Community Development Department

BISMARCK PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION

MEETING AGENDA
August 27, 2014
Tom Baker Meeting Room 5:00 p.m. City-County Building
Item No. Page

PRESENTATION/PUBLIC HEARING
FRINGE AREA ROAD MASTER PLAN UPDATE

1.  Presentation and public hearing on the draft report for the Metropolitan Planning
Organization’s Fringe Area Road Master Plan Study — Bill Troe, SRF Consulting.

MINUTES

2.  Consider approval of the minutes of the July 23, 2014 meeting of the Bismarck Planning &
Zoning Commission.

CONSENT AGENDA
CONSIDERATION

The following items are requests for a public hearing.

3.  Heritage Ridge Addition (JT)

4. Zoning Change (A'to RS, R10: RMIS & P)csaansnuunamsavmmimssssisis 1
Staff recommendation: schedule a hearing Oschedule a hearing Otable Odeny

b, Preliminary PLAL ...ttt s s b 5
Staff recommendation: tentative approval Oltentative approval [Citable Odeny

4. Lots 2-3, Block 2 and Lots 4-6, Block 3, Stonecrest 2™ Addition —
Zoning Change (RM30 t0 PUD) (JT) cce ettt esssssse e s sssses s sasseas 13

Staff recommendation: schedule a hearing Oschedule a hearing Otable Cdeny

5. Lot 2, Block 3, KMK Estates — Zoning Change (RR to R10 & RT) (JT) .....cccccviivinnnnnnns 25

Staff recommendation: schedule a hearing Oschedule a hearing [Citable Odeny
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6.

7

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Lots 1-3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights Subdivision — Zoning Change (RM15 to PUD) (JW) 29

Staff recommendation: schedule a hearing Oschedule a hearing Otable Odeny

Lots 1-24, Block 14, McKenzie’s Addition — PUD Amendment (JW).......coooooeieeeinnn.

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.

Parts of KMK Estates and High Meadows 9" Addition — Annexation (Klee).............

Staff recommendation: approve gapprove ocontinue Otable odeny

High Meadows 12" Addition (Klee)

a. Joning Change (RR toRS & PUD)....ccicnmimimrimsmmismmmmmsimssmssimmssiimsssasniin

Staff recommendation: approve oapprove gcontinue Otable odeny

L 11 ] O S VDS S e

Staff recommendation: approve gapprove Ocontinue otable odeny

Huber Second Subdivision — Final Plat (JW)........cccovveeeiveiicciiicceiiececeeevecieereeseeenens

Gibbs Township

Staff recommendation: approve Dapprove Ocontinue otable odeny

Lots 7-9 less the East 10 feet, Block 37, Northern Pacific Addition —

Special Use Fermnt (Off-site Parking Lob) (W) amsanmmnannmasmammmmisisis

Staff recommendation: approve Dapprove ocontinue oOtable odeny

Lot 2, Block 3, Grand Prairie Estates 3™ Subdivision — Special Use Permit

(Inereased-Size of Accessory Building) (W) cmmesnnsmsnmmmasmismpmapam s

Hay Creek Township

Staff recommendation: approve oapprove Ocontinue oOtable odeny

Lots 1-2 and the West 40 feet of the vacated 11" Street, Block 4,

Century Commercial Park — Special Use Permit (Expanded Day Care Center) (JW)....

Staff recommendation: approve gapprove oOcontinue otable odeny

OTHER BUSINESS

Other

129



ADJOURNMENT

15. Adjourn. The next regular meeting date is scheduled for Wednesday, September 24, 2014.

Enclosures: Meeting Minutes of July 23, 2014
Building Permit Activity Report for July 2014



Item No. 3a

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Heritage Ridge Addition — Zoning Change (A to RS, R10, RM10, RM 15 and P)
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Consideration August 27,2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

MDU — (owner) Swenson, Hagen & Co.

Lucinda Ward et al — (owner)
Benchmark Developments, LLC —
(owner/applicant )

Reason for Request:
Plat and zone property for mixed density residential development.

Location:
North of 57" Avenue NW and west of North Washington Street (the SW of Section 8, TI39N-
R80W/Hay Creek Township).

Project Size: Number of Lots:

160.44 acres 300 lots in 11 blocks
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Undeveloped Land Use: Mixed density residential
Zoning: A — Agricultural Zoning: RS — Residential

R10 — Residential
RM10 — Residential
RM 15— Residential Conditional

P — Public
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:
A — Agriculture RS — Single-family residential

R10 — One- and two-family residential

RM10 — Multi-family residential

RM15 Conditional — Multi-family residential

P — Public uses including parks, trails, storm
water detention/retention etc.

Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
A — One unit/40 acres R5 — 5 units/acre
R10 — 10 units/acre
RM10 — 10 units/acre
RM15 Conditional — 15 units/acre

P —N/A
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
N/A N/A N/A

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. Planning staff raised a concern with the developer relating to Lot 1, Block 4 in the northeast corner
of the proposed subdivision. In particular, placing multi-family zoning in the interior portion of a
subdivision is contrary to good planning practice. However, the developer has indicated a desire to
develop the lot as an assisted living center in the future. Planning staff suggested buffering the
assisted living center building with twin homes or independent living cottages for residents of the
assisted living facility.

(continued)




Item No. 3a

2

Planning staff will continue to work with the developer to determine the appropriate manner to
buffer the proposed multi-family land use from the existing rural residential dwellings to the north
and east and the future single and two-family land uses to the west and south of Lot 1, Block 4.

FINDINGS:

I.

The proposed zoning change would be consistent with the Future Land Use Plan (FLUP) in the 2014
Growth Management Plan Update, which identifies the area as Low Density Residential.

The proposed zoning change would generally compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land
uses include large lot single-family rural residential to the north and east and agricultural uses to the
south and west.

The subdivision proposed for this property would be annexed prior to development; however, a
route for annexing the property and extending municipal services has not been established.
Additionally, emergency services including Police and Fire protection have expressed concerns
with servicing an annexed property that is not directly adjacent to City limits.

The proposed zoning change may adversely affect property in the vicinity. In particular, without
appropriate buffering and screening, the proposed multi-family land use on Lot 1, Block 4 may
have adverse impacts on the adjacent large-lot single-family rural residential land uses to the north.

The proposed zoning change would generally be consistent with the general intent and purpose of
the zoning ordinance and subdivision regulations, provided appropriate measures are taken to
buffer and screen the higher density land uses proposed for Lot 1, Block 4.

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 Heritage Ridge Addition,
with the understanding that Planning staff will continue to work with the developer to ensure appropriate
measures are in place to provide adequate screening and buffering of the medium density land use
proposed for Lot 1, Block 4.

it




Proposed Plat & Zoning Change (A to RS, R10, RM15 & P)

Heritage Ridge Addition
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RECEIVED
AUG 2 0 201k

HERITAGE RIDGE ADDITION

THE SOUTHWEST 1/4
OF SECTION 8, T. 139 N., R. 80 W.

BISMARCK, NORTH DAKOTA

OWNERS:

BENCHMARK DEVELOPMENTS, LLC
Po_Dox 7188

BISMARCK, ND 58607
701-258-6018

MDU

PO BOX 5650
BISMARCK, ND 58508
701-222-7800

160.44 ACRES

EXISTING ZONING: A

PROPOSED ZONING: RS, R10, AMS, P
303 LOTS

PHASE MAP

LOCATION MAP

ZONING:

R5: LOTS 1-35 BLOCK 1; LOTS 1-22 BLOCK 2;
ALL OF BLOCK 3; LOTS 1-8, 21-35 BLOCK 5;
ALL OF BLOCK 6,8, & 10

R10: LOTS 23-30 BLOCK 2; LOTS 9-20
BLOCK 5; ALLOF BLOCK7 &8

RAM10: LOT 36, BLOCK 1

| S,

CONDITIONAL RM15 (HEIGHT RESTRICTION:
ALL OF BLOCK 4

RMS: LOTS 1-38, 41-79 BLOCK 11

!In'
B a

P: LOTS 39-40 BLOCK 11

T

PAVING NOTES:

COMMUNITY LOOP, SELECT LANE, RESERVE
LANE. AND LIMITED LANE (FROM SONORA
WAY TO COMMUNITY LOOF) WILL HAVE 60
RIGHT OF WAYS W/80' PAVING AND
MOUNTABLE CURB WITH PARKIN{

RESTRICTED TG ONE SIDE OF THE RIGHT OF
WAY.

COLLECTIVE LANE, VALLEY VISTA LANE,
CRESTED BUTTE ROAD, AND LIMITED LANE
(FROM COMMUNITY LOOP TO CRESTED
BUTTE ROAD) WILL HAVE 60' RIGHT OF
WAYS W/37 PAVINC AND MOUNTABLE CURB.

i

SwEnsoN, HAGEN & COMPANY P.C.

ZONING MAP




Item No. 3b

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Heritage Ridge Addition — Preliminary Plat
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Consideration August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

MDU — (owner) Swenson, Hagen & Co.

Lucinda Ward et al — (owner)
Benchmark Developments, LLC —
(owner/applicant)

Reason for Request:
Plat and zone property for mixed density residential development.

Location:
North of 57™ Avenue NW and west of North Washington Street (the SW¥% of Section 8, T139N-
R80W/Hay Creek Township).

Project Size: Number of Lots:

160.44 acres 300 lots in 11 blocks
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Undeveloped Land Use: Mixed density residential
Zoning: A — Agricultural Zoning: RS — Residential

R10 — Residential
RM10 — Residential
RM15 — Residential Conditional

P — Public
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:
A — Agriculture RS — Single-family residential

R10 — One- and two-family residential

RM 10 — Multi-family residential

RM15 Conditional — Multi-family residential

P — Public uses including parks, trails, storm
water detention/retention etc.

Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
A — One unit/40 acres RS — 5 units/acre
R10 — 10 units/acre
RM10 — 10 units/acre
RM15 Conditional — 15 units/acre

P - N/A
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
N/A N/A N/A

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The applicant has indicated a desire to have the subdivision annexed prior to development in 2015.
At this time, an adequate annexation route for water and sewer utilities is not in place. It is likely
that the sanitary sewer system will need to be extended from the east and through two adjacent land
owners’ property. Off-site easements will be necessary to extend the sanitary sewer system to the
proposed subdivision.

(continued)




Item No. 3b

The proposed subdivision would be constructed in three phases with the initial phase beginning at
the south end adjacent to 57" Avenue NW

The developer is proposing to dedicate the south half of the 64™ Avenue NW right-of-way in the
northeast corner of the property. At this time, the adjacent properties to the north and east have not
provided the necessary right-of-way to allow the extension of 64" Avenue NE to the east. The 2.51-
acre parcel to the north was platted as part of Crested Butte Subdivision in 1978 and is currently
occupied by a single-family dwelling. The parcel to the east is a 4.92 acre lot which is currently
undeveloped. City Planning & Engineering staff requested the dedication of the south half of the
64™ Avenue NW right-of-way in the event that the future development of the adjacent parcels is
considered, adequate right-of-way would be obtained to allow the continuation of 64™ Avenue NW.

FINDINGS:

All technical requirements for consideration of a preliminary plat have been met.

The proposed subdivision generally conforms with the Fringe Area Road Master Plan for this area,
which identified 57" Avenue NW as the east-west arterial roadway and Sonora Way as the north-
south collector roadway for this section.

The proposed subdivision would generally compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses
include large-lot single-family rural residential to the north and east and agricultural uses to the
south and west.

The proposed subdivision would be annexed prior to development; however, a route for annexing
the property and extending municipal services has not been established. Additionally, emergency
services including Police and Fire protection have expressed concerns with servicing an annexed
property that is not directly adjacent to City limits.

The proposed subdivision may adversely affect property in the vicinity. In particular, without
appropriate buffering and screening, the proposed multi-family land use on Lot 1, Block 4 may
have adverse impacts on the adjacent large-lot single-family rural residential land uses to the north.

The proposed subdivision would generally be consistent with the general intent and purpose of the
zoning ordinance and subdivision regulations, provided appropriate measures are taken to buffer
and screen the higher density land uses proposed for Lot 1, Block 4.

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 tentative approval of the preliminary plat for Heritage
Ridge Addition.

/jt




Proposed Plat & Zoning Change (A to R5, R10, RM15 & P)

Heritage Ridge Addition
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HERITAGE RIDGE ADDITION
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Bismarck

I Print Form

CITY/ETA SUBDIVISION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS
WAIVER REQUEST FORM

If any waivers from submittal requirements are being requested, this form must be completed and submitted in
conjunction with the unified development application. For such waivers, approval from the appropriate department

must be obtained prior to submitting the application.

Name of Subdivision:|Heritage Ridge Addition

Location of Subdivision:|SW 1/4 of Sectio 8 T. 139 N, R. 80 W.

Name of Property Owner/Developer:Benchmark Developments, LLC/Chad Moldenhauer

Contact Person (if different from owner):

Dave Patience, Swenson Hagen & Co.

[] Area Concept Development Plan

Prior approval from Director Coty Development:

(signature & date)

Reason for Request:

[] Preliminary Stormwater Management Plan

Prior approval from City Engineer:

(signature & date)

Reason for Request:

[] Preliminary Municipal Utility Servicing Plan

Prior approval from Director of Utility Operation:

(signature & date)

Reason for Request:

[[] USAB Roadway Submittal Requirements

Prior approval from City Engineer:

(signature & date)

Reason for Request:

Other (Specify)

Prior approval from appropriate department head:

(signature & date)

Reason for Request: s
4 Private road justification--see attached

[] Other (Specify)

Prior approval from appropriate department head:

(signature & date)

Reason for Request:

02/2014



JUSTIFICATION FOR PRIVATE ROADS

Benchmark Developments, LLC requests the allowance of private roads to be developed in conjunction
with the Heritage Ridge Addition. The proposed roads provide a multitude of benefits to the parcel
owners as well as the public at large.

The private roads will provide, in a variety of configurations, vehicle and pedestrian access to all parcel
owners and their guests, as well as utility easements, including storm sewer for the public good, and
emergency access for government agencies.

The use of private roads creates as safer, quieter environment for the parcel owners and the developer
to more fully improve the lots by limiting traffic, lowering speed limits, and reducing on-street parking,
while still maintaining emergency access standards.

