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PLANNING COMMISSION 
Wednesday, June 21, 2017 

 
#1 Call to Order 
 

Planning Commission Chair Headley called the meeting of the Brainerd Planning Commission to 
order at 6:00 p.m. in the City Hall Council Chambers. 
 

Noted present were Commissioners Antolak, Burslie, Gorham, Headley, Lambert, and Marohn.  
Also present was City Planner Ostgarden. 
 
#2 Approval of Agenda 
 
MOTION AND SECONDED BY COMMISSIONERS HEADLEY AND GORHAM, DULY CARRIED, TO 
APPROVE THE AGENDA AS PRESENTED. 
 
#3 Approval of minutes of the Regular Meeting and Workshop held on May 17, 2017 
 
MOTION AND SECONDED BY COMMISSIONERS LAMBERT AND GORHAM, DULY CARRIED, TO 
APPROVE THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING HELD ON MAY 17, 2017. 
 
#4 New Business  
  

A. Public Hearing - Conditional Use Permit Application – Exodus Boys Academy / Boarding School at 
2115 S. 6th Street, Brainerd (old Holiday Inn building) 

 
 City Planner Ostgarden started with a Power Point Presentation. The following information will be 
discussed. 

1. The Site and the Area. 
2. Building Interior Changes. 
3. Building Exterior Changes and Site Changes. 
4. Loss of Non-Conforming Use of Land rights. 
5. Conditional Use Permit criteria – this is the criteria reviewed by the Planning Commission to 

make a recommendation. 
6. Staff Review Comments. 
7. List of Options for the Planning Commission. 

 
City Planner Ostgarden provided an area review using an aerial of S. 6th Street.  He pointed out 

that to the west is the Essentia Health Clinic. The site goes to the Buffalo Hills Trail to the east.  East of 
the trail is a grocery store and to the south is a methadone clinic. To the north on Madison Street, there is 
an apartment building which because of the relationship of the building to the site is of consequence to the 
owner.  

 
A sketch of the property was shown depicting the site is a lot of asphalt which was the parking lot 

for the hotel and restaurant. 
 
The petitioner has offered some facts about the school for the permit application as follows: 
 
1. The Exodus Boys Academy will open in the Fall of 2018. 
2. They will initially start with up to 60 students in grades 6th through 8th. 
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3. Each year an additional grade and another 20+ students will be added until the school has up 
to 200 students in grades 6th through 12th. 

4. The school will be accredited through the ACSI (Association of Christian Schools International) 
5. There will be 24/7 overnight stays by Resident Director and Staff to insure safety and security, 

as the school will be operational 365 days a year. 
 

Initially, Mr. Headley Williamson, the Academy’s Board Chairman was thinking about project 
phasing but has decided to do all the work at once. He has retained WSN for architectural services and 
they have done a complete building assessment.  Because the site is already built up, it is served by all 
needed public utilities which will be more than sufficient to handle the activities that will take place at the 
school. The restaurant is being planned to be operational.  An issue that may be of concern is security of 
the site.  
 

A floor plan of the existing building was presented and the various interior areas were identified.   
 
City Planner Ostgarden explained some details about the interior modifications.  It needs to be 

clear as far as the Conditional Use Permit goes, there are a few things we should know about the interior 
work that needs to be included to issue the permit.  However, a lot of the work that needs to be done  is 
not germane to the Conditional Use Permit.  It will be important in the redesign of the facility for building 
code regulations, but we do not need to get into depth on those areas in order to issue the Conditional 
Use Permit. Some of the interior modifications are follows: 

 
1. The pool will be changed into a gymnasium. 
2. The upstairs west wing will be modified into classrooms. A total of 10 classrooms will be 

created. 
3. Restaurant operation will be contracted out or sold to a restaurateur. The idea is to keep the 

restaurant open to the public with the ability to cater food for the school as well. 
4. Relocating of the restaurant restrooms to ensure that there is no public access to the school 

through the restaurant. 
5. There is currently a conference area that will be converted into a cafeteria and Commons/Multi 

use area. 
6. Fire Sprinkler system will be added throughout. 
7. Refresh and replace interior finishes. 
8. An elevator will be added. 

 
A tentative plan was shown with the proposed layout along with diagrams of what typical 

classrooms would look like. 
 

