
 

 

NOTICE TO THE AUDIENCE:  Please remember that if you are interested in matters on the agenda that will have subsequent 

meetings, it is your responsibility to note their dates, times, and places.  No further letters or reminders will be sent. Of 

course, if you have any questions about any given matter, do not hesitate to contact the Planning Department in the City Hall 

Annex, 4403 Devils Glen Road, Bettendorf, Iowa 52722 or phone (563) 344-4071. 

 

MINUTES 

PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

APRIL 20, 2022 

5:30 P.M. 

 

The Planning and Zoning Commission meeting of April 20, 2022 was called to order by Wennlund at 5:30 p.m. in 

the City Hall Council Chambers, 1609 State Street. 

 

1. Roll Call 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT:  Adam, Gannaway, Kappeler, Ormsby, Stoltenberg, Wennlund 

 

MEMBERS ABSENT:  Gibson 

 

STAFF PRESENT: Taylor Beswick, City Planner; Greg Beck, City Planner; Mark Hunt, Community 

Development Director; Chris Curran, City Attorney; Brent Morlok, City Engineer; 

Troy Said, Assistant Fire Chief; Lisa Fuhrman, Community Development Secretary 

 

2. Approval of the minutes of the meeting of March 16, 2022. 

 

On motion by Kappeler, seconded by Adam, that the minutes of the meeting of March 16, 2022 

be approved as submitted. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

3. Review of Commission procedures. 

 

Rezoning 

 

4. Case 22-007; 1200 Devils Glen Road, R-1 Single-Family Residence District to R-4 Medium-Density Multi-

Family Residence District, submitted by David Kempen. (Deferred from meeting of March 16, 2022) 

 

Beswick reviewed the staff report. Hunt commented that because the request is for a conditional rezoning more 

information about the development has been made available earlier than is typical. He added that the first 

reading of the ordinance revoking the existing PUD plan for the site was held on April 19 and there would be 2 

more readings until it is finalized. He stated that staff feels confident that the location of the proposed buildings 

will be out of the flood plain.  

 

Adam asked if there is a need to maintain ownership of the city-owned property on the site or if it would be 

transferred and if there is a need for a traffic signal at the entrance to the development. Morlok explained that 

the city would sell the parcel in question but would maintain easement rights.  He added that preliminary 

indications from the traffic study do not show a need for a traffic signal but that he would be evaluating the 

study to determine whether or not a dedicated turn lane would be necessary. 
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Kappeler asked if the required separation of the 12-unit townhouse building into 2 buildings would impact the 

proximity of the structures to the single-family home to the north or necessitate elimination of parking spaces. 

Beswick explained that required building separation and parking space locations would be reviewed at the site 

development plan stage. He commented that he has notified the applicant that in the R-3 and R-4 districts the 

maximum number of attached townhouses allowed is 8. He added that the minimum building separation is 15 

feet. Wennlund commented that a small reduction in the width of the townhouse units might work.  

 

Kappeler commented that the parking spaces that were located on the north side of the property created a 

space between the 3-story apartment building shown on the original concept plan and the single-family home. 

She stated that the proposed townhomes would be shorter but would be much closer to the adjacent home and 

would impact the owner in a different way. Beswick stated that the height of the townhomes would be similar to 

that of a 2-story single-family house.  

 

Kappeler commented that the plan shows 126 housing units and a lot of parking but that there does not seem 

to be a significant amount of greenspace. 

 

Stoltenberg suggested that even if the traffic study does not indicate the need for a traffic signal, there should 

be a dedicated right-turn lane into the development as well as a left- and right-turn lane for egress. Morlok 

explained that the traffic study will evaluate that based on projected traffic data generated by the development.  

He stated that if the study indicates that the level of service is one level down from requiring a turn lane, it is 

likely that the city will reserve the right to do a post-construction traffic study based on full buildout and actual 

traffic patterns so that a turn lane or some additional feature could be required to be added. Stoltenberg 

commented that his main concern is that traffic may back up on Devils Glen Road as motorists are turning into 

the development. Wennlund concurred, adding that having a wide enough entrance for 3 ingress/egress lanes is 

important. Stoltenberg commented that it would be less costly to install a turn lane during construction rather 

than after.  Morlok stated that the developer can’t be required to install a turn lane if the traffic study doesn’t 

indicate that it is necessary.  He added that he tends to have a third-party professional traffic engineer review 

traffic studies. 

