
City of East Bethel 
Planning Commission Agenda 
Planning Commission Regular Meeting 
Date: March 25, 2025 

Two or more Council Members and/or the Mayor may be in attendance at this meeting. 
If two or more Council Members and the Mayor attend the event, there will be a quorum of Council Members. 

This meeting may be monitored live via the following means: 
Cable Channel 10, MidcoTV Channel 77, or the City of East Bethel YouTube channel 

(www.youtube.com/channel/UC8_7ShcME-XG14pN5JrmBGg/live) 

1. Call To Order

2. Adopt Agenda

3. Council Liaison Update

4. Approval of Minutes: February 25, 2025 (p.2-4)

5. Public Hearing. Consider the request by applicant, Classic Construction, for Site Plan and Conditional 
use Permit (CUP) at 18750 Ulysses Street NE (File 25-04) (p. 5-40)

6. Adjourn
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DRAFT MINUTES:  NOT YET APPROVED 1 
2 

EAST BETHEL PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 3 
February 25, 2025 4 

5 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Chair Sharon Johnson, Glenn Terry, Brian Downie, and Kory Jorgensen. 6 
 7 
MEMBERS ABSENT:  Tanner Balfany  8 
 9 
ALSO PRESENT:   Matt Look, City Administrator 10 

Eric Larson, City Attorney 11 
Rodney Sanow, Fire Chief 12 
Nate Ayshford, Public Works Manager 13 
Carrie Frost, Administrative Coordinator 14 
Mike Jeziorski, Deputy City Administrator/Finance Director 15 
Kendra Lindahl, Community Development Director 16 
Zeke Peters, Urban Planner at Landform Professionals 17 
Brian Mundle, City Council Liaison 18 

19 
1.0  Call to Order 20 

Chair Johnson called the Planning Commission regular meeting to order at 7:00 pm. 21 
22 

2.0  Adopt Agenda 23 
Commissioner Terry moved and Commissioner Jorgensen seconded to adopt the agenda as 24 
presented.  Johnson asked any discussion?  To the motion, all in favor say aye.  All in favor.  Johnson 25 
asked any opposed?  That motion passes.  Motion passes unanimously. 26 

3.0  Updates 27 
Council Liaison Mundle updated the Commission on recent Council actions.   28 

29 
4.0  Approve December 17, 2024 meeting minutes 30 

Commissioner Jorgensen moved and Commissioner Downie seconded to adopt the December 17, 31 
2024 regular meeting minutes as written. Johnson asked any discussion?  To the motion, all in favor 32 
say aye.  All in favor.  Johnson asked any opposed?  That motion passes.  Motion passes unanimously. 33 

5.0  Variance – Consider the request by applicant, Allen Pagnac, for a variance to allow a second 34 
       driveway for access to an accessory structure at 1670 229th Lane NE 35 

Lindahl reviewed staff’s report stating the City’s discretion in approving or denying a variance is limited 36 
to whether or not the proposed project meets the standards in the Zoning Ordinance for a variance. The 37 
City has a higher level of discretion with a variance because the burden of proof is on the applicant to 38 
show that the variance standards have been met. 39 

40 
Lindahl added that on December 12, 2024, the city received an application from Allen Pagnac, the 41 
owner of the property at 1670 229th Lane NE, to allow for a second driveway in order to build an 42 
accessory structure storage shed on their 1.99-acre property. 43 
Lindahl stated that the property is guided as Future Growth Area and is Zoned R-1 Single Family 44 
Residential. The intent of the Future Growth Area land use designation is to preserve these areas to 45 
accommodate future subdivisions in the event of MUSA expansion. The properties surrounding it are all 46 
guided and zoned the same. 47 
Lindahl noted that the Commission could either recommend denial or recommend approval. 48 
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Kristina Pagnac noted that they have looked into the option of teeing off their driveway, but it is not 49 
very feasible. She noted that their neighbors are all in support of adding the driveway. 50 
Terry noted that he doesn’t see any problems with setting a precedent. He also noted that he doesn’t see 51 
any traffic-related problems. He added that this is a reasonable request.  52 
Jorgensen noted that he thinks this is a very reasonable request and he is in support of approval. 53 
Downie noted that he thinks other options should be explored before going with the off the curb 54 
driveway just due to convenience.  55 
Terry noted that he would like to see the width of the driveway minimized. 56 
Commissioner Jorgensen moved and Commissioner Terry seconded to recommend approval to 57 
City Council with the conditions set forth in the provided Resolution. Johnson asked any 58 
discussion?  To the motion, all in favor say aye.  Johnson, Terry, Jorgensen -Aye.  Johnson asked any 59 
opposed? Downie- Nay. That motion passes.  Motion passes. 60 
This item goes before City Council on March 24, 2025. 61 