Some of the exterior and site modifications are as follows: 
 
1. Total roof replacement. 
2. Removing the exterior doors from the ground level bedrooms and replacing them with walls 

and windows. 
3. The plan for security details is still being worked on, but there will be flood lights and motion 

detectors installed. 
4. A photometric plan was prepared and light trespass is in compliance with the requirements. 
5. The tennis court will be removed and a play area will be created. 
6. The parking area will be restriped to meet the current standards and 176 spaces will be 

retained. 
7. A new fire hydrant is planned at the SE lot corner. 
8. The road access on Madison Street will be closed. 
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The property has been vacant since 2013 and it has ots the non-conforming status. According to 

state statute non-conformities that have been discontinued for more than one year must be brought into 
compliance with current Zoning Ordinance requirements before being used again.  There are several 
Zoning Ordiance requirements that wil need to be addressed because of losing the non-conforming rights. 

 
City Planner Ostgarden explained the Zoning Ordinance Conditional Use Permit review criteria that 

will need to be addressed as follows: 
 

1. The proposed use conforms to the district and conditional use provisions and all general 
regulations of this Ordinance.   
 

a. Building Design Standards 
• Exterior surfaces shall be a combination of brick, dimensioned stone, rock face block, 

decorative concrete panels, stone, stucco, wood, glass, or EFIS.  Metal panels, shall 
not exceed twenty-five (25) percent. 

• The exterior is primarily stucco. 
b.  Screening Rooftop Equipment 

• Screening is required when any existing or planned rooftop equipment is visible within 
100’ of the street side view. 

• The petitioner states this will be addressed. 
c.  Green Space 

• 15% of the site area shall be greenspace and 50% of that area shall be located across 
the street with the most traffic and most visibility. 

• Site is 8 acres +/- meaning 1.2 acres of greenspace and .6 acres along S. 6th Street   
• Revised site plan will provide at least 1.4 acres +/- along S. 6th Street. 

d.  Non Residential Use Impervious coverage 
• Cannot exceed 50% of site area without drainage and grading plan approved by the 

City Engineer. 
• Revised site will reduce impervious coverage to about 39% of the site. 

e.  Non Residential Use General Landscaping 
• 1 tree is required for each 3,000 sq. ft. of  unpaved open area. 
• 18 trees are required on the site.  

f.  Screening Between Different Land Uses 
• There is an area on the north side of the site that abuts directly onto a residential use. 

g.  Parking Lot Screening 
• Parking lots with 10 or more spaces in a front  or side street yard shall have a 50% - 3’ 

to 4’ tall screen. 
• Parking spaces along S. 6th Street frontage road will require screening. 

h.  Equipment Screening 
• Ground located mechanical equipment, transformers, a/c units require and 80% opaque 

screen. 
• The petitioner states that equipment either has or will have required screening. 

 i.  Shoreland Zone 
• The site is not within the area and not subject to those requirements. 

 
Items b, c, d, e, g and h each need to be addressed as the site and building were nonconformities 
and because the site had been discontinued for more than 1 year, these items need to be brought 
into confortmity with current standards. 
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2. The proposed use shall not involve any element or cause any condition that may be dangerous, 
injurious, or noxious to any other property or persons. 

• The boarding school use and the restaurant reuse  should not cause conditions that 
may be dangerous, injurious, or noxious to any other property or persons. 
 

3. The proposed use shall be sited, oriented and landscaped to produce a harmonious relationship of 
buildings and grounds to adjacent buildings and properties. 

• The site is already developed and is being repurposed. 
• The tennis court at the northwest corner of the property will be removed and used for a 

play area. 
• A landscaping plan has not been included because the existing landscape features are 

to be preserved and maintained with little modification. 
 

4. The proposed use shall produce a total visual impression and environment which is consistent with 
the environment of the neighborhood 

• No change in the size of the building. 
• Exterior doors from the ground level bedrooms, which will be removed and replaced 

with a wall and windows. 
• Parking area removed and replaced with green space. Site will require additional tree 

planting. 
 

5. The proposed use shall organize vehicular access and parking to minimize traffic congestion in the 
neighborhood. 

• The boarding school and restaurant use will generate less traffic than previous hotel 
and restaurant uses. 

• Site has 1 access drive on S. 6th Street and 2 drives that provide access to the S. 6th 
Street frontage road. 

