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CITY OF PORTAGE PLANNING COMMISSION

AGENDA

July 7, 2011
(7:00 p.m.)

Portage City Hall Council Chambers

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

*  June 16, 2011

SITE/FINAL PLANS:

* 1. Valley Family Church (Kalamazoo), 2500 Vincent Avenue (Parking Plan and Maximum
Parking Requirements)

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

* 1. Final Report: Ordinance Amendment #10-E, Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinances

PLATS/RESIDENTIAL CONDOS:

OLD BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Election of Officers

STATEMENT OF CITIZENS:

ADJOURNMENT:

MATERIALS TRANSMITTED

June 23, 2011 Department of Community Development communication (temporary signs)
May 2011 Summary of Environmental Activities Report
May 24, 2011 City Council meeting minutes
June 14, 2011 City Council meeting minutes

Star (*) indicates printed material within the agenda packet.



PLANNING COMMISSION DR AF

June 16, 2011

The City of Portage Planning Commission meeting of June 16, 2011 was called to order by Chairman
Cheesebro at 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers of Portage City Hall, 7900 South Westnedge Avenue. No citizens
were in attendance.

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Bill Patterson, Jim Pearson, Miko Dargitz, Rick Bosch, Mark Siegfried, Paul Welch, Wayne Stoffer and
Chairman James Cheesebro.

MEMBERS ABSENT:

None.

MEMBERS EXCUSED:
Allan Reiff.

IN ATTENDANCE:

Christopher Forth, Deputy Director of Planning and Development Services; Michael West, Assistant City
Pli:nner and Randall Brown, City Attorney.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

The Planning Commission, staff and the audience recited the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Chairman Cheesebro referred the Commission to the June 2, 2011 meeting minutes. A motion was made by
Commissioner Dargitz, seconded by Commissioner Welch, to approve the minutes as submitted. The minutes
were unanimously approved.

SITE/FINAL PLANS:

None.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

1. Fina] Report: Ordinance Amendment 10-D, Business Banner Regulations. Mr. West summarized the
June 10, 2011 staff report regarding proposed changes to business banner regulations that have been forwarded by
City Council for Planning Commission review and recommendation. Mr. West discussed the City Council Ad
Hoc Sign Committee review of historical sign related issues and indicated the proposed amendment would
expand the opportunity for banner use and provide additional options and flexibility for businesses interested in
© .ng banner signs.

Chairman Cheesebro reconvened the public hearing. No citizens spoke in regard to the proposed ordinance
amendment. A motion was made by Commissioner Welch, seconded by Commissioner Stoffer, to close the
public hearing. The motion was unanimously approved. There being no further discussion, a motion was made
by Commissioner Patterson, seconded by Commissioner Welch, to recommend to City Council that Ordinance
Amendment 10-D, Business Banner Regulations, be approved. The motion was unanimously approved.

2. Preliminary Report: Ordinance Amendment 10-E. Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinances. Mr. Forth
summarized the June 10, 2011 preliminary staff report regarding the three mixed-use ordinance proposals
referred by City Council. Mr. Forth stated these proposals were previously reviewed and discussed by the
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Commission during the March 28, 2011 and May 5, 2011 meetings. Mr. Forth reviewed the major provisions of
the three ordinance proposals (City Centre Area — Mixed Use Floating Zone, Commercial Corridor Mixed Use
Floating District and Work/Live Accommodations) and refinements that have been made by staff since receipt of
these proposals from City Council.

Commissioner Dargitz stated she believes the open space provision (10 percent) contained in the City Centre
Area — Mixed Use Floating District ordinance is minimal and asked whether the language should be modified to
allow the Planning Commission more discretion in determining appropriate open space. Mr. Forth indicated staff
would provide the Commission more information on this matter with the final staff report. Chairman Cheesebro
opened the public hearing. No citizens spoke in regard to the proposed ordinance amendment. A motion was
made by Commissioner Welch, seconded by Commissioner Stoffer, to adjourn the public hearing for Ordinance
Amendment 10-E, Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinances, to the July 7, 2011 meeting. The motion was unanimously
approved.

PLATS/RESIDENTIAL CONDOS:

None.

OLD BUSINESS:

Valley Family Church — Kalamazoo, 2500 Vincent Avenue (noise complaint update). Mr. Forth
introduced the item and summarized the June 10, 2011 staff report regarding the noise complaint update that was
requested by the Planning Commission at the November 18, 2010 meeting. Since November 2010, Mr. Forth
indicated only one noise related complaint has been received (March 2011), however, the violation could not be
documented since the complainant did not report the noise to the Police Department.

NEW BUSINESS:

None.

STATEMENT OF CITIZENS:

None.

ADJOURNMENT:

Commissioner Pearson provided an update regarding temporary signs and efforts to contact the Ad Hoc Sign
Committee. As previously indicated, Commissioner Pearson stated he has been approached by small business
owners who have expressed frustration regarding the current temporary sign ordinance and application process.
Commissioner Pearson stated he recently heard back from two members of the Ad Hoc Sign Committee who
indicated the issue of temporary signs would again be discussed by the Committee in the future.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:20 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Christopher Forth, AICP
*..puty Director of Planning and Development Services

s:'\commdev\2010-2011 department files\board files\planning commission\minutes\pcmin061611.doc



CITY OF

PORTAGE

A Place for Opportunities to Grow Department of Community Development

TO: Planning Commission DATE: July 1, 2011
FROM: Vicki GeorgeaMrector of Community Development

SUBJECT: Valley Family Church - Kalamazoo, 2500 Vincent Avenue (Parking Plan and Maximum
Parking Requirements)

I. INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND:

On May 1, 2008, the Planning Commission approved a special land use permit and site plan that authorized
construction of the Valley Family Church — Kalamazoo (VFC-K) facility at 2500 Vincent Avenue. The
development project, which was completed in October 2009, included an approximate 85,000 square foot
church facility, 681 off-street parking lot and associated site improvements. Several conditions were attached
to the Planning Commission approval including a review of the Special Land Use Permit that would occur
one year from the granting of the Certificate of Occupancy, but no later than October 2010. In
October/November of 2010, the Planning Commission concluded this review.

In addition to the 681 off-street parking spaces constructed with the development project, the 2008 site plan
also included a “Future Parking Area” in the southwest portion of the site. This area is located between the
existing parking lot and the western driveway and is currently in greenspace (see attached plan). After nearly
two years at this new location, the VFC-K has determined that these additional parking spaces are necessary
to accommodate church services and is requesting approval to construct this “Future Parking Area”.
Construction of these 87 additional parking spaces will result in a total of 768 parking spaces on the site. The
Zoning Code establishes a maximum of 734 parking spaces for the VFC-K facility [667 spaces + 67 non-
required spaces (10%) = 734 spaces]. Requests to exceed more than 10% of the minimum parking required
by the Zoning Code necessitates Planning Commission review and approval pursuant to Section 42-520(0).
As information for the Commission, the Department of Community Development administratively approved a
parking plan on August 3, 2010 for construction of 53 additional parking spaces in this area. However, VFC-
K did not construct these additional parking spaces.

In reviewing/approving requests to exceed the maximum parking provision, the ordinance requires the
Planning Commission determine that the additional parking is necessary “based on documented evidence of
actual use and demand provided by the applicant” and also consider “impacts on the property and surrounding
properties including any natural features thereon”. Consistent with Section 42-520(0), the VFC-K has
submitted written documentation in support of these 34 additional parking spaces (see attached).

Since opening the new facility in October 2009, the VFC-K has recorded church attendance and vehicle
counts. Based on the data collected, there have been several occasions where on-site parking has been
deficient to accommodate church parishioners. In an effort to address this issue, VFC-K officials have
adjusted church services and provided shuttle bus transportation for overflow vehicles that have parked at the
Angling Road Elementary School and/or the VFC-K facility located at 995 Romence Road. While these
efforts have addressed the parking deficiency on a short-term basis, they do not represent an effective long-
term solution. Historic attendance and vehicle counts combined with church growth and additional changes
planned for VFC-K services and activities will continue to present on-site parking challenges.

7900 South Westnedge Avenue ¢ Portage, Michigan 49002 ¢ (269) 329-4477
www.portagemi.gov



Valley Family Church (maximum parking)
2500 Vincent Avenue
Page 2 of 2

Storm water from the proposed expanded parking lot will be collected and conveyed to an existing retention
basin located immediately to the west: The 2008 approved site plan incorporated this “Future Parking Area”
into the storm water design for the overall development site. Finally, construction of these additional parking
spaces will not adversely impact the subject property, surrounding properties or related natural features.

II. RECOMMENDATION:

The request for the additional 87 parking spaces, 34 of which exceed the maximum permitted, has been
reviewed by the City Administrative departments and based on documented evidence provided by the
applicant is necessary for the use. Staff recommends approval of the parking plan and maximum parking
requirements for Valley Family Church-Kalamazoo, 2500 Vincent Avenue.

Attachments: ~ May 1, 2008 Approved Site Plan (Valley Family Church-Kalamazoo, 2500 Vincent Avenue)
Site Plan Amendment — additional parking facilities
June 29, 2011 communication from Mr. Aaron Rogers (Valley Family Church - Kalamazoo)

$:\Commde\2010-2011 Department Files\Board Files\PLANNING COMMISSION\PC Reports\Site Plans\Vallcy Family Church, 2500 Vincent Avenue (maximum parking).doc

7900 South Westnedge Avenue ¢ Portage, Michigan 49002 ¢ (269) 329-4477
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June 29, 2011 'y £t

l'{:'

Mike West, Assistant City Planner
Community Development Department
City of Portage

7900 South Westnedge Avenue
Portage, Ml 49002

Re: Development Application Submission for Parking Expansion
Dear Mr. West,

As requested via email on Friday, June 24, 2011, we have enclosed data and documentation in an effort
to further clarify the Development Application for the expansion of our current parking that was
submitted on June 24, 2011.

Enclosed is a spreadsheet providing data of our attendance and vehicle counts since occupancy of our
facility in October 2009. As a way of explaining the data, let me define each column,

1. TOTAL ATTENDANCE: Is the number of people who occupied the facility during that particular
service. This includes the number of individuals in the adult sanctuary (seats 1,500), plus both of
the children’s and youth auditoriums, the preschool classrooms, the atrium and all other areas
of the facility. Please note that our sanctuary attendance accounts for roughly two-thirds (66%)
of our total attendance, as roughly one-third (34%) of our total attendance is from our other
environments. We do not at any point have all of our attendees in the sanctuary for our
services.

2. SANCTUARY ATTENDANCE: Is the number of people who occupy the sanctuary during the
services. This is adults only and accounts for roughly two-thirds (66%) of our total attendance

3. VINCENT CAR COUNT: Is the number of vehicles parked on the property at 2500 Vincent
Avenue. Please note that there are a number of instances that the vehicle count exceeded 681
(current number of parking spaces), which required us to park vehicle in the grass areas due to
not having sufficient parking at 2500 Vincent Avenue. Please note, that we only exceeded 681
vehicles on the property when Traffic Control Services where provided by local law
enforcement.

4. OFF-SITE CAR COUNT FOR SHUTTLE ATTENDEES: Is the number of vehicles parked at off-site
locations due to not having sufficient parking at 2500 Vincent Avenue. The BLUE numbers
represent the number of vehicles parked at 995 Romence Road due to need for overflow

2500 Vincent Avenue, Kalamazoo, Ml 49024 | Phone: 269.324.5599 | Fax: 269.324.5511 | valleyfamilychurch.org



parking and shuttle services. The RED numbers represent the number of vehicles parked at
Angling Elementary School due to need for overflow parking and shuttle services.

NOTE: After experiencing the frequency of not having enough parking spaces on the property,
we decided to ask overflow guests to park at our other property located at 995 Romence Road
and have them brought over the 2500 Vincent Avenue using shuttle buses we rented from the
Portage Public Schools. After trying this out for about three months, we determined it to be a
logistical challenge for attendees because of the time it would take for them to drive over to 995
Romence Road and wait for shuttle buses to depart and drive over to 2500 Vincent to attend
service, as well as returning back to 995 Romence Road after service. Therefore, we contacted
Portage Public Schools who graciously accepted our request to rent parking space at Angling
Elementary School so we could alleviate the challenges caused by the distance from 995
Romence Road to 2500 Vincent Avenue. Therefore, beginning on Sunday, April 11, 2010, we
began shuttling attendees from Angling Elementary. However due to the logistical challenges,
the inconvenience to attendees and the increased costs of shuttling attendees from Angling
Elementary we were forced to add another service on Monday evenings attempting to help
transition some attendees from attending on Saturdays and Sundays. We had our first Monday
night service on May 3, 2010. After two weeks of Monday night services, we experienced
enough relief in parking lot constraints to currently discontinue the need for the shuttle
services. Even though we have sufficient seating and space within the facility, we are forced to
have to maintain 3 separate worship service each week because of the insufficient number of
parking spaces available to accommodate our attendance capacities.

5. TOTAL ATTENDANCE / VEHICLE: Is the ratio of TOTAL ATTENDANCE per Vehicle (includes both
VINCENT and OFF-SITE CAR COUNTS). This number is the true number of TOTAL people per
vehicle and is the critical ratio to determine our parking needs based on total attendance
figures.

6. SANCTUARY ATTENDANCE / VEHICLE: Is the ratio of SANCTUARY ATTENDANCE per Vehicle
(includes both VINCENT and OFF-SITE CAR COUNTS). This number represents the number of
aduits per vehicle average because it only accounts for the number of people in attendance in
the sanctuary and does NOT account for the number of people in the other venues (children’s
auditorium, youth auditorium, preschool classrooms, atrium, and other locations within the
facility). This number is the true number of ADULTS people per vehicle and is the critical ratio
to determine our parking needs based on sanctuary seating (aduits) attendance figures.

None of this data includes attendance in the Cathedral, which includes a sanctuary, with seating up to
500 people, and other classrooms, banquet hall, etc. We are also planning to offer another
“TRADITIONAL-style” worship service this fall that will occur in the Cathedral Sanctuary. To-date we
have not used this sanctuary to house attendees of worship services. Because this will be a different
style of worship service, our anticipation based on demographical research is that we will attract several

2500 Vincent Avenue, Kalamazoo, Ml 49024 | Phone: 269.324.5599 | Fax: 269.324.5511 | valleyfamilychurch.org



new attendees that prefer a more “traditional” style worship service versus a more up-tempo,
“performance” style of worship service which we have been performing in the main sanctuary.

This additional worship service will occur simultaneously with one of our current Sunday morning
worship services resulting in additional attendance during that service time.

Up until this point, all of the challenges of having sufficient parking have occurred with us ONLY using
the main sanctuary seating up to 1,500 people. Adding this additional service will give us an increased
capacity for seating up to 2,000 adults in our sanctuaries. This will cause there to be even greater
restrictions on our ability to park all of the vehicles on the property.