62 
6.0  Public Hearing – Consider the request by applicant, Petra and Jon Fager, for an Interim Use Permit 63 
       (IUP) for grazing of sheep at 20485 East Bethel Boulevard NE 64 

Peters reviewed staff’s report stating the City received an application from Petra and Jon Fager for an 65 
IUP to allow grazing for sheep on a property owned by James Germain and located at 20845 East Bethel 66 
Boulevard NE. An IUP is required for the grazing of animals in East Bethel. The applicant intends to use 67 
6.6 acres of the land for grazing of sheep. The property is guided Rural Residential and zoned RR- Rural 68 
Residential. The property to the north, south, east, and west are all guided and zoned the same. 69 
Peters added that 10 standards need to be met for IUP approval. Staff found that the general and animal 70 
standards have been met.  71 
Johnson opened the public hearing at 7:30 p.m.  72 
Petra addressed some concerns that were brought up by neighbors and by the Commission. 73 
Johnson closed the public hearing at 7:37 p.m.  74 
Johnson noted that she is concerned about the sheep getting out.  75 
Terry noted that he will be abstaining due to a personal relationship with the Fagers.  76 
Commissioner Downie moved and Commissioner Jorgensen seconded to recommend approval to 77 
City Council with the conditions set forth in the provided Resolution. Johnson asked any 78 
discussion?  To the motion, all in favor say aye.  Johnson, Downie, Jorgensen -Aye; Terry- Abstain.  79 
Johnson asked any opposed?  That motion passes.  Motion passes. 80 

This item goes before City Council on March 24, 2025. 81 
82 

7.0  Public Hearing – Consider the request by applicant/owner, Matthew Chacich, for “Blanco de Cola 83 
       Pradera” a Preliminary Plat for three lots located at PID #26-33-23-32-0012 and #26-33-23-23-0001. 84 

Lindahl stated that Matt Chacich has applied for a Preliminary Plat of a three-lot subdivision named 85 
“Blanco de Cola Pradera.” The property is guided Rural Residential and Zoned Rural Residential.  86 
Lindahl noted that when reviewing a Preliminary Plat, the City’s discretion is limited to whether the 87 
proposed plat meets the standards outlined in the City’s subdivision and zoning ordinance. If it meets the 88 
standards, the city must approve the plat. 89 
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Lindahl added that the City Engineer has reviewed and provided comments with conditions of approval. 90 
Anoka County has also reviewed and provided comments.  91 
Lindahl noted that staff recommends approval.  92 
Johnson opened the public hearing at 7:43 p.m.  93 
Matt Chacich shared information on why he would like to split the land. 94 
Johnson closed the public hearing at 7:47 p.m.  95 
Lindahl noted that there are no concerns and it meets Code.  96 
Commissioner Terry moved and Commissioner Downie seconded to recommend approval to City 97 
Council with the conditions set forth in the provided Resolution. Johnson asked any discussion?  To 98 
the motion, all in favor say aye.  All in favor.  Johnson asked any opposed?  That motion passes.  99 
Motion passes unanimously. 100 

This item goes before City Council on March 24, 2025. 101 
102 

8.0  Public Hearing – Consider the request by applicants, Troy and Laurie Slater, for a zoning map 103 
       amendment to rezone a property from Rural Residential to Agriculture at 22206 Durant St NE 104 

Peters reviewed staff’s report stating that the City received an application from the property owner to 105 
rezone the property located at 22206 Durant St NE. The property is guided as Rural Residential. The 106 
request is to rezone from Rural Residential to Agriculture.  107 
Peters noted that the request is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The applicant has indicated the 108 
intent to build more accessory structures if approved.  109 
Johnson opened the public hearing at 7:51 p.m.  110 
Troy Slater provided his reasons for wanting to rezone his property.  111 
Terry noted that he has no problems with the rezoning.  112 
Johnson closed the public hearing at 7:55 p.m.  113 
Johnson asked how difficult it is to change the zoning.  114 
Lindahl noted that the Met Council does not review zoning, but they do review the Land Use Plan that is 115 
in the Comprehensive Plan. Since this property is not proposing to change the Land Use designation, the 116 
City has discretion in this decision.  117 
Commissioner Downie moved and Commissioner Terry seconded to recommend approval to City 118 
Council with the conditions set forth in the provided Resolution. Johnson asked any discussion?  To 119 
the motion, all in favor say aye.  All in favor.  Johnson asked any opposed?  That motion passes.  120 
Motion passes unanimously. 121 