• With traffic channeled to S. 6th Street and Industrial Park Road, the neighborhood 
should not be impacted by traffic movements. 

• Parking stalls and drive isles will be striped in accord to current Zoning Ordinance 
standards. 

 
6. The proposed use shall preserve the objectives of this Ordinance and shall be consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan. 
• Protect the public health, safety, and general welfare of the community and its people 

through the establishment of minimum regulations governing development and use. 
• Protect neighborhoods. 
• Promote orderly development and redevelopment of land for residential, commercial, 

industrial, recreational and public areas.  
 

Wiuth regard to the Comprehensive Plan the City Planner inquired whether the use is consistent 
with Comprehensive Plan, Use Goal #5:  

To support development that enhances community character and identity as well as encouraging 
 the reuse of vacant sites. 

 
 A proposed layout map was shown inidcating the new green space, reduced amount of asphalt 

and the Madison Street access closed. 
 
City Planner Ostgarden went through the Staff Review comments from the Utilities, Fire, Building 

and Engineering Departments.  The Planning Department indicated that because the site is already 
developed many review issues do not apply, that affected city departments have no concerns about the 
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proposed use, and that outside agencies that receive a hearing notice had no comments. The Planning 
Commision options are to recommend denial, approval, approval with conditions or postpone a 
recommendation if more information needed. 

 
City Planner Ostgarden urged that the Planning Commission stay focused on what it can address 

regarding the Conditional Use Permit and what it needs to follow in the Zoning Ordinance.  Personal and 
emotional issues should not be brought into the decision of the Conditional Use Permit application. 
 

The Chair opened the public hearing at 6:31 P.M. 
 
Betty Loonsey, 1987 S. 7th St. Apt 309 Brainerd, addressed the commission as a resident of south 

Brainerd. She lives in the closest residential area near the proposed site. She expressed concerns about 
the open door policy and the school curfew and security issues. She questioned the location of where the 
students will be coming from to attend the school. City Planner Ostgarden indicated this has no bearing on 
the Conditional Use Permit approval. Mr. Williamson will have the opportunity to speak and it will be up to 
him to deternien whether he desires to resond to the questions. 

 
Mr. Kevin Donnay, the architect representing Widseth Smith Nolting along with Mr. Headley 

Williamson approached the podium to speak about the project. Mr. Williamson introduced the other 4 
members of the Exodus Academy that were in attendance. He highlighted the purpose of the school is to 
provide a christian based curriculum for fatherless boys in order to raise good men and fathers for the 
future. A STEM program is included in the curriculum along with the basic educational schedule. There will 
be 24 hour staff to ensure safety for the students and the community. Mr. Donnay introduced Doug Archer 
from WSN as he did a lot of the work for the submittal of the plan. It was a very challenging project for 
WSN as designers and planners to work on to get the information to the board without too much detail on 
the design. The permit is very important to be able to proceed to the next step. Mr. Donnay indicated the 
structure is a well constructed building built about 40 years ago. It consists of concrete masonry walls 
between the units with cast in place concrete floors. The green space being constructed will be a very 
pleasant sight to the property and for the community to enjoy. 

 
Mr. Williamson addressed the question presented by Commissioner Marohn about the restaurant 

on site. The restaurant will be open to the public and not to the students. It will possibly be sold or rented 
out to a restauranteur. It is the hope that the food for students will be prepared in the restaurant and 
catered to them under a contract to the school. 

 
The Chair closed the public hearing at 6:52 P.M. 
 
Commissioner Lambert read the Findings of Fact as follows: 
 

1. The site is approximately 8 acres and has not been in use since October 2013. 
2. The property is located in a General Busies (B-4 District). 
3. The site will be used as a boarding school for 6th grade through 12th grade with students 

living on site year around.  Boarding schools are a Conditional Use in the B-4 District. 
4. The site abuts nonresidential uses, except for the NE corner of the site which abuts a 

high density residential area. 
5. The site is across the street from a medical clinic. 
6. The site is served by frontage road that accesses B371 (S. 6th Street) a major arterial in 

the city. 
7. The site has been discontinued for more than 1 year and the Zoning Ordinance reads: 
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The nonconforming use or occupancy is discontinued for a period of more than one 
(1) year any subsequent use or occupancy of the land or premises shall be a 
conforming use or occupancy. 