 

Adam commented that he assumes that given the price of the units, younger families with children will live there 

and asked for clarification of what the school busing arrangements would be. He asked if the bus would come 

from the north and stop on Devils Glen Road or turn into the development. Morlok stated that the busing 

arrangements would be up to the school district, adding that they do not review their routes with the city.  He 

added that the Police Department is very aware of pedestrian accommodations in this area because the 

geometry of the intersection of Devils Glen Road and Central Avenue makes it difficult for pedestrians to cross 

the intersection safely. Ormsby commented that typically buses don’t go into developments but rather stop on 

the main street which could cause a potential safety issue.  

 

Ormsby expressed concern about rezoning the property to R-4 given that the surrounding properties are mostly 

zoned R-1 with an R-2 district nearby.  She commented that if the property is rezoned to R-4 there is no 

stopping what could go there.  Kappeler asked if the conditional rezoning is based on the concept plan and 

would be required to look like that or if it is based on the project itself and would revert to R-1 if it doesn’t 

happen. Hunt explained that both statements are true and that the conditional rezoning is for this concept and 

this particular project, adding that if it does not develop this way the zoning would revert to R-1. Curran 

reiterated that there have been situations in the past where a property was rezoned to a high-intensity district 

for a specific project that doesn’t develop and later becomes something less desirable. He added that this is the 

reason that there will be an agreement related to the rezoning that would have the specific condition of material 

conformity to the concept plan that would be attached. He stated that if the specific project does not move 

forward, the property would revert to the R-1 zoning.  Kappeler commented that she feels more comfortable 

with that agreement. Ormsby asked if Kappeler is comfortable having an apartment building abutting a single-

family home. Kappeler stated that she feels more comfortable with the revised plan. Ormsby commented that 
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the revised plan is better but doesn’t personally feel that it is a drastic change even though Duck Creek provides 

somewhat of a buffer.  

 

Gannaway commented that the revised concept plan is much improved and that the proposed development 

could be very positive for the area given the proximity to the park. She added that she feels that the project is a 

change in the right direction. 

 

Ormsby asked if townhomes are allowed in the R-3 district. Beswick confirmed this, adding that the R-3 district 

does not permit multi-family housing. Hunt emphasized that the proposed apartment buildings are considered 

to be a multi-family use and that the townhomes are considered to be a less intense use. Kappeler commented 

that if the original PUD plan had been implemented, townhouse buildings would already exist on the site in the 

same location as is now proposed. 

 

Wennlund stated that he feels that the addition of the townhomes provides a transition area from the single-

family homes to the apartment buildings. He stated that the proposed concept plan is much better than the 

non-conforming use that has taken place on the property for years.  

 

Steve Tometich, 1222 Devils Glen Road, stated that there have been several serious accidents in the area over 

the past few years that he believes were caused by speeding and suggested that it would be a good location for 

a speed camera if the city were ever to install one. He requested that the developer fence along the north 

property line for his security and that of his neighbors, adding that a fence would reduce the chance that any 

children or pets of the residents would come into his yard.  

 

Beswick stated that Rick Murphy, 3892 Deertrail Road, had submitted some slides that he requested be 

presented to the Commission.  Murphy expressed his appreciation of the assistance that he received from 

Beswick and his helpfulness in explaining the zoning process and responding quickly to his questions. He added 

that he concurs with comments made at the last Commission meeting regarding the improvements that have 

been made to the trailer park in the area which is owned by the developer.  

 

Murphy stated that he believes that the proposed rezoning is in conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. He 

commented that while the benefit of the bike trails in the city is mentioned over 40 times in the Comprehensive 

Plan, not all of the trails provide the tranquility that the Duck Creek bike trail does as shown in the photos from 

the Plan that he submitted. He stated that the Plan references the need for a variety of housing options but that 

it also details a number of undeveloped acreages in the northern part of the city. He commented that he does 

not believe that the bike trail should be sacrificed to meet a general need for housing that can be met elsewhere 

without impacting the tranquility of the trail.  

 

Murphy explained that the current land use map shows the area as residential, but for some reason the future 

land use map shows medium-density for the parcel in question. He added that the parcel is not addressed in the 

Plan at all. He stated that because the Plan indicates that townhouses are allowed in medium-density but that 

apartment complexes are considered a high-density use, the proposed plan is inconsistent with it. He added that 

the parcel in question is the only medium-density land use in the area.  He suggested that the property should 

be developed as a single-family home consistent with the surrounding neighborhood. Murphy added that a 

single-family home would not require that children cross a busy street nor would a turn-lane be necessary.  