This item goes before City Council on March 24, 2025. 122 
123 

9.0  Adjournment 124 
Commissioner Downie moved and Commissioner Terry seconded to adjourn at 8:01 p.m. Johnson 125 
asked any discussion?  To the motion, all in favor say aye.  All in favor.  Johnson asked any opposed?  126 
That motion passes.  Motion passes unanimously. 127 

Submitted by: 128 
Sylvia Rokosz 129 
TimeSaver Off Site Secretarial, Inc. 130 
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City of East Bethel 
Planning Commission Meeting 
Agenda Item Information 

Date: March 25, 2025 

Agenda Item Number: 5 

Request:    PUBLIC HEARING. A Site Plan and Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for a second building on one lot 
located at 18750 Ulysses St. NE (city file 25-004)  

Review Deadline: April 25, 2025 

Background Information/Context 

On June 14, 2021, the City Council approved Resolution 2021-33 that approved the site plan for the 
warehouse/distribution center that is currently located on the south portion of the lot located at 18750 
Ulysses St NE. The approved site plan showed a concept plan with a second building of similar size and 
location to the current application.   

The City received an application for a Site Plan and Conditional Use permit for a second building on one lot on 
January 30, 2025, located at 18750 Ulysses St NE. The lot is 5.6 acres and currently has one industrial building 
that is 23,585 sq. ft. in size and the proposal for the second building is similar to the concept plan reviewed in 
2021.  

The parcel is guided Light Industrial and zoned I- Light Industrial. The properties to the north, west, and south, 
this parcel are all guided and zoned the same.  The parcels to the east is guided Commercial and zoned B-3- 
Highway Business.  

Analysis 

When reviewing a Site Plan and a Conditional Use Permit (CUP), the City’s discretion is limited to whether the 
proposed site plan and CUP meets the standards outlined in the City’s subdivision and zoning ordinance. If it 
meets the standards, the city must approve the site plan and the CUP. However, both items should be 
reviewed independently.  

The applicant intends to build a second building on an existing lot of record, and this will require a CUP. The 
site plan is for the second building and Section 48 (Light Industrial District) requires a CUP for “Two or more 
buildings on same lot provided such buildings relate to the permitted use and meeting the requirements of 
the Minnesota State Building Code”.  

The Planning Commission should evaluate the request for compliance with the general CUP ordinance 
standards in Section 4, Subd. 9. (D) of the Zoning Ordinance as noted below: 

1) The planning commission shall consider if the proposed use is consistent with the general purpose
and intent of this chapter and the comprehensive plan. Its judgment shall be based upon, but not
limited to, the following:

a) The impact of the proposed use on the health, safety, and general welfare of the occupants of
the surrounding lands;
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The CUP will not impact health, safety and welfare of the occupants on surrounding land. The 
warehousing and office use expected for this property will have minimal day-to-day impacts to 
the existing intensity and use of surrounding properties and the neighborhood.  

b) Existing and anticipated traffic conditions, including parking facilities on adjacent streets and
lands;

Additional parking is provided for this property, as well as expanded maneuvering space for 
loading docks on the existing and proposed buildings. The use will be similar to that of the 
existing building and is a warehousing and storage use with normal traffic expected for shipping 
and distribution.  

c) The effect of the proposed use on public utilities;

The new building will make new connections to the utilities provided on Ulyssess Street. The 
impact of these is not expected to exceed the capacity currently found on these utilities. The 
existing stormwater facilities were also developed with this plan in place for a second building 
and additional parking surfaces. The concept plan showed a smaller building and different 
parking alignment, which means stormwater will need to be reevaluated. The site plan is not 
expected to have significant impact on existing utilities.    

d) The effect of the proposed use on property values;

The second building is not expected to have a negative impact on surrounding property values.

e) The effect of the proposed use on the comprehensive plan;

None, as this property is guided and zoned Light Industrial. The use is compatible with the land 
use anticipated in this district. 