8. The school will be accredited through the Association of Christian Schools International 
(ACSI). 

9. Interior remodeling is required to accommodate the use. 
10. The site has a restaurant that will continue to operate.  Security measures are being 

taken to separate the school and the restaurant. 
11. A revised site plan removes a tennis court and parking to create additional green 

space/play area. 
12. Site will retain 179 parking spaces.  The B-4 District has no specific minimum parking 

requirements.   
13. Building exterior work will include removing 1st level doors and replacing them 

with walls and windows.  
14. Some additional information to verify screening requirements, required trees, and 

greenspace distribution is needed.   
15. A revised site plans identifies that Madison Street access will be closed. 
16. Staff and a resident Director will provide 24 hour oversight for the facility. 
17. One person from the public had questions about the use. 
18. The petitioner and potential owner spoke.  

 
Commissioner Burslie indicated the Findings of Fact and Zoning Ordinance criteria should be 

included in the Staff Report. Burlisle suggested we strike the question shown in ordinance 515-20-3 “Does 
this requirement apply to that situation?” and add “Additional screening will be installed in accordance with 
the Zoning Provisions.” 

 
The following Findings of Fact were added: 
 

19. The proposed use conforms to the district and conditional use provisions and all general 
regulations of this Ordinance. 

a. Building Design Standards 
• Exterior surfaces shall be a combination of brick, dimensioned stone, 

rock face block, decorative concrete panels, stone, stucco, wood, glass, 
or EFIS.  Metal panels, shall not exceed twenty-five (25) percent. 

• The exterior is primarily stucco. 
b. Screening Rooftop Equipment 

• Screening is required when any existing or planned rooftop equipment is 
visible within 100’ of the street side view. 

• The petitioner states this will be addressed. 
c. Green Space 

• 15% of the site area shall be greenspace and 50% of that area shall be 
located across the street with the most traffic and most visibility. 

• Site is 8 acres +/- meaning 1.2 acres of greenspace and .6 acres along 
S. 6th Street.   

• Revised site plan will provide at least 1.4 acres +/- along S. 6th Street. 
d. Non Residential Use Impervious coverage 

• Cannot exceed 50% of site area without drainage and grading plan 
approved by the City Engineer. 

• Revised site will reduce impervious coverage to about 39% of the site. 
e. Non Residential Use General Landscaping 

• 1 tree is required for each 3,000 sq. ft. of  unpaved open area. 
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• 18 trees are required on the site.  
f. Screening Between Different Land Uses 

• There is an area on the north side of the site that abuts directly onto a 
residential  use thayt requires screening. 

g. Parking Lot Screening 
• Parking lots with 10 or more spaces in a front  or side street yard shall 

have a 50% - 3’ to 4’ tall screen. 
• Parking spaces along S. 6th Street frontage road will require screening. 

h. Equipment Screening 
• Ground located mechanical equipment, transformers, a/c units require 

and 80% opaque screen. 
• The petitioner states that equipment either has or will have required 

screening. 
i. The proposed use shall not involve any element or cause any condition that may 

be dangerous, injurious, or noxious to any other property or persons. 
• The boarding school use and the restaurant reuse  should not cause 

conditions that may be dangerous, injurious, or noxious to any other 
property or persons 

• The proposed use shall be sited, oriented and landscaped to produce a 
harmonious relationship of buildings and grounds to adjacent buildings 
and properties. 

• The site is already developed and is being repurposed. 
• The tennis court at the northwest corner of the property will be removed 

and used for a play area.  
• A landscaping plan has not been included because the existing 

landscape  features are to be preserved and maintained with little 
modification. 

j. The proposed use shall produce a total visual impression and environment 
which is consistent with the environment of the neighborhood. 

• No change in the size of the building. 
• Exterior doors from the ground level bedrooms, which will be removed 

and replaced with a wall and windows. 
• Parking area removed and replaced with green space.  Site will require 

additional  tree planting. 
k. The proposed use shall organize vehicular access and parking to minimize 

traffic congestion in the neighborhood. 
• The boarding school and restaurant use will generate less traffic than 

previous hotel and restaurant uses.  
• Site has 1 access drive on S. 6th Street and 2 drives that provide access 

to the S. 6th Street frontage road. 
• With traffic channeled to S. 6th Street and Industrial Park Road, the 

neighborhood should not be impacted by traffic movements. 
• Parking stalls and drive isles will be striped in accord to current Zoning 

Ordinance standards. 
l. The proposed use shall preserve the objectives of this Ordinance and shall be 

consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. 
• Protect the public health, safety, and general welfare of the community 

and its people through the establishment of minimum regulations 
governing  development and use. 