Road maintenance, road improvement and snow plowing burdens will be removed from the city’s
responsibility and budget and placed with the Home Owners Association.
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Item No. 4

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:

Title:

Lots 2-3, Block 2, and Lots 4-6, Block 3, Stonecrest 2™ Addition — Zoning Change (RM30 to PUD)
(To be replatted and known as Stoneridge Addition)

Status: Date:
Planning Commission — Consideration August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Liechty Homes, Inc. (owner)
Verity Homes of Bismarck, LLC (applicant)

Swenson, Hagen & Co.

Reason for Request:

Rezone property to allow the development of a 6-building/27-unit row house development.

Location:

In northeast Bismarck west of Centennial Road along the west side of French Street and the south

side of Calgary Avenue.

Project Size: Number of Lots:

1.82 acres 5 lots in 2 blocks (to be replatted as 27 lots)
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Undeveloped Land Use: 16-building row house development
Zoning: Zoning:

RM30 — Residential PUD - Planned Unit Development
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

Multi-family residential PUD — Uses specified in PUD
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:

15 units/acre PUD — Density as specified in PUD
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:

04/2011 04/2011 04/2011

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 required site plan and written statement for the PUD have been submitted by the applicant and
are attached. The PUD as proposed would allow for a 16-building row house development. The
proposed PUD will have access points along French Street. In addition, the proposed PUD will
provide the required landscaping outlined in Section 14-03-11 of the City Code of Ordinances
(Landscaping and Screening) in an effort to provide a visual transition between the proposed multi-
family building and the single-family dwellings to the west.

FINDINGS:

1. The proposed zoning change is outside of the area covered by the Future Land Use Plan (FLUP) in

the 2014 Growth Management Plan.

(continued)




Item No. 4

2. The proposed zoning change would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses
include developing single-family homes to the west and undeveloped commercially-zoned parcels to
the north, east and south.

3. The property is annexed and services would be extended in conjunction with development; therefore,
the zoning change would not place an undue burden on public services and facilities.

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
and subdivision regulations.

6. 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 on the zoning change from
the RM15 — Residential zoning district to the PUD — Planned Unit Development zoning district on Lots
2-3, Block 2 & Lots 4-6, Block 3, Stonecrest 2™ Addition, as outlined in the attached draft PUD
ordinance.

/it




14-04-18. 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 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;

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
descriptions, 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, 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 unit 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
each of the following criteria:

a. Proposal conforms to the comprehensive plan.

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

¢. 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 uses which are compatible and harmonious with adjacent land areas.

4. Changes.

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 in 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 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 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 in 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 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 send to the Board of City Commissioners for final action.



ORDINANCE NO.

Introduced by
First Reading
Second Reading
Final Passage and Adoption
Publication Date

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND RE-ENACT SECTION 14-03-02 OF THE
1986 CODE OF ORDINANCES, OF THE CITY OF BISMARCK, NORTH
DAKOTA, AS AMENDED, RELATING TO THE BOUNDARIES OF ZONING
DISTRICTS.

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

Section 1. Amendment. Section 14-03-02 of the Code of Ordinances of the City
of Bismarck, North Dakota is hereby amended to read as follows:

The following described property shall be excluded from the RM30 — Residential
District and included within the PUD — Planned Unit Development District.

Stone Ridge Addition
This PUD is subject to the following development standards:

1. Uses Permitted. Uses permitted include a maximum of 27 residential units in
a mix of 3 to 5-unit row houses. The configuration of residential units shall
generally conform to the overall development plan for Stone Ridge Addition
dated July 25, 2014. Any change in the use of the property from that
indicated above will require an amendment to this PUD.

2. Multi-family Residential Development Standards. Each buildable lot shall
have an area of not less than twelve-hundred (1,200) square feet, a minimum
width at the building setback line of not less than sixteen (16) feet, a minimum
front yard setback of twenty (20) feet (as measured from the edge of the lot), a
minimum side yard setback of five (5) feet, a minimum rear yard setback of
five (5) feet, and a maximum building height of forty (40) feet. Rear yards are
along the private access roads and the front yard is along the courtyard portion
of the site.

3. Private Driveway Maintenance. The development and construction of the
private driveways shall be the responsibility of the developer. On-going

Stone Ridge Addition Ordinance
DRAFT — August 27, 2014




and maintenance of the private roadway shall be the responsibility of the
home owners association.

4. 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.

Section 2. Repeal. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with this
ordinance are hereby repealed.

Section 3. Taking Effect. This ordinance shall take effect upon final passage,
adoption and publication.

Stone Ridge Addition Ordinance
DRAFT — August 27, 2014



Proposed Zoning Change (RM30 to PUD)
Lots 2-3, Block 2 and Lots 4-6, Block 3

Stonecrest Second Addition
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JUL 2 5 2014
Stone Ridge Addition

Request for Approval of Stone Ridge Planned Unit Development

Verity Homes of North Dakota is proposing to develop approximately 1.82 acres located South of
Calgary avenue. The area is currently platted as Lots 2-3, Block 2 and Lots 4-6 Block 3 Stonecrest 2™
Addition, Bismarck, North Dakota.

Verity Homes is considering developing the property into a residential development with 27 row houses
that will include a mix of two and three bedroom units, featuring high end finishes such as quartz
countertops, hardwood flooring, and security systems, along with architectural design unique to the
Northeast Bismark.

Verity Homes proposes rezoning the property to a PUD district in order to accommodate the intended
project which will result in a logical and orderly development pattern that will be consistent with
surrounding land uses. The projected density of 15 units per acre and reconfiguration of the lots is not
to establish new uses, but to allow for potential homeowners to have a vested interest in their
residence, while sharing in the use and maintenance of common areas.

The project will address the housing needs of the community by building modestly priced housing in
North Bismarck. Verity Homes anticipates that the proposed row houses, situated on smaller parcels of
land, will attract younger, first-time homebuyers.

Considering that the existing zoning of the property allows for the construction of high density
residences, the proposed zoning change would not adversely affect property in the vicinity.

Interior landscaping, adequate parking and emergency lane access will be applied per the city standards
and ordinances.

Zoning: PUD

Front yard: 25’

Side yard: 6’

Rear yard: 10’

Zero setback on Access Easments

Lot area: 1,500 square feet minimum

Building Height: 40" maximum (37’ Typical)

See attachments for architectural drawings, etc.
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Item No. 5

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:

Title:
Lot 2, Block 3, KMK Estates — Zoning Change (RR to RT — Conditional & R10)

Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Consideration March 26, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Jerry Kessel N/A

Reason for Request:
Rezone property for future twin homes and multi-family or office uses.

Location:

In northwest Bismarck along the west side of North Washington Street and the north side of Arabian

Drive.

Project Size: Number of Lots: .

4.09 acres 1 lotin 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Rural residential Land Use: Two-family residential and office

uses
Zoning: RR — residential Zoning: RT — Residential Conditional
R10 — Residential

Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

RR — Large lot single-family residential RT Conditional — multi-family dwellings and
office uses with building heights not to
exceed 2-stories

R10 — Single and two-family residential
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
RR — 1 unit/65,000 SF RT — 30 units/acre
R10 — 10 units/acre
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
05/1959 06/1966 N/A

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The parcel measures approximately 510 feet east/west and 350 feet north/south. The applicant
intends to split the parcel into two separate lots with the existing house and outbuildings located on
the west 250 feet of the parcel. The R10 zoning district would be located on the west 250 feet, the
remainder of the parcel would be zoned RT — Residential Conditional.

2. Planning staff has some concerns relating to the request for RT-Residential zoning along the eastern
portion of the parcel. The RT-Residential zoning district allows office uses and multi-family uses
such as condos, apartments, townhomes and group living facilities. The applicant has indicated he
intends to sell the property and does not have plans to redevelop the site. Without a defined use for
this property, Planning staff cannot be supportive of an unconditional RT-Residential zoning district
because the allowable height of 50 feet in the RT-Residential zoning district has the potential for
allowing incompatible land uses adjacent to the existing single-family and rural residential uses to
the south and north. With previous zoning change requests along North Washington Street,
Planning staff has been supportive of limiting structures to no more than 2-stories in height.




Item No. 5

FINDINGS:

1. The proposed zoning change is outside the boundaries of the Future Land Use Plan (FLUP) in the
2014 Growth Management Plan.

2. The proposed zoning change would be generally compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land
uses include single-family dwellings to the south and west, large-lot single-family rural residential
dwellings to the north, single and two-family dwellings and partially-developed multi-family zoned
parcel with a child care center across North Washington Street to the east.

3. The parcel would be annexed prior to development; therefore, it would not place an undue burden on
public services and facilities.

4. The proposed zoning change would not adversely affect property in the vicinity, provided
limitations are placed on the overall height of any structures would not exceed two stories.

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

6. 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 on the zoning change from
the RR — Residential zoning district to the R10 — Residential on the west 250 feet of the parcel and the
RT — Residential Conditional zoning district on the remainder of the parcel, for Lot 2, Block 3, KMK
Estates, with the understanding that Planning staff will recommend limitations on the height of
structures as a condition to be considered by the Planning & Zoning Commission.




Proposed Zoning Change (RR to R10 & RT)
Lot 2, Block 3, KMK Estates
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Item No. 6

BISMARCK-BURLEIGH COUNTY COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Lots 1-3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights Subdivision— Zoning Change (RM15 to PUD)
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Consideration August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Jomani Development Inc. (owner) Wenck Associates, Inc.

Consolidated Construction Inc. (applicant)

Reason for Request:
Rezone property to allow a 45-unit, three-story apartment building with garages and underground
parking.

Location:
In north Bismarck, along the north side of Niagara Drive, south of 57" Avenue NE, approximately Y
mile west of US Highway 83.

Project Size: Number of Lots:
2.25 acres / 98,080 square feet 3 lots in 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Undeveloped Land Use: Multi-family residential, as specified in
PUD
Zoning: Zoning:
RM15 — Residential PUD — Planned Unit Development
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:
Multi-family residential PUD — Uses specified in PUD ordinance
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
15 units/acre PUD — Density specified in PUD ordinance
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
12/1980 12/1980 03/2007

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 required site plan and written statement for the PUD have been submitted by the applicant and
are attached. The PUD as proposed would allow for a 45-unit, three-story multi-family building with
one level of underground parking, three garages and fourteen (14) off-street parking spaces. The
proposed PUD will utilize two access points, Normandy Drive and 57" Avenue NE; access will not
be provided onto Superior Drive. In addition, the proposed PUD will provide additional landscaping
beyond the required landscaping outlined in Section 14-03-11 of the City Code of
Ordinances(Landscaping and Screening) in an effort to provide a visual transition between the
proposed multi-family building and the single and two-family dwellings to the south.

(continued)




Item No. 6

3. The applicant is proposing to relocate the access point onto 57" Avenue NE west approximately 375
feet from Normandy Drive. City Engineering staff is receptive to this proposal; however a non-
access line vacation would be required prior to its relocation.

4. The Bismarck Planning and Zoning Commission, at their meeting of December 19, 2012, denied a
zoning request for a proposed zoning change for this property and the property to the east (Lots 1-4,
Block 3, Sonnet Heights Subdivision). During that meeting, the applicant indicated that changing his
request to a RM20 — Residential zoning district would achieve his desire to construct a 36-unit
apartment building. Staff also indicated that they may be willing to support a request to the RM20 —
Residential zoning district. It was also mentioned at the meeting that adjacent property owners
purchased lots with the understanding that the property would be constructed at the existing RM15 —
Residential density. The need for transitional zoning was also discussed; in particular, per the request
of the City Commission, zoning transitions should be maintained. An excerpt of the minutes from the
December 19, 2012 meeting of the Planning and Zoning Commission are attached.

5. The Bismarck Planning and Zoning Commission, at their meeting of December 18, 2013, denied a
zoning change request for this property from the RM 15 — Residential zoning district to the RM20 —
Residential zoning district in order to place a 36-unit, 3-story apartment building on this property. An
excerpt of the December 18, 2013 meeting of the Planning and Zoning Commission is attached.

6. The surrounding area has changed somewhat since the initial zoning changes were requested. In
: « th e s
particular, the construction on 57" Street NE has been completed. In addition, the construction of an
auto dealership north of the proposed amendment as well as the construction of a multi-family
buildings east of the proposed PUD have begun.

7. The applicant conducted an informational meeting regarding the proposed PUD with the
neighborhood on July 14, 2014.

FINDINGS:

1. The proposed zoning change is consistent with the Future Land Use Plan (FLUP) in the 2014 Growth
Management Plan (GMP), which identifies this area as residential.

2. The proposed zoning change would be compatible with adjacent land uses, provided, that additional
landscaping be provided for additional buffering between the proposed zoning change and the
adjacent single and two-family homes. Adjacent land uses include a combination of single and two-
family homes to the south, developing multi-family residentially zoned property (RM15) to the east,
undeveloped agricultural property to the north and developing commercial property to the northwest
including the construction of an auto dealership.

3. The property is already annexed and the construction of 57" Avenue NE will be completed by the end
of the year; therefore, the proposed zoning change would not place an undue burden on public
services.

4, The proposed zoning change would not adversely affect property in the vicinity, provided that the
additional landscaping be provided as proposed in order to provide additional buffering between the

proposed zoning change and the adjacent single and two-family dwellings.

(continued)




Item No. 6

5. The proposed zoning change is not completely consistent with the general intent and purpose of the
zoning ordinance. In particular, the zoning ordinance discourages incompatible land uses in close
proximity to one another without the use of transitional zoning. If installed as proposed, the
additional landscaping would provide additional buffering and a visual transition between the
proposed zoning change and the single and two-family dwellings to the south. In addition, there
will not be access to Superior Drive; a berm to deter tenants and guests from utilizing Superior
Drive as on-street parking will also be installed.

6. The proposed zoning change is not completely consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans,
policies and accepted planning practice. However the installation of the additional landscaping will
provide the needed buffering to make a visual transition between the higher density multi-family
building and the lower density single and two-family dwellings to the south to help mitigate any
adverse impact on those properties.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends scheduling a public hearing of the zoning change from the
RM15 — Residential zoning district to the PUD-Planned Unit Development on Lots 1-3, Block 1, Sonnet
Heights Subdivision, as outlined in the attached draft PUD Ordinance

JW




14-04-18. 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 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.

I. 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;

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
descriptions, 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, 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 unit 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
each of the following criteria:

a. Proposal conforms to the comprehensive plan.

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

¢. 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 uses which are compatible and harmonious with adjacent land areas.

4. Changes.

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 in 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 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 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 in 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 amendment. “Notify” shall mean the mailing of a
written notice to the address on record with the City Assessor or Burlei gh 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 send to the Board of City Commissioners for final action.