f) The ability of the proposed use to meet the standards of this chapter;

The proposal meets the site plan standards in the Zoning Ordinance as noted below.

g) The results of a market feasibility study, if requested by the city, when the purpose for which
the conditional use is being requested relies on a business market for its success;

N/A 

h) The effects of the proposed use on groundwater, surface water, and air quality;

The impact of this second building was anticipated when the existing building was developed, 
and stormwater and drainage was designed as such. However, the layout of the building, size, 
parking and access have changed. The applicant’s plans will need to demonstrate that no 
change is expected on the existing effect on ground water, surface water and air quality.  

i) The proposed use is allowed with a CUP or IUP in the zoning district in which it is proposed;
and

This is a use (two buildings on one lot) allowed by a CUP in the I district. 

j) The effect of the proposed use on natural resources.

The use is not expected to have an impact outside of stormwater considerations on natural 
resources on the site.  
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The Planning Commission should evaluate the request for compliance with the Site Plan ordinance standards 
in Section 4, Subd. 12. (E.6) of the Zoning Ordinance as noted below: 

6) In evaluating its recommendation and approval, the planning and commission and city council shall
take into consideration the following:

a) Consistency with the city comprehensive plan;

This property is guided and zoned Light Industrial. The use is compatible with the land use 
anticipated in this district and consistent with the future land uses planned for this area in the 
Comprehensive Plan.  

b) Compliance with this ordinance;

This site is located in the I- Light Industrial District. This site is also located within 1,320 ft. from 
Highway 65, which adds additional design and architecture requirements. The following 
requirements are met:  

Setbacks and Coverage 

The second building meets the required setbacks and does not change the setbacks for the 
existing building on the lot.  

The existing building is 23,585 sq. f.t and the proposed building is 15,888 sq. ft. equaling to 
39,473 sq. ft. total for the lot. This would be 16.18% building coverage and total lot coverage of 
64.6%, which is below the allowed 80%.  

Parking and Access 

The parking and loading area of the proposed building will be combined with the existing 
building. This will allow for better maneuverability for trucks getting into and out of the loading 
docks for both buildings. Additionally, they will share the existing access onto Ulyssess Street to 
the east.  

The existing site has 38 parking stalls shown, which is 14 more than required. No changes are 
planned for these existing parking stalls. The proposed building, using a similar calculation 
method, would require 33 parking stalls. The plans show 36 parking stalls.  

Architecture 

This site is located within 1,320 feet of the centerline of the ROW of Highway 65 and required 
to follow a certain set of architectural design in the Light Industrial district. These are found in 
Section 28 subd. 3. (B). The exterior elevations provided and renderings of the building show 
compliance with these standards. This includes an approved mix of allowed materials, and a 
minimum of 20% glass on the façade facing the street on the east side of the building. 

The renderings provided by the applicant show short wing walls for the loading docks. 
However, Section 23-1 subd. (g) requires screening of all loading docks from the public ROW. 
The applicant will need to revise the plans and raise these wing walls to screen the loading 
docks as is found on the existing building on the lot.  
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Landscaping 

Currently, the landscape plan shows one new tree and relocating seven existing trees from 
elsewhere on site plus 57 new shrubs. The size of the building would require seven trees and 50 
shrubs. While the plans show enough shrubs, the applicant is using existing trees to meet the 
requirements for landscaping.  

The existing conditions plans provided by the applicant do not show the landscaping for the 
entire site. As part of the original approvals, the applicant was required to provide 11 trees and 
proposed planting 29 trees.  The new building required seven new trees, which would be a total 
of 18 trees required on site.  The City may require additional landscaping as necessary to 
provide adequate screening. 

Deciduous trees must be a minimum 2 ½ caliper inches and coniferous trees must be a 
minimum of 6 feet in height and no more than 50% of the trees may be of one species.  Staff 
has included a condition requiring the applicant to provide updated existing conditions and 
landscape plans for the entire site showing compliance with these minimum requirements.  

Lighting and Utilities 

The existing lighting on the lot and the proposed lighting generally meet the standards found in 
Section 26 of the Zoning Ordinance. However, the light poles shown on the plans need to be 
revised to be less than 30 ft tall as required by Section 26 of the zoning ordinance. This has 
been added as a condition of approval.  