• Protect neighborhoods. 
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• Promote orderly development and redevelopment of land for residential, 
commercial, industrial, recreational and public areas.  

  
Commissioner Marohn stated that the proposed reuse of the site is a good use of the property.  The 
Commission concurred. 
 
MOTION AND SECONDED BY COMMISSIONERS BURSLIE AND LAMBERT, DULY CARRIED, TO 
APPROVE THE CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF FACT AND THE 
FOLLOWING CONDITIONS: 

1. SCREENING ALONG THE NORTH PROPERTY LINE ADJACENT TO THE R-3 DISTRICT 
WILL BE INSTALLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE ZONING ORDINANCE 
REQUIREMENTS. 

2. A FIRE HYDRANT INSTALLED AT SE CORNER OF THE SITE.  
3. A SCREENING PLAN SUBMITTED AND APPROVED BY STAFF.  
4. EIGHTEEN ADDITIONAL TREES BE PLANTED ON SITE. 
5. EXTERIOR OF THE MAINTENANCE BUILDING BE UPGRADED ACCORDING TO THE 

BUILDING OFFICIAL. 
 

B. Public Hearing - Variance Request – 102 Ridge Drive, Brainerd to allow the 6’ high fence where a 
4’ high fence is permitted 
 
City Planner Ostgarden explained the criteria for granting a variance. Two phone calls have been 

received from nearby residents who oppose the variance.  Terry Berger, the property owner, was unaware 
of the need for a permit when he built the fence. He has since submitted the application and filed for a 
variance.  He has submitted a letter with the reasons why he thinks a 6’ fence is more practical than a 4’ 
fence. 

 
Commissioner Lambert wanted to know if the reason that it was opposed by the callers was due to 

the height or the location by the street. City Planner Ostgarden indicated that it was because of the 
location in relation to the street.  Commissioner Gorham asked how common are variances of this nature? 
City Planner Ostgarden replied that they are not a common request, as most residents seem to know a 
permit is now required since being implemented since 2009.  

 
The Chair opened the public hearing at 7:06 P.M. 
 
Mr. Berger, 102 Ridge Drive, Brainerd spoke to the Planning Commission regarding the need of  

the fence for privacy and also to block headlights coming down Buffalo Hills Drive. They shine directly into 
the home and are quite obtrusive. The fence would also act as a buffer to help block a car from hitting the 
house in case of an accident or deer running across the road. It helps the noise level from traffic as well. 
Mr. Berger has talked to neighbors and obtained signatures of those that are not opposed to the fence. 

 
Commission discussion took place and questions answered.  
 
The Chair closed the public hearing at 7:11 P.M. 
 
Commissioner Antolak read aloud the Findings of Fact as follows: 
 

1. The property is located in an R-1A (Single Family Residential) Zoning District on a 100’ 
x 200’ (20,000 sq. ft.) corner lot. 

2. The property owner has constructed a 6’ tall privacy fence along the north side of 
Buffalo Hills Lane. 
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3. Buffalo Hills Lane is considered the lot’s side street yard.  A 4 ft. tall fence is permitted 
between the house and the side street yard property line. 

4. Buffalo Hills Drive is a collector street for parts of south Brainerd and will be a major 
connection to undeveloped land to the south. 

5. A dwelling was constructed on the lot during 2016 with occupancy granted in December 
2016. 

6. A permit was not issued for the fence construction.  
7. Two neighborhood residents voiced their concern about have a privacy fence so close 

to the road.  
8. The property owner spoke in support and there was no other public testimony. 

 
City Planner Ostgarden explained for consistency purposes on a corner lot, the narrow portion of 

the lot is the front - the other is the side street yard.  It does not matter where the front of the house is 
located. 

  
Variances may be granted when the applicant establishes that there are practical difficulties in 

complying with the Zoning Ordinance as follows: 
 

1. The property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted 
by the Zoning Ordinance. 

2. The plight of the landowner is due to circumstances unique to the property not created 
by the landowner. 

3. The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality. 
 

The Planning Commission concluded there was nothing unique about the site that would warrant allowing 
a 6’ tall fence in a street side yard.   
 