In summary, we would propose the following information in determining the need for the proposed
additional parking spaces:

L

It is not our desire to maintain 3 separate service times during the week when we have
adequate capacity within our facilities to accommodate having only 2 services. There are
significantly increased costs of both financial and human resources to facility more worship
services than necessary. The only reason we have made the determination to have 3 separate
service times is strictly to accommodate the parking lot capacity challenges we have faced. Even
though summer attendance decreases, the logistics involved in changing service times (adjusting
hundreds of volunteers’ schedules, staffing the services with required employees,
communication of the service time changes, etc.), would be significantly more effort than would
be worth it.

Our facility was designed and built to have up to 2,000 adults in the sanctuaries (main sanctuary
and Cathedral sanctuary). Should we fill those sanctuaries to capacity, our historical data since
opening in October 2009 provide evidence that our ratio of sanctuary attendance per vehicle is
1.44 people per vehicle. At this ratio, if we had 2,000 adults in attendance, our facility can
accommodate that, but our parking lot would need to have 1,389 parking spaces and currently
has only 681 spaces. Adding an additional 89 spaces, as proposed, would help to provide some
relief in meeting our true needs.

Due to adding an additional style of worship service during an already existing worship service
time, our anticipation is that we would attract other attendees who would not normally attend
our standard up-tempo worship services. Therefore, we will be using more seating which would
require more parking spaces on the property.

As you are aware, the City of Portage has administratively approved the expansion of our
current parking lot to allow for an additional 53 parking spaces. While we had initially desired to
pursue this in order to provide some temporary relief, we recognized that this will be a very
short-term solution to our parking restrictions. Therefore, if, at a later date, we receive
approval to expand that total to 87 spaces, as proposed here, the financial impact would be
huge. Based on several quotes we have received, to proceed with 53 spaces and add 34 more
spaces later, would cost 50% more than it would be to do all 87 at one time.

2500 Vincent Avenue, Ka'amazoo, Ml 49024 | Phone: 269.324.5599 | Fax: 269.324.5511 | valleyfamilychurch.org



Based on the City of Portage Code of Ordinance, Sections 42-520-0 and 42-523 which states In granting
any additional space, the planning commission shall determine that the parking is necessary, based on
documented evidence of actual use and demand provided by the applicant, we feel that the attached
data and the information provided in this letter provides sufficient evidence to support the need for
additional parking beyond the existing City ordinance limitations of 1 vehicle for every 3 seats in the
main unit of worship (or sanctuary). Years ago, it was more common to have all family members attend
in the sanctuary during a church service. However, we do not have any plans to do this in the future.

Thank you for your review of this information and the request. We formally request approval of the
Development Application submitted for an additional 87 parking spaces to be added at 2500 Vincent
Avenue,

Sincerely,

Aaron Johnson
Executive Director
Valley Family Church

Email: ajochnson@valleyfamilychurch.org

Phone: 269-324-5599 x117

Enclosures

2500 Vincent Avenue, Kalamazoo, MI 49024 | Phone: 269.324.5599 | Fax: 269.324.5511 | valleyfamilychurch.org
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CITY OF

PORTAGE

A Place for Opportunities to Grow Department of Community Development

TO: Planning Commission DATE: July 1, 2011
FROM: Vicki George%irector of Community Development

SUBJECT: Final Report: Ordinance Amendment 10-E, Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinances

L INTRODUCTION:

The City Administration has prepared three separate zoning ordinance proposals that would allow “mixed-
use” elements within business zoning districts and presented each to the City Council Housing and
Neighborhoods Ad Hoc Committee. The three ordinances include: City Centre Area — Mixed-Use Floating
Zone; Commercial Corridor Mixed-Use Floating Zone; and the Work/Live Accommodations. The
ordinances were prepared consistent with the Portage 2025 Visioning recommendations and the 2008 City
Centre Area Plan, A Sub-Area Plan for Central Portage (City Centre Plan) adopted by the Planning
Commission. The three “mixed-use” proposals would permit residential uses within business zones when
ordinance standards have been met.

During the March 8, 2011 meeting, City Council accepted the Housing and Neighborhoods Ad Hoc
Committee recommendation to refer three mixed-use Zoning Code proposals to the Planning Commission
for consideration and initiate the Zoning Code amendment process. A summary of each ordinance is
provided below.

II. PROPOSED MIXED-USE ORDINANCES

City Centre Area — Mixed-Use Floating Zone. This zoning district is intended to foster development in the
City Centre Area (CCA) as identified in the City Centre Plan and Portage 2025 Visioning recommendations.
The zone provides an incentive by allowing residential uses with permitted business and office uses to create
a mixed-use development in a more urban setting in the CCA. Attached is the proposed ordinance and a map
that shows the location identified for the proposed CCA zone(s).

The CCA zone is an incentive-based floating zone that would be initiated by a property owner/developer
who desires to use the approach. A floating zone would be fixed to the Zoning Map when a property owner
or developer requests the district be fixed as may be approved by City Council. The site development
requirements in the floating zone would take precedence over the underlying zone. The CCA zone is a type
of "planned development" with conceptual plan and final (site) plan approval stages. Following are primary
elements:

1. Minimum tract of land established at 10 acres to facilitate development and redevelopment of larger tracts that are
more likely to result in a significant project with unifying qualities, better incorporate existing uses (and avoid
creating nonconformities) and produce a more "urban" orientation.

2. Multi-family residential dwelling units above the first floor are permitted per requirements of the RM-1 district for
floor area and density.

3. Development requirements specified including 10-foot setbacks from the front lot line at a public street. Architectural
design and building wall materials to be of a unified character, compatible and mutually supportive to proposed and
existing buildings in the surrounding area.

4, A degree of protection for existing business and office properties adjacent to the project area.

7900 South Westnedge Avenue ¢ Portage, Michigan 49002 ¢ (269) 329-4477
www.portagemi.gov
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5. City Council maintains the flexibility to modify or waive standards of development.

The proposal is a method to promote an “urban” development pattern in a suburban environment.
Establishment of an urban, walkable center has been successfully accomplished by other suburban
communities. There are areas within the CCA as identified on the attached City Centre Area Map likely to
redevelop and consideration of this development option is recommended.

The northern boundary of the CCA zoning district extends to Schuring Road consistent with the adopted City
Centre Area Plan. The area between Schuring Road and Garden Lane is not likely to redevelop in the near
future given environmental characteristics and ongoing property development. The CCA zoning district also
incorporates a minimum 10% open space requirement and provides additional discretionary review standards
that pertain to the location, function, ownership and manner of maintenance for common open spaces, natural
features and similar site characteristics.

As a related element to this proposal is the inclusion of signage provisions. The proposed CCA sign
regulations are intended to ensure community objectives regarding business signage are fulfilled and a level
of consistency with current regulations. The substantive modifications are summarized below.

1. Regarding freestanding signs:

a. This section now references one freestanding sign (reference to ground/pylon sign has been removed) is
permitted at each vehicular entrance that provides access to an off-street parking facility to identify only the CCA
development.

b. Area of the sign has been reduced from 50 square feet to 32 square feet.

¢. Height of the sign has been standardized at 15 feet.

d. Setback distance has been reduced from ten feet to five feet to provide better visibility due to the position of the
buildings near the property line and smaller sign size.

2. More flexibility with regard to awnings and canopies is provided by permitting barrel designs and/or backlighting.
A section that allows a marquee sign for a theater, cinema or performing arts center has been added.
4. The size and location of banners is consistent with the proposed ordinance language now being considered by the

Planning Commission.

w

Commercial Corridor Mixed-use Floating District. This zoning district proposal is another incentive-based
floating zone that would be initiated by a property owner/developer to create a more compact/pedestrian-
friendly development. The district would be applicable along major thoroughfares when located in/adjacent
to a primary or secondary commercial node or commercial corridor per the Comprehensive Plan. The
attached Commercial Corridor Mixed-use Floating District (CCMU) is a type of "planned development" with
conceptual plan and final (site) plan approval stages. Following are primary elements:

1. Applicable only in OS-1, office service; B-1, local business; B-2, community business; B-3, general business; or
CPD, commercial planned development districts: 50% of the minimum 5 acre area must be so zoned. A developer
could expand the development proposal (and rezoning application) to abutting areas zoned for other purposes.
Single-family units are permitted, as are multi-family units above the first story, or in a separate freestanding building.
Development standards specified include front setbacks along public and private streets/maneuvering lanes.
Architectural design and building wall materials must be a unified character, compatible and mutually supportive to
proposed and existing buildings in the surrounding area.

4. City Council maintains the flexibility to modify or waive standards of development.

hall N

Work/Live Accommodations. The Work/Live Accommodations ordinance proposal would add language to
Section 42-137, general provisions, that would permit an accessory residential unit to any business located in
specified zoning districts. As the name implies, the primary use is the business (work) portion and the
residential unit (live) is accessory to the business. Following are primary elements:
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1. Applicable only in the OS-1, office service; B-1, local business; B-2, community business; B-3, general business; or
CPD, commercial planned development districts. The residential unit can be occupied by the business owner(s) or an
employee of the business.

2. Subject to review and approval by the Planning Commission as a special land use, or in the CPD district, as part of the
CPD approval process.

3. Aresidential unit located adjacent to and on the same level as the commercial use cannot exceed one-third of the total
floor area for the business use. A residential unit located above a commercial use cannot exceed the square footage of

the commercial use below.
4. An interior connection must be maintained between the living and work portions of the use in the building.

Minor modifications to the definition of “business owner or employee”, restrictions on home occupations
within a work/live building, and additional specifications on the overall size and separation between the
residential unit and commercial use are provided and are recommended.

The proposed City Centre Area and Commercial Corridor Mixed Use zoning ordinances attempt to provide
for residential activities through “mixed-use” development concepts. The proposed Work/Live
Accommodations zoning ordinance is directed toward the idea that residential uses could be permitted within
business districts in Portage. The context is to provide for a business owner or employee to live at the
workplace if so desired, but to minimize impacts on nearby businesses and owners of business properties,
some of which are individual business uses and some are multi-use business centers on one zoning lot.

III. PLANNING COMMISSION REVIEW/CONSIDERATION

The Planning Commission reviewed and discussed the three proposed ordinances during the March 17%
March 28" and May 5% meetings (attached are copies of the meeting minutes). During the May 5% meeting,
the Commission set the public hearing for June 16, 2011. The Planning Commission convened the public
hearing during on June 16, 2011. No citizens spoke regarding the proposed ordinances.

IV. RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended the Planning Commission reconvene the public hearing during the July 7, 2011
meeting and, subject to any additional Planning Commission discussion and comments that may be
received during the public hearing, recommend to City Council approval of Ordinance Amendment No.
10-E, Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinances.

Attachments:  March 17, March 28, May 5, and June 16, 2011 Planning Commission meeting minutes
City Centre Area Mixed-Use Floating District with Sign Regulations
Commercial Corridor Mixed-Use Floating District with Future Land Use Plan Map
Work/Live Accommodations Ordinance

§:12010-2011 Department Files\Board Files\PLANNING COMMISSION\PC Reports\Ordinance Amendments\Mixed Use Business Districts\2011 07 01 Final Report - Ordinance Amendment No. 10-E, Mixed-Use.doc
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additional discussion, a motion was made by Commissioner Pearson, seconded by Commissioner Dargitz, to
accept the 2011 Major Thoroughfare Plan Status Update Report. The motion was unanimously approved.

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinance Proposal (referral from City Council). Mr. Forth reviewed the March 11,
2011 staff report and the three mixed-use ordinance proposals recommended by the Housing and Neighborhood
Ad Hoc Committee. Mr. Forth summarized the major provisions of the three proposals: 1) City Centre Area —
Mixed Use Floating Zone; 2) Commercial Corridor Mixed-Use Floating Zone; and 3)Work/Live
Accommodations. Mr. Forth suggested a special meeting of the Planning Commission to further discuss the three
mixed-use ordinance proposals. The Commission briefly discussed the preliminary concepts contained in the three
ordinance proposals and reviewed potential special meeting dates. After additional discussion, a motion was made
by Commissioner Reiff, seconded by Commissioner Patterson, to schedule a special meeting for Monday, March
28, 2011 at 7:00pm to discuss the Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinance proposals subject to the availability of
Commissioner Welch and Commissioner Bosch. Chairman Cheesebro indicated he would contact Commissioner
Welch and Commissioner Bosch to confirm their availability and suggested an alternative date of Tuesday, March
29,2011. The motion was unanimously approved.

2. 2010-2011 City Council Assigned Goals and Obiectives Update (April 201 1) and Recommended 2011-
2012 Goals and Objectives. Mr. West introduced the item and summarized the staff report dated March 11, 2011.
Mr. West then reviewed the draft memo from the Planning Commission to City Council and asked for comments.
Commissioner Stoffer suggested Item 8 be added to the Recommended 2011-2012 Goals and Objectives that
would reference the conveyance of updates to the City Council in November 2011 and April 2012 and
recommended goals for FY 2012-2013 in April 2012. Commissioner Dargitz suggested a revision to the third
bullet under Item 2 in the Recommended 2011-2012 Goals and Objectives to read as follows: “Protection of
environmentally sensitive areas such as those identified on the City of Portage Sensitive Land Use Inventory Map
including regulated wetlands, ground water and surface water.” After a brief discussion, a motion was made by
Commissioner Patterson, seconded by Commissioner Dargitz, to forward the 2010-2011 City Council Assigned
Goals and Objectives Update (April 2011) and Recommended 2011-2012 Goals and Objectives to City Council
with the above changes. The motion was unanimously approved.

STATEMENT OF CITIZENS:

None.

ADJOURNMENT:

Commissioner Stoffer asked when update of the Comprehensive Plan was scheduled. Mr. Forth stated the
Comprehensive Plan was scheduled for review and update in FY 2012-2013. Mr. Forth Indicated that U.S. Census
information should be available and the City would retain the services of a consultant to assist in the process.

Chairman Cheesebro congratulated Commissioner Welch and his wife and the recent birth of their twins.
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Christopher Forth, AICP
Deputy Director of Planning and Development Services

s'\commdev\2010-2011 department files\board files\planning ission\mi \pemin031711.doc
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The City of Portage Planning Commission special meeting of March 28, 2011 was called to order by
Chairman Cheesebro at 7:00 p.m. in Conference Room No. 1 of Portage City Hall, 7900 South Westnedge
Avenue. No citizens were in attendance.

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Miko Dargitz, Wayne Stoffer, Rick Bosch, Paul Welch, Bill Patterson, Allan Reiff, Jim Pearson, Mark
Siegfried and Chairman James Cheesebro.

MEMBERS ABSENT:

None.

MEMBERS EXCUSED:

None.

IN ATTENDANCE:

Christopher Forth, Deputy Director of Planning and Development Services; Michael West, Assistant City
Planner and Randall Brown, City Attorney

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

None.

SITE/FINAL PLANS:

None.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

None.

PLATS/RESIDENTIAL CONDOS:

None.