 

Murphy suggested that the case be deferred until further study can be done as no development can occur 

anyway until a decision is made by FEMA related to the flood plain. He expressed concern about the impact the 

runoff from the development would have if the plateaued area is paved and questioned if the creek would be 

flooded or if a swampy area would be created in the adjacent low-lying area. Murphy asked if anyone had 

engaged with other stakeholders who have an interest in the bike path area to see how they feel about the 

proposed development. He questioned whether the development would change the wildlife corridor in the area.  

 



Planning and Zoning Commission Meeting                            April 20, 2022                    Page 4 

Murphy referenced his submitted photos that show that it is an amazing place that is one of the most tranquil 

spots in Bettendorf. He suggested that the development could destroy the character of the area.  He stated that 

while notification signs for the meeting were posted on the street, he believes it is appropriate for this case that 

signs be posted on the bike path as well so that the entire community can be involved.  

 

Wennlund asked for confirmation of which zoning districts are allowed in UMI. Curran stated that while a 

reference was made that the proposed zoning district classification is not appropriate in the UMI land use, the 

proposed R-4 district is allowed in UMI. Beswick noted that there is a chart in the Zoning Ordinance that 

indicates that all of the residential zoning districts are appropriate in UMI. Hunt expressed his appreciation for 

the respectful way Murphy presented his objections to the case. He explained that the Comprehensive Plan is 

the initial guide which is used to help create a zoning ordinance which becomes the laws of the city. He 

reiterated that R-1 through R-5 districts are allowed in the UMI, adding that C-1 and C-2 are also allowed.  

 

Wennlund asked how the development would impact water quality and if it would create flood zones or 

wetlands. Morlok explained that the property is one of the few left in the city as it applies to the storm water 

detention ordinance that are adjacent to Duck Creek and that are readily developable.  He stated that detention 

for the property will not be required because it contributes directly to Duck Creek, adding that the goal is to 

protect properties downstream by getting the water out of the area as quickly as possible. He explained that any 

additional water that backs up on the site increases the chances of having creek flooding issues further 

downstream. Morlok stated that water quality will be required in an effort to pick up and separate contaminants 

such as oils, greases, and grits that wash away from parking lots during the first flush of the everyday 1-inch rain 

events that occur. Wennlund commented that given the industrial use of the property in the past, it could be 

that the quality of the runoff will be better than it has been. Morlok concurred, adding that the quantity of the 

runoff will be greater.   

 

Ormsby asked if there are any concerns about the increase in the volume of the runoff into Duck Creek that the 

development will cause. Morlok stated that because the Duck Creek watershed is thousands of square miles in 

size, he is not concerned about the increase generated from this parcel.  He added that staff will monitor erosion 

of the property, adding that the outfalls will have to minimize that.  

 

Wennlund expressed his appreciation of Murphy’s courtesy and politeness to the Commission and staff. 

 

James Kankel, 1221 Devils Glen Road, commented that he shares Tometich’s concerns regarding the traffic in 

that area of Devils Glen Road. He requested that any lighting of the parking lot be directed away from the street. 

Morlok explained that the ordinance limits the amount of light that is allowed to spill beyond the property line. 

Kankel expressed concern about the deer that cross the street to reach Devils Glen Park.  

 

Hunt commented that the issue of any fencing of the development will be discussed during the site 

development plan phase.  

 

Wennlund stated that with regard how residents are made aware of Commission meetings, signs are posted and 

that there is a certain radius specified by ordinance that is used to determine to whom courtesy letters are sent.   

 

Ted Breckenfelder, 2900 Barcelona Terrace, stated that there is a unique geologic formation noted on a sign 

placed by River Action that is located in the area and suggested that the city acquire the proposed development 

area to expand Devils Glen Park.  