ORDINANCE NO.

Introduced by
First Reading
Second Reading
Final Passage and Adoption
Publication Date

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND RE-ENACT SECTION 14-03-02 OF THE
1986 CODE OF ORDINANCES, OF THE CITY OF BISMARCK, NORTH
DAKOTA, AS AMENDED, RELATING TO THE BOUNDARIES OF ZONING
DISTRICTS.

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

Section 1. Amendment. Section 14-03-02 of the Code of Ordinances of the City
of Bismarck, North Dakota is hereby amended to read as follows:

The following described property shall be excluded from the Rm15 — Residential
District and included within the PUD — Planned Unit Development District.

Lots 1, 2, and 3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights Subdivision.
This PUD is subject to the following development standards:

1. Uses Permitted. The following uses are permitted within this Planned Unit
Development:
a. A maximum of 45 residential units in a three-story multi-family
building.

2. Dimensional Standards:
a. Setbacks shall be provided in accordance with Section 14-04-07 of the
City Code of Ordinances (RM District Regulations).
b. Heights. The maximum height of the building is thirty-seven (37) feet.
c. Lot Coverage. The maximum lot coverage for buildings and required
parking is fifty (50) percent of the total lot area.

3. Design Standards:

a. Intent. It is the intent of the design standards to create and maintain a
high visual quality and appearance for this development, encourage
architectural creativity and diversity and create a lessened visual inpact
upon the surrounding land uses. Each building or structure shall
utilize complementary building materials, colors and design features

Lots 1, 2, and 3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights Subdivision PUD Ordinance
DRAFT — August 27, 2014




that will be present throughout the site. Exterior lighting shall be
designed and installed in a manner intended to limit the amount off
off-site impacts.

4. Private Roadway maintenance:
a. The development and construction of the private roadways shall be the
responsibility of the developer. On-going repair and maintenance of
the private roadways shall be the responsibility of the owner.

5. Landscaping and Screening:

a. Landscaping shall be provided in accordance with Section 14-03-11 of
the City Code of Ordinances (Landscaping and Screening). Additional
landscape plantings and buffering, including a berm along the south
side of the property adjacent to Superior Avenue, shall be installed
along the southern edge of the property to help mitigate the impacts
and provide a transition between the multi-family residential building
and the existing single and two-family dwellings to the south.

b. Screening of Mechanical Equipment and Solid Waste Collection
Areas. Mechanical equipment and solid waste collection 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).

6. 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
and Zoning Commission.

Section 2. Repeal. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with this
ordinance are hereby repealed.

Section 3. Taking Effect. This ordinance shall take effect upon final passage,
adoption and publication.

Lots 1, 2, and 3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights Subdivision PUD Ordinance
DRAFT — August 27, 2014



Proposed Zoning Change (RM15 to PUD)
Lots 1-3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights Subdivision

Proposed Zoning Change

BROOKSIDE
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CONSOLIDATED

—CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. -

RE: Calvert Creek Apartments July 21, 2014

Calvert Creek Apartments

Lots 1-3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights
Superior/Normandy Drive & 57" Avenue
Bismarck, North Dakota 58503

Site / Building Statistics:

Existing Zoning: RM15

Proposed Zoning: (PUD) Planned Unit Development

Group R-2 Residential as per 2012 International Building Code

Group V-A Construction w/ Fire Sprinkler System

Allowable Area: (3) stories / 12,000 square feet per level

Allowable Area Increase w/ fire sprinkler: (4) stories / 43,500 square feet per level

ITEM ONE: SITE STATISTICS

e Site Area: 2.25 acres (98,010 square feet)

e Primary Building Footprint: 20,087 square feet
Total Multi-Family Area: 20,087 x 3 = 60,261 square feet

¢ Underground Garage Level: 20,087 square feet
Total Multi-Family + Underground Garage: 20,087 x 4 = 80,348 square feet
Secondary Building Footprint (on-grade garage): 5,666 square feet
Impervious Surface: 20,988 square feet (off-street parking / sidewalk)

Lot Coverage (primary & secondary building): 25,763 /98,010 = 26%
Lot Coverage (Building & Impervious Surface): 46,741 /98,010 = 48%
Green Space: 51,269 square feet

ITEM TWO: ORDINANCE REQUIREMENTS

Front Setback @ 57™ Avenue: 25'-0"
Front Setback @ Normandy: 25°-0"
Front Setback @ Superior: 25’-0”
Side Yard Setback: 20’-0"

Rear Yard Setback: 20’-0"

Proposed Building Height: 37°-0”

Your Vision. Our Passion.™
600 S. Second St. Suite 210 | Bismarck, ND | 58504 | 701-557-3698 | www.consolidated-const.com



CONSOUIDATED

—CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. —

ITEM THREE: PARKING REQUIREMENTS

3 Bed: 06 Units x 2.5 = (15)

2 Bed: 30 Units x 2 = (60)

1 Bed: 09 Units x 1.5 = 13.5 (14)
Total Required Parking: (89) Units

Underground Parking: (50) Spaces
On-Grade Garage: (24) Spaces
Off-Street Paved Surface: (14) Spaces
Total Proposed Parking: (89) Spaces

ADA Accessible Spaces: (4) Spaces w/ (2) Van Accessible Aisles (Section 4.1.2)
(2) Underground Spaces w/ (1) Van Accessible Aisle
(2) On-Grade Spaces w/ (1) Van Accessible Aisle

ITEM FOUR: DWELLING DESIGN

100/200/300: 1,358 square feet — (2) Bed
101/201/301: 1,358 square feet — (2) Bed
102/202/302: 1,104 square feet — (2) Bed
103/203/303: 1,152 square feet — (2) Bed
104/204/304: 834 square feet — (1) Bed
105/205/305: 1,104 square feet — (2) Bed
106/206/306: 834 square feet — (1) Bed
107/207/307: 1,104 square feet (2) Bed
108/208/308: Support Space (Lease Office, Fitness & Club Room)
109/209/309: 1,104 square feet — (2) Bed
110/210/310: 834 square feet — (1) Bed
111/211/311: 1,104 square feet — (2) Bed
112/212/312: 1,104 square feet — (2) Bed
113/213/313: 1,104 square feet — (2) Bed
114/214/314: 1,576 square feet — (3) Bed
115/215/315: 1,576 square feet — (3) Bed

Total Dwelling Units: (45) Units w/ Support Space

RM15 Zoning: 15 Units x 2.25 Acres = 33.75 (33) Units
RM20 Zoning: 20 Units x 2.25 Acres = 45 Units
Proposed Zoning: PUD w/ 45 Dwelling Units (maximum)

Your Vision. Our Passion.™
600 S. Second St. Suite 210 | Bismarck, ND | 58504 | 701-557-3698 | www.consolidated-const.com



CONSOLIDATED

—CONSTRUCTION CO. INC. —

ITEM FIVE: GENERAL CONDITIONS

The proposed structure shall be (3) three levels of multi-family dwelling units (above finished
grade) with (1) one level of underground parking. The maximum exposed building height shall
be 37-0” as seen from 57" Avenue, Normandy Drive and Superior Drive.

ITEM SIX: LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENTS
Landscaping transition between PUD and R10:
I 15-0" buffer yard as required with (3) shade trees, (4) ornamental trees, (2) large
conifers, (10) small conifers and (14) shrubs
(or)
Il 15-0” buffer yard as required with a 6'-0” height screening fence, (2) shade trees, (2)
ornamental trees and (2) large conifers
lll. Street trees required along Normandy Drive @ (3) per 100 linear feet of street frontage
IV. Street trees along 57" Avenue would not be required until the road is urbanized with
sidewalk, concrete curb & gutter.
V. No interior landscaping islands
VI. No perimeter parking lot landscaping required

ITEM SEVEN: ADJUSTMENT TO ACCESS POINT @ 57" Avenue

The proposed primary site access / egress point along 57 Avenue requires a modification to
the existing non-access line beginning at the northwest corner of Lot 3, extending 105’-0" to
the east. An adjustment to 50’-0” (min.) - 90’-0” (max.) from 105-0 is being requested in order
to improve the sight line and stopping distance between Normandy Drive and the proposed
access / egress point.

Respectfully Submitted,

waywne Lee Yeager

Wayne Lee Yeager, AIA, NCARB

Your Vision. Our Passion.™
600 S. Second St. Suite 210 | Bismarck, ND | 58504 | 701-557-3698 | www.consolidated-const.com
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PUBLIC HEARING - ZONING CHANGE
LOTS 1-3, BLOCK 1 AND LOTS 1-4, BLOCK 3, SONNET HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION

Chairman Yeager called for the public hearing on the zoning change from the RM15-Residential
zoning district to the RM30-Residential zoning district for Lots 1-3, Block 1 and Lots 1-4, Block
2, Sonnet Heights Subd1v1510n The property is located in north Bismarck, along the north side
of Niagara Drive, south of 57" Avenue NE, approximately % mile West of US Highway 83outh
of 43™ Avenue NE, between US Highway 83/State Street and North 19" Street.

Ms. Wollmuth provided an overview of the request, including the following information:
“Building permits will not be issued for any of the lots along 57" Avenue NE until 57 Avenue
NE from US Highway 83 to the western edge of the lot being developed is constructed to City
standards. In addition, with the development of 57™ Avenue NE, the developer(s) may be
financially responsible for constructmg a north bound left turn lane and a south bound right turn
lane on Highway 83 at 57™ Avenue NE to NDDOT standards (20:1 taper and 320’ storage).”
She added that the applicant has concerns with this statement, as he believes it is contrary to
what he was previously told.

Ms. Wollmuth then listed the following findings for the zoning change:

1. This area is identified in the Land Use Plan as residential (land use portion of the US
Highway 83 Transportation Corridor Study).

2. The proposed zoning change would be not compatible with adjacent land uses. In
particular, the proposed bulk and density of 30 units per acre is not compatible with the
single and two-family residential uses located to the south across Niagara Drive.
Adjacent land uses include partially developed single and two-family homes to the south,
undeveloped multi-family to the east and undeveloped agricultural land to the north.

3. The property is already annexed; therefore, the proposed zoning change would not place
an undue burden on public services, provided 57" Avenue NE is constructed prior to
development.

4. The proposed zoning change may adversely affect property in the vicinity. In particular,
the single and two-family homes located south of the proposed zoning change may be
adversely affected by higher density development located across the street.

5. The proposed zoning change is not consistent with the general intent and purpose of the
zoning ordinance. The zoning ordinance discourages incompatible land uses in close
proximity to one another without the use of transitional zoning. In particular, the
property to the south of the proposed zoning change is zoned R10 — Residential and is
expected to develop as single and two-family homes.

6. The proposed zoning change is not consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans,
policies and accepted planning practice. In particular, increasing the density to from 15

Excerpt of the December 19, 2012 meeting of
the Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission



units per acre to 30 units per acre is contrary to the concept of transitional zoning, given
the fact that there would no longer be a zoning transition between the higher density
multi-family and the single and two-family residential homes to the south.

Ms. Wollmuth said based on these findings, staff recommends denial of the zoning change from
the RM15-Residential zoning district to the RM30-Residential zoning district for Lots 1-3,
Block 1 and Lots 1-4, Block 3, Sonnet Heights Subdivision.

Chairman Yeager opened the public hearing on the zoning change for Lots 1-3, Block 1 and Lots
1-4, Block 3, Sonnet Heights Subdivision.

Derek VanLuik, an area resident, stated that he is opposed to the zoning change, adding that he
does not believe that area should be developed at a higher density.

Angie Koppang, an area resident, expressed concerns with increased traffic in the area, adding
that there are many families with young children. She is opposed to the zoning change.

Taylor Rash stated that he lives across the street from the property and is opposed to the zoning
change. He added that even with the construction of 57" Avenue NE, traffic through the
neighborhood will still increase because it would be a shorter route.

Wade Felton, applicant, thanked staff for working with him on the development of Sonnet
Heights. He then stated that a similar zoning change was approved for the northern tier of lots
along 57" Avenue when the Sonnet Heights Subdivision Second Replat was approved in
2008/2009. He added that based on his proposed plan, a zoning of RM20-Residential would
meet his needs. He continued by saying that if 57" Avenue was constructed, traffic would go
that way because it is a more direct route.

Chairman Yeager closed the public hearing.

Commissioner Atkinson asked about required landscape buffers. Mr. Tomanek relied that there
is not a buffer yard requirement if the uses are across the street from each other. If they share a
side or rear lot line, a buffer yard with a minimum depth of 15 feet is required. The amount of
landscaping required would depend on whether or not the design includes a 6-foot screening
fence.

Commissioner Armstrong asked if an RM20-Resdiential zoning district could be approved
without re-notification. Ms. Lee replied that since that is a lower density than what was
advertised, it could be approved without another public hearing.

Commissioner Waldoch indicated that she was uncomfortable with the change to RM30-
Residential, adding that people purchased the surrounding lots expecting the property to be
developed at RM15-Residential densities.

Commissioner Warford stated that he shared Commissioner Waldoch’s opinion. He added that
the need for zoning transitions has become very evident in recent discussions and that the

Excerpt of the December 19, 2012 meeting of
the Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission



increased use of transitional zoning has been the direction of the City Commission. He went on
to say that Bismarck will be a better community if it sticks to the policy of requiring transitional
zoning,

MOTION: Based on the findings contained in the staff report, Commissioner Warford made
a motion to deny the zoning change from the RM15-Residential zoning district to
the RM30-Residential zoning district for Lots 1-3, Block 1 and Lots 1-4, Block 3,
Sonnet Heights Subdivision. Commissioner Selzler seconded the motion and it
was unanimously approved with Commissioners Armstrong, Atkinson, Bullinger,
Laning, Lee, Schwartz, Selzler, Waldoch, Warford and Yeager voting in favor of
the motion to deny the request.

Excerpt of the December 19, 2012 meeting of
the Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission



BISMARCK PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION
DECEMBER 18, 2013

PUBLIC HEARING — ZONING CHANGE —
LOTS 1-3, BLOCK 1, SONNET HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION

Chairman Yeager called for the public hearing for a zoning change from the RM15-Residential
zoning district to the RM20-Residential zoning district for Lots 1-3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights
Subdivision.

Ms. Wollmuth then provided an overview of the request and the following findings:

l:

2.

The proposed zoning is consistent with the Land Use Plan, which identifies this area as
residential (land use portion of the US Highway 83 Transportation Corridor Study).