Stormwater Management 

The applicant needs to provide a Stormwater Management Plan that is certified by a licensed 
Minnesota professional engineer. 

c) The preservation of the site in its natural state, to the extent practicable, by minimizing tree
loss, soil removal, and grading;

The new building will require minimal grading and will preserve existing trees that were planted 
as part of the original site development. The site was graded flat with the expectations of this 
development when the first building was built.  

d) The harmonious relationships between buildings, open spaces, natural site features,
architectural details, and vehicular and pedestrian circulation;

The second building will match the character and nature of the existing one and will allow for 
better access and use of the site for the loading docks and vehicles accessing them. Also, the 
site preserves existing natural features by moving trees rather than removing them and 
maintaining the existing infiltration basin and stormwater pond. There are no changes to the 
existing pedestrian access or vehicle access to the site. The architectural design of the building 
is cohesive with the other building on the lot and those in the surrounding neighborhood.  

e) The protection of adjacent and neighboring properties.

The development is in the middle of an industrial business park and will fit into the existing 
development of the neighborhood. The use of the existing building is compatible with the 
planned building and matches the general neighborhood use and intensity.  
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Engineering 

The City Engineer is reviewing the plans and will provide written comments. Compliance with the City 
Engineer’s comments has been added as a condition of approval. 

Summary 

The Site Plan and Conditional Use Permit for a second building on one lot requests meet the standards in the 
code and is generally consistent with the concept plan previously reviewed by the city.  

Requested Action 

In consideration of the request, the Planning Commission has the following options: 

A) Recommend approval

Based on the applicant's submission, the contents of this report, public testimony and other evidence 
available to the Planning Commission, the Planning Commission could recommend approval of the Site Plan 
and Conditional Use Permit for a second building on one lot located at 18750 Ulysses St. NE A draft resolution 
with findings of fact and conditions of approval has been included in the packet. 

B) Recommend denial

Based on the applicant's submission, the contents of City Staff report, public testimony and other evidence 
available to the Planning Commission, the Planning Commission could recommend denial of the request. 

- This option should be utilized if the Planning Commission can specifically identify one or more
provisions of City Code that are not being met by the Site Plan and CUP request. Staff does not
recommend this option.

Attachments: 
1. Draft Resolution approving the Site Plan and Conditional Use Permit
2. Location Map
3. Applicant Response letter dated February 25, 2025
4. Architectural Plans
5. Civil Plans
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CITY OF EAST BETHEL 
COUNTY OF ANOKA 

STATE OF MINNESOTA 

RESOLUTION NO. 2025-XX 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING A SITE PLAN AND GRANTING AN CONDTIONAL USE 
PERMIT FOR A SECOND BUILDING ON PROPERTY LOCATED AT 18750 ULYSSES 
STREET NE, EAST BETHEL, MINNESOTA (PIN: 32-33-23-21-0017). 

WHEREAS, the applicant, Kristin Erickson of Classic Construction Inc., with permission from 
Lakeland Investors Inc., the property owner of 18750 Ulysses Street NE, requested a site plan 
and conditional use permit for a second building on one lot, and; 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on March 25, 2025; and, 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission finds: 

1. This property is zoned (I) Light Industrial and two or more buildings on one
lot is allowed as a Conditional Use within this district.

2. The application complies with the general Conditional Use Permit (CUP)
standards in Section 4, Subd. 9. (D) of the Zoning Ordinance, as outlined in
the March 25, 2025 Planning Commission report.

3. The application complies with the Site Plan standards in Zoning Ordinance,
as outlined in the March 25, 2025 Planning Commission report.

WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission recommends to the City Council approval 
of the site plan and conditional use permit. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of East 
Bethel hereby approves the site plan and conditional use permit for a second building on 
one lot on property located at 18750 Ulysses Street NE with the following conditions: 

1. Applicant must submit an updated landscape plan for the entire lot that complies with
the landscaping regulations in Section 27 of the Zoning Ordinance.

2. The loading docks must be screened as required in Section 23-1 subd. G of the
Zoning Ordinance.

3. All light poles shall be less than 30 feet tall. Plans shall be revised to show
compliance.

4. The Applicant shall satisfy any and all comments on the site plan from the City
Engineer prior to applying for a building permit. The City Engineer will determine
when all items have been addressed.
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Adopted this xxth day of April, 2025 by the City Council of the City of East Bethel. 

CITY OF EAST BETHEL ATTEST 

______________________________ ______________________________ 
Ardie Anderson, Mayor Matt Look, City Administrator 
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Rosa Architectural Group, Inc. 