 

Mike Richmond, Townsend Engineering, explained that dividing the 12-unit townhome building shown on the 

concept plan can be accomplished without the building’s being located any further to the north. He added that 

based on proposed elevations after grading has been done, the northeast corner of the townhouse building will 

have no greater impact than did the house that was on the property.  Richmond stated that greenspace will be 

located in the medians and between the apartment, townhome, and garage buildings. He stated that the 
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bioswales will be located between the buildings to intercept the water as it runs off to the southwest, clean it, 

and release it as slowly as possible.  He added that he will work with the Engineering staff to determine the best 

method to convey the water under the bike path. He explained that only the flat area in the NE quadrant of the 

site will be developed and that the existing plantings located south of the sewer line will remain. Richmond 

commented that he believes that it is preferable for a wildlife corridor to go under Devils Glen Road along the 

bike path rather than across the street as is currently the case. He added that the construction of the buildings 

may actually direct the wildlife to a safer spot to cross the street.  

 

Dave Kempen, the applicant, stated that he believes that an apartment complex fits well into the UMI land use 

designation. He commented that the R-4 district would allow up to 186 units but that he had reduced the 

proposed number of units to 126. He stated that if the intention had been to restrict the zoning district to R-3 

the land use designation would have been shown as ULI. He added that adding a fence would be easy to do.  

 

Jeff Weindruch, 3305 Magnolia Court, stated that he is the listing agent for the property and that he has been in 

contact with clients who have expressed interest in a mixed commercial use development or even continuing the 

most recent use. He commented that the listing is still active, adding that the proposed concept is very attractive 

and serves a need. He explained that the bike path and a portion of the land across the creek is a part of the 

property proposed to be developed and that the city has easement rights. Weindruch commented that during 

negotiations for the easement, the city agreed that the entirety of the property would be factored in when 

calculating allowable density. He requested that the Commission move forward with the rezoning request to 

prevent other people submitting concepts that may not be as attractive to the community. 

 

On motion by Kappeler, seconded by Gannaway, that request to conditionally rezone 1200 Devils 

Glen Road, R-1 to R-4, be recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

Final Plat 

 

5. Case 22-018; Fields Addition (Scott County), submitted by Edgebrooke Homes, LLC/Ryan Dolan. 

 

Beswick reviewed the staff report. Hunt commented that the city’s review of the final plat is a courtesy because it 

is within our extraterritorial jurisdiction and that Scott County is the authority in this case.  

 

Ormsby asked why sewer is not available to the subdivision. Morlok explained that Criswell Street is essentially a 

ridge with the ground falling away from it on both sides. He stated that because the city limits line is west of 

Criswell Street, there is no city sewer there and that the closest trunk sewer is several thousand feet to the west.  

He added that the sewers are sized to handle everything in that basin that naturally flows down. Morlok stated 

that the sewer cannot be extended to the east because it is lower on that side of Criswell Street. He indicated 

that a sewer master plan he had done looked at the potential for sewering the east side of Criswell Street 

indicated that the cost to do so would be $25-$30 million in today’s dollars. He stated that mostly likely it will 

never happen.  

 

Christopher Murphy, 18591 Criswell Street, asked if the property to the east of his is included in the proposed 

plat. Morlok confirmed this. Murphy commented that he had been working with the developer on an agreement 

to be connected to city water when construction begins in the subdivision.  

 

On motion by Ormsby, seconded by Stoltenberg, that the final plat of Fields Edge Addition be 

recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations. 
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ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

Site Development Plan 

 

6. Case 22-011; 3232, 3244, and 3248 Centennial Court, submitted by Focus Real Estate Development. 

 

Beck reviewed the staff report.  

 

Kappeler commented that there are 2 handicapped parking spots located near one building but that there aren’t 

any in front of the other. She asked if those 2 spaces serve both buildings. Morlok explained that the buildings 

will share parking and that typically the handicapped spots are placed nearest the public access points to a 

building.  He added that he believes the other building will be used for storage only and will not have public 

access.  

 

On motion by Kappeler, seconded by Adam, that a site development plan for 3232, 3244, and 

3248 Centennial Court be recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

7. Case 22-016; 2140 – 53rd Avenue, submitted by Genesis Bettendorf HealthPlex. 

 

Beswick reviewed the staff report.  

 

Kappeler asked if the emergency department will be used for triage and that patients will then be moved 

elsewhere. Kevin Rossmiller, Genesis Health Systems, explained that the location was chosen because Genesis 

patients have to drive to the East campus for treatment. He stated that patients will not be kept at the proposed 

facility for more than 23 ½ hours.  