The proposed zoning change would be not compatible with adjacent land uses. In
particular, the proposed bulk and density of 20 units per acre is not compatible with the
single and two-family residential uses located south of Lot 3 and south across Niagara Drive.
Adjacent land uses include a combination of single and two-family homes to the south,
undeveloped multi-family residentially zoned property (RM15) to the east and undeveloped
agricultural land to the west and north.

The property is already annexed; therefore, the proposed zoning change would not place an
undue burden on public services, provided 57" Avenue NE is constructed and paved prior to
development.

The proposed zoning change may adversely affect property in the vicinity. In particular,
the single and two-family homes located south of the proposed zoning change may be
adversely affected by higher density development located adjacent to Lot 3 and across
Niagara Drive to the south.

The proposed zoning change is not consistent with the general intent and purpose of the
zoning ordinance. The zoning ordinance discourages incompatible land uses in close
proximity to one another without the use of transitional zoning. In particular, the property
to the south of the proposed zoning change is zoned R10 — Residential and is being
developed as single and two-family homes. A single-family dwelling was constructed in
July 2013 on the lot to the south of Lot 3, adjacent to the proposed zoning change.

The proposed zoning change is not consistent with the master plan, other adopted plans,
policies and accepted planning practice. In particular, increasing the density to from 15
units per acre to 20 units per acre is contrary to the concepts of transitional zoning, given
the fact that there would no longer be a zoning transition between the higher density multi-
family and the single and two-family residential homes to the south.

Excerpt of the December 18, 2013 meeting of
the Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission



Ms. Wollmuth said based on these findings, staff recommends denial of the zoning change from
the RM15-Residential zoning district to the RM20-Residential zoning district on Lots 1-3, Block
1, Sonnet Heights Subdivision.

Ms. Wollmuth distributed comments from Jacelyn Brown and Berna Vetter received via e-mail,
attached as Exhibits A and B.

Commissioner Atkinson asked if the zoning directly south of the proposed change is R10-
Residential. Ms. Wollmuth said it is Superior Drive and then R10-Residential zoning directly
adjacent; however a single family dwelling has been constructed there.

Commissioner Waldoch asked if it is known when 57" Avenue NE will be completely finished.
Commissioner Bullinger said Burleigh County graded it recently with the intention of having it
completely done in a year.

Chairman Yeager opened the public hearing.

Taylor Rosh said this same proposal was presented a year ago and it was denied. He said the
only person who supported it was the developer. He said traffic is already increasing in the area
and with the amount of small children in the neighborhood, he is very concerned about their
safety. He said Mr. Felton claims their concerns are unfounded but he does not live there
himself and only wants the proposed apartment complex to turn a profit.

Jason Haskins said his concerns are similar to those of Mr. Rosh. He also feels there is not
enough of a buffer between the zoning districts to bring in a high capacity apartment building.

Casey Langdon said he has concerns of too much traffic, property values decreasing and the
safety of the children in the area. He said he feels the developer can buy more appropriately
zoned land elsewhere.

Mr. Felton said the zoning change that he proposed a year ago was for RM30-Residential zoning
with the understanding that RM20-Residential zoning would be an option. He said the current
RM15-Residential zoning will allow 33 rental units and RM20-Residential could be with the
condition of only allowing 36 units, as it is his desire to construct a 36-unit apartment building.
He said regardless of the zoning, a multi-family dwelling will be built with either 33 or 36 units.

There being no further comments, Chairman Yeager closed the public hearing.

MOTION:  Based on the findings contained in the staff report, Commissioner Donahue made
a motion to deny the zoning change from the RM15-Residential zoning district to
the RM20-Residential zoning district for Lot 1-3, Block 1, Sonnet Heights
Subdivision. Commissioner Atkinson seconded the motion and it was
unanimously approved with Commissioners Armstrong, Atkinson, Bullinger,
Donahue, Schwartz, Waldoch, Warford and Yeager voting in favor of the motion.

Excerpt of the December 18, 2013 meeting of
the Bismarck Planning & Zoning Commission



Item No. 7

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Block 15, McKenzie’s Addition — PUD Amendment
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Consideration August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Consultant:

Diocese of Bismarck Al Fitterer Architect PC

Reason for Request:
To amend the Planned Unit Development (PUD) to allow the demolition and construction of an
office building at 520 North Washington Street (Center for Pastoral Ministry and to allow 304
West A Avenue (CB Little House) to be used as a residential use.

Location:
In central Bismarck, along the west side of North Washington Street between Avenue A and
Avenue B.
Project Size: Number of Lots:
90,000 square feet 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Land Use:
Religious facilities, office and residential Religious facilities, office and residential
Zoning: Zoning:
PUD — Planned Unit Development PUD — Planned Unit Development
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:
Uses specified in PUD Uses specified in PUD, as amended
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
Specified in PUD (5 units/acre) Specified in PUD (5 units/acre)
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
03/2004 (PUD) Pre-1980 Pre-1980
04/2004 (PUDA)
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 original PUD was approved in March 2004 and included provisions that brought the existing
office uses into compliance and allowed the adaptive reuse of the CB Little House for non-Diocese
offices.

3. The PUD was amended in April of 2005, to allow the demolition of the carriage house which was
being used for storage. Since the use of the carriage house for storage was included in the original
PUD ordinance, removing the carriage house from the property required an amendment to the PUD.
The area occupied by the carriage house has become open space.

(continued)




Item No. 7

4. The required site plan and written statement for the PUD amendment have been submitted by the
applicant and are attached. The PUD amendment as proposed would allow the demolition and
reconstruction of the office building located at 520 North Washington Street (Center for Pastoral
Ministry), in line with the existing building, seventeen (17) feet from North Washington Street and
the change the use of the building located at 304 West Avenue A (CB Little House) from offices for
the ND State Bar Association into residential living quarters for clergy of the Diocese of Bismarck.

FINDINGS

1. The proposed PUD amendment is compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses include
residential to the north, south and east, and a private catholic grade school with associated offices to
the west.

2. The entire property is located within City limits; therefore the proposed zoning change would not
place an undue burden on public services.

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

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

5. The proposed PUD amendment 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 on the Planned Unit
Development amendment for Block 15, McKenzie’s Addition, as outlined in the attached PUD
amendment.

IW




Section 14-04-18 of the City Code of Ordinances (Planned Unit Developments)

14-04-18. 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 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.

I 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;

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)  Suwrrounding 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 of all proposed condominium agreements for
common areas.

E. Architectural drawings - the following architectural drawings shall
be submitted in sufficient detail to allow evaluation of building height, form,
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 unit 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 each of the following criteria:

a. Proposal conforms to the comprehensive plan.

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

2. 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 uses which are compatible and harmonious
with adjacent land areas.

4. Changes.

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 in 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 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 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 in 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 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 send to the Board of City Commissioners for final
action.



BLOCK 15, MCKENSIE’S ADDITION PUD AMENDMENT
ORDINANCE NO. 5309 (Adopted March 9, 2004)

MAJOR PUD AMENDMENT (Adopted January April 27, 2005)
MAJOR PUD AMENDMENT (Adopted XXXX, 2014)

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 5309 was adopted by the Board of City
Commissioners on June March 9, 2005; 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, The Diocese of Bismarck has requested an amendment to the
Planned Unit Development for Block 15, Mckenzie’s Addition.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Bismarck Planning 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:

Block 15, McKenzie’s Addition
is hereby approved and this PUD is now subject to the following development standards:

1. 1. Uses Permitted. Uses permitted include uses accessory to a religious
facility (rectory/offices), office uses, and parking. The use of the building at
519 Raymond Street (northwest corner of the block) is limited to
rectory/office for Cathedral of the Holy Spirit; the use of the building at 520
North Washington Street (northeast corner of the block) is limited to offices
and other related uses in conjunction with the Catholic Diocese of Bismarck’s
Center for Pastoral Ministry; and the use of the building at 304 West Avenue
A (southeast corner of the block — CB Little House) is limited to-prefessional

i residential living units for clergy of

the Catholic Diocese of Bismarck

i Hdingis limi . The configuration of the
site shall generally conform to the site plan submitted with the application
dated June 12, 2012. Any change in the use of the property from that
indicated above will require an amendment to this PUD.

2. General Development Standards. The maximum allowable density, minimum
lot area, minimum lot width, lot coverage, setbacks and height limits are the
same as the R5-Residential standard, except for the building located at 520
North Washington Street, which will be setback seventeen (17) feet from the
front property line along North Washington Street. Any change to the




buildings that would violate these standards will require an amendment to this
PUD.

Parking.  Adequate parking shall continue to be provided on site for the
existing and proposed uses.

Signage. Signage is limited to the existing sign at the entrance on North
Washington Street, the existing sign at the entrance on East Avenue A, the
existing sign on the front of the rectory building, and one additional sign. The
existing signs may be upgraded and refurbished as needed, although the size
of the faces cannot be increased. The one additional sign allowed may be a
monument style sign or of a style similar to the existing signs, with a face no
more than 15 square feet in area. This new sign may be placed at the entrance
on North Washington Street or at the entrance on East Avenue A (it may not
be placed at the southeast corner of the block).

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.




Proposed PUD Amendment
Lots 1-24, Block 15, McKenzie's Addition
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Al Fitterer Architect PC .
200 Third Avenue NW « PO Box 129 « Mandan, ND 58554 ¢ Phone (701)663-7543 » Fax (701)663-7544

Attachment to Unified Development Application
City of Bismarck

To: Community Development — Bismarck From: Al Fitterer, Al Fitterer Architect PC
Attn:  Jenny Wollmuth, Planner Date: 7/7/2014
Re: Roman Catholic Diocese of Bismarck CC: Dale Eberle, Chancellor

O Urgent x For Review x ForYourUse [JPlease Reply

PUD Amendment to Ordinance No. 5309

1. 520 North Washington; Center for Pastoral Ministry
a. NE Corner of block.
i. Demolish existing two story office structure.
i. Construct new office building with partial basement.
iii. Setback variance from 25 to 17 feet. (existing building setback is 17 feet)

2. 519 North Raymond; Cathedral of Holy Spirit
a. NW Corner of block.
i. Existing use is office space.
i. Change from office use to rectory for Cathedral of Holy Spirit.

3. 304 West Avenue A; CB Little House
a. SE Corner of block
i. Existing use is office space.
ii. Change from office use to residential.

4. Maintenance building
a. Center of block
i. Demolish building.
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Item No. 8§

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

Part of KMK Estates and part of High Meadows 9th Addition - Annexation
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Final Consideration August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Multiple owners N/A

10 owners in KMK Estates
1 owner in High Meadows 9™ Addition

Reason for Request:
Annex properties in accordance with the 2007 annexation agreement.

Location:
In northwest Bismarck, along the west side of North Washington street, south of Ash Coulee Drive.
Project Size: Number of Lots:

36.50 acres, more or less 12 parcels in 4 blocks
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Rural residential Land Use: Rural residential
Zoning: RR — Residential Zoning: RR — Residential
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

RR — Rural residential RR — Rural residential
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:

RR — One unit/65,000sf RR — One unit/65,000sf
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:

1959 KMK Estates - 1966 N/A

High Meadows 9" — 1997

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The City initiated the annexation of those parts of KMK Estates Subdivision, KMK Estates 2™
Subdivision and High Meadows 9" Addition not previously annexed in mid-2006. In June 2007, an
annexation agreement was entered into between the City and all property owners that annexation
would be delayed for five years, until June 2012. In June 2011, conversations amongst City staff and
impacted property owners resulted in a decision being made that annexation would be delayed until
2014. All property owners were also informed that they could be annexed earlier upon request.

2. Several property owners have annexed their properties early in order to obtain City services; one
property was replatted as Geloff Estates and annexed earlier this year; three properties were replatted
as Evergreen Ridge Addition and annexed earlier this year; and three other properties are in the
process of being replatted as High Meadows 12® Addition.

3. The zoning of the properties will not change with this annexation; however, requests for zoning
changes will be processed on a case-by-case basis.




Item No. 8

FINDINGS:

1. The owners of all of the properties included in this annexation entered into annexation agreements
with the City and submitted applications for annexation in July 2007.

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

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

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

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

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the annexation of the following, in
accordance with the annexation agreement entered into in July 2007:

Lot A of Lot 3, Block 2, KMK Estates (being replatted as part of High Meadows 12" Addition)
Lot B of Lot 3, Block 2, KMK Estates (being replatted as part of High Meadows 12" Addition)
Lot 4, Block 2, KMK Estates (being replatted as part of High Meadows 12™ Addition)

Lot 1, Block 3, KMK Estates

Lot 2, Block 3, KMK Estates

E': of Lot 4 less Lot A and part of Lot 6, Block 3 east of High Meadows 5% KMK Estates

Lot 7, Block 3, KMK Estates

Lot 1 less the N120’ of the S220” of the E150°, Block 4, KMK Estates

Lot 2, Block 4, KMK Estates

Lot 6, Block 1, High Meadows 9™ Addition

Lot 7, Block 1, High Meadows 9™ Addition




Proposed Annexation
Unannexed portions of

KMK Estates and High Meadows 9th Addition
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

The parties to this Agreement are:

BURLEIGH COUNTY

CITY OF BISMARCK

HAY CREEK TOWNSHIP
RESIDENTS OF KMK ESTATES

In order to settle the City of Bismarck initiated annexation of the portions of KMK

Estates that lie outside of the City of Bismarck corporate limits, the parties agree as follows:

The parties agree to participate in the paving of Arabian, Buckskin and Colt Avenues
within KMK Estates as described in the November 15, 2006 estimate by County Engineer Jon
Mill (Attachment 1). The paving will be completed in the manner outlined in the estimate with a
3% inch milled asphalt base and a 1% inch hot mix surface during the summer of 2007. The

estimated cost to complete the paving project is $78,026.

The parties agree to participate in the cost of the paving project in the following manner:

Burleigh County 25%
City of Bismarck 25%
Hay Creek Township 25%

KMK Estates and benefited City property 25%

Each 25% share equals $19,506.00 as currently estimated and all payments will be made to the

Burleigh County Auditor.

1. Burleigh County and the City of Bismarck will be credited for in kind labor or

materials contributed to the project, pursuant to Attachment 1.



2. The County agrees to provide its work at a rate typically given to townships

within Burleigh County.

3 KMK’s contribution of $19,506.50 will be reduced by $4095 for road frontage in
the paving project that is presently within the City. KMK Estates’ residents agree to escrow
$15,406.00 for their portion of the project in a manner acceptable to Hay Creek Township by
June 1, 2007. KMK’s contribution may be adjusted upon receipt of final numbers for road

frontages for the paving project.

