMT LOCATION 0 .06 o .00 o .50 o .00 4 .00 ¢ .00
MOVE INTO PERMIT LOCATION 0 .00 o .00 o .G o .00 G .00 a .00
MOVE WITHIN PMT LOCATION 0 .00 G .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 4] .00
NEW SIGN PERMIT 9 46,415.00 3 24,362.00 ] .00 0 .00 0 .00 G .00
SIGN ALTERATION 3 .00 0 .00 a .00 a .00 0 .00 o .00
ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTER 0 .00 g .o O .00 0 .00 0 .00 4 L0000
FLOOD RELATED PERMITS Q .00 ¢} el 0 .00 a .00 4 .00 O .00

Permit Type Total 171 18,504,425.00 120 8,755,337.80 34 2,141,330.00 40 1,174,398.00 4 349,178.00 2 160,624.00



BIP140~1 9/01/2011 PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT - MID PAGE 3

DATE SELECTION 8/2011

R R R T R R T N S L e e HEA R R AR F I AN F COURLY FH R R Rk bk
8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010

Permit Type Permits Permits Permits Permits Permits Permits

Plumbing &5 50 16 i2 0 0

Electrical 139 97 0 0 0 0

Mechanical 117 103 . 25 20 4 4

Drain Field o 0 20 8 3 4

Hood Suppression 0 .. 3 ¢} 0 Q 0
SprinklerStandpipe 1 1 0 0 [+ 4]

Alarm Detection 0] .0 e 3] 4 0

Total 322 . . 254 .61 40 7 8



BIP140-1 9/061/2011 PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT - MTD PAGE 4

DATE SELECTION 8/2011

R o R S T R TR T Y T R R Bk kR F AR AR COURLY RE R IR ALk RErE
8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010
Living Units Units Units Units Units Units Units
SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED 35 iz & 3 2 1
SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED 13 5 Q Q Q a
TWO UNIT ¢] 2 0 4] 0 C
THREE & FOUR FAMILY g 4 0 0 0 0
FIVE & MORE FAMILY 10 o 0 0 0 0
CoMM {RETAIL SALES) 1 0 0 o] G 0
ROOM ADDITIONS - 0 s} 1 4 . G o
QTHER 3 G ¢] O 0 0
BASEMENT FINISH 1 O Q 0 4] ¢}

Total 71 23 7 3 2 1



BIP140~2 9/01/2011

Permit Type

SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED
SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED
THO UNIT

THREE & FOUR FAMILY

FIVE & MORE FAMILY
CONDO/TOWNHOUSE-1 HR.WALL
MANUFACTURED HOMES
MOBILE HOME WITHOUT EXTRA
MOBILE HOME WITH EXTRAS
MOBILE HOME MISCELLANEOUS
HOTELS

MOTELS

GROUP QUARTERS
NON-STRUCTURAL DEVELOPMEN
AMUSEMENT & RECREATION
CHURCHES AND RELIGIOQUS
INDUSTRIAL

RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT
AUTO SERVICE AND REPAIR
HOSPITALS & INSTITUTIONAL
OFFICE, BANK & PROFESSION
SCHOOLS AND EDUCATIONAL
COMM (RETAIL SALES)

OTHER {PUBLIC PARKING GAR
OTHER STRUCTURES

PUBLIC BUILDING

ROOM ADDITIONS
RESIDENTIAL GARAGES
PATIOS AND COVERS
SWIMMING POOLS AND SPAS
OTHER

HOME OCCUPATIONS

STORAGE SHEDS

BASEMENT FINISH
INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS

COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS

PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT - YTD

DATE SELECTION 8/2011

Hkk ko kR R Rk ke iRy kAR R Rk kR ek ko ok ok

Permits

203

63

1

77

103

35

128

i8

35

8/2011
Valuation
35,740,487.00
9,869,851.00
238,476.00
3,120,500.00
925,390.00
.00
11,940.00
.00
.00
.00
12,311,458.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
2,232,115.00
.00
.00
.00
2,293,250.00
.00
1,746,791.00
.00
1,307,297.00
45,113,764.00
411,200.00
408,076.00
228,220.00
.00
'805,543.00
.00
65, 650.00
629,327.00
3,210, €33.00

7,752,813.00

8/2010

Permits Valuation

155

52

91

i5

i9

27,515,032.00
8,092,508.00
122,859.00
1,720,000.00
2,144,000.00
.GO

5,100.00

.00

-Go
31,516.00
4,362,000.00
.00
144,7060.00
4,380,824.00
.00
120,000.00
4,322,341.00
.00

.00

.00
28,352,183.00
.00
801,671.00
.00

989, 243.00
1,898,031.00
284,853.00
544,716.00
355,819.80
70,395.60
1,580,570.00
.00
138,386.00
418,403.00
1,453,887.00

2,285,493.00

Rk hk A A AR KRR KANF RPR Fh R kA AR Rk ko hdk ek

Permits

67

0

1

56

8/2011
Valuation
12,429,313.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
314,000.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
511,064.00
214,713.00
1,153,820.00
87,925.00
47,300.00
229,874.00
.00
18,433.00
186,521.00
286,382.00

84,100.00

8/2010

Permits Valuation

&0

0

11,341,615.00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

)