OLD BUSINESS:

None.

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinance Proposals. Mr. Forth referred the Commission to the previously provided
March 11, 2011 staff report and the three mixed-use ordinance proposals referred by City Council and the Housing
and Neighborhood Ad Hoc Committee. Mr. Forth discussed the origins for the three mixed-use ordinance
proposals including the Portage 2025 Visioning project and the 2008 City Centre Area Plan. Mr. Forth and
Attorney Brown stated changes to ordinance language and format would be forthcoming and asked that the
Commission discussion focus on concepts contained in the three proposals. Mr. Forth and Attorney Brown
indicated the Commission would have opportunities to comment on specific ordinance language at future

meetings.
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Mr. Forth began with a review of the City Centre Area (CCA) — Mixed Use Floating Zone, a voluntary,
incentive-based floating zone that could be initiated by a property owner or developer in a manner similar to the
PD, planned development district. Mr. Forth stated the detailed plan area portion of the City Centre Area
encompasses approximately 175 acres and then reviewed areas where redevelopment was likely to occur.
Commissioner Pearson asked for the rationale behind the ten acre minimum project area provision contained in the
draft language. Mr. Forth stated the ten acre provision was intended to encourage a larger, more coordinated form
of development and would likely require parcel assemblage and redevelopment activities. Mr. Forth also indicated
the ordinance contains a provision whereby City Council can waive the ten acre minimum. The Commission
discussed the pros and cons of the ten acre minimum standard, redevelopment areas within the CCA where ten
acres could be readily assembled and whether a reduction to a five acre minimum project area would be more
appropriate. The Commission next discussed the differences between the CCA and older, more urban
communities where integrated commercial/residential development has occurred. Commissioner Pearson stated he
believes the CCA needs to include a “catalyst” such as a large feature, landmark and/or building to help encourage
development. Commissioner Welch asked what incentives were being offered with the proposed ordinance. Mr.
Forth discussed the various incentives including allowance for residential uses in the commercial development,
reduced building setbacks, no maximum lot coverage and no building height restrictions. Commissioner Reiff
asked why the ordinance only allowed for one type of outdoor lighting (Shepard’s hook). Mr. Forth stated the
intent was to establish a consistent and unifying theme. Mr. Forth concluded with a short description of the project
review and approval process.

Mr. Forth reviewed the Commercial Corridor Mixed-Use (CCMU) Floating Zone, another voluntary,
incentive-based floating zone that could be initiated by a property owner or developer in a manner similar to the
PD, planned development district. Mr. Forth stated the CCMU zone would allow for up to 20% residential land
use in any of the business zoning districts (B-1, B-2, B-3, CPD and OS-1 zones) located within a designated
commercial corridor or primary/secondary commercial node. Mr. Forth indicated the CCMU could not be applied
to any property located within the CCA. Mr. Forth stated a five acre minimum project area was required in the
CCMU zone and briefly reviewed the site development incentives including integration of residential land use,
mixed use buildings and reduced building setbacks. Mr. Forth concluded with a short description of the project
review and approval process. At this time, the Commission did not have any comments on the CCMU Floating
Zone.

Mr. Forth reviewed the Work/Live Accommodations (WLA) ordinance and its applicability in the business
zoning districts (B-1, B-2, B-3, CPD and OS-1 zones). Mr. Forth reviewed the general provisions of the WLA
proposal and stated it would be allowed as a special land use subject to Planning Commission review and approval
after a public hearing. Commissioner Pearson suggested modification to Section 42-137.A to allow the living
quarters to be occupied by the owner of the business and/or employee. The Commission concurred that additional
flexibility should be built into the living quarters section of the ordinance. The Commission then also discussed
allowing the living area to be more than 1/3 of the total floor area, possibly up to 50%. Mr. Forth discussed the
intent of the WLA ordinance not to allow the living quarters to be rented or leased to any individual, but rather
provide flexibility to the owner of the business to also live at the premises. Attorney Brown suggested allowing
him and the staff to consider a broader scope of options for the living quarters portion of the WLA ordinance. The
Commission and staff discussed various sections of the proposal including the provision that prevented the
business portion of the use from being situated on a floor above the residential portion of the use.

At the conclusion of the Commission review, Mr. Forth indicated that staff and the City Attorney would
consider Commission comments and make appropriate modifications to the proposals and schedule another special
meeting for future Commission discussion in either April or May.

STATEMENT OF CITIZENS:

None.
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Commission had no further comments at this time. Mr. Forth noted the public hearing is scheduled for the May
19, 2011 Planning Commission meeting.

2. Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinance Proposals. Mr. Forth summarized the April 28, 2011 staff report
regarding the three mixed-use ordinance proposals referred by City Council. Mr. Forth stated these proposals were
previously reviewed and discussed by the Commission during the March 28, 2011 meeting. Mr. Forth reviewed
the three different ordinance proposals (City Centre Area — Mixed Use Floating Zone, Commercial Corridor
Mixed Use Floating District and Work/Live Accommodations) and changes that were made from the March 28%
meeting and discussion.

Commissioners Patterson and Reiff indicated the previous Planning Commission comments regarding the
Work/Live Accommodations ordinance had been adequately addressed with the revised ordinance. Chairman
Cheesebro asked staff if any additional thought was given to expanding the boundary of the City Centre Area —
Mixed Use Floating Zone, particularly further north near Garden Lane. Mr. Forth indicated staff would provide
additional information regarding this issue with the preliminary report. After additional discussion, a motion was
made by Commissioner Stoffer, seconded by Commissioner Patterson, to set a public hearing for the Mixed-Use
Zoning Ordinance Proposals for the June 16, 2011 meeting. Attorney Brown referenced the specific Zoning Code
sections that would be added or amended with the proposed mixed-use zoning ordinance proposals. The motion
was unanimously approved.

NEW BUSINESS:

1. Proposed Business Banner Ordinance (referral from City Council). Mr. Forth reviewed the April 27,
2011 staff report and the transmittals to City Council regarding the proposed business banner ordinance as referred
by City Council. Mr. Forth stated the proposed language would amend the sign ordinance regulations and expand
the ability of a business to use a banner by eliminating the provision regarding the “name of business”, increasing
the area for “copy” to 50% of the banner and by adding the language to all of the business zones (B-1, B-2, B-3,
CPD and PD districts). The Commission discussed what meeting date was appropriate to schedule the public
hearing. Mr. Forth stated that due to statutory notification requirements, the earliest the public hearing could be
scheduled is June 2™, In the event the Commission desires to further discuss this matter before the scheduled
public hearing, Mr. Forth indicated the staff report and proposed ordinance could be included in the May 19®
agenda. After a brief discussion, a motion was made by Commissioner Reiff, seconded by Commissioner Stoffer,
to set a public hearing for the Proposed Business Banner Ordinance for the June 2, 2011 meeting. The motion was
unanimously approved. Attorney Brown stated the specific Zoning Code sections that would be amended with the
proposed mixed-use zoning ordinance proposals.

STATEMENT OF CITIZENS:
None.

ADJOURNMENT:

Commissioner Stoffer stated the Kalamazoo County Marathon was Sunday, May 8, 2011 and asked that the
community support this event. There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 8:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Christopher Forth, AICP
Deputy Director of Planning and Development Services

s:\commdev\2010-2011 department files\board files\planning ission\mi \pcmin050511.doc
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The City of Portage Planning Commission meeting of June 16, 2011 was called to order by Chairthan
Cheesebro at 7:00 p.m. in Council Chambers of Portage City Hall, 7900 South Westnedge Avenue. No citizens
were in attendance.

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Bill Patterson, Jim Pearson, Miko Dargitz, Rick Bosch, Mark Siegfried, Paul Welch, Wayne Stoffer and
Chairman James Cheesebro.

MEMBERS ABSENT:

None.

MEMBERS EXCUSED:
Allan Reiff,

IN ATTENDANCE:

Christopher Forth, Deputy Director of Planning and Development Services; Michael West, Assistant City
Planner and Randall Brown, City Attorney.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:

The Planning Commission, staff and the audience recited the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Chairman Cheesebro referred the Commission to the June 2, 2011 meeting minutes. A motion was made by
Commissioner Dargitz, seconded by Commissioner Welch, to approve the minutes as submitted. The minutes
were unanimously approved.

SITE/FINAL PLANS:

None.
PUBLIC HEARINGS:
1. Final Report: Ordinance Amendment 10-D, Business Banner Regulations. Mr. West summarized the

June 10, 2011 staff report regarding proposed changes to business banner regulations that have been forwarded by
City Council for Planning Commission review and recommendation. Mr. West discussed the City Council Ad
Hoc Sign Committee review of historical sign related issues and indicated the proposed amendment would
expand the opportunity for banner use and provide additional options and flexibility for businesses interested in
using banner signs.

Chairman Cheesebro reconvened the public hearing. No citizens spoke in regard to the proposed ordinance
ar.endment. A motion was made by Commissioner Welch, seconded by Commissioner Stoffer, to close the
p-blic hearing. The motion was unanimously approved. There being no further discussion, a motion was made
by Commissioner Patterson, seconded by Commissioner Welch, to recommend to City Council that Ordinance
Amendment 10-D, Business Banner Regulations, be approved. The motion was unanimously approved.

2. Preliminary Report: Ordinance Amendment 10-E, Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinances. Mr. Forth
summarized the June 10, 2011 preliminary staff report regarding the three mixed-use ordinance proposals
referred by City Council. Mr. Forth stated these proposals were previously reviewed and discussed by the
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Commission during the March 28, 2011 and May 5, 2011 meetings. Mr. Forth reviewed the major provisions of
the three ordinance proposals (City Centre Area — Mixed Use Floating Zone, Commercial Corridor Mixed Use
Floating District and Work/Live Accommodations) and refinements that have been made by staff since receipt of
these proposals from City Council.

Commissioner Dargitz stated she believes the open space provision (10 percent) contained in the City Centre
Area — Mixed Use Floating District ordinance is minimal and asked whether the language should be modified to
allow the Planning Commission more discretion in determining appropriate open space. Mr. Forth indicated staff
would provide the Commission more information on this matter with the final staff report. Chairman Cheesebro
¢pened the public hearing. No citizens spoke in regard to the proposed ordinance amendment. A motion was
made by Commissioner Welch, seconded by Commissioner Stoffer, to adjourn the public hearing for Ordinance
Amendment 10-E, Mixed-Use Zoning Ordinances, to the July 7, 2011 meeting. The motion was unanimously
approved.

PLATS/RESIDENTIAL CONDOS:

None.

OLD BUSINESS:

1. Valley Family Church — Kalamazoo, 2500 Vincent Avenue (noise com laint update). Mr. Forth
introduced the item and summarized the June 10, 2011 staff report regarding the noise complaint update that was
requested by the Planning Commission at the November 18, 2010 meeting. Since November 2010, Mr. Forth
indicated only one noise related complaint has been received (March 2011), however, the violation could not be
documented since the complainant did not report the noise to the Police Department.

NEW BUSINESS:

None.

STATEMENT OF CITIZENS:

None.

ADJOURNMENT:

Commissioner Pearson provided an update regarding temporary signs and efforts to contact the Ad Hoc Sign
Committee. As previously indicated, Commissioner Pearson stated he has been approached by small business
owners who have expressed frustration regarding the current temporary sign ordinance and application process.
Commissioner Pearson stated he recently heard back from two members of the Ad Hoc Sign Committee who
indicated the issue of temporary signs would again be discussed by the Committee in the future.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:20 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Christopher Forth, AICP
Deputy Director of Planning and Development Services

s:\commdev\2010-2011 department files\board files\planning commission\minutes\pcmin061611.doc



DRAFT

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF ORDINANCES
OF THE CITY OF PORTAGE, MICHIGAN

BY ADDING SUBDIVISION 15 TO DIVISION 4, ARTICLE 4, OF CHAPTER 42

LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS

THE CITY OF PORTAGE ORDAINS:

That Article 4, Division 4, of Chapter 42 shall be amended by adding Subdivision

15 to include the following:

Subdivision 15. CCA, City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District.

Sec. 42-434. Intent.

A. The intent of the City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating district is to:

1.

3.

4.

Support the goals and objectives of the Planning Commission-approved City Centre Area
Plan, a sub area plan for central Portage, which envisions an urban, small-scale,
pedestrian-friendly, governmental and business center with a cultural identity and
including enhanced residential opportunities. Development and redevelopment activities
that occur in the City Centre Area should strengthen the city centre as a “place” with a
variety of land use activities, open/green space, pedestrian interconnections and
gathering places attractive to people.

. Permit greater flexibility and, consequently, more creative and imaginative design for

development and the efficient use of land in response to market trends than is available
under conventional zoning districts.

Protect and enhance access to existing natural resources including Portage Creek and
public park, recreation and open space in the City Centre Area.

Encourage multi-family residential development in the City Centre Area.

B. The district is further intended to be a specialized floating district that is not mapped on the
City of Portage Zoning Map when adopted. The area eligible for the floating district is land
identified in the 2008 City of Portage Planning Commission approved City Centre Area Plan,
Detailed Plan Area. On a future date, the floating district will be fixed in location within the
City Centre Area Plan, Detailed Plan Area at the request of the applicant as approved by
City Council.

Sec. 42-435. Qualifying Conditions.

A. Applications for City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District must fulfill the following
qualifying conditions:

1.

The application shall be for a project that is

a. located entirely within the Portage Planning Commission-approved 2008 City Centre
Area Plan, Detailed Plan Area, as may be amended; and

b. in an area zoned OS-1, office service; B-1, local business; B-2, community business;
B-3, general business; or CPD, commercial planned development.

The application shall be for a project that consists of contiguous lots under single

ownership or control of the applicant comprising a zoning lot.



B.

3. In the event that the application for the proposed City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating
District includes more than one lot not in the same ownership, an agreement signed by
the owners of all property included in the project application indicating the intent to
develop the project in common shall be submitted. The property comprising the
development project shall be considered a zoning lot for the purposes of this section.

Where a City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District development project conceptual plan

and development plan have been approved pursuant to this subdivision, the regulations

contained in this section and the underlying district requirements shall apply to all
development projects and where there are inconsistencies, the regulations contined in this
section shall apply.

Sec. 42-436. Principal permitted uses

In an approved development project within a City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District, no
building or land shall be used, and no building shall be erected, except for one or more of the
following specified uses unless otherwise provided in this article:

A

nmo o W

Any principal permitted use in the OS-1, Office Service district and special land uses subject

to the same conditions.

Any principal permitted use in the B-1, Local Business district and special land uses subject

to the same conditions.

Any principal permitted use allowed in the B-2, Community Business district, excluding

restaurants that provide drive-in or drive-through services.

Public transit facilities

Motels, hotels

Micro Breweries and brew-pubs.

1. Brewery production shall not exceed 20,000 barrels per year.

2. No outdoor storage of any kind shall be permitted.

3. The use shall also include a restaurant having a minimum seating occupancy of 100
persons providing full lunch and dinner service. The use shall not include those for the
exclusive production and/or service of alcoholic beverages.