4. The City will provide $19,449.00 worth of millings to the paving project and
$57.50 for the balance of its share. The City will pay the balance of the KMK share for road
frontage already in the City that will be paved in the amount of $4095.00. The City’s
contribution for road frontage already within the City may be adjusted upon receipt of final

numbers for road frontages for the paving project.

5. The City agrees to assume full responsibility of and maintain the newly paved

roads in KMK Estates.

6. Hay Creek Township agrees to pay $19,506.50 toward the paving project.

7. The City of Bismarck also agrees to assume full responsibility for 19" Street from

Calgary Avenue to 43 Avenue.

8. All of the parties agree that all of the dollar amounts and measurements are
current best estimates and will be adjusted pursuant to the formula used in this Agreement by
actual measurements, actual quantities used and actual costs, upon completion of the paving
project.

9. ©  Each resident of KMK Estates agrees to provide the City with a Petition for
Annexation signed by each of the owners for each property which shall take effect five (5) years
from the finalization of this Agreement. The City will cease its annexation of KMK Estates

started in 2006 upon execution of this Agreement. Each resident of KMK Estates will provide a



signed Petition for Annexation to the City within 30 days of the execution of this Agreement.
Each of the residents will be provided a copy of this Agreement that includes a numbered
signature page that each resident will execute and return to the City. Upon receipt of all of the
signature pages and execution by the County, Township and City, the City will combine them

into one document and the parties agree that this Agreement will be deemed to be fully executed.

; ’)\M\

Dated this /{) day of June, 2007.

Attest;

Burleigh County Auditor

Dated this /L Sy of Jurie, 2007.

Attest:

)

W.C. Wocken,
City Administrator

A
Dated this ¢ i){ ) day of June, 2007.

Attest:

# _—

o % U Heualec

Howg, Oteeh Teweraftp
( Ul LIL 3

BURLEIGH COUNTY

2704

Commission Chairman,
Burleigh County

CITY OF BISMARCK

arford, President,
fSmarck City Commission

HAY CREEK TOWNSHIP

- . i
/ o d N

Chairman, Board of Township
Supervisors



Dated this _/#day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

: »
ST ‘D L ) -
(e ittty ‘.{‘,&K (K AL o
Leverson Family Trust
300 Colt Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA

)
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )
On this 1 o day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
W inntived Leversonm , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

s s e Tl
e ) ST
Notary Pl}Blic

Burleigh' County, North Dakota

My Commission Expires:

JAN M. KRAMER
Notary Public
& State of North Dakota ;
@ My Commission Expires June 29, 2011




dune Q00T

Dated this I O _day of May;-2007-

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™

ADDITION LANDOWNER
e 95 N G
/ fim ~A N paw 35V \(_:‘\\ \\qﬁfsiaﬁb‘_\_ 2
Kerry Em@r Pamela Emter
325 Ash Coulee Drive 325 Ash Coulee Drive

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
)} SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )
: JuNe
. On this Va day of WMay, 2007, before me personally appeared
Kerry Ewder & Pemela Fmber , known to me to be the persons who are
describéd in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

Notary Public
Burleigh County, North Dakota
My Commission Expires:




TS
Dated this '/ Aay of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

Cgawézg. '%Zczafftw%

Daniel Haakenson Caroline Haakenson
300 Buckskin Avenue 300 Buckskin Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this 7 +h day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared

Car‘o).ne_ Haaken <on , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally

acknowledged to me that they executed the same.
/z% [

ADAM J HASS Notary Public—"
NOTARY PUBLIC STATE OF NOR'H D?:OTA rleigh County, North Dakota
My Commission Expires July 28, 20 My Commission Expires: T, \\f Q_g}’)_b 1D




1

Dated this £/ day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

Daniel Haakenson Caroline Haakenson
300 Buckskin Avenue 300 Buckskin Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )
N\ On *L day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
O 5y o O known to me to be the persons who are

described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally

acknowledged to me that they executed the s R
QL&B«\—LA—)“\ N

Notary Public
“Euim m‘;‘iﬂ urleigh County, North Dakota
Staeof Nt Dalcts y Commission Expires:
&y Commission Expires Aug. 3, 2007




Dated this N\ day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

",./ =

ot B A Nabi Niwg
Robert Schaff 4 Nadipe Schaff Q
250 Buckskin Avenue 250 Buekskin Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this e day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
/%Obfr‘f Schaff +« MNadine Schiaf{ , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

/_,\

........ K\J UWCL/l i/ﬂ\ ( Z? e L7E(
T "DesoRAH L!;;NE‘ERSQN Notary Public
MN:;%;"*‘: D‘;koh : Burleigh C_oupty, N01:th Dakota
My Commission Expires Aug 29, 201 My Commission Expires:




Dated this /<” day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9TH

ADDITION LANDOWNER
7 / 7< ’(
/;,4/% / ///m ’7§ Sl 26/ / &
Curtis Wentz Diane Wentz
305 Colt Avenue M— 305 Colt Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this \C day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
Camlaar % Vs U Minit. , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

th\h Wi Y v’\,.k“:‘\ { \\Ju\
Notary Puﬁihc
Burleigh' County, North Dakota
My Commission Expires:

MARY JANE SAILER
Notary Public
State of MNorth Dokota :

My Commission Expires Oct 28, 011 g




Dated this & A day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™

ADDITION LANDOWNER
WALl i \ L lbe 9e NS Kty pef e
John Benzinger '/ Eileen Benzinger ‘S
125 Buckskin Avenue 125 Buckskin Avenue:~ '

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this C_H ~ day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
O NG o) ,’ﬁ'f;i;.;-w,:m o4 ~_ , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed )the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

: I ) O0U co BN\ 0o~
M ' Notary Public Q
aonihe of Mo DAoL, 5618 Burleigh County, North Dakota

My Commission Expires:



Dated this */  day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™

ADDITION LANDOWNER
oy D (
P Kes

Arablan Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )

)} 88,
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )
On this “ff: day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
.r' 4( L'/ &t [ , known to me to be the persons who are

descrlbed in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

i;‘!,_'.',‘\‘ ,

i Ve
Notary Public

Burleigh County, North Dakota

Stat akota My Commission Expires:
- £eb. 5, 2008 ; y PIEES:
« My Comm "4

a P



Dated this 51% day of June, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

) 7 / 3 |
VLA 0
i s A W ——

Charles M~ Aver?w =)

460 Arabian Avenue
STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )
n this day of June, 2007, before me personally appeared
@ ,tf: f’[// 2N u , known to me to be the persons who are

described in, and who executéd the within and foregoing instrument and who severally

acknowledged to me that they executed the same,

Notarv Pubhc /Q ,;.1[3 JN[Z«, xf( fﬁbMV
Burleigh County, North Dakota
My Commission Expires: 7 - 24 0%

ERLAKBOMRER
e
Wy Commn Exphres July 24,

T s



Dated this ; e day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™

ADDITION LANDOWNER
/J/tf /f_ é “'L ¥ :\} & )! 1}/4-’:,/ ‘ 3 7/)}‘:/_"\_, ‘_':: 61!’/-{/' L ."(_/;){_f'-l}._" L/,(_}’\‘ _
“~Donald F 1tzgerald ) / Lorraine Fitzgerald |
435 Buckskin Avenue' v 435 Buckskin Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On  this 5 day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared

Donain 3. g J_ﬁ RIRAINE FWZULRP\LD known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregomg instrument and who severally

acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

| M%\ Lae b

© STUARTWACKER | Notary Public

Notary Pubiic ;
State of Norh Dakots . Burleigh County, North Dakota

. . . . j o O
Mv Ccmmissmn Expires April 8, 2008 B My Commission Expires: 4f « & (%

<1Z =



Dated this 7 day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

L N i
N o BTN T
[ rtd £/, [ el
/s

Lodise Heupel
301 Buckskin Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )
i

'S On this (" L day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
J;\(ﬁ,u,“ e H o w4 . known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who &xecuted the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

‘\g\-é?\ X g’z“*&w‘ﬂ\i )

ot et o Notary Public
Me _;tL. f‘;;EP;iSOf»f ¢ Burleigh County, North Dakota
“otary Public g 1ssi ires:
- of Noxth Dekats My Commission Expires:
Wsj o on Expires Mar. 20, 201p

g
TNl

=13 =



Dated this ﬂf—_‘ day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

Raul Perez Torres So A
3710 N. Washington Street
By George Neigum, Power of Attorney

M m n !'Iu,__,/’
(}\\ 6[.51’ o L Y N \_!&:::::‘:.,, R

STATE OF llo,u.e,vﬁ' /é«éo )
) SS.

COUNTY OF yﬁm j?fu«l./ )
On W f; day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
@u{,{ 448 Taihtlo , known to me to be the persons who are

described in, and dwho executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
ted the same.

3
A msrerire

b,g)tary Publi - ;
Pl K0 4 a
My Commission Expires?” Aegén . .,ﬁf'(.! M

4 758y

-14 -



Dated this § day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9!
ADDITION LANDOWNER

Z

Julio R Perez Helen T Perez
3710 N. Washington Street 3710 N. Washington Street
By George Neigum, Power of Attorney By George Neigum, Power of Attorney

AFF.NUM. 15587

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this 8 day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
JULTQ R. PEREZ Y HELEN T. PEREZ , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same. N

In Mayaguez, P.R., on this § days o

Burleigh County, North Dakota
My Commission Expires: PERMANENT

-15 -



Dated this 12 day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™

ADDITION LANDOWNER
77 ‘,. P 2 P B
..;____?,{254,;5,44 Vd C7j1-»f/ / / P Hat gneat K NP3t £/
Bruce T. Imsdahl Margaret L. Imsdahl
Co-Trustee of Imsdahl Family Trust Co-Trustee of Imsdahl Family Trust
425 Colt Avenue 425 Colt Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this L]H‘h day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
Bruce T Tmedehl Moy na ey L. Twedehl , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who~ executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

M(k“\é“j Lk:)hwf\«w\

Notary Public
Burleigh County, North Dakota
My Commission Expires: § 5 ¢ 3O

ion Expires August 30, 2614

- 16 -



Dated this 30 day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™

ADDITION LANDOWNER
Fry /// . MM
oger P. Drevlow anne M. Drevlow
430 Colt Avenue 430 Colt Avenue

STATE OF NORTHI DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this 30 day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
lg;‘hMNev!rm; , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally

acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

) trde— -
Notary Public
LENORAE. SORENSON | Bupcigh/Couniy, Nerh Dikotn
Notary Public | My Commission Expires:

) State of North Dakota
1 My Commission Expires Mar. 31, 2010 §°

-17 -



L
Dated this /% day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

f C"*’_’( Yo 'Q\,'u(’_,%x\c-\_ Mu 1@-— Joa_
Paul M. Bultsma T Susan R. Bultsma
400 Colt Avenue 400 Colt Avenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )
) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On this /{'gﬂ— day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared

?(m\ K Bullsma s Susen R.Rultemg , known to me to be the persons who are
described in, and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally

acknowledged to me that they executed the same.
% A)mwxa?am )

Rethryn Wormages ' Notary Pubhc*r
Notary Public Burleigh County, North Dakota
Biste of North . e :
Wy Coenerission Expines -0 My Commission Expires:

-18 -



Dated this /L/ day of May, 2007.

KMK ESTATES/HIGH MEADOWS 9™
ADDITION LANDOWNER

i . , ] ,-? > .f'(l ‘/," /’
Loy i bt C e S
Tefttey K’ Hofstad Joy 1. Hofstad / Vi
405 Colt Avenue 405 ColtAvenue

STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA )

) SS.
COUNTY OF BURLEIGH )

On t,}}is [ </ e day of May, 2007, before me personally appeared
Chatty S oy Ao f SAnc , known to me to be the persons who are
ddscribed in,”and who executed the within and foregoing instrument and who severally
acknowledged to me that they executed the same.

JEANETTE GRAVSETH
MNotary Public
i State of North Daketa ;
{ My Commission Expires April 7, 2010 3

N&tary Public [
Burleigh County, North Dakota
My Commission Expires:
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Item No. 9a

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:
Title:

High Meadows 12" Addition — Zoning Change (RR to R5 & PUD)
Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Public Hearing August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Daniel Haakenson — Lot A of L3, B2 (owner) Swenson, Hagen & Co.

Robert & Nadine Schaff — Lot B of L3, B2

(owner)
Curt & Diane Wentz — L4, B2 (owner)
Verity Homes of Bismarck, LLC (applicant)

Reason for Request:
Replat and rezone property for urban mixed-density development.

Location:
In northwest Bismarck, west of North Washington Street between Colt Avenue and Buckskin Avenue
(a replat of Lots A and B of Lot 3, Block 2 and Lot 4, Block 2, KMK Estates Subdivision).

Project Size: Number of Lots:
9.16 acres 45 lots in 3 blocks
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Rural residential Land Use: Mixed density urban residential
Zoning: RR — Residential Zoning: R5 —Residential
PUD — Planned Unit Development
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:
RR — Rural residential R5 — Single-family residential
PUD — Residential uses as specified in PUD
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
RR — One unit/65,000sf R5 — 5 units/acre
PUD — Density as specified in PUD
PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
04/1959 11/1969 ---

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

1. The City initiated the annexation of those parts of KMK Estates Subdivision and KMK Estates 2™
Subdivision not previously annexed in October 2006. In June 2007, an annexation agreement was
entered into between the City and all property owners that annexation would be delayed for five
years, until June 2012. In June 2011, conversations amongst City staff and impacted property
owners resulted in a decision being made that annexation would be delayed until 2014. All property
owners were also informed that they could be annexed earlier upon request.

2. 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.

(continued)




Item No. 9a

The required site plan and written statement for the PUD have been submitted by the applicant and
are attached. The proposed PUD would be a one and two-family residential development with an
overall density of 4.9 units per acre. The PUD portion of the development would have a density of
5.4 units per acre. The development includes a mix of one and two-family dwellings that will
function as a transition between higher intensity land uses along North Washington Street and the
existing larger lot rural and urban single family residential to the west and south.

Some of the single family lots within the proposed PUD are as small as 4,450 square feet, which
would set a precedent. Historically, the smallest size single-family lots allowed under either
previous versions of the zoning ordinance or PUD provisions has been 5,000 square feet. Staff
requested that the lot sizes for the single family dwellings be increased in size, but the lot sizes were
not changed. Staff is concerned with the precedent set by the smaller lot size.