.00

.00

500,00

.00
275,599.00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00
2,500.00
.00
1,162,999.00
998,723.00
44,267.00
.00
298,301.00
.00
24,682.00
211,555.00
5,688.00

968, 684.00

PAGE 1
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8/2011

Permits Valuation

9

1,687,618.00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.60

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00
11,342.00
21,306.00
196,660.00
.00

.00
4,172.00
.00

.00
1,140.00
.00

.00

8/2010

Permits  Valuation

9

1,672,683.00
.00

-00

.00

.00

00

.00

L 00

.00

00

.00

L00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00
97,8680.00
483,352.00
17,265.00
.00
12,500.00
.00
5,120.00
12,650.00
.00

.00



BIP140-2 9/01/2011

Permit Type

OFFICE & PROFESSIONAL BLD
OTHER

ALTER PUBLIC

APTS TO CONDO

TO/FROM RESIDENTIAL
RESIDENTIAL

OTHER

CHRISTMAS TREE SALES
FIREWORKS SALES

NURSERY STOCK SALES
TEMPORARY STRUCTURE PERMI
CIRCUS/CARNIVAL

MOVE OUT OF PMT LOCATION
MOVE' INTO PERMIT LOCATION
MOVE WITHIN PMT LOCATION
NEW SIGH PERMIT

SIGN ALTERATION
ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTER

FLOOD RELATED PERMITS

PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT - YTD

DATE SELECTION 8/2011

R e A

8/2011 8/2010

Permits Valuation Permits Valuation
31 8,136,223.00 55 8,038,171.00
14 3,643,621.060 9 1,461,756.00
11 5,313,277.00 13 6,027,768.00
O .00 o} .00
0 .00 0 .00
7 .00 11 .00
38 .00 & .00
G .00 ¢ .60
G .00 2 .00
6 .00 3 .00
3 .00 3 .00
2 30.00 1 .00
1 .C0 3 .00
0 .00 G .00
0 - .00 1 .CG0
53 £656,266.00 38 2431,156.00
2 2,587.00 1 26,915.00
0 .00 il .00
0 .00 o} .00

936 148,512,518.00 843 107,930,306.80

KRR KNI IR R IR KNI RS FTR KRk Ak Ak ke kAR AR X AR RIF

Permits

8/2011

Valuation

.00
1,200,000.00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00
.0C
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

16,763,445.00

8/2010
Permits Valuation

1 97,000.00
1 16,985.00
0 .00
0 .00
¢ .00
Q .00
0 .00
g .00
i0 .00
0 .60
5 .00
G .00
0 .00
¢ .00
0 .00
1 : 1,945.00
0 .00
0 .00
¢ .00

234 15,471,253.00

PAGE 2
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8
Permits

13

/2011
Valuation
.00
.00
.00

.00

.00
.00
.00
.0C
.00
.00
.00
.0C
.00
.00
.00
.00

1,922,238.00

. 8
Permits

38

/2010
Valuation
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.60
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

2,311,250.00



BIP140-2 9/01/2011 PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT ~ YTD PAGE 3
DATE SELECTION 8/2011

FRF Rk kg Oy bk kA Ak AR AR R IR L AR RS AR AR T F AR kR * ETA Ak k ok k Rk kR ok h Ak ok kR ok EERIEAEEFIR RS ALSEE CounLy FEFAFFELFE kbR

8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010
Permit Type Permits Permits Permits Permits Permits Permits
Plumbing 335 327 75 79 6 8
Electrical 750 693 0 o} 4] 4]
Mechanical 774 877 128 124 13 18
Drain Field 0 Q 20 8 3 4
Hood Suppression 4 3 4 ¢} ¢ 0
SprinklerStandpipe 1 1 0 0 0 Q
Alarm Detection 0 0 0 0 4 0

Total - 1896 1726 . - 259 264 ) 27 33



BIP140-2 9/01/2011 PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT - YTD PAGE 4

DATE SELECTION 8/2011

o R A -y W FAAE A A A KRR R AR S COUIELY F A A IR A E R
8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010 8/2011 8/2010
Living Units Units Units Units Units Units Units
SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED 202 153 87 60 3 3
SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED 63 52 O ] o 0
TWO UNIT 2 2 o Q 0 o]
THREE & FOUR FAMILY 20 12 G 0o 0 0
FIVE & MORE FAMILY 10 21 4] 0 0 Q
MANUFACTURED HOMES 4 2 o 0 G o
GROUP QUARTERS ] 2 0 [+ o ¢
INDUSTRIAL 1 4 0 4 o 0
COoMM (RETAIL SALES) 1 o] 0 0 e [
OTHER STRUCTURES e 4 o a G o}
ROCM ADDITIONS 4 0 2 4 0 1
RESIDENTIAL GARAGES 0 1 a 1 ¢ . : 1
PATIOS RAND COVERS 3 1 o Q 0 0
OTHER 4 5 0 ¢ o o]
STORAGE SHEDS 0 2 o} Q 0 o
BASEMENT FINISH 8 6 1 i 0 a
INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS 1 0 ¢] 0 0 0
ALTER PUBLIC 1 g 0 a 0 ¢l
RESIDENTIAL 1 o 0 4 a 0
Total 325 265 70 66 9 11