4. An off-street loading space shall be required in the rear yard.

. Multiple family residential dwellings.

1. Dwelling units must fulfill the requirements of the RM-1, Multifamily Residential district.
2. Dwelling units must be located in a story above the first story in the same building
occupied by a principal permitted use or uses listed in A through F above.

Sec. 42-437. Site development incentives and standards

A

Minimum lot area, Building height, Lot coverage, Residential density/minimum floor area per

unit and Mixed use requirements.

1. A zoning lot intended for development shall not be less than ten acres. Upon application
by the owner or developer, the City Council, with the recommendation of the Planning
Commission, may approve an area for development that is less than ten acres, upon
finding by the City Council that the proposed development fulfills the intent of this
subdivision.

2. The maximum building/structure height and number of stories shall not be regulated
provided that any building or structure in excess of 35 feet shall be designed and located
to be consistent with the reasonable enjoyment of nearby iand uses internal to the
project area, existing land uses surrounding the project area, and the capacity of the
public infrastructure to deliver necessary public services.

3. Maximum lot coverage in the City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District shall be
determined on the basis of the zoning lot, open space, building, off-street parking and




loading, landscaping and screening, setbacks and other requirements specified in this
article.

- In a mixed use development, residential density and Minimum Floor Area Per Unit shall

be established pursuant to Section 42-350 A. and B. footnote (7) for dwelling units in the

RM-1, Multifamily Residential district.

Permitted office and commercial uses may occupy any number of total floors within the

building provided that

a. No permitted commercial or office use shall be located on the same floor as a
permitted residential use.

b. No floor may be used for a permitted commercial or office purpose that is located
above a floor used for permitted residential purposes.

c. In a building where there is mixed commercial/office use and residential use, there
shall be provided a separate, private pedestrian entrance for the residential use.

B. Use requirements. All permitted uses must be conducted in completely enclosed buildings

except for accessory off-street parking and off-street loading areas, automated teller
machines and approved outdoor seating and similar areas associated with a permitted use,
or as determined by the Planning Commission.

C. Building Setbacks/Perimeter Setbacks

1.

hopn

Front. A majority of the front building wall (fagade) must abut the front lot line or be
located within ten feet of the front lot line for buildings located on the perimeter of the
development project area adjacent to a public street.

Side. The side yard building setback must comply with Section 42-350 B. footnote (10).
Rear. The rear yard building setback must comply with Section 42-350 B. footnote (15).
Perimeter setbacks. For a development project that abuts adjacent property that permits
residential uses, or uses of less intensity than proposed in the development project, a
peripheral transition area shall be incorporated within the development project consistent
with the provisions established in Section 42-570 through Section 42-578 of this article.
The above-noted setbacks may be modified where strict adherence would serve no
practical purpose or where the overall intent of the City Centre Area - Mixed Use
Floating district would be better served by allowing a greater or lesser setback.

In addition to providing for adequate light and air, setbacks (yards) may also be required
where access to land, natural resources including Portage Creek or to public park,
recreation or open space or other uses beyond the building would be desirable and
where it can be found that such exterior setbacks would be in keeping with the intent and
purpose of the district. Where it is determined that such exterior setbacks are desirable,
this area shall be developed as pedestrian plazas or courts and made an integral part of
the site. Wherever such open yards shall be created, they shall be physically
connected, when possible, to adjacent open yards and shall be designed and
constructed so as to be in harmony of appearance and function with the connecting
open yards within the development project or adjacent property.

D. Building Design/Development Project Design.

1.

Architectural design and building wall materials within the development project must be
of a unified character, compatible and mutually supportive and complimentary to existing
buildings within the development project and to the existing buildings in the surrounding
area. It is not intended that contrasts in architectural design and use of building wall
materials are to be discouraged, but care shall be taken so that any such contrasts do
not adversely affect the stability and value of the surrounding area.

Elevation drawings of each side of each building in the development project must be
submitted.

Exterior building walls shall be primarily of brick or stone, which may include other
materials complementary to brick or stone. A report and recommendation by the
professional design or architectural consultant of the developer may be requested by the
planning commission as a part of its review of alternative materials. Alternative building
wall materials may be approved if all of the following conditions are satisfied:



a. The selected building wall materials and material combinations will be consistent with
and enhance the building design concept.

b. The building wall materials and material combinations will be complementary to
existing or proposed buildings within the site and the surrounding area.

c. The use of the selected building wall materials and material combinations will not
detract from the future development in the district of bricks and stone buildings,
augmented by materials complementary to brick and stone.

d. The request is accompanied by a written design statement describing how the
selected building wall materials will satisfy the above requirements.

4. A minimum of 80 percent of the front building wall (fagade) between no more than three
feet and not iess than eight feet in height as measured from the adjacent grade is the
clear window/view of indoor space standard. This front building wall area must consist
of clear windows that allow views of indoor space or product display areas, and subject
to the following:

a. The bottom of any window or product display window used to satisfy the clear
windows/view of indoor space standard may not be more than three feet above the
average grade or elevation of the adjacent sidewalk.

b. Product display windows used to satisfy the clear windows/view of indoor space
standard must have a minimum height of four feet and be internally illuminated.

c. Signs placed in the front building wall (fagade) windows or within three feet of the
window may not cover more than 10 percent of the window opening.

5. Each building must have a primary entrance door facing a public sidewalk. An entrance
at building corners may be used to satisfy this requirement.

6. A building entrance may include doors to individual businesses, lobby entrances,
entrances to pedestrian-oriented plazas or courtyard entrances to a cluster of
businesses.

7. When an awning or canopy is incorporated into a building, the following requirements
must be met:

a. Awnings must be canvas cloth or equivalent (glossy or reflective materials are
prohibited).

b. Minimum height as measured from grade to the bottom edge of the awning or
canopy shall not be less than 9 feet.

8. Appropriate pedestrian amenities are encouraged and may include street trees, outdoor
seating, bus stops, refuse containers, newspaper vending machines, mailboxes,
sidewalk displays, public art and other similar amenities.

9. Architectural amenities within the development project are strongly encouraged and may
include pedestrian walkways, brick or other approved decorative paving, coordinated
pedestrian scale lighting, landscaping and major architectural features at entranceways
and focal points of the development project (e.g., arch, gateway, bell tower, fountain).

E. Projections into Right-of-Way.

An awning, canopy or marquee may extend over a public sidewalk located in a public right-

of-way subject to the following:

1. Does not project more than eight feet over the public sidewalk.

2. Is at least three feet from the curb or edge of road of a public street.

3. Is at least nine feet in height as measured at its lowest point above the sidewalk.

4. A permit and maintenance/indemnification agreement are required.

F. Open Space/Common Area. A minimum of 10 percent of the gross site area of the
development project shall be devoted to permanent open space/common area accessible to
the public and shall be maintained by the owner of the development project.

G. Off-street Parking and Loading. The following provisions shall apply in the district:

1. Off-street parking must be provided and designed for permitted uses in accordance with
Division 6, Subdivision 1, Off-Street Parking and LLoading. The applicant may request a
reduction or waiver of parking standards based on submittal of a parking impact study
that may include, among others, estimated peak use, reductions due to pedestrian




H.

accessibility, availability of transit service, likelihood of car pool use and adjacent on-
street parking. The parking study shall be subject to review by the Planning Commission
and the City Council.

2. Off-street parking must be located in the side or rear yard.

3. Off-street parking facilities may be shared between two or more adjacent zoning lots and
not meet the minimum combined number of parking spaces for each use if the
applicant(s) demonstrates the peak parking needs do not overlap, per an approved
development plan.

4. A loading area must be provided in the rear yard in accordance with Division 6,
Subdivision 1, Off-Street Parking and Loading.

Signs. Signage is permitted and shall fulfill the sign requirements established in Section 42-

554. CCA, City Centre Floating district.

Site Lighting

1. Site lighting must comply with Division 6, Subdivision 4 — Lighting Standards.

2. Freestanding, pole-mounted light fixtures must be consistent with the “Shepard’s hook”
style of light fixture .

Municipal Utilities. All uses in the City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District shall be

connected to municipal water and sewer utilities.

Other Utilities. All telephone, electric, television and similar communication services

distributed by wire or cable shall be placed underground to serve the use and development

project.

Sec. 42-438. Development Project review and approval.

A

B.

Development of land in the City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District shall be permitted

subject to an approved unified form of land development (conceptual plan) and an approved

site plan or subdivision plan (specific plan) as required by this section.

Unified form of land development plan (conceptual plan): The owner or developer of the

tract of land to be developed shall submit a conceptual plan to the department of community

development. This conceptual plan shall include the following information:

1. A statement of purpose and objectives.

2. A general plan of development, including the proposed and special land uses by relative
intensity and proportion of land area intended for each use.

3. A map or maps containing the date and north arrow, to be drawn at a minimum
acceptable scale of one inch equals 100 feet.

4. The name of the development, legal description, and names and addresses of the
landowner and developer.

5. All contiguous holdings of the landowner, accompanied by an affidavit of ownership

which includes the date of acquisition and liber and page of the conveyance as recorded

by the county register of deeds. If a zoning lot in a development project application for

conceptual plan approval includes less than the entire zoning lot owned by the applicant,

the following shall be provided by the applicant:

a. The anticipated relationship between the development project and any existing use
on the remaining lot or parcel, and

b. The future development and access to the remaining lot or parcel.

Property lines and existing land uses of adjacent tracts of land.

The location, width and names of existing streets, and public and private easements.

The location of existing sewers, water mains, storm drains and other underground

facilities within or adjacent to the property.

The topography, drawn as contours with an interval of not more than two feet. Elevations

must be based on North American Vertical Datum 88 (NAVD88).

10. The use, approximate height, density, bulk and location of buildings and other structures,
including an elevation drawing of each side of the building.
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11. A program of development outlining the proposed stages of development, including the
time schedule.

12. A statement demonstrating the independence of any development phase and the
integration of the proposed development project into the proposed or existing
development pattern.

13. The location, function, ownership and manner of maintenance of common open space.

14. The preliminary proposals for the distribution of water and the disposition of sanitary
waste and storm water.

15. The provisions for parking vehicles, the location and width of proposed streets and
public ways, and the relationship of proposed streets and other public facilities in
proximity to the proposed development.

16. The substance of covenants, grants of easements or other restrictions to be imposed
upon the use of the land, buildings and structures, including proposed easements for
public utilities.

17. An inventory of natural features and characteristics, including bodies of water,
floodplains, wetlands, soils, groves of trees, and historical, archeological and similar
irreplaceable assets.

. Review by planning commission: The development project review and public hearing shall
be conducted by the planning commission on the conceptual plan pursuant to the Zoning
Act, and a report and recommendation thereof submitted to City Council.
. Action by City Council: After receipt of the planning commission report and recommendation,
City Council shall hold a public hearing on the conceptual plan pursuant to the Zoning Act.
The conceptual plan may be approved, approved with conditions, modified or rejected by
the council. If the conceptual plan is approved or approved with conditions, the City Centre
Area - Mixed Use Floating District shall be fixed to the Zoning Map to show the extent of the
floating district. The record of the approval including the approved conceptual plan and
related documents shall be filed in the Office of the City Clerk.
. Time limit for submission of specific plan: The approved conceptual plan shall be effective
for a period not to exceed two years. If no specific plan for development is received during
this two-year period or if no specific plan is received during any four year period after the
initial specific plan had been submitted, conceptual plan approval shall expire. City Council
may, after receipt of a written request from the applicant before the expiration of the two-
year period, grant an additional one-year extension of the conceptual plan.

. Time limit for commencing construction: Conceptual plan approval shall expire if

construction pursuant to an approved specific plan is not started within two years from the

previous specific site plan approval.

. Resubmission: If the conceptual plan expires or if modifications are needed, the conceptual

plan must be resubmitted in the same manner as provided for review and approval of the

original conceptual plan.

. Development plan (specific plan):

1. Subsequent to approval of the conceptual plan, development of an individual lot or
parcel, or multiple lots or parcels as a development phase, a specific plan shall be
submitted pursuant to the requirements specified in division 5, subdivision 2, Site Plan
Review. The specific plan shall be in substantial conformance with the approved
conceptual plan.

2. Time limit for commencing construction. After the specific plan is approved pursuant to
division 5, subdivision 2, Site Plan Review, development shall commence within six
months of approval of the specific plan. If development is not begun within this period,
the specific plan must be resubmitted for approval per division 5, subdivision 2, Site Plan
Review.

3. Resubmission. If the specific plan expires or if modifications are needed, the specific
plan must be resubmitted in the same manner as provided for the review and approval of
the original specific plan.



Standards for review of conceptual plan: In making their respective determinations, the
planning commission and City Council shall consider the following standards and objectives
in reviewing the conceptual plan for development in the City Centre Area - Mixed Use
Floating District:

1.

el

10.

The buildings and structures are of a size and location that achieve economy and
efficiency in the use of the land, natural resources and energy, and in the providing of
public services and utilities.

The buildings and structures are compatible with and mutually supportive of each other.
The buildings and structures are of a unified architectural and structural character.

The plan incorporates techniques that encourage innovation in land use and variety in
design size, layout and type of buildings and structures constructed. The plan
incorporates useful open space in an appropriate amount and location.

The landscaping is of a common unifying theme that provides integration of the sites
within the development.

The common drives, parking areas and service areas are designed and sized in a
definite relationship to the types and sizes of uses to be located in the development.

The plan is designed and will be constructed in such a way as to mitigate to the extent
practical the impacts associated with the existing railroad, be compatible with the
environment and with neighboring uses, especially residential areas.

The transitions between the various sites and structures within the development project
are of a type, nature and size that enhance the ease and safety of vehicular and
pedestrian traffic flow and are consistent with the character of the development.

The public services and facilities affected by the conceptual plan are capable of
accommodating the increased service and facility loads caused by the development
project.

The conceptual plan considers the natural environment, conserves natural resources
and energy and enhances access to existing natural resources including Portage Creek
and public park, recreation and open space. The conceptual plan provides an attractive,
comfortable and convenient setting for residents who inhabit the development and for
patrons and others who desire to visit and use the development within the City Centre
Area.

Authority to waive or modify standards: City Council may waive or modify the site
development incentives and standards specified in this subdivision for a conceptual plan on
the basis of evidence submitted by the developer that:

1.
2.

3.

A requirement is inconsistent with the development project as a whole;

The objectives of the standard or requirement can be satisfactorily met without strict
adherence to it;

The waiver or modification will not be detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to
other surrounding property; and

Because of the particulars of the facilities proposed in the development project, it would
be unreasonable to require strict adherence.