FINDINGS:

1.

The proposed zoning change is outside of the area covered by the Future Land Use Plan (FLUP) in
the 2014 Growth Management Plan.

The proposed zoning change would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses
include a combination of urban single-family residential and rural single-family residential to the
west and south, a religious institution to the east and a developing one and two-unit residential
subdivision to the north

The subdivision proposed for this property would be annexed and services will be extended in
conjunction with development; therefore, it would not place an undue burden on public services
and facilities.

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

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

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 approval of the zoning change from the RR —
Residential zoning district to the R5 — Residential zoning district for Lots 3 and 7, Block 1 and Lot 21,
Block 3 and to the PUD — Planned Unit Development zoning district for Lots 1-2, 4-6 and 8-12, Block 1,
Lots 1-12, Block 2 and Lots 1-20, Block 3, High Meadows 12" Addition, as outlined in the attached
draft PUD ordinance, and with the understanding that all lots to be occupied by single family dwellings
be increased to 5,000 square feet.

/Klee




14-04-18. Planned Unit Developments.

It is the intent of this section to encourage tlexibility 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;

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

I) 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 unit 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
each of the following criteria:

a. Proposal conforms to the comprehensive plan.

b. Buffer areas between 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 uses which are compatible and harmonious with adjacent land areas.

4. Changes.

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 in 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 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 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 in 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 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 send to the Board of City Commissioners for final action.



ORDINANCE NO.

Introduced by
First Reading
Second Reading
Final Passage and Adoption
Publication Date

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND AND RE-ENACT SECTION 14-03-02 OF THE
1986 CODE OF ORDINANCES, OF THE CITY OF BISMARCK, NORTH
DAKOTA, AS AMENDED, RELATING TO THE BOUNDARIES OF ZONING
DISTRICTS.

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

Section 1. Amendment. Section 14-03-02 of the Code of Ordinances of the City
of Bismarck, North Dakota is hereby amended to read as follows:

The following described property shall be excluded from the RR — Residential
District and included within the R5 — Residential District.

Lots 3 and 7, Block 1, and Lot 21, Block 3, High Meadows 12" Addition.

Section 2. Amendment. Section 14-03-02 of the Code of Ordinances of the City
of Bismarck, North Dakota is hereby amended to read as follows:

The following described property shall be excluded from the RR — Residential
District and included within the PUD — Planned Unit Development District.

Lots 1-2, 4-6 and 8-12, Block 1, Lots 1-12, Block 2 and Lots 1-20, Block 3, High
Meadows 12™ Addition.

This PUD is subject to the following development standards:

1. Uses Permitted. Uses permitted include a maximum of 42 residential units in
both single-family and two-family buildings. Lots 1-2, 4-6 and 8-12, Block 1,
Lots 1-12, Block 2 and Lots 15-20, Block 3 are limited to single-family
dwellings and Lots 1-14, Block 3 are limited to one-half of a two-family
dwelling. Any change in the use of the property from that indicated above
will require an amendment to this PUD.

2. Single-family Residential Development Standards. Each buildable lot shall
have an area of not less than five thousand (5,000) square feet, a minimum

High Meadows 12" Addition PUD Ordinance 1
DRAFT — August 27, 2014




width of not less than fifty (50) feet, a minimum front yard setback of twenty-
five (25) feet, a minimum side yard setback of five (5) feet, a minimum rear
yard setback of fifteen (15) feet, and a maximum building height of forty (40)
feet.

3. Two-family Residential Development Standards. Each buildable lot shall have
an area of not less than twenty-eight hundred (2,800) square feet, a minimum
width of not less than twenty-five (25) feet, a minimum front yard setback of
twenty-five (25) feet, a minimum side yard setback of five (5) feet, a
minimum rear yard setback of fifteen (15) feet, and a maximum building
height of forty (40) feet.

4. 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.

Section 2. Repeal. All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with this
ordinance are hereby repealed.

Section 3. Taking Effect. This ordinance shall take effect upon final passage,
adoption and publication.

High Meadows 12" Addition PUD Ordinance 1
DRAFT — August 27, 2014



Proposed Zoning Change (RR to PUD)
High Meadows 12th Addition

Date: 6/20/2014hib)

Source: City of Bismarck
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DISCLAIMER: This map is for representation use only and does not represent a survey. No liability is assumed as to the accuracy of the data delineated heron.
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JUN 2 0 201

High Meadows 12th Addition

Request for Approval of High Meadows 12" Planned Unit Development

Verity Homes of North Dakota is proposing to develop approximately 9.16 acres located South of Colt
Ave and North of Buckskin Ave. The area is currently platted as Lots A & B of Lot 3 & Lot 4 Block 2 KMK
Estates, Bismarck, North Dakota.

Verity Homes is considering developing the property into a residential development with 28 single
family homes and seven twin homes (14 residences) while the three existing homes will remain in place.

The developer proposes rezoning the property to a PUD district in order to allow smaller lot sizes, while
maintaining low density zoning. The intended project will result in a logical and orderly development
pattern that will be consistent with surrounding land uses. The projected density of 4.80 units per acre
and re-platting of the lots will address the housing needs of the community by allowing for modestly
priced housing in North Bismarck. The proposed PUD conforms to the 2014 Bismarck Growth
Management Plan, Specifically Housing Goal #5 to “expand the stock of affordable housing options for
all income levels”.

The following PUD zoning requirements are requested.
Zoning: PUD
Front yard: 25’
Side yard: 5’
Rearyard: 15’
Lot Width in Front @ Bldg Line: 25’ (Twin Home Lots)
40’ (Single Family Home Lots)

Lot area: 2,800 SF Minimum (Twin Home Lots)

4,400 SF Minimum (Single Family Home Lots)

Building Height: 40" maximum (37’ Typical)

See attachments for architectural drawings, etc.
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Item No. 9b

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:

Title:
High Meadows 12™ Addition — Final Plat

Status: Date:
Planning Commission — Public Hearing August 27,2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Daniel Haakenson — Lot A of 1.3, B2(owner)
Robert & Nadine Schaff — Lot B of L3, B2
(owner)
Curt & Diane Wentz — L4, B2 (owner)
Verity Homes of Bismarck, LLC (applicant)

Swenson, Hagen & Co.

Reason for Request:

Replat, rezone and annex property for increased urban mixed-density development.

Location:

In northwest Bismarck, west of North Washington Street between Colt Avenue and Buckskin Avenue
(areplat of Lots A and B of Lot 3, Block 2 and Lot 4, Block 2, KMK Estates Subdivision).

Project Size: Number of Lots:
9.16 acres 45 lots in 3 blocks
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:

Land Use: Rural residential

Land Use: Mixed density urban residential

Zoning: RR — Residential

Zoning: RS5 — Residential
PUD — Planned Unit Development

Uses Allowed:
RR — Rural residential

Uses Allowed:
RS — Single-family residential
PUD — Residential uses as specified in PUD

Maximum Density Allowed:
RR — One unit/65,000sf

Maximum Density Allowed:
R5 — 5 units/acre
PUD — Density as specified in PUD

PROPERTY HISTORY:
Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
04/1959 11/1969 —

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

1. The City initiated the annexation of those parts of KMK Estates Subdivision and KMK Estates 2™
Subdivision not previously annexed in October 2006. In June 2007, an annexation agreement was
entered into between the City and all property owners that annexation would be delayed for five
years, until June 2012. In June 2011, conversations amongst City staff and impacted property
owners resulted in a decision being made that annexation would be delayed until 2014. All property
owners were also informed that they could be annexed earlier upon request.

2. The proposed development would be a one and two-family residential development with an overall
density of 4.9 units per acre. The PUD portion of the development would have a density of 5.4 units
per acre. The development includes a mix of one and two-family dwellings that will function as a
transition between higher intensity land uses along North Washington Street and the existing larger
lot rural and urban single family residential to the west and south.

(continued)




Item No. 9b

3. The City’s Capital Improvement Program includes the reconstruction of North Washington Street

from Calgary Avenue north through 57" Avenue NE in 2015, if funding is available.

FINDINGS:

1. The revised preliminary plat was tentatively approved by the Planning & Zoning Commission on
July 23, 2014.

2. All technical requirements for approval of a final plat have been met.

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

4. The proposed subdivision is outside of the area covered by the Fringe Area Road Master Plan.
North Washington Street to the east of the proposed plat and Ash Coulee Drive to the north of the
proposed plat are both classified as minor arterials on the MPQO’s Functional Classification
Network (2009).

5. The proposed subdivision would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses
include a combination of urban single-family residential and rural single-family residential to the
west and south, a religious institution to the east and a one and two-unit residential subdivision to
the north.

6. The proposed subdivision would be annexed and services will be extended in conjunction with
development; therefore, it would not place an undue burden on public services and facilities.

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

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

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

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the final plat of High Meadows 12
Addition.

/Klee
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Item No. 10

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT
BACKGROUND:
Title:
Huber Second Subdivision — Final Plat

Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Public Hearing August 27,2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Lloyd and Mary Deringer Swenson, Hagen & Co.

Reason for Request:

Plat property to allow development of a three-lot rural residential subdivision.

Location:

Northeast of Bismarck, along the south side of 43" Avenue NE east of 52™ Street NE
(Lot A of Government Lot 1 of the NW % , Section 19, 139N-R79W/Gibbs Township).

Project Size: Number of Lots:
6.17 acres 3 lots in 1 block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Land Use:
Undeveloped Rural residential
Zoning: Zoning:
RR — Residential RR — Residential
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

Rural residential and limited agriculture

Rural residential and limited agriculture

Maximum Density Allowed:
One unit per 65,000 square feet

Maximum Density Allowed:
One unit per 65,000 square feet

PROPERTY HISTORY:

Zoned:
04/1959

Platted:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The property to be occupied by the proposed subdivision was zoned rural residential in 1959 and is
located within the City’s Urban Service Area Boundary (USAB). The applicant has indicated that
they have no plans to further subdivide the proposed lots and have submitted a waiver request to
allow the use of a private roadway (Toneva Place). As a requirement of platting property located
within the USAB, staff has requested that the proposed subdivision be ghost platted to identify future
lots that can be developed at urban densities in the future.

FINDINGS:

1. The preliminary plat was tentatively approved on July 23, 2013.

2. All technical requirements for approval of a final plat have been met.

3. The stormwater management plan has been approved by the City Engineer, with written concurrence

from the Burleigh County Engineer.,

4. The Gibbs Township Board of Supervisors has recommended approval of the proposed plat.

5. The proposed subdivision is generally consistent with the Fringe Area Road Master Plan for this
area, which identifies 43™ Avenue NE as an arterial roadway.

(continued)




Item No. 10

6. The proposed subdivision would be compatible with adjacent land uses. Adjacent land uses include
rural residential to the east and south, and undeveloped agriculturally zoned property to the north,
west, and south.

1. The subdivision proposed for this property would be served by South Central Regional Water District
and would have access to 43" Avenue NE via a private roadway; therefore the proposed zoning
change 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.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the final plat of Huber 2™ Subdivision,
including the granting a waiver for the use of the private roadway.

W




Proposed Plat

Huber Second Subdivision
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HUBER SECOND SUBDIVISION
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RESOLUTION

WE, THE BOARD OF TOWNSHIP SUPERVISORS OF GIBBS TOWNSHIP,
BURLEIGH COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA, HAVE BEEN ADVISED OF THE
PROPOSED PLAT OF HUBER SECOND SUBDIVISION AND HEREBY
RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF CITY COMMISSIONERS THAT SAID PLAT
BE (éPPR_O_\LED)(DENIED). (PLEASE ATTACH CONDITIONS, IFANY, TO THE
BOARD’S ACTION.)

IF THE TOWNSHIP IS RECOMMENDING DENIAL, PLEASE LIST THE REASONS:

C N, TOWNSHIP BOARD
[ %) ,M,z;w/éz

S, DATE
7— (3 - Qo

A a2

M pgra ) § i
ATTEST: TOWNSHIP CLERK

T-1f-R0/%

DATE



Item No. 11

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

STAFF REPORT
BACKGROUND:
Title:
Lots 7-9, Block 37, Northern Pacific Addition — Special Use Permit (Off-site parking lot)
Status: Date:
Planning Commission — Public Hearing August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

St. Alexius Medical Center (applicant)
Morris Tschider (owner)

Swenson, Hagen &Company

Reason for Request:

To allow the construction of an off-site parking lot in the RT-residential zoning district to benefit both
Professional Building Limited Partnership, located east of the proposed off-site parking lot, and
St. Alexius Medical Center located, south of the proposed off-site parking lot.

Location:

In central Bismarck, north of East Avenue A and east of North 8" Street.

Project Size: Number of Lots:

21,000 square feet One parcel in one block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Land Use:

Residential Off-site parking lot
Zoning: Zoning:

RT — Residential RT — Residential
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

RT — Multi-family residential, offices and off-
site parking lots

RT — Multi-family residential & offices and off-
site parking lots allowed as a special use

Maximum Density Allowed:
RT —30 units/acre

Maximum Density Allowed:
RT — 30 units/acre

PROPERTY HISTORY:

Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
Pre-1980 Pre-1980 Pre-1980

ADDITIONAL INFRMATION:

1. An off-site parking lot is allowed as a special use in the RT — Residential zoning district, provided
specific conditions are met. The proposed off-site parking lot meets all five (5) provisions outlined in
in Section 14-03-08(4)(x) of the City Code of Ordinances (Special Uses)(Off-site Parking). A copy

of this section of the ordinance is attached.

2. The proposed off-site parking lot will provide parking for the professional building, located to the east
of the proposed off-site parking lot, and St. Alexius Medical Center’s Medical Arts Plaza building,
located south of the proposed-off-site parking lot; both properties are located within four-hundred

(400) feet of the proposed off-site parking lot.

3. The applicant has indicated that the two existing single family dwellings located on Lot 8 and Lot 9

will be demolished in September 2014.




Item No. 11

FINDINGS:

1. The proposed special use would comply with applicable provisions of the zoning ordinance. In
particular, the proposed special use meets all five (5) provisions outlined in in Section 14-03-08(4)(x)
of the City Code of Ordinances (Special Uses)(Off-site Parking).

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

3. The proposed special use would not be detrimental to the use or development of adjacent properties,
provided the landscaping and buffer yard is installed. According to the site plan submitted with the
application, the required landscaping and buffer yard will be installed per Section 14-03-11(10) of the
City Code of Ordinances.

4. The use would be designed, constructed, operated and maintained in a manner that is compatible with
the appearance of the existing or intended character of the surrounding area.