1 0 8 4   S t e r l i n g   S t r e e t    S t. P a u l,  M N   5 5 1 1 9 - 3 6 11            
P h o n e   6 5 1 - 366 - 7971    e - m a i l : r o s a r c h g r p @ m s n . c o m 

February 25, 2025 

Kendra Lindahl, AICP 
East Bethel City Planner 
City of East Bethel 

 2241 221st Avenue NE 
East Bethel, MN 55011 

Responses to Planning Letter dated 2-6-2025 for the new Lakeland Building at 18750 
Ulysses Street NE, East Bethel, MN 55011 

  Planning File 25-24 

Dear Ms. Lindahl: 

The following are responses to the project File 25-04 review letter: 

1. Current Title Work

The proposed building will be a 2nd building on the Pan-O-Gold property. The property is owned by
Lakeland Investors, Inc. Lakeland Investors own and lease the Pan-O-Gold Building to Pan-O-Gold,
they will also own the proposed Lakeland Building and will also be leasing the building to tenants.
So, they will be owning two buildings on the property. The buildings are compliant with area and
height limits per the MN SBC and can be considered one building for this compliance. The property
will be considered one property with two buildings. No required Title work for the project is
anticipated.

2. Narrative of proposed Lakeland Building

The proposed Lakeland Building will be constructed and owned by the owner of the Pan-O-Gold
building, Lakeland Investors, Inc.. Both buildings will be built on one property. The Lakeland building will
be a leased building, as is the Pan-O-Gold building, and is designed as a shell building without a known
tenant. The building is designed to have one or two tenants, this will be determined through the leasing
process. The type of tenant to be pursued will be small to medium-sized companies with manufacturing
and warehousing needs with probable small office space, or possibly just a warehousing tenant with
maybe a small office area. Other possible tenants could be a small service company. The project shell
plans have been developed with these types of intended users. Parking has been designed with an
estimated 10% office component and a 90% Manufacturing / Warehouse component [70% manuf, 30%
warehouse of the 90% number]. These breakdowns are noted on the Site Plan sheet A-1.1.

3. Updated Lighting Plan

An updated lighting plan with cut sheets has been prepared and is added to this submittal package.
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4. Updated Landscape Plan

The floor areas on the various project sheets have been adjusted to reflect the same amounts. The
proposed trees to be removed and relocated are shown on the site demo plan sheet A-0.1. These 7
relocated trees are trees that were added to the original development of the Pan-O-Gold property and
are trees that are over the minimum quantity required for the Pan-O-Gold Landscape plan
requirements. These trees were never shown and were not a part of the original Landscape plan. As
the trees are in good condition it makes sense to use them for partial compliance with the Lakeland
Building Landscape plan requirements. We have noted where these trees are to be relocated on
Landscape Plan sheet L-1.1.

5. Updated Building Plans

Please see included with this submittal drawings of colored building elevations and perspectives
indicating the look and images of the proposed Lakeland Building.
Please see on sheet A-3.1, Building Elevations, the percentages of the building materials as noted for
glass, architectural colored precast wall panel areas and colored accent stripe areas on each exterior
façade,

6. Updated Site Plan

Building and Parking setbacks have been added to Site Plan sheet A-1.1 and to an added sheet A-1.3
which we have called Building and Parking setbacks. The sheet is at a small scale to show the
complete property with both buildings.

7. Signage Plan

Currently, specific signage for the future building tenants is unknown. We are showing, on the colored
elevations and perspective drawings, the location where tenant signage would be placed on the South
Elevation. Once specific signage is determined by a tenant it will need to be submitted to the City for
review and approval for permit.

8. Trash Enclosure

The existing trash enclosure will be removed and rebuilt in the new location depicted on the Site Plan
sheet A1.1. The trash enclosure is large and will be adequate for both buildings. The trash needs for
the Pan-O-Gold building are almost negligent as the building is used as short term warehousing for
bread distribution pick-up. Two trash enclosure doors are provided with 10 feet clear space at each
door, the interior depth of the trash enclosure is 9 feet four inches.

Thank you, Kendra, for your review of the proposed project. Please contact me if you have any questions with 
my responses or if you need any additional information. I look forward to the project moving ahead. 

Sincerely, 

Russ Rosa, Project Architect 

A r c h i t e c t u r e    P l a n n i n g    I n t e r i o r   D e s i g n 
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