DRAFT

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF ORDINANCES
OF THE CITY OF PORTAGE, MICHIGAN
BY AMENDING SECTION 42-541(B); SECTION 42-542(1) AND BY ADDING SECTION 42-
554, ARTICLE 4 OF CHAPTER 42
ZONING

Sec. 42-541. Definitions.
B. Types of signs referred to in this subdivision are defined as follows:

Projecting Sign: A sign attached to a building wall that extends outward from the
building wali or a sign suspended below an awning, canopy or marquee.

Sec. 42-542(1). Electronic or mechanical sign elements.

1. An accessory sign permitted in the B-1, B-2, B-3, PD, CPD, 0S-1, OTR, CCA and I-1
and |-2 zoning districts, and a non-accessory sign permitted in the I-1 and 1-2 zoning
districts, may include an EMD subject to the following requirements:

Sections a through g unchanged

Sec. 42-554. CCA, City Centre Area — Mixed Use Floating District.
In the CCA, City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating district:

A. One freestanding accessory sign per zoning lot to identify the CCA development project
may be erected at each vehicular entrance that provides access to an accessory off-street
parking lot located in the side or rear yard, provided that such sign:

1. Does not exceed 32 square feet in area per side;
2. Is at least five feet from any property line; and
3. Does not exceed 15 feet in height.

B. For each use on a zoning lot, there are permitted wall signs, awning and/or canopy signs,
and projecting wall signs, the combined area of which does not exceed 15% of the total wall
area of the wall to which the signs are attached. The total shall not exceed 100 square feet
per street frontage. Lots with dual frontage may not combine permissible signs for one
frontage with another frontage for the purpose of placing the combined area of signs on one
frontage.

1. Wall Signs in the CCA district must meet the following:

a. Wall Signs: Shall not extend above the sill of the second story window or 16 feet in
height, whichever s less.



2. Projecting Signs:

a. The area of the sign attached to a building wall shall not exceed 20 square feet per
side.

b. Signs attached to a building wall shall not extend above the sill of the second story
window or 16 feet in height, whichever is less.

c. Signs suspended below an awning, canopy or marquee shall not exceed 4 square
feet in area per side.

d. The minimum height as measured from grade to the bottom edge of the sign shall
not be less than 8 feet.

3. Awning and Canopy Signs:

a. Awning signs shall not extend above the sill of the second story window or 16 feet in
height, whichever is less.

C. Marquee Signs:

1. A marquee sign is only permitted in conjunction with a theater, cinema or performing arts
facility and may include the name of the facility and changeable copy or electronic
message display to advertise current or future events.

2. The permitted area of the marquee sign shall be determined by the Planning
Commission consistent with the design and scale of the building and the surrounding
environment.

D. For each zoning lot, there is permitted one banner. For a lot with frontage on more than one
street, one banner is permitted for each street frontage. For each zoning lot that exceeds
two acres in area, an additional banner is permitted for each two acres. All banners shall be
subject to the following conditions:

The banner shall be setback ten feet from any property line.

The banner shall not exceed 25 feet in height.

The banner shall be not less than six feet from the surface of the ground.

The banner shall not exceed 20 square feet in area per side.

The banner shall not be attached to the surface of any building, to any existing
freestanding sign or to any vehicle, or be stretched between poles or trees.

The banner shall not devote more than a total of 50% of the sign area to sign copy.

The owner of the zoning lot or banner shall keep the banner in reasonable repair.

aghwp=

No

Yeas:

Nays:

Dated: , 2011.

Peter J. Strazdas, Mayor



FIRST READING:
SECOND READING:
ORDINANCE #:
EFFECTIVE DATE:

CERTIFICATION

I, James R. Hudson, do hereby certify that | am the duly appointed and acting City Clerk
of the City of Portage and that the foregoing ordinance was adopted by the City of Portage on
the day of , 2011,

James R. Hudson, City Clerk

PREPARED BY: Approved as to Form:
Randall L. Brown (P34116) Date:

Portage City Attorney

1662 East Centre Avenue City Attorney

Portage, MI 49002

§:2010-2011 Department Files\Board Files\PLANNING COMMISSION\PC Reports\Ordinance Amendments\City Centre Area - Mixed Use Floating District\2011 06 30 City Centre Area
Overlay District with Brown Revisions & sign changes.doc
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DRAFT

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF ORDINANCES
OF THE CITY OF PORTAGE, MICHIGAN
BY ADDING SUBDIVISION 16 TO DIVISION 4, ARTICLE 4, OF CHAPTER 42
LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS

THE CITY OF PORTAGE ORDAINS:

That Article 4, Division 4, of Chapter 42 shall be amended by adding Subdivision
16 to include the following:

Subdivision 16. CCMU, Commercial Corridor Mixed Use Floating District.
Sec. 42-439. Intent.

A. The intent of the Commercial Corridor Mixed Use (CCMU) floating district is to allow
residential uses together with office and business uses in a mixed use development, which
is high quality, convenient and attractive to residents, consumers and visitors. The CCMU
district encourages greater flexibility and more creative and imaginative design in the new
development or redevelopment of land areas with a mix of different types of land uses within
a single project area resulting in a more efficient use of land than is available under
conventional zoning districts. The CCMU district is further intended to:

1. Foster a sustainable, more compact form of development that provides for residential
uses to be within walking or biking distance of nonresidential destinations, promotes
mixed uses, maintains an efficient infrastructure, and preserves open space and natural
areas;

2. Provide roadway and pedestrian connections between residential and nonresidential
areas internal to the development and to adjacent land uses;

3. Encourage a reduction in off-street parking facilities through the use of shared parking
facilities;

4. Promote the health and well-being of residents by encouraging physical activity and
promoting alternate transportation modes; and

5. Facilitate a development pattern that is consistent in intensity with the uses permitted in
the existing, underlying office or business district and with the land use objectives in the
Portage Comprehensive Plan.

Sec. 42-440. Applicability of Subdivision

A. An application for a CCMU district may be submitted for any tract of land in which not less
than 50% of the tract of land is zoned B-1, local business; B-2, community business; B-3,
general business; CPD, commercial planned development; or OS-1, office service, or any
combination of such districts. On a future date, the district will be fixed in location at the
request of the applicant as approved by City Council.

B. With the greater intensity of building development and mix of uses, the CCMU district is
suitable only for tracts of land located along major thoroughfares and identified as a primary
commercial node, secondary commercial node or commercial corridor in the Portage



Comprehensive Plan or situated abutting to a designated primary or secondary commercial
node or commercial corridor.

The CCMU district is not intended to replace or modify the underlying office or business
zoning district, but is intended as a development alternative to foster community growth and
development.

The CCMU district cannot be applied in the City Centre Area, Detailed Plan Area as
identified in the Planning Commission approved City Centre Area Plan.

The application and use of the CCMU district shall be for a project area that consists of one
or more contiguous lots under single ownership or control comprising a zoning lot. In the
event that an application for a proposed CCMU district includes more than one lot not under
the same ownership, an agreement signed by the owners of all property shall be included in
the application indicating the intent to develop the property as a single project area. The
property comprising the development project shall be considered a zoning lot for the
purposes of this section.

Sec. 42-441. Permitted land uses

A. Permitted uses shall provide an orderly, compatible and functional development pattern, be

harmonious with existing land uses and be consistent with the Portage Comprehensive Plan.
A plan for the project area shall consist of mix of residential, office and business uses as
specified in this chapter.

Principal permitted uses. In an approved CCMU district and project area, no building or land

shall be used, and no building shall be erected, except for one or more the following

specifed uses unless otherwise permitted by the article:

1. Principal permitted uses and special land uses subject to the same conditions allowed in
the underlying business or office zoning district; and

2. The following specified residential uses:

One-family detached dwellings

Child daycare centers

One-family attached dwellings

Two-family dwellings

Multi-family residential dwellings

Popop

Sec. 42-442. Site development incentives and standards

A

Project Area. The zoning lot intended for development shall be not less than five acres.

Upon application by the owner or developer, the City Council, with the recommendation of

the Planning Commission, may approve an area for development that is less than five acres,

upon finding by the City Council that the proposed development fulfills the intent of this

subdivision.

Building height and number of stories. The maximum height of buildings and structures shall

be determined pursuant to the Maximum Building Height in feet provisions for the underlying

zoning district in Section 42-350 A. and B. footnote (6)

Mixed Use Buildings. Permitted uses in the underlying zoning district may occupy any

number of total floors within a building provided that:

1. No permitted non-residential use shall be located on the same floor in the same building
as a permitted residential use.

2. No floor may be used by a permitted non-residential use that is located above a floor
that is occupied by a permitted residential use.

3. In a building where there is an office use and/or business use and residential use, there
shall be provided a separate, private pedestrian entrance for the residential use.




D. Lot coverage.
1. Maximum lot coverage in the CCMU district shall be determined on the basis of the

zoning lot, open space, building, off-street parking and loading, landscaping and
screening, setbacks and other requirements specified in this article.

2. A maximum of 20% of the total project area may be used for residential uses, including
access roads and parking associated with such residential uses.

E. Residential dwelling unit standards and requirements.

1. Minimum land area for each one-family residential units shall be 7,800 sq. ft.

2. Minimum land area for one-family attached or a two-family dwelling unit shail be 6,000
sq. ft. per unit.

3. Multi-family residential density and minimum floor area per unit shall be established
pursuant to Section 42-350 A and B(7) for dwelling unit in the RM-1, Multifamily
Residential district. Density shall be based on the entire project area. No more than
eighteen units are permitted per each freestanding multi-family residential building.

G. Use requirements. All permitted uses must be conducted in completely enclosed buildings
except for accessory off-street parking and off-street loading areas, automated teller
machines, open market areas and approved outdoor seating and similar areas associated
with a permitted non-residential or a residential use, or as determined by the Planning
Commission.

H. Building Setbacks/Perimeter Setbacks
1. Front (external). The minimum front yard setback for buildings located on the perimeter

of the project area adjacent to a public street shall be equal to the average setback for
existing buildings located between two intersecting streets or 500 feet in either direction
of the project area, whichever is less.

2. Front (internal). A majority of the front building wall (fagade) must be setback a
minimum of 25 feet from any internal street or maneuvering lane.

3. Internal setbacks for multi-family residential structures shall meet the requirements set
forth in Division 4, subdivision 10.

4. Internal setbacks for one-family detached dwellings, one-family attached dwellings and
two-family dwellings shall be based on the provision of adequate light and ventilation
and vehicular parking.

5. Perimeter setbacks. [t is the intent of the CCMU district to incorporate adjacent
residential and nonresidential land uses into the project area by providing roadway
and/or pedestrian connections. For a project area that abuts adjacent property that
permits residential uses, or uses of less intensity than proposed in the project area, a
peripheral transition area consisting of increased setbacks, landscaping/screening or
other similar measures may be required.

6. The above specified setbacks may be modified where strict adherence would serve no
practical purpose, or where the overall intent of the CCMU would be better served by
allowing a greater or lesser setback.

7. In addition to providing for adequate light and air, setbacks (yards) may also be required
where access to land, natural resources including Portage Creek or to public park,
recreation or open space, or other uses beyond the building and associated site
improvements, would be desirable and where it can be found that such exterior setbacks
would be in keeping with the intent and purpose of this subdivision. Where it is
determined that such setbacks are desirable, the area of the setbacks shall be
developed as pedestrian plazas, courts and open areas, and made an integral part of
the project area.

I. Building Design/Development Project Design.

1. Architectural design and building wall materials within the project area must be of a
unified character, compatible and mutually supportive and complimentary to existing
buildings within the development project and to the existing buildings in the surrounding
area. It is not intended that contrasts in architectural design and use of building wall
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A statement of purpose and objectives.

2. A general plan of development, including the proposed and special land uses by relative
intensity and proportion of land area intended for each use.

3. A map or maps containing the date and north arrow, to be drawn at a minimum
acceptable scale of one inch equals 100 feet.

4. The name of the development, legal description, and names and addresses of the
landowner and developer.

5. All contiguous holdings of the landowner, accompanied by an affidavit of ownership

which includes the date of acquisition and liber and page of the conveyance as recorded

by the county register of deeds. If a zoning lot in a development project application for
conceptual plan approval includes less than the entire zoning lot owned by the applicant,
the following shall be provided by the applicant:

i. The anticipated relationship between the development project and any existing use
on the remaining lot or parcel, and

ii. The future development and access to the remaining lot or parcel.

Property lines and existing land uses of adjacent tracts of land.

The location, width and names of existing streets, and public and private easements.

The location of existing sewers, water mains, storm drains and other underground

facilities within or adjacent to the property.

9. The topography, drawn as contours with an interval of not more than two feet. Elevations
must be based on North American Vertical Datum 88 (NAVD88).

10. The use, approximate height, density, bulk and location of buildings and other structures.

11. A program of development outlining the proposed stages of development, including the
time schedule.

12. A statement demonstrating the independence of any development phase and the
integration of the proposed development project into the proposed or existing
development pattern.

13. The location, function, ownership and manner of maintenance of common open space.

14. The preliminary proposals for the distribution of water and the disposition of sanitary
waste and storm water.

15. The provisions for parking vehicles, the location and width of proposed streets and
public ways, and the relationship of proposed streets and other public facilities in
proximity to the proposed development.

16. The substance of covenants, grants of easements or other restrictions to be imposed
upon the use of the land, buildings and structures, including proposed easements for
public utilities.

17. An inventory of natural features and characteristics, including bodies of water,
floodplains, wetlands, soils, groves of trees, and historical, archeological and similar
irreplaceable assets.

. Review by Planning Commission: The development project review and public hearing shall
be conducted by the Planning Commission on the conceptual plan pursuant to the Zoning
Act, and a report and recommendation thereof submitted to City Council.
. Action by City Council: After receipt of the Planning Commission report and
recommendation, City Council shall hold a public hearing on the conceptual plan pursuant to
the Zoning Act. The conceptual plan may be approved, approved with conditions, modified
or rejected by the council. If the conceptual plan is approved or approved with conditions,
the CCMU shall be fixed to the Zoning Map to show the extent of the district. The record of
the approval including the approved conceptual plan and related documents shall be filed in
the Office of the City Clerk.

. Time limit for submission of specific plan: The approved conceptual plan shall be effective

for a period not to exceed two years. If no specific plan for development is received during

this two-year period or if no specific plan is received during any four year period after the
initial specific plan had been submitted, conceptual plan approval shall expire. City Council
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may, after receipt of a written request from the applicant before the expiration of the two-

year period, grant an additional one-year extension of the conceptual plan.

. Time limit for commencing construction: Conceptual plan approval shall expire if

construction pursuant to an approved specific plan is not started within two years from the

previous specific site plan approval.

. Resubmission: [f the conceptual plan expires or if modifications are needed, the conceptual

plan must be resubmitted in the same manner as provided for review and approval of the

original conceptual plan.

. Development plan (specific plan):

1. Subsequent to approval of the conceptual plan, development of an individual lot or
parcel, or multiple lots or parcels as a development phase, a specific plan shall be
submitted pursuant to the requirements specified in division 5, subdivision 2, Site Plan
Review. The specific plan shall be in substantial conformance with the approved
conceptual plan.