5. Adequate public facilities and services are in place to serve the proposed special use.

6. The proposed special use would not cause a negative cumulative effect, when considered in
conjunction with the cumulative effect of other uses in the immediate vicinity.

7. The proposed special use is compatible with adopted plans, policies and accepted planning practice.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the special use permit to allow the
construction of an off-site parking lot on Lots 7-9, Block 37, Northern Pacific 2" Addition, with the
following condition:

1. Development of the site shall generally conform to the site plan submitted.

LW




Item No. 11

Section 14-03-08(4)(x) of the City Code of Ordinances (Special Uses)(Off-site Parking).

x. Off-site Parking Lots. Off-site parking lots for any use may be permitted in any R5-
Residential, R10-Residential, RM-Residential and RT-Residential district as a special use
provided:
1. The lot or parcel meets the dimensional requirements for the underlying zoning
district.

2. The lot or parcel is located along a public roadway and obtains access from a roadway
classified as either a local roadway or a collector.

3. The lot or parcel is located no further than four hundred (400) feet from the use it is
intended to serve.

4. A landscaped buffer yard is provided along any common lot line with an existing
residential use and the buffer yard is installed in accordance with the provisions of
Section 14-03-11(10) of the City Code of Ordinances (Landscaping and Screening/Buffer
Yards).

5. A site plan is submitted showing the overall dimensions of the site, the location and
dimensions of parking spaces and access aisles, perimeter landscaping, landscaped buffer
yards, adjacent roadways and proposed access (ingress/egress).



Proposed Special Use Permit
Lots 7-9 less the East 10', Block 37
Northern Pacific 2nd Addition
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Item No. 12

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:

Title:
Lot 2, Block 3, Grand Prairie Estates Third Subdivision — Special Use Permit
(oversized accessory building )

Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Public Hearing August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Engineer:

Deb and Gary Schmidt None

Reason for Request:
To increase the total amount of accessory buildings located on the property to 2,964 square feet, by
constructing a 1,664 square foot accessory building.

Location:
Northeast of Bismarck, north of 43 Avenue NE, along the west side of Plainsman Road, and east of
26" Street NE.

Project Size: Number of Lots:

2.58 acres (lot size) One lot in one block
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Land Use:

Rural residential Rural residential
Zoning: Zoning:

RR — Rural Residential RR - Rural Residential
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

Large lot single-family dwellings and limited Large lot single-family dwellings and limited

agriculture agriculture
Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:

One unit per 65,000 square feet One unit per 65,000 square feet
PROPERTY HISTORY:

Zoned: Platted:
09/1977 09/1977

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. Section 14-03-01(10) of the City Code of Ordinances permits the area of allowable accessory
buildings for a single-family residence on a lot of this size in an RR — Residential to be increased to a
maximum of thirty-two hundred (3,200) square feet, provided a special use permit is approved by the
Planning and Zoning Commission in accordance with provisions of Section 14-03-08 of the City Code
of Ordinances (Special Uses).

2. According to the permit information on file with the Building Inspection Division, there is an existing
1,300 square foot accessory building located on the property. The existing accessory buildings was
constructed in 1997.

FINDINGS:

1. The proposed special use complies with all applicable provisions of the zoning ordinance and is
consistent with the general intent and purpose of the zoning ordinance.,

(continued)




Item No. 12

2. The proposed special use would not adversely affect the public health, safety and general welfare.
3. The proposed special use would not be detrimental to the use or development of adjacent properties.
4. The proposed special use would be compatible with the surrounding rural residential neighborhood.

5. The request is compatible with adopted plans, policies and accepted planning practice.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the special use permit to increase the total
allowable square feet of accessory buildings to 2,964 square feet on Lot 2, Block 3, Grand Prairie Estates
Third Subdivision.

LIW




Proposed Special Use Permit
Lot 2, Block 3, Grande Prairie Estates 3rd Subdivision
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[tem No. 13

BISMARCK COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
STAFF REPORT

BACKGROUND:

Title:

Lots 1-2 and the West 40 feet of the vacated 11™ Street right-of-way, Block 4, Century Commercial
Park— Special Use Permit Amendment (Child Care Center)

Status: Date:

Planning Commission — Public Hearing August 27, 2014
Owner(s): Consultant:

Kurt Chaffee (owner) None

New Song Church (applicant)

Reason for Request:

To amend the existing special use permit to allow the number of clients to be increased from 50 clients to

81 clients.

Location:

The property is located in north central Bismarck, along the east side of North 10" Street, north of Weiss
Avenue and west of State Street.

Project Size: Number of Lots:
77,400 square foot (lot) One parcel in one block
18,000 square foot (building)
EXISTING CONDITIONS: PROPOSED CONDITIONS:
Land Use: Land Use:
Church with a child care center Church with expanded child care center
Zoning: Zoning:
CG - Commercial CG — Commercial
Uses Allowed: Uses Allowed:

General commercial a child care center is

allowed with a special use permit

General commercial a child care center is allowed
with a special use permit

Maximum Density Allowed: Maximum Density Allowed:
42 units per acre 42 units per acre

PROPERTY HISTORY:

Zoned: Platted: Annexed:
Pre-1980 07/1971 Pre-1980

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:

1. The Planning and Zoning Commission, at their meeting of May 26, 2014, approved a special use permit
for a child care center for this property with the condition that the number of clients is limited to no
more than 50 clients and that any increase over 50 clients shall require an amendment to the special use

permit.

2. The proposed amendment to the special use permit would allow the existing child care center to add
thirty-one (31) additional clients. The applicant is proposing to convert the 866 square foot existing
gathering space located on the lower level of the building into classroom space for clients ages four (4)
and older and to convert an existing 252 square foot store room on the main level of the building into
classroom space for infants twelve (12) months and younger. The total number of clients under the age
of 2 /2 years will be approximately twenty-four (24).

(continued)




Item No. 13

3. The proposed child numbers and ages would require a total of twenty (20) employees.

4. The hours of operation for the proposed child care center will be from 7:00 am to 6:00 pm, Monday
through Friday.

5. The existing outdoor play area, located along the west side of the building, will continue to be used by
one classroom with no more than fourteen (14) clients per classroom at one time.

6. The applicant has been working with the Building Inspections Division and Fire Department to ensure
that all the requirements set forth to establish and operate a child care center are met.

FINDINGS:

L. A child care center is allowed as a special use in the CG-Commercial zoning district, provided specific
conditions are met. The proposed child care center meets the provisions outlined in Section 14-03-
08(4)(q) of the City Code of Ordinances. A copy of this section is attached.

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

3. The proposed special use would not be detrimental to the use or development of adjacent properties.

4. The use would be designed, operated and maintained in a manner that is compatible with the appearance
of the existing character of the surrounding area.

5. Adequate public facilities and services are in place.

6. The use would not cause a negative cumulative effect, when considered in conjunction with the
cumulative effect of other uses in the immediate vicinity.

7. Adequate measures have been taken to minimize traffic congestion in the public streets and provide for
appropriate on-site circulation of traffic; in particular, on-street parking is limited to Sundays only.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based on the above findings, staff recommends approval of the special use permit to expand the child care
center on Lot 1-2, Block 4, Century Commercial Park, with the following condition:

1. The number of clients is limited to 81 clients

2. The use of the existing outdoor recreation area is limited to fourteen (14) clients per classroom
rotation.




[tem No. 9

Section 14-03-08(4)(q) (Special Uses)

q.  Child Carc Center. Child Care centers may be permitted as a special use in all zoning
districts except RMH or MB districts, provided:

1) Each building shall provide not less than thirty-five (35)
square feet of interior recreation area per child. Work areas, office areas,
and other areas not designed for use of the children may not be counted in
this computation.

2) Each lot shall provide an outdoor recreation area of not less
than seventy-five (75) square feet per child. The recreation area shall be
fenced, have a minimum width of twenty (20) feet, a minimum depth of
twenty (20) feet, be located on the same lot or parcel of land as the facility
it is intended to serve, and must be located behind the building setback
lines.

3) Adequate off street parking shall be provided at the
following ratio: One space for each employee and one space for each ten
(10) children.

4) Child Care centers shall conform to all applicable
requirements of the International Building Code and The International Fire
Code as adopted by the City of Bismarck (Title 4 of the City Code of
Ordinances — Building Regulations), and all requirements of the North
Dakota Department of Human Services.

5) Child care centers shall comply with all applicable
requirements relating to health and sanitation that have been adopted by the
City of Bismarck (Title 8 of the City Code of Ordinances — Health and
Sanitation), and all requirements of the North Dakota Department of Health.



Proposed Special Use Amendment
Lots 1-2 and the West 40' of the vacated 11th Street adjacent to Lot 1, Block 4
Century Commercial Park

£
(73]
=
=<
~ ST LAWRENCE

14TH

=
ey
' Proposed Special Use Amendment ‘

L1 |
4TH |
s ; Jd e L
- ' . HARVEST
|
' _ WEISS : |
i | (K :
\ ‘ [ =
I | | N
| 1 ! | p——
\ |
§ i = — ——
P i | < MAPLETON
af %
b~ )
w =
s | I
e ‘
m i
= 1]
=
& | =
—— T L
ENTIIBY = ’ =
P
saj
—
CR k¢ |
|2
A
I
N
DISCLAIMER: This map is for representation use only and does not represent a survey. No liability is assumed as to the accuracy of the data delineated heron.
Date: 8/20/2014hib) ‘
Source: City of Bismarck
o 475 950

=== ——JFeet




_____

L | " - . )
L | NV1d T3ATT ¥3MOT ITVDS D1
L) 1300W3Y ® NOLLIAAY -
e HD¥NHD DNOS MaN @ ; ol
|
P——T N2 TZAZT daMoT Iv0S 9T
pewg-su) M ERIDRRU00 Bunodng
SWILSAS SNIOTINg ANIE % :
é _ B
.cTLe), 0 el 0 .
»/&m.u...u iz emnes e %:g EIr3 R e =] 7] m. ] \..#w
Wy el il el I _. @
Ol = T @ ﬂ m — WN.UM. " . = “.ﬁ_.“\ % — m
- 1 %
SNeIL23s oNIaTing Tv2ldhil | 7 | “ ", ]
1 1 i
! i . i ”ﬁ 1 &
NOTI7=6 Svis i
N @ SOV L " H W FMFM_ m mﬂw 2 o5 95 _u!_
1-]-.5" & Ly L@ “ ! M\ E il E
: - ! _, m wooweaw o ! WOCHEEYTD.
i I — &L 4 :
8 W ! ....“ ! Tu il 3. L 5
) il N
% il \
1 "
i $ # A%t
L i , % _ ! \w%hw_tt
Hﬁ | I o
R w1 1 ! 1 i ! o
i* I
BN SRILETRT & NOLoTs w [, i - m
o ) ! | ]
= T ) . " ﬂ & |
{(LHOEH LudniaA) - L . | 1 w |
e e ———— PH‘J. i m I 5 —3 |
7 ; | E i [ e T e— |
il
SOm001 Fl T oEa g o H H " L " “ _,
e : ool | I i
Yhetrone = —RE =\ ;
Tl - \ ifl [ 7] _1.13 -
PR “ Uw “ “ ki p— m
3 il -5 902 :
i Wl 1l AN I M [eod) i
el u “ | " ,ﬁ DNIEIHLY |
i I |
fIH ilfy o S \
af 0 [ewl 3 "
— i 4
-5
vl s
R LY
d L RS I 33
T \ .-HL\d.,_w-m JHE AR 4] “ ‘JMDL ” Ry _.ﬁ“ .ﬂ-_w&h 5 : e ?
S d o gl LB -
i s |} B |
3 I m. ,_ “ M = ..- ﬂg' " .
& s S v 5 5§
ru il 105 i y .
i BT ,_f = R/ i g Hodmoo
% i .n, ..H" : —— .._J....aﬂlli.:.ll.i i m
if 1 (LHDIZH AJman) I
| L 1 gy L
5 i s AT | b SONILOO EeiwEE el ” &
% R O A L b 5 : z
oo, o et — =2
; g mﬁsu: ._ T e _ _.ami___.ﬂ -
Ay lfw L~ ; J %
Al i Woea || - == — S
P “ TOEINOD
1
“. ||||||| % & BLme = wiella
C. 7 3
T WEATT




£ [, (T S £ 2 ; PR )

o NY1d TIATT ¥3ddN J1¥OS D1 —
L 7300W3Y % NOLLIOaY TSR R RS e )
e HO¥NHD DNOS MaN o b s st ot @ j v
e E AL ] U
e Arw yesiin e LORIC G MR T NI T3AZT d3ddn V2S5 2
PREVG-0rjEA YA F0iom4La0 Buoding: TAGA 0L LLRAErOLN MALIULNDS TGHED 34 81 41§
Shulsse e T 2 s R A T T
T T Sl T it
e D e L e L il
e 3 — e

-FE

O-5

o |LOMALENGD n - &
ﬁrwpu%\__ : 1o %0 : o g e o Fn_q FhTPEAIdAN el Z&
: ST T T |
b=
AIY1S
_2 i o€ V N
5 : @ off® ks = E [go1] -
& |z f WOCRIESY 12 ¥ we e N ! oo 3
5 -m
@
o @‘U ﬂ\ «g_/ T
% i P,
O R Mww Ry L‘x.ﬁ
B ‘o 1l
- 26 & & M :
R o _9 /e n p b 5§ 5
. |vb
2548 *. &
e _E - o B ] B N
= Hlle wWooussve Jm, HoowsEY12 y
i i o
5 — i sl R v 5
ET E e Iz Led s fsis b=
m ] = e [l =] ™ o .
5 ; ) 7
ME " SR R B = |
3 : £ ey X
- Fol pll__ e tw L
N__ rﬂn v| agvis 9
mme..n wz ® SHINTHLYSD M\' a9 A
—mlle [zo1] it o o o .
ey
z WOOHEEYTD ]NN
[l B2 I
B sV =8 'vIg
dﬁﬂg . . s zomﬂ.ﬂ%ﬂ. e} b m
m Eumnm _n_ A g
i /| =l
5 S
&

N E
ORI

iJi

= A

3
6 0T

R i

SR ! /| Juoarmon
d\m ] -
w - ~ * aszor i
- g B 4
< b 3 o aao 1 /4 le o WoousseTo
R ﬂ,a.l.g i i Vi el i : .
R " Lo &.1 %M‘ = Wm%. e T_,.“_ EENNF T N P .q_w,.e_.a.;u_n =
i [ R 1 NP i 1) o m,i.
" B - 3 Y “n‘_, o1 ﬁ il o A@e.m_ a o 48