 

Amy Cavazos, representing LeClaire Manufacturing who owns and operates Monarch Kitchen and Bar, expressed 

concern about the disruption to her customers from the flashing lights, sirens, and noise from the proposed 

emergency department as it will be located immediately adjacent to the restaurant. She explained that there are 

many east-facing windows and an outdoor patio and questioned whether or not the proposed location of the 

ambulance bay could be moved. She requested that a line of evergreens be planted on the property line to 

block the view of the lights and dim the sound of sirens from the ambulance bay.  

 

Breckenfelder stated that at a previous Commission meeting it had been disclosed that the intersection of Falcon 

Avenue and 53rd Avenue is not correctly designed and that there is no ADA-compliant pedestrian crossing from 

the Genesis building to McDonald’s across the street on 53rd Avenue. He commented that none of his neighbors 

are aware that there is an ambulance facility being proposed for the building and asked if it is being built to 

compete with the existing Bettendorf hospital. Rossmiller confirmed this. Breckenfelder stated that it is very 

difficult to cross at that intersection and that area businesses would benefit from better pedestrian access.  

 

Wennlund asked for clarification of the notification process. Hunt stated that courtesy letters are sent to 

residents, signs are posted, and the packet is on the city’s website. He indicated that he is unaware of any 

Commission meeting at which the intersection was discussed. Wennlund commented that he believes that the 

discussion was related to the original construction of Falcon Avenue which was not designed as a city street but 

was then accepted by the city.  Morlok explained that he believes that the city accepted Falcon Avenue as a 

public street in 2015. Kappeler commented that she believes that width of Falcon Avenue was not in compliance.  
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Morlok explained that the decision was made prior to when he started, adding that it does not appear as though 

there is a pedestrian crossing there, but that full pedestrian access is available at 18th Street and 53rd Avenue. He 

added that he would check to see why access was not provided when Falcon Avenue was built. 

 

Breckenfelder commented that there are locations all over the city that to do not have pedestrian access. Morlok 

stated that most of the locations where there are no sidewalks were developed prior to the ordinance requiring 

them. He added that the city spends approximately $250,000 per year updating sidewalks to ADA standards but 

that funds are not available to fill in every sidewalk gap in the city. He reiterated that he would check to see why 

the crossing was not installed and if it could be added this year.  

 

Breckenfelder stated that the issue is that there is no pedestrian access and that there is a bus stop on Falcon 

Avenue with no sidewalk so that riders have to use the parking lot. Morlok stated that the bus stop was added at 

the request of Genesis so that their clients would have a safe place to wait within their parking lot.  

 

Orsmby requested that Rossmiller comment on whether it would be possible to move the ambulance bay to the 

other side of the building or provide the screening requested by Cavazo. Stoltenberg commented that it is likely 

that a patient who is critical would be transported to the Genesis East facility and not to the proposed 

emergency department.  Rossmiller confirmed this, adding that he would look at doing some screening on the 

west side. Ormsby asked again why the west side of the building was chosen for the ambulance bay. Rossmiller 

explained that the west side was chosen so as not to interfere with the traffic from the main entrance for the 

remainder of the facility on the east side.  

 

Ormsby asked if it is appropriate to discuss the proposed screening on the west side at this time.  Hunt stated 

that the Commission could add a condition for the installation of screening and buffering to their 

recommendation.  

 

On motion by Ormsby, seconded by Gannaway, that a site development plan for 2140 – 53rd 

Avenue be recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations and the requirement for 

additional screening on the west property line. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

8. Case 22-017; 3245 Centennial Court, submitted by JKP Holdings, LLC. 

 

Beck reviewed the staff report.  

 

Ormsby asked if there is a requirement that trees be planted. Wennlund confirmed this, adding that 4 tree 

factors are required to be planted outside the easement area.  

 

On motion by Adam, seconded by Kappeler, that a site development plan for 3245 Centennial 

Court be recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

9. Case 22-019; 3262 Centennial Court, submitted by Kyle Pfitzenmaier/Pfitz’s Fence and Deck. 

 

Beswick reviewed the staff report.  
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On motion by Gannaway, seconded by Stoltenberg, that a site development plan for 3262 

Centennial Court be recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

10. Case 22-020; 3575 Tanglefoot Lane, submitted by Dolan Corporation. 

 

Beck reviewed the staff report. Hunt added that staff had requested during the pre-development process that 

the developer provide elevations that show the fenestration and architectural detail with the goal of creating a 

corridor between Crawford and Tangled Wood. He added that staff was very satisfied with what was provided. 