2. Time limit for commencing construction. After the specific plan is approved pursuant to
division 5, subdivision 2, Site Plan Review, development shall commence within six
months of approval of the specific plan. If development is not begun within this period,
the specific plan must be resubmitted for approval per division 5, subdivision 2, Site Plan
Review.

3. Resubmission. If the specific plan expires or if modifications are needed, the specific
plan must be resubmitted in the same manner as provided for the review and approva! of
the original specific plan.

Standards for review of conceptual plan: In making their respective determinations, the

planning commission and City Council shall consider the following standards and objectives

in reviewing the conceptual plan for development in the CCMU:

1. The buildings and structures are of a size and location that achieve economy and
efficiency in the use of the land, natural resources and energy, and in the providing of
public services and utilities.

2. The buildings and structures are compatible with and mutually supportive of each other.

3. The buildings and structures are of a unified architectural and structural character.

4. The plan incorporates techniques that encourage innovation in land use and variety in
design size, layout and type of buildings and structures constructed. The plan
incorporates useful open space in an appropriate amount and location.

5. The landscaping is of a common unifying theme that provides integration of the sites
within the development.

6. The common drives, parking areas and service areas are designed and sized in a
definite relationship to the types and sizes of uses to be located in the development.

7. The conceptual plan provides an attractive, comfortable and convenient setting for
residents who inhabit the development and for patrons and others who desire to visit and
use the development.

8. The plan is designed and will be constructed in such a way as to be compatible with the
environment and with neighboring uses, especially residential areas.

9. The transitions between the various sites and structures within the development project
are of a type, nature and size that enhance the ease and safety of vehicular and
pedestrian traffic flow and are consistent with the character of the development.

10. The public services and facilities affected by the conceptual plan are capable of
accommodating the increased service and facility loads caused by the development
project.

11. The conceptual plan considers the natural environment, conserves natural resources
and energy and enhances access to existing natural resources including Portage Creek
and public park, recreation and open space.

Authority to waive or modify standards: City Council may waive or modify the site

development incentives and standards specified in Section 42-437 for a conceptual plan on

the basis of evidence submitted by the developer that:



3.

4.

A requirement is inconsistent with the development project as a whole;

The objectives of the standard or requirement can be satisfactorily met without strict
adherence to it;

The waiver or modification will not be detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to
other surrounding property; and

Because of the particulars of the facilities proposed in the development project, it would
be unreasonable to require strict adherence.

§:12010-2011 Department Files\Board Files\PLANNING COMMISSION\PC Reports\Ordi, \Mixed Usa Busi D \2011 04 11 Corridor Mixed Use Floating District with Brown

Revisions.doc
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ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE CODE OF ORDINANCES
OF THE CITY OF PORTAGE, MICHIGAN
BY AMENDING SECTION 42-112 AND SECTION 42-121 OF CHAPTER 42 AND ADDING
SECTION 42-137 TO CHAPTER 42, LAND DEVELOPMENT REGULATIONS

THE CITY OF PORTAGE ORDAINS:

That Section 42-112 of Chapter 42, Land Development Regulations, are hereby amended as
follows:

Section 42-112. Definitions.

Worl/live building : Means a building or portion of a building that combines a business or office
use (hereinafter “commercial use”) that is allowed as a principal permitted or special land use
subject to conditions in the zoning district with one accessory residential dwelling unit per
commercial use”) for the owner or employee of the commercial use and that person's relatives
related by blood, marriage or adoption .

Business owner or employee: Means: 1) a person with a legal ownership interest in the
commercial use or who has a right to receive a W-2 tax form from the commercial use and 2)
participates in the operation of the commercial use on-site a minimum of 20 hours per week.

Section 42-121. Accessory uses.
A. No change.

B. No change.

C. 1 (a-h). No change.

i. A residential dwelling unit subject to the provisions of Section 42-137, Work/Live
Accommodations.

Section 42-137. Work/Live Accommodations.

A. Intent: The intent of this section is to permit an on-site accessory residential dwelling unit to
a commercial use as living quarters for the owner or employee of the commercial use. This
section is further intended to:

1. Encourage a diversity of uses that contribute to the city's total employment base and
provide the services needed by the city's residents and businesses;

2. Provide start-up locations for appropriate new business;

3. Allow the reuse of existing buildings or the construction of new buildings designed for
live/work activities; and

4. Ensure that the exterior design of work/live buildings is compatible with the exterior
design of existing commercial and residential buildings in the area.



B. Applicability.

1. Work/live buildings are permitted in the OS-1, office service; B-1, local business; B-2,
community business; B-3, general business; and CPD, commercial planned
development zoning districts subject to review and approval by the planning commission
as a special land use permit pursuant Division 5, Subdivision 1.

2. Any commercial use permitted in the zoning district applicable to the property is
permitted in the work/live building.

3. Residential dwelling units unrelated to commercial activities are prohibited as work/live
uses.

4. Home occupations are prohibited in residential dwelling units of a work/live building.

C. Site development standards.

1. Zoning District Site Development Requirements. Unless otherwise permitted by this
section, development of work/live buildings and associated site improvements shall meet

all the site development requirements applicable to the zoning district in which the

work/live buildings are located.

2. Live/Work Buildings. The following conditions apply to work/live buildings:

a. The residential dwelling unit may be located above or adjacent to (on the same level)
as the permitted commercial use subject to the following:

i. If a residential dwelling unit is located above a permitted commercial use, the
square footage of the residential dwelling unit cannot exceed the square footage
of the permitted commercial use below.

ii. If the residential dwelling unit is located adjacent to the permitted commercial
use, the residential dwelling unit must be located in the rear yard and shall not
exceed one third of the total floor area of the commercial use.

b. No floor may be used by a commercial use that is located above a floor (including)
that is occupied by a residential dwelling unit.

c. The following interior connections must be maintained between the residential
dwelling unit and the commercial use :

i. If the residential dwelling unit is located adjacent to the commercial use, a door
meeting the requirements of the building code must be maintained.

ii. If the residential dwelling unit is not located adjacent to the commercial use then,
in addition to doors, a hallway and stairway must also be maintained.

d. The work/live building must meet applicable building and fire code requirements for
the type and use undertaken.

e. The residential dwelling unit shall be accessory to the commercial use and the
commercial use shall remain the principal use of the property.

f. Only owners and employees of the business associated with the work/live building
and who meet the definition of a business owner or employee may occupy the
residential dwelling unit portion.

g. The floor area for each residential dwelling unit shall meet the minimum
requirements of Section 42-350(A) for a dwelling unit located in the RM-1/RM-2,
Multi-family Residential district.

Section 42-242. 0S-1, Office Service — Special Land Uses

E. Work/live accommodations in accordance with the provisions of Section 42-137.



Section 42-260(C). B-1, Local Business — Special Land Uses

10. Work/live accommodations in accordance with the provisions of Section 42-137
Section 42-261(C). B-2, Community Business — Special Land Uses

7. Work/live accommodations in accordance with the provisions of Section 42-137
Section 42-262(C). B-3, General Business — Special Land Uses

9. Work/live accommodations in accordance with the provisions of Section 42-137
Section 42-412. CPD, Commercial Planned Development

F. Work/live accommodations in accordance with the provisions of Section 42-137

G. Accessory uses:. Accessory uses are permitted in the CPD, commercial planned
development district, including but not limited to the following:

1. Satellite dishes, antennas and communication devices if not being used in

connection with a radio or television station.
2. Accessory uses permitted in section 42-121, Accessory buildings and uses.

Z:\Jody\PORTAGE\ORD\ZONING\Ord Amend 42-112 Work Live.062711 CLEAN.doc
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CITY OF

PORTAGE

A Place for Opportunities to Grow Department of Community Development
TO: Planning Commission DATE: June 23,2011

- FROM: Jeffrey M. Erickson, Director of Communit Peve ment

SUBJECT: Temporary Signs

Informal discussion of temporary signs has occurred at recent Planning Commission meetings. It has been
suggested that “...small business owners have expressed concern that the Portage temporary sign permit
process involves excessive costs in terms of labor required to submit requests...(and that)...it takes about
$500 in employee time and fees to get a temporary sign approved in Portage, which may be displayed for
only a few days.” It is important that information about the City of Portage sign permit and process in
general, and for temporary signs in particular, is accurate so that any misunderstandings can be promptly
addressed and corrected as necessary. This communication is provided for this purpose.

As Commissioners are aware, a variety of signage is available for businesses including freestanding signs,
wall signs, banner signs, changeable copy boards, electronic message displays and temporary signs, which
provide options and opportunities to advertise to customers. Temporary signs including portable signs are
permitted for a grand opening, change of business or going out of business event for a maximum period of 14
days with an extension allowed. With regard to public event signs that may be used by non-profit entities,
for example, temporary signage is permitted to advertise a noncommercial public service event of
community-wide interest. A sign permit is required.

The intent of sign regulations is clear in the Portage Zoning Code intent and purpose section:

“,..regulate the use, construction, reconstruction, placement and design of signs in order to protect the public
health, safety, peace and general welfare. The regulations involve a recognition that the individual user’s right
to convey a message must be balanced against the public’s right to be free of signs which unreasonably
compete, distract drivers and pedestrians, and produce confusion.” (Section 42-540 A. and B.)

The Zoning Code also identifies several reasons that sign regulations are desirable:

“...prevent traffic injuries and property damage...minimize risk of damage from signs that are dilapidated,
wind blown, electric shock hazards...achieve uniformity...enhance aesthetics of the community...prevent
blight...encourage equality among business and property...(and)...protect the public health, safety, peace and
general welfare.” (Section 42-540 D.)

There is some history to sign regulations in the City of Portage. As reflected in the March 17, 1976
Environmental Board meeting minutes, the board members were particularly concerned about the “...design,
size and position of signs as well as with blinking and portable signs which can distract one while driving.”
The Planning Commission assisted the Environmental Board over the course of several years, and on August
14, 1979, City Council approved a comprehensive amendment to the Zoning Code establishing sign
regulations with an effective date of September 7, 1979. The community discussion about the sign
regulations continued for a number of years through the 1980s including a sign survey of residents and
businesses in 1986. The Planning Commission has been continuously involved with the comprehensive
update of the Zoning Code in 2001, completed in 2003, and with various sign ordinance amendments since
then including the current recommendations concerning “banner signs” as referred by City Council.

Attached is a City of Portage brochure/FAQs about business signs that is also on the city website for added
convenience. Fees are indicated. For convenience, sign permit applications may be obtained on the city
website and may be submitted by mail, or electronically, to the department for review and approval and do
not necessitate a visit to City Hall.

7900 South Westnedge Avenue ¢ Portage, Michigan 49002 ¢ (269) 329-4477
www.portagemi.gov



Temporary Signs
Page 2 of 2

The sign permit application, which is a single form for all sign permits, and the permit process is neither
cumbersome nor costly. Attached for Commission information is an example of a temporary sign permit
issued by the Department. This approved application certainly does not show a time-intensive, high-fee or
costly process is in place. Staff review of a permanent sign permit application is generally accomplished
over a maximum of two business days, if complete information is provided by the applicant, while a
temporary sign permit application can usually be reviewed and approved while the applicant waits.
Assistance with sign permit applications and with sign regulations is regularly provided by the department.

Staff previously reviewed sign permits issued between FY2005/06 to FY2009/10 during which 797 permits
were issued. For important perspective, while about 2 temporary sign permits were issued per month, a
fraction more than 5 permanent freestanding permits were issued per month and a fraction more than 5
permanent wall sign permits were issued per month during this same five-year period. The type and number
of sign permits seems appropriate and not atypical given the sign ordinance provisions.

The administration and enforcement of the sign provisions in the Zoning Code is a responsibility of the
department. Much of the administration and enforcement regarding signs is related to educating citizens and
businesses about the sign ordinance provisions, permit issuance, and on occasion, sending violation notices
and initiating actions to ensure that citizens and businesses follow the ordinance standards. Enforcement,
when needed, is for the specific purpose of ensuring that all citizens and businesses are provided with fair,
uniform and consistent application of the ordinance standards. Enforcement can involve permanent signs,
legal nonconforming signs, obsolete signs and temporary signs, among others. With regard to temporary
signs, attached are examples of temporary signs that did not comply with the ordinance and did involve some
enforcement due to the size and type of temporary sign, or the location of the temporary sign.

Occasionally, sign issues seem to be the subject of more discussion in the community. The added discussion
may be generated for any number of reasons including efforts by businesses to advertise and attract
customers in a competitive environment, using new methods/techniques to differentiate themselves, trying
new technologies, among other reasons. The large majority of citizens and businesses do, in fact, comply
with the ordinance provisions. As stated in the Zoning Code, there is the recognition that there is a right to
convey a message. However, this must be balanced with the public interest objectives that include
maintaining community quality and pedestrian and motorist safety. The sign ordinance provisions represent
an approach to effectively balance these objectives in the City of Portage.

Attachments: Summary Guide to Business Signs
Sign permit application information
Temporary sign enforcement examples

$:\2010-2011 Department Files\Board Files\PLANNING COMMISSION\PC Reports\Ordi Amend \sign d \2011 06 23 JME Response to 6-2-11 memo v2.doc
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Summary Guide To Business Signs

The City of Portage recognizes the importance of signs to local businesses and the economy. Standards have been adopted
by Portage that promote the effective use of signs as a directional and communication tool, while protecting public safety and
property values, and promoting community character. The intent and purpose of Portage sign regulations’ is to:

# Balance the right to identify a business location and attract customers with the public right to be free of signs that
unreasonably compete, distract drivers and pedestrians, and produce confusion.

¢ Provide businesses with equal opportunity to attract customers by achieving uniformity in the size, number and placement of signs.

4 Protect public health and safety by regulating the construction of signs.

# Enhance the aesthetics of the community.

In addition to the specifications included in city sign regulations, businesses are encouraged to carefully consider the following
design elements regarding signs%

4 Signs should use creative and dynamic design, yet be compatible with the surroundings.

4 Signs should be designed and located in a manner that
enhances sign legibility.

4 Signs should be constructed and designed to avoid
hazards and distractions.

4 Signs should be located so they do not block
pedestrian or motorist vision or line of sight. .

4 Signs should be constructed of durable, quality s | Tovinskir

material, and should be kept in good repair. SOLE L ‘C'O'M.? g

! The Code of Ordinances is available on the city web site at: www.portagemi.gov. (See the Code of Ordinances, Land Development Regulations, Chapter 42 of the
Code of Ordinances, Article 4, Zoning, and Article 11, Signs.)

2 photos of select award entries in the 2010 Sign Competition by the International Sign Association (Alexandria, VA)

f you have additional guestions about business signs, please contact the Department of Community Development at (269) 329-4477




Frequently Asked Questions Regarding Signs

1. What type of sign requires a sign permit?

Sign permits are required to ensure that signs situated on business-zoned property meet applicable city codes. This ensures
fairness and consistency for all businesses. A sign is defined in the Zoning Code, as are the rules for various freestanding
signs and wall signs that are permitted. A permit is required for new signs and alterations or changes to existing signs on
business-zoned property and for some temporary signs.