‘u}@n dvls
L&)
Ao @
egt- | O
o5 F=




BIP140-1 8/01/2014

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 MISCELLANEQUS
HOTELS

MOTELS

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

RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT
AUTO SERVICE AND REPAIR
HOSPITALS & INSTITUTIONAL
OFFICE, BANX & 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 7/2014

Fhkhkhkhk kb hdhdhhbhbhdd MnHuy dhdkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkddkhbhbhbbhd

kkdkkhkhkhkhkhhbhkhitttdk QH.LHM‘ EEE SRS E SRS SRS SRS

Permits

S I

8
2
0
3
2
0
0
5
0
0
0
0
0
3
0
0
12
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
3
1
2
3
1
2
7
0
1

13
1
5

7/2014 .
Valuation
6,956,474.04
372,744.00
.00
406,026.00
13,395,000.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
©190,400.00
.00
.00
8,462,831.00
.00
.00
.00
422,661.00
.00
.00
.00
637,000.00
118,993.28
20,113.50
82,640.00
65,239.50
89,663.00
12,850.00
.00
2,880.00
57,841.50
1,006,034.00
2,038,237.00

7/2013

Permits Valuation

39
17
o}

2
1

0
3
0
8
0
0
0
1.
0
0
4
0
0
3
0
0
0
1
0
1
0
7
1
5
0
3
0
8
0
5
10
6
7

6,999,691.25
2,871,403.50
.00

.00
6,940,000.00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00
5,562,400.00
.00

.00
269,584.00
.00

.00
2,491,219.00
.00

.00

.00
1,873,000.00
.00
813,256.00
.00
7,065,580.00
900,000.00
118,305.00
181,612.00
28,082.00
.00
407,128.00
.00

8,975.00
55,675.25
1,075,221.00
1,303,156.40

Permits

2
4
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
2
6
2
0
1
0
0
0
0
0

7/2014 .
Valuation
563,738.,25
721,514.50
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
23,536.00
71,424.00
18,450.00
.00
10,560.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

7
Permite

=
P

O F W o o o o S N H OO OO0 o O o0 o o0 o000 0000000 0 oo o

/2013

Valuation

3,573,683

22,194
369,808

47,465 .

19,897

412,240.

.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
.75
o]
.00

PAGE
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BIP140-1 8/01/2014 PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT - MTD PAGE = 2

DATE SELECTION 7/2014

LRSS R RS RS ESE RS Ou.:.n.w._. *hkhkhkhkr A dr A AT A AR hH FhrkrkhkrrA A A T r khddd m“.H..y KEIFF AT A A A AT A I A A A A A
Permit Type wmﬂawﬂmq\wodwchmeOD mmﬂawnm\mommwu.ﬁwnu.bd @mﬂnwnm.u\wc%w”_.ﬁm.nwon mmﬂ:wwm\mo%wuﬁmﬁwonﬂ
OFFICE & PROFESSIONAL BLD 3 418,813.25 2 212,688.00 0 .00 0 .00
OTHER 4 198,910.00 5 76,500.00 0 .00 1 100,000.00
ALTER PUBLIC 1 1,249,700.00 6 27,100,200.00 o} .00 Q .00
APTS TO CONDO 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
TO/FROM RESIDENTIAL 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
SINGLE FAMILY TO MULTI-FA 0 .00 0 .00 (o} .00 0 .00
MULTI-FAMILY TO SINGLE-FA 4 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
RESIDENTIAL o} .00 0 .00 [0} .00 0 .00
OTHER 1 286,625.32 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
CHRISTMAS TREE SALES o .00 0 .00 0 .00 o] .00
FIREWORKS SALES 0 .00 0 .00 kg .00 0 .00
NURSERY STOCK SALES a .00 0 .00 0 .00 ¢} .00
TEMPORARY STRUCTURE PERMI 1 .00 2 .00 o] .00 0 .00
CIRCUS/CARNIVAL 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
MOVE OUT OF PMT LOCATION 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
MOVE INTO PERMIT LOCATION 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
MOVE WITHIN PMT LOCATION o] .00 0 .00 0 .00 4] .00
NEW SIGN PERMIT 12 827,302.98 6 75,925.00 0 .00 0 .00
SIGN ALTERATION 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTER 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
FLOOD RELATED PERMITS 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
Permit Type Total 158 37,318,979.37 180 66,429,601,40 19 1,409,222.75 44 4,545,297.75



BIP140-1 8/01/2014

Permit Type

Plumbing
Electrical
Mechanical

Drain Field

Hood Suppression
SprinklerStandpipe
Alarm Detection
Total

deokdek ok ke ko ok ok kok ko khk (Of

mmHEHnmq\NOHm
82
128
139
0

353

kthkkkkdhkkhhkbhkhkhkkd FTH *dhkddhdhrrdhhkrrrdbtrd

PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT -
DATE SELECTION 7/2014
ﬁ.ww hhkdhkkdrhkthdhthhihhbhddi
mmHBHnM\NOHu mmﬂﬁwan\mowm

118 16
142 il
184 16
0 16
5 0
4 0
0 0
453 49

MTD

Permits

26

0
21
13

60
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DATE SELECTION 7/2014

Ehkkkkkdkhkkkkkhkdkkk Clfy *kkkkhrhkdkkkhhkrkkkd  kkkkhkkkkkkkkhkhkkhk ETA khkkkh kb kkkdkr bbbk hk

. . . 7/2014 . 7/2013 ) 7/2014 ) 7/2013
Living Units Units Units Units Units

[
£=

SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED
SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED
THREE & FOUR FAMILY
FIVE & MORE FAMILY
MOBILE HOME WITHOUT EXTRA
PUBLIC BUILDING

ROOM ADDITIONS

OTHER

BASEMENT FINISH

OTHER

Total

(9%}
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39
17
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BIP140-X 8/01/2014 MAJOR PERMIT ACTIVITY OVER $1,000,000 PAGE 5

DATE SELECTION 07/2014

PERMIT LOCATION PERMIT NUMBER PROPERTY ADDRESS OWNERS NAME VALUATION

CONTRACTOR

CITY OF BISMARCK 2014-0001027 50 FRAINE BARRACKS LA ST OF ND ATTN: HOLLY GAUGLER 1,249,700.00
SWANBERG CONSTRUCTION, INC

CITY OF BISMARCK 2014-0001097 1365 TACOMA AV PARAMOUNT BULDERS INC 1,664,210.00
PARAMOUNT BUILDERS INC

CITY OF BISMARCK 2014-0001108 3320 HAMILTON ST EDGEWOOD DEVELOPMENT GROUP LLC 1,568,635.00
EDGEWOOD DEVELOPMENT GROUP LLC

CITY OF BISMARCK 2014-0001114 2840 VALLEY FORGE ST JETM LLP 2,592,160.00
NORTHWEST CONTRACTING INC

CITY OF BISMARCK 2014-0001160 3908 APPLE CREEK RD INDUSTRTAL ENTERPRISES INC 1,006,034.00
INDUSTRIAL ENTERPRISES INC

CITY OF BISMARCK 2014-0001190 320 W LASALLE DR CONSOLIDATED CONST CO, INC 12,500,000.00

CONSOLIDATED CONST CO, INC



BIP140-2 8/01/2014

Permit Type

SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED
SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED
TWO UNTT

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 DEVELOPBMEN
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 - YTD

DATE SELECTION 7/2014
khkkhkkhkhkddhhdhhhkhdhor nm’ﬂwﬁ dhkhkhkkhkhkhkhkhkhkhkdhhdhh

mmﬂawwmq\NQWMHzmnHOE mmﬁBMWM\uo¢chmwwon mmﬁawwwqxwo$wwcmﬂwos
77 32,573,331 .09 258 46,744,832.45 48 8,872,554.28
110 17,287,986.04 97 14 ,848,086.25 4 721,514.50
11 1,752,564.75 6 1,054,745,00 0 .00
4 1,412,226.00 2 1,150,640.00 0 .00

6 27,008,451.00 10 17,697,000.00 0 .00

0 .00 0 .00 0 .00

1 .00 28 3,000.00 0 .00
15 .00 0 .00 0 .00
i 1,800.00 0 .00 0 .00

2 .00 1 2,000.00 0 .00

0 .00 1 5,562,400.00 0 .00

0 .00 2 2,015,000.00 0 .00

0 .00 0 .00 0 .00

4 190,400.00 13 4,687,414.00 1 .00

0 .00 0 .00 0 .00

0 .00 0 .00 0 .00
25 19,833,514.00 12 13,760,093.00 1 237,129.:00
o] .00 0 .00 0 .00

0 .00 0 .00 0 .00

0 .00 0 .00 0 .00

4 1,458,8592.00 4 14,844,856.51 0 .00

0 .00 1. Il,921,51%7.00 0 .00

2 217,815.00 1 B13,256.00 0 .00

0 .00 1 12,986,524.00 0 .00
32 24,038,651.00 31 13,764,945.10 1 150,000.00
3 ©56,358,984.28 1 900,000.00 0 .00
16 325,258.40 11 262,136.00 7 266,323.90
54 501,179.00 63 547,404 .00 47 1,039,901.50
130 525,918.75 72 240,092.00 15 99,470.00
5 214 ,338.00 1 30,000.00 2 84,675.00
34 129,711.88 51 759,618.25 5 107,466.50
4 .00 6 .00 0 .00
13 35,380.00 17 33,381.00 2 24,240.00
93 609,214.18 124 614,618.25 i8 119,382.75
9 8,643,907.00 16 15,360,981.00 0 .00
31 12,020,259.98 31 10,080,633.37 3 596,760.00

dhkhkkkrkhkhkrkhkkdhhkdd ETA *%%dkdkddkddhrrhdddhdid

7/2013

Permits Valuation

10

= oy
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L

4

20,607,595.75
420,860.00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

1,000.00

.00

.00

785,496 .00
.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00

.00
3,110,779.00
10,795,250.00
97,634.00
1,181,064.00
127,278.00
.00
169,290.00
8,320.00
9,200.00
228,198.75
412,240.00
.00
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BIP140-2 8/01/2014

Permit Type

OFFICE & PROFESSIONAL BLD
QOTHER

ALTER PUBLIC

APTS TO CONDO

TO/FROM RESIDENTIAL
SINGLE FAMILY TO MULTI-FA
MULTI-FAMILY TO SINGLE-FA
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 SIGN PERMIT

SIGN ALTERATION
ELECTRONIC MESSAGE CENTER
FLOOD RELATED PERMITS
Permit Type Total

mmﬂawnquuo$wpcmnwon mmﬂawwm\wo@memﬁHon Permits

15 2,945,554 .25 10 1,136,228.00 0
14 9,120,437.04 27 2,232,393.00 3
5 12,396,375.00 13 36,640,769.00 0
16 .00 0 .00 0
0 .00 0 .00 0
1 .00 0 .00 0
4 .00 0 .00 0
i .00 7 .00 0
3 286,625.32 0 .00 0
0 .00 0 .00 0
1 .00 1 .00 13
5 .00 4 .00 0
4 .00 7 .00 0
0 .00 1 .00 0
0 .00 0 .00 0
0 .00 0 .00 0
0 .00 0] .00 0
56 2,648,391.86 37 833,488.53 1
L 16,500.00 1 57,485.00 0
1 34,711.49 2 15,220.42 0
0 .00 0 .00 0
913! 232,592,324 .31 971 231,600,827.13 171

PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT
DATE SELECTION

dkkkkhrhhkkdohhkhdnd OM”M\ khkdkhkhkhhkhhhkhkhithhkdhhdh

2,887,348.00

21,000.00

15,227, 765.43

7/2014

kkkkAkhkhkhkrhkhkhhkhhdh ETA *%%*kdkdkkdhdhdhhhhhbhhkd

- YTD
Valuation mmﬂEHﬁW\mowwwcmwwod
.00 0 .00
2 103,500.00
.00 I 72,860.00
.00 0 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 1 .00
.00 6] .00
.00 0 .00
.00 16 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 3 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 0 .00
1 4,000.00
.00 0 .00
.00 0 .00
.00 Q .00
275 38,134,565.50

PAGE
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BIP140-2 8/01/2014

Permit Type

Plumbing
Electrical
Mechanical

Drain Field

Hood Suppression
SprinklerStandpipe
Alarm Detection
Total

MmﬂawﬁmQ\wowﬁ mmnawnmxmowu
431 452
752 833
925 897
0 0
0 5
4 4
0 o
2146 2244

PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT -
DATE SELECTION 7/2014

khkdkdkkhkhkktrhdrhhhd nu.n.nw._. khkkdkkhhkhhhhdhhkhhdbdtd khkkhkhkhkkhkhhhkhkkhkdh ETA ****kdkhkdkhdhdhdbhbdthtd

wmﬂawﬁmq\wcH»
54
2
117
31

204

¥TD

Permits

98
0
148
57

303

PAGE
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BIP140-2 8/01/2014 PERMIT ACTIVITY REPORT - YTD PAGE 4

DATE SELECTION 7/2014
hhkhkhkdhkkhkhhkhdhkhkhhr HUU“.—H.% hkkhkhkhdkhkhkhhkdthkhkhdkhkn dhkkkhkkkkkhhkkhkhkhdd FETH *hkdkbhkdkddbdrhrhdddhtd
Living Units Units T2 Units w3 Units TR Units THEOLS
SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED 176 258 48 104
SINGLE FAMILY ATTACHED 110 97 7 2
TWO UNIT 22 1:2 0 0
THREE & FOUR FAMILY 7 6 0 0
FIVE & MORE FAMILY 168 250 0 0
MANUFACTURED HOMES 1 13 0 0
MOBILE HOME WITHOUT EXTRA 2 0 0 0
MOTELS 0 74 0 0
INDUSTRIAL 15 0 0 0
OTHER STRUCTURES 2 0 0 25
PUBLIC BUILDING Q 8 0 0
ROOM ADDITIONS 5 5 3 9]
RESIDENTIAL GARAGES 1 0 1 0
PATIOS AND COVERS 2 0 0 0
SWIMMING POOLS AND SPAS 0 0 1 0
OTHER 3 4 i 3
BASEMENT FINISH 11 9 2 1
COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS 0 1 0 0
OTHER 85 9 0 0
Total 610 746 63 135



	082714_AgendaPacket_Pt1
	082714_AgendaPacket_Pt2