MOTIONED AND SECONDED BY COMMISSIONERS ANTOLAK AND GORHAM, DULY CARRIED, TO 
DENY THE VARIANCE REQUEST BASED ON THERE ARE NO PRACTICAL DIFFICULTIES AND ASK 
THE PETITIONER TO MOVE THE FENCE TO BE IN LINE WITH THE HOUSE. 
 

C. Public Hearing – Zoning Ordinance Floodplain Regulations Update 
 
City Planner Ostgarden described the revisions that need to be made to the following sections:  

 
• 76 – Floodplain District 
• 77 – FW, Floodway District 
• 78 – FF, Flood Fringe District 

 
They would be replaced with a new Section 76 entitled Floodplain Districts. Our current Zoning 

Ordinance does not have standards needed to meet National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) 
requirements. Updated regulations need to be in place by August 15, 2017 or the City of Brainerd could 
face suspension from the NFIP.  The Minnesota DNR has provided a sample ordinance that if followed 
would include all of the standards needed to comply with NFIP requirements. 

 
City Planner Ostgarden explained that there is very little participation in the NFIP.  However, 

according to information from the DNR there are several reasons why participation is encouraged.  The 
recommendation is to update the Zoning Ordinance floodplain regulations by adopting the sample DNR 
standards. 

 
The Chair opened the public hearing at 7:33 P.M. 
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No one came forward. 
 
The Chair closed the public hearing at 7:34 P.M. 
 
MOTIONED AND SECONDED BY COMMISSIONERS BURSLIE AND ANTOLAK, DULY 

CARRIED, TO APPROVE UPDATING THE FLOODPLAIN REGULATIONS BY ADOPTING THE SAMPLE 
DNR STANDARDS. 
 

D. Comprehensive Plan Update - Informational 
 
City Planner Ostgarden introduced Ashley Kaisershot with the NJPA who will be assisting with the 

Comprehensive Plan. The update will occur in two parts as follows: 
 
Part I - Community Engagement and Existing Conditions 

• Data Collection and analysis, public outreach 
• Community Engagement 
• Education 
• Meeting facilitation with internal and external stakeholders 
• All comments, feedback and opinions gathered will form the foundation of goal and 

policy language for the Plan elements 
 
Part II - Document Development 

• Vision, goals and policies will be developed 
• Planning priorities will be identified and document development will occur 
• Implementation strategies will be identified 
• Consideration of Plan adoption will occur in this phase 

 
One of the most important parts in updating the Comprehensive Plan is having the City Council 

appoint an 11 member Steering Committee who would represent the local public and private sectors, 
citizens at large, City Council representative and Planning Commission Representative. Each Council 
member would be asked to seek a member for the committee to work with consultant and staff, and 
provide recommendations to the Planning Commission on the Plan update. 

 
City Planner Ostgarden went through the steps of the update.  The Scope of Services will be 

mailed to the members. 
   

Ms. Kaisershot talked about what the role is of the Planning Commission with the update of the 
Comprehensive Plan.  She explained that it was up to each Commissioner to choose how involved they 
want to be in the process.  She presented a proposed schedule of the process. 
 
#5.  Public Forum 
  
 None 
 
#6 Old Business 
 
 None 
 
#7 Commissioners’ Questions/Comments 
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 Commissioner Burslie inquired about the variance (alternate exterior material) request that the 
Planning Commission denied last week and approved by the City Council.  Was the variance criteria 
reviewed with the City Council?  He asked why the decision was overturned.  City Planner Ostgarden 
explained that it was what he heard was the City Council did not like the requirement, we want to be 
businesses friendly and the requirement does not convey that and it indicated that they wanted the 
ordinance language reviewed and possibly revised.  
 
#8  City Planner’s Report  

 
City Planner Ostgarden informed the group that Stephanie Bestul, Administrative Specialist is 

attending a Planning and Zoning Workshop on June 22, 2017 in Little Falls to become more 
knowledgeable in the Planning and Zoning field. Emma Anderson was introduced as the summer Planning 
Department Intern.  

 
#9  Adjourn at 7:56 P.M. 
  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
___________________________  
Mark Ostgarden AICP 
City Planner 
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