2. Are there business signs that do not require a sign permit?

Signs that do not require a sign permit (and must meet location, size and duration of display requirements) include: real
estate signs, election campaign signs, construction signs, holiday decorations, and household goods signs (e.g., garage/yard
sale). Signs inside a building do not require a sign permit.

Interior window displays and advertising on the inside of a building window glass are not regulated by the Zoning Code,
and provide added business advertising options.

3. How much does a sign permit cost?

Fees are annually established by City Council. The current fee for a sign permit is: $110 for a wall sign permit application;
$110 for a freestanding sign permit application; and $55 for a temporary sign or a directional sign permit application.

4. What kinds of temporary signs are permitted to promote my business?

Businesses can promote special events and sales by using an electronic message display (EMD) or changeable copy sign
display. These types of signs can be incorporated into or added to a freestanding sign, for example. In addition, a temporary
wall sign or a freestanding sign is permitted for business grand openings, change of business or going out of business events
and must meet location, size and duration of display requirements.

5. How many freestanding signs and wall signs can a business use?

For freestanding signs on the property, the number and size permitted is dependent on the business zone where the
property is located, the amount of frontage on the street and the number of business uses or tenants on the property.

For wall signs on the building, the number and size permitted is dependent on the business zone where the property is
located, and the wall area of the building where the business is located (building width x building height).

Also, additional freestanding signs and wall signs are permitted for a business-zoned property that has frontage on more

than one street, such as a corner property.
6. What is a “legal nonconforming sign” and can changes be made to the sign?

A sign is a “legal nonconforming sign”if it does not fulfill the sign requirements in the Zoning Code, but did comply with the
sign requirements when it was placed on the business-zoned property. Changes are allowed in the following instances:

¢ The sign face may be changed after an “Agreement to Remove Nonconforming Sign”is completed by the sign owner,

property owner and the City of Portage.

4 The sign may be changed after an application for a variance is requested and approved by the City of Portage Zoning
Board of Appeals. A variance may be authorized if the Zoning Code provisions for a variance are met.
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Freestanding Signs!

Sign(s) per business-zoned property (zoning lot):

| & One (with additional sign for a zoning lot with
more than 300 ft. of street frontage)
4 Inan OTR district, 1 additional sign is permitted for
each vehicular entrance

Sign Area:

4 325q. ft. minimum to 50 sq. ft. maximum, with
area based on street frontage

e May be increased up to 50% for multiple use
zoning lots, or from 48 sq. ft. to 75 sq. ft.

Sign Setback / Height: 10 ft. from all property lines, 15
| ft. next to one-family residential / 15 ft. high

Sign(s) per business-zoned property (zoning lot):

i # One, with an additional sign for a:
- zoning lot with more than 320 ft. of street frontage
- zoning lot that is on a street corner, or
- zoning lot with frontage on more than one street

Sign Area:
¢ 50 sq. ft. minimum to 120 sq. ft. maximum, with

area based on street frontage

¢ May be increased up to 50% for multiple use
zoning lots, or from 75 sq. ft. to 180 sq. ft.

# For corner lot, if only one sign, area may be
increased 100% up to a maximum of 120 sq. ft.

| Sign Setback / Height: 10 ft. from all property lines /
125 ft. high

: Sign(s) per business-zone property {zoning lot):
One (with additional sign for a zoning lot with more
| than 300 ft. of street frontage)
Sign Area:
| ¢ Upto50sq.ft.
| ¢ May be increased up to 50% for multiple use
zoning lots, or up to 75 sq. ft.

Sign Setback / Height: 10 ft. from all property lines,
| which increases based on sign area, when abutting

one-family zones / 15 ft. high

Summary Of Sign Regulations Applicable To Businesses

Wall Signs!

Sign(s) per business-zoned property (zoning lot):

One or more wall signs permitted per business use |

Sign Area:
¢ 15% of the wall area per street frontage, up to

100 sq. ft.
¢ If no freestanding sign, wall sign area may be
increased by 33% per street frontage

Sign Setback / Height: NA

Sign(s) per business-zoned property (zoning lot):

One or more wall signs permitted per business use

Sign Area:
¢ 15% of the wall area per street frontage, up to

100 sq. ft.

May be increased, up to an additional 125 sq.
ft. for buildings with at least 200 ft. of lineal
wall frontage

Area may be further increased, up to an
additional 125 sq. ft. for buildings with 200 ft.
of lineal wall frontage and a building setback
of 300 ft. or greater

If no freestanding sign, wall sign area may be
increased by 33% per street frontage

Sign Setback / Height: NA

¢

Sign(s) per business-zoned property (zoning lot): |

One or more wall signs permitted per business use |

Sign Area:
4 15% of the wall area per street frontage, up to

100 sq. ft.
¢ If no freestanding sign, wall sign area may be
increased by 33% per street frontage ?

Sign Setback / Height: NA

! Electronic Message Displays (EMD): These signs may be stationary/permanent freestanding signs or wall signs (and electronically or mechanically changed), and
are permitted in zoning districts per the provisions in the Zoning Code. For example, EMD sign messages must be static (limited motion / movement) and may
change not more than once per four seconds. To protect neighborhoods, the EMD message may not change between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m. when the EMD sign is
located 200 feet from a residential zoning district and use.
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Temporary And Other Signs Allowed In Business Zoning Districts

4 Copy Board Sign: An additional 15 square foot changeable letter/panel sign may be added to any freestanding sign including
a legal, nonconforming sign in any zoning district (except on new EMD signs erected since October 2007)

4 Banner Sign: One 20 square foot banner sign per business-zoned property to identify business with additional banner
permitted for each 2 acres of zoning lot subject to location requirements (B-2, B-3, CPD zoning districts only)

4 Directional Sign: Up to 4 square feet in area (no limit on the number of directional signs)

¢ Grand Opening, Change of Business, or Going out of Business Sign:

- One 40 square foot sign per business use on a business-zoned property for 14 days (with an additional 30-days if permanent
sign not available, or other important reason)
- Flags, banners, balloons, etc. may be used in lieu of, or in combination, up to the maximum 40 square foot sign area

4 Development Sign: One, 64 square foot sign per development on the property may be displayed during active development

for a period of up to 2 years

4 Real estate Sign: One, 64 square foot sign per building or property, while the building or property is on the market for sale/
rent/lease and 30 days thereafter (No permit required)

4 Holiday Decorations: Decorations associated with a national, state, local or religious holidays may be displayed for not more
than 10 days [except decorations may be displayed from the day after Thanksgiving to January 2nd} (No permit required)

4 Public (noncommercial service) Event Sign:

- One, 64 square foot sign for a property and for each street where the property has frontage on the street with an additional
64 square foot sign for each 2 acres of property (zoning lot)
- The public event sign may be displayed 7 days before and 2 days after event

4 20 square foot Public Event Banner Sign: A banner may be mounted on a municipal pole on public property/right-of-way for
up to 60 days per calendar year with the approval of a permit from the City of Portage to use the municipal pole

The Department of Community Development is available and happy to assist businesses, property owners, and sign companies
with verifying the number, size and location of permitted signs.

Thank you and please call on us for assistance!

Department of Community Development
7900 South Westnedge Avenue
Portage, Ml 49002
(269) 329-4477
www.portagemi.gov

If you have additional questions about business signs, please contact the Department of Community Development at (269} 329-4477
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SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION
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Application Information
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o

i_Address: 2243 Yopr SHereoeN
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Project Address: ?52 ‘-[
Cetvmss
F./me ¢ = /.

o Eteweer - ‘EootE o
City: _Jemiseon) State: (W] Zip: 1
Description of Work: Téwo@%—l SKNAZE T

Owner Name:

Sl ey o0 EXSHY, Pele SN Rox

UNTIL ool New $l4_u5 Cav RE  INSBUED

. Bulget 4505 .
Zoning District:

Phone: Fax:

Completion date or display date(s):__}2-22~ [©

Contractor Name: N'H - | Address:
City: State: Zip: |
Applicant or Contractor Signature;— ‘é_ ]

Date: 12 21— ©

DT

Required
Permanent Freestanding Sign(s) (may include a Chan

e A scaled plot plan showing locations of existing and proposed si
distance between signs and sign height. NOTE: setback is measur
staked for verification when the site inspection is performed by th
Y N

A scaled drawing/picture showing new sign(s) face, type, dimensi

Plot Plan complete:

ign Information
geable Copy Board); AND Temporary Sign(s)
gln(s). Please include location, setback from property lines,

ed from the leading edge of the sign. Property lines must be
5 city.

on of sign and support structure, and total sign height. NOTE:

sign height is measured from adjacent street grade or top of curb tp highest point of sign(s).

Sign Drawing/Picture complete: Y N 2 v g0 2-¢" x (- ¢
e  Number of signs: Z Area (per sign) o 5\"/ smeE 18 <5 BAWNET
o Type of Construction EXls77Z  BoX o fole Illumination: internal external

Changeable copy board”_Y aﬁn”% Area (per sign si

Permanent or Temporary Wall Sign(s):

e A scaled drawing showing locations of existing and proposed sign
submit a scaled drawing/picture of the wall sign with dimensions.
Y N

Area (per sign)

Location Drawing/Sign Picture complete:

Number of signs:

de) A, 37 s‘r—//s.pg

(s) including wall dimensions, location(s) and height(s). Also,

Type of Construction

| Nlumination: internal external

RECEIVED
DEC 21 2000
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

7900 South Westnedge Avenue ¢ Portag , Michigan 49002 ¢ (269) 329-4477
www.portagemi.gov



Required Per
Sign Type Quantity
Permanent Freestanding
Changeable Copy Board*
Permanent Wall
Temporary Sign(s)
Directional(s)

Note: * no fee if installed with new or replacement freestanding sign.

TOTAL CHARGES: SS eo

Sign Permit, Construction an

Applicant or owner must call the Department of Comn
4466 to request an inspection once sign is installed.

Electrical permits are required for all: new wall signs (
existing buildings, and new circuits to freestanding sigt
other signs, electrical inspector will determine electrica

Michigan Law requires that you must contact MISS D
DIAL MISS DIG at

. The sign permit that is obtained will expire and becom
not commenced within 180 days from the date of issua

suspended or abandoned for a period of 180 days, per }

Please read and review the City of Portage Sign Permit

Sign permit spp.doe

‘mit Fees

Fee

$110.00 per application, address or tenant
$110.00 per application, address or tenant
$110.00 per application, address or tenant
$55.00 per application, address or tenant
$55.00 per application, address or tenant

1d Inspection Reminders

wunity Development at 269-329-4477 or 269-329-

including within mall), change-out of signs on
ns (does not include change of sign panels). For
1l permit requirements per applicable code provisions.

IG three working days before you break ground.

1-800-482-7171
= null and void if the building or work authorized is
nce, or if the building or work authorized is

Vlichigan Law.

after it is issued for important information.

7900 South Westnedge Avenue ¢ Portag

>, Michigan 49002 ¢ (269) 329-4477

www.portagemi.gov
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CITY OF PORTAGE

CITIZEN SERVICE REPORT

To: Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services Report Number: NSP

Yrom: M Date: 09/15/10

Subject: 325 E Centre URGENT?

Name of Citizen: Request Received by: Phone [ ]

Address of Citizen: Mail []

Work Ph: Home Ph: In Person [ ]

DETAILS EMD sign on truck, also parked in grass @ PCC.

FOR ZCA OFFICE USE ONLY

Request for: Action/Report [X] Report Only [ ] ZCA Assigned: VG/EM Report Classification: NSP

Address of Violation: 325 E Centre CT # 19.05-5 LMy

REPORT OR DISPOSITION:

DATE COMMENTS

09/02/2010 | DDNS observed EMD sign on truck parked in grass in — advertising PCOC Strut. Called into office requesting staff
to photo document violation, which was observed late in the afternoon. By time of inspection next day, sign was
gone.

9/15/2010 Mais observed sign again and photo documented truck
with EMD sign also parked in grass.

9/16/2010 Staff discussion regarding the use of the EMD sign on the Sign Art truck (sign was observed in spring 2010 used by
SPCA on Westnedge and recent inquiry from Chocolatea regarding potential use of sign). Determination that primary
function of truck is to serve as a sign structure, which is different from other vehicles with signs affixed or painted and
used during the normal course of business. Sign may be permitted as a Temporary Sign via a permit and truck may
not be parked on grass, maneuvering lane, fire lane, access drive, etc. DDNS phone inquiry to Diane Schrock of PCC.
Schrock returns leaves message that sign was used on 4 days and is now gone and won’t be used until next year.

9/20/2010 DDNS drafts letter to PCC and Sign Art regarding EMD sign on truck and ways in which the sign may be permitted in
accordance with the Zoning Code.

Follow-up Required [ ] Case Closed [X]

Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services Signature V 6

$:\2010-2011 Department Files\Neighborhood Serv Files\CSR, NSP Forms\By NSPANSP E Centre, 325'(PCC Sign Art sign).doc







CITY OF PORTAGE

CITIZEN SERVICE REPORT
To: Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services Report Number: NSP
From: ]M Date: 09/18/10
Subject: 6620 SWA URGENT? ____
Name of Citizen: Request Received by: Phone ]
Address of Citizen: _ Mail []
Work Ph: Home Ph: In Person [_]

DETAILS Nonpermitted signs placed at Firestone BSE

FOR ZCA OFFICE USE ONLY
Request for: Action/Report X Report Only [ | ZCA Assigned: EM Report Classification: NSP
Address of Violation: 6620 SWA CT #19.07-1 L/M no
REPORT OR DISPOSITION:
DATE COMMENTS
9/18/10 Observe illegal inflatable, tent, and flag signs while inspecting BSE at 6620 S Westnedge. Signage removed by 9/19.
—— — g TN e

9/20/10 Issue civil infraction ticket. Request informal for 10/1/10.

10/1/10 Informal hearing. Firestone admits responsibility and pays fine. Compliance order entered. Close.

Follow-up Required [ ]  Case Closed [X \/z
Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services Signature 2

/
S:\2010-2011 Department Files\Neighborhood Serv Files\CSR, NSP Forms\By NSPANSP SWA, 6620 (Firestone signs).doc




CITY OF PORTAGE
CITIZEN SERVICE REPORT

To: Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services
From: ELI

Subject: 8502 Portage

Name of Citizen:

Address of Citizen:

Work Ph: Home Ph:

DETAILS Illegal temporary sign in ROW.

Report Number: NSP

Date: 02/08/11

URGENT? ______

Request Received by: Phone [ ]
Mail [ ]

In Person [ ]

FOR ZCA OFFICE USE ONLY
Request for: Action/Report [X] Report Only [ | ZCA Assigned: EM Report Classification: NSP
iidress of Violation: 8502 Portage CT 21.01-1 L/MN
REPORT OR DISPOSITION:
DATE COMMENTS

02/08/11 Inspected. Sandwich board sign in ROW. Notice sent.