He commented that staff is seeing a new pattern of development that often includes both an outdoor patio and 

a drive-up window. He added that the square footage of the patio areas will be taken into consideration during 

building plan review to determine such items as the number of required bathrooms and paths of egress.  

 

Gannaway asked for clarification of the location of the entrance to the site. Morlok explained that there is a 

single access from Tanglefoot Lane that was established on the original plat almost 20 years ago. He added that 

the entrance is just beyond the start of the left-turn lane on Tanglefoot Lane. 

 

Wennlund asked how the developer would stop the two-way traffic from continuing around the wrong way of 

the building. Beck stated that the city has no control over the internal design. Morlok commented that while 

there is no way to control internal traffic, the developer has narrowed the width of the drive aisle on the west 

side so that it is not wide enough for two-way traffic, added an island on the southeast corner of the building, 

and plans to add signage and pavement markings.  He stated that these steps may help discourage motorists 

from traveling in the wrong direction.  

 

Wennlund asked if there is adequate snow storage on the site. Morlok explained that the snow can be pushed 

off the edge of the parking lots.  

 

On motion by Adam, seconded by Gannaway, that a site development plan for 3575 Tanglefoot 

Lane be recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

Other 

 

11. Case 22-023; 3403-3451 Devils Glen Road – Amendment to PUD Plan, submitted by Devils Pointe, LLC. 

 

Beswick reviewed the staff report. 

 

Wennlund commented that the two parking spaces that are located on the south side of the building do not 

allow for a drive aisle that could accommodate two-way traffic. Bruce Grell, the applicant, commented that there 

is enough room for 2 cars to pass. Morlok stated that the width is a total of 23 feet. Wennlund commented that 

the lane should be marked for one-way traffic given the narrow width. Grell stated that regardless of how many 

signs or pavement markings are there, some motorists tend not to obey them. 

 

Hunt explained that staff’s goal is to update the existing PUD Plan to reflect the changes that have occurred over 

the last several years. He stated that the ordinance allows a minor modification to be approved administratively 

by staff and that major changes are required to be presented to the Commission and approved by City Council. 
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He added that because development occurred differently than was indicated on the original PUD Plan, staff had 

decided to bring this case to the Commission even though he would consider the currently proposed 

modification to be minor. Hunt stated that clarifying the allowed uses and parking requirements in the PUD will 

be beneficial to the landowner and future users. Wennlund concurred, adding that without the update there 

would be 3 users in the building who would technically be non-conforming. He commented that the entire area 

seems to be underparked. 

 

Ormsby commented that she does not think that the parking provided is adequate given the number of seats 

shown on the floor plan of the restaurant. Beswick explained that the required parking calculation for restaurants 

is based on square footage, not number of seats. He commented that the majority of the space is occupied by 

the kitchen. He added that some of the businesses have varying hours of operation which may help alleviate 

some of the perceived parking shortage. Wennlund stated that it seems odd that the kitchen space is so large 

given the relatively small eating area.  

 

Grell explained that the proposed restaurant is Smash Pizzeria and Bakery and will have a focus on contract 

baking rather than a sit-down restaurant.  

 

Gannaway commented that the number of parking spaces provided meets code requirements. Ormsby stated 

that there is a vacant spot for which only 6 parking spaces will be allotted. Beswick explained that overflow 

parking would likely occur at the apartment building or the two adjacent commercial buildings. Grell stated that 

he has spoken with the owner of the nearest commercial building about leasing some of his parking spaces that 

could possibly be used for employee parking.  

 

On motion by Kappeler, seconded by Stoltenberg, that an amendment to the PUD Plan for 3403-

3451 Devils Glen Road be recommended for approval subject to staff recommendations. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

12. Case 22-021; 2022 Comprehensive Plan Update – Request for Proposals, submitted by Mark Hunt. 

 

Hunt reviewed the staff report.  

 

Wennlund commented that he believes it is a good idea to be forward-looking with regard to anticipation of 

legal issues and challenges rather than try to solve them after they occur. 

 

On motion by Kappeler, seconded by Adam, that the proposed issuance of a request for 

proposals to update the city’s Comprehensive Plan be recommended for approval subject to staff 

recommendations. 

 

ALL AYES 

 

Motion carried. 

 

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at approximately 8:25 p.m. 

 

These minutes approved         

 

          

   Taylor Beswick 

   City Planner 