02/14/11 Re-inspected. Sign removed. Closed.

s o

Follow-up Required [ ]  Case Closed [X
Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services Signature

P:\CSR.04.doc




CITY OF PORTAGE
CITIZEN SERVICE REPORT

To: Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services

From: ELI

Subject: 3750 E Kilgore
Name of Citizen:

Address of Citizen: _____

Work Ph: Home Ph:

DETAILS Multiple yard signs at Venue

Report Number: NSP

Date: 09/13/10

URGENT? ____

Request Received by: Phone [ ]
Mail [ ]

In Person [ ]

FOR ZCA OFFICE USE ONLY
1 - uest for: Action/Report [X] Report Only [ ] ZCA Assigned: EM Report Classification: NSP
Address of Vielation: 3750 E Kilgore CT # 19.05-1 LMY
REPORT OR DISPOSITION:
DATE COMMENTS

09/13/10 Inspected. Temporary signs placed along road.

el 108

09/22/10 Re-inspected. Signs removed. Closed.

Follow-up Required [ ] Case Closed [X]
Deputy Director of Neighborhood Services Signature

$:\2010-2011 Department Files\Neighborhood Serv Files\CSR, NSP Forms\By NSP\NSP E Kilgore 3750 (signs).doc




CITY OF PORTAGE COMMUNICATION

.TO: Maurice S. Evans, City Manager DATE: June 17, 2011

FROM: W. Christopher Barnes, Director of Transportation & Utilities (/L&

SUBJECT: May 2011 Environmental Activity Report — Information Only

In keeping with goals and objectives adopted by the Council emphasizing the need to enhance
environmental quality and protect natural resources, the following information is intended to
keep the Council, Planning Commission and Environmental Board apprised of current

environmental issues.

Important environmental issues being monitored and coordinated by the Administration are
attached. The Summary Environmental Activity Report will continue to be provided on a
monthly basis to the Council, Planning Commission and Environmental Board.

Attachment
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES FROM MAY 24, 2011
The Regular Meeting was called to order by Mayor Strazdas at 7:31 p.m.

At the request of Mayor Strazdas, Rabbi Harvey Spivak of the Congregation of Moses of Kalamazoo
gave the invocation. Mayor Strazdas invited the Adult Boy Scout Leader Bob Everett and Boy Scouts
Tom Lee and Nate Barts of Troop 244 to lead City Council and the audience in reciting the Pledge of
Allegiance.

The City Clerk called the roll with the following members present: Councilmembers Cory A.
Bailes, Patricia M. Randall and Terry R. Urban, Mayor Pro Tem Edward J. Sackley and Mayor Peter J.
Strazdas. Councilmembers Elizabeth A. Campbell and Claudette S. Reid were absent with excuse. Also
in attendance were City Manager Maurice S. Evans, City Attorney Randy Brown and City Clerk James
R. Hudson.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Motion by Sackley, seconded by Urban, to approve the May 10,
2011 Special and Regular Meeting Minutes as presented. Upon a voice vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* CONSENT AGENDA: Mayor Strazdas asked Councilmember Bailes to read the Consent Agenda.
Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to approve the Consent Agenda motions as presented. Upon a
roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* APPROVAL OF ACCOUNTS PAYABLE REGISTER OF MAY 24, 2011: Motion by Urban,
seconded by Sackley, to approve the Accounts Payable Register of May 24, 2011. Upon a roll call vote,
motion carried 5 to 0.

PUBLIC HEARINGS:

2011 AMENDED TAX INCREMENT FINANCE PLAN /2011 AMENDED
DEVELOPMENT PLAN: Mayor Strazdas opened the public hearing and introduced Community
Development Director Jeffrey Erickson, who provided a history of the process thus far and summarized
the report from the City Manager dated April 14, 2011. He explained the Trade Center Area as it relates
to the South Westnedge Enhancement Projects (SWEPs) of the Downtown Development Authority
(DDA) and discussion followed. Mayor Strazdas opened the public hearing for comment from the
public.

Harry Hewitt, 18690 Inglewood, Cleveland, Ohio, representing the MIDAS Muffler Shop,
expressed appreciation for City Council efforts to expand economic development. He asked for
consideration for the MIDAS Muffler Shop with regards to the infrastructure as this is the only service
location on South Westnedge without access from both the northbound and southbound traffic. He
praised the boulevard for its aesthetics, but indicated that it has put a cramp on business and introduced
Bob Morris, the Franchisee of the MIDAS Muffler Shop.

Mr. Erickson described the location of the proposed development and pointed out that the
MIDAS Muffler Shop is along the boulevard that was constructed to provide better traffic control and
safety some years ago. He indicated that the impact on MIDAS Muffler Shop is some years in the future
with SWEPs Projects in 2018 according to the schedule provided by the Planning Commission.
Discussion followed and Mr. Erickson referred Mr. Hewitt to the Director of Transportation & Utilities
for more details. Discussion followed.

Mayor Pro Tem Sackley referred to the right-of-way acquisition on the west side of South
Westnedge necessary to increase the number of lanes and asked whether the developer would be
required to provide cross access in business zones or Commercial Planned Developments. Mr. Erickson
responded that city ordinances and the Planning Commission encourage shared access to ensure safe
traffic flows. Discussion followed.



Motion by Sackley, seconded by Urban, to close the public hearing. Upon a voice vote,
motion carried 5 to 0.

Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to accept the public comments on an ordinance
amendment to approve the 2011 Amended Tax Increment Finance Plan for the 2011 Amended
Development Plan for development area in the City of Portage Downtown Development Authority, and
take final action on the ordinance on June 28, 2011. Discussion followed regarding the significance of
the investment; that it marks a restart of economic development; and special appreciation for the efforts
of Roger Hinman and Joseph Gesmundo for their efforts in this matter. Upon a roll call vote, motion
carried 5 to 0.

TRADE CENTRE WAY RELOCATION PROJECT #997-R: Mayor Strazdas opened the
public hearing and introduced Transportation & Utilities Director Chris Barnes, who summarized the
description of the project as provided to City Council in the Agenda Packet. He highlighted the
realignment and improvement of Trade Centre Way from South Westnedge Avenue west 900 feet to just
west of West Fork Crossing; the reconstruction of a portion of South Westnedge Avenue south of Trade
Centre Way to facilitate left turn-in and right turn-in movements from South Westnedge Avenue to
Trade Centre Way and right turn-out movements from Trade Centre Way to South Westnedge Avenue;
and the inclusion of curb and gutter, storm sewer, utility relocation, boulevards, first class road
landscaping, lighting, fencing and related construction. He also reported that the entire project would be
100% paid by private parties. Discussion followed.

Motion by Sackley, seconded by Bailes, to close the public hearing. Upon a voice vote,
motion carried 5 to 0.

Mayor Strazdas opened the public hearing for public comment. There being no further
discussion, motion by Sackley, seconded by Urban, to adopt Resolution No. 3 for the Trade Centre Way
Relocation Project #997-R, directing the preparation of the special assessment roll, and adopt the
Resolution of Intent to issue bonds and authorize publication of the Notice of Intent. At the request of
Mayor Strazdas, Mr. Barnes explained the five Resolutions necessary for a Special Assessment Project.
Discussion followed. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0. Resolution recorded on page 225 of
City of Portage Resolution Book No. 225.

PETITIONS AND STATEMENTS OF CITIZENS: James Pearson, 3004 East Shore Drive,
indicated that 40% of the households in Michigan either lost a job or took a pay cut and asked that City
Council consider cutting the salaries of city employees as did the Portage Public Schools Board of
Education. City Manager Maurice Evans pointed out that the city employees have not had a pay
increase in three years, that the city has done a good job and is not under duress. Discussion followed.
He also asked City Council to also take a volunteer pay cut, suggested a 50% pay cut and asked for their
opinion on this matter. Mayor Strazdas responded.

REPORTS FROM THE ADMINISTRATION:

HUMAN SERVICES FUNDING ALLOCATIONS OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012
BUDGET: Mayor Strazdas pointed out that Councilmember Randall graciously serves on the Catholic
Family Services Board, but this creates a potential conflict of interest, so she would be abstaining from
voting on this portion of the Budget. In response to Mayor Strazdas, Councilmember Randall indicated
that she is not benefitting directly from Catholic Family Services. Discussion followed. City Attorney
Brown assured City Council that he had had a conversation with Councilmember Randall and had
advised her to abstain based on the Michigan Statute. Discussion followed.

Motion by Sackley, seconded by Bailes, to approve the Catholic Family Services Funding
Agreement of the Fiscal Year 2011-2012 Human Services Funding Allocations of the General Fund and
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG). Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 4 to 0 with
Councilmember Randall Abstaining.
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FISCAL YEAR 2011-2012 BUDGET APPROVAL: At the request of Mayor Strazdas, City
Manager Evans indicated that the Proposed City Budget is a sound, conservative financial plan that does
several different things: it accommodates curbside recycling and leaf pick-up funding needs; it
maintains the 13% fund balance as prescribed by City Council; it supports adequate economic
development with $8.48 million in infrastructure improvements through the Capital Improvement
Program (CIP); and, it continues an efficient cost containment approach by providing a high level of
both municipal and privatized services.

Mr. Evans introduced Financial Director Daniel Foecking, who provided a presentation on the
General Operating Fund millage and expenditures, Capital Improvement Program (CIP) millage,
Curbside Recycling Fund millage, Leaf Pickup / Spring Cleanup Fund millage, and the Municipal
Streets Fund millage. Discussion followed. In response to Mayor Pro Tem Sackley, Mr. Foecking
spoke briefly about reductions in revenue sharing, volunteer budget cuts, many savings in operational
costs, the loss of Act 51 funds used for maintaining roads, and other losses. Discussion followed
regarding the importance of the 13% Fund Balance and the fact that employees are contributing 20%
toward their benefits.

Councilmember Randall expressed her appreciation for the efforts made by Mr. Foecking.

She indicated that she would be voting “no” on the 2011-2012 Budget because she did not believe that
increasing taxes at this time is in the best interest of the citizens of Portage, or that every possible
deduction has been made. She indicated that land values have declined, hundreds of Portage taxpayers
lost their homes and foreclosures are at an all time high with a total of 1,045 homes in the County of
Kalamazoo over the year 2010 which exceeds all other foreclosure numbers in preceding years.

Councilmember Randall indicated that Portage Public Schools report that the number of
students qualifying for free or reduced hot lunch has soared to 23.8% of the total student population and
staff believes that this number is considerably lower than the actual number who could qualify as several
Portage Elementary schools are at or near 40% of their student population in free or reduced lunch
program. She said that the levels of students using this program declined for students entering into
higher grades as many are not comfortable seeking assistance for a variety of reasons. She stated that
unemployment in the City of Portage is 8%; that city employees have not received a raise for three
consecutive years; yet, the budget asks city employees for more tax revenues.

Councilmember Randall said that the City has increased water and sewer rates by over 70% in
the past five years which has been shouldered by our citizens, and she advocated that the city set up a
fund to assist the residents who can least afford these staggering increases.

Councilmember Randall said that over the past five year period, the City has increased taxes
four times to balance the budget; that the city has pledged to reduce staff through attrition, yet the
Deputy City Assessor position was filled in July with another full time employee, and costs budgeted for
this department alone under operations has more than doubled since 2009 to this year’s proposed budget.
Finally, she indicated that in 1985 City Council prescribed a 13% Fund Balance, but economic
conditions were entirely different 26 years ago than they are today with investments earning less than
1/2% while borrowing costs range between 2.85 and 6%. She advocated using the Reserve Fund
Balance to cover the current deficit making an increase in taxes not necessary. Discussion followed.

Since the only millage rates proposed for increase were the Curbside Recycling and the Leaf
Pick-up millage, Mayor Strazdas asked Councilmember Randall for specific areas she had as targets for
cuts, but she responded that that was not her area of expertise and had none, but she offered the
suggestion of fewer pick-ups, drop off centers, and people who specialize in these areas could provide
some options. Discussion followed. Councilmember Urban asked Councilmember Randall if she was
recommending reducing these services and she answered, “Yes, whatever it takes to balance the budget
without increasing taxes.” Councilmember Urban indicated that he brought his budget materials with
him, that he is willing to do what it takes tonight to balance the budget, but there was a need to find
$300,000 to do that. Councilmember Randall indicated that she was “willing to take it out of the extra
13% funding.” Mayor Strazdas deferred to City Manager Maurice Evans, who indicated that City
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Council really should not get into the practice of using the fund balance of one fund to save another
fund; and, by having a higher Fund Balance, the bond rating is better which saves the city a lot of money
on bond interest. Further, he stated that if the City Council should choose to make cuts from a voter-
approved (dedicated) millage because that is where the proposed increases are. When he asked Mr.
Foecking if the budget for the Assessor had been doubled, both agreed it had not. Discussion followed.

Mr. Foecking indicated that the State of Michigan has a new Emergency Manager Fiscal Act
and a coding scheme where they evaluate cities and counties on a scale of one to ten, the lower the score
the better. One question the State asks is does the city have a Fund Balance of 13% or more? If the
answer is yes, no points are assigned; otherwise, the city receives a point. Once the city has
accumulated enough points, the State has the option of sending in a Fiscal Emergency Manager to run
the city, which Mr. Foecking advised was not at all desirable.

Mayor Strazdas summarized the wishes of Councilmember Randall not to increase the cost to
the average homeowner of $6.15 for Curbside Recycling and $7.50 for Spring Clean-up/Leaf Pick-up,
and take the needed funds out of the 13% Fund Balance. He asked if there was another City
Councilmember interested in cutting the fund balance below the desirable 13% level, and asked for
comments from City Council regarding lowering the fund balance of the City and to have a conversation
about cutting leaf pick-up and recycling services. As a point of order, Mayor Pro Tem Sackley asked if
it was legal and proper to draw money from the Fund Balance in order to transfer it to a fund derived
from dedicated millage for specific services. Mr. Foecking indicated that the fund can lend the money
to the fund, but it is must be paid back or it is considered poor practice. Discussion followed.

In response to Councilmember Randall, Mr. Foecking indicated that the Water & Sewer Fund
has a negative working capital value balance, but has a positive net asset value, unlike any of the other
funds, and these funds are fungible with cash in one bank account. He stated that the working capital in
the water fund is in a deficit position, and Portage has submitted a plan with the State of Michigan to
bring it out of a deficit position as is required. Discussion followed. Mayor Strazdas summed up and
asked for comments from City Council regarding lowering the fund balance of the City and to have a
conversation about cutting leaf pick-up and recycling.

In response to the concern of Mayor Pro Tem Sackley of whether it was legal and proper to
draw money from the Fund Balance in order to transfer it to a fund derived from dedicated millage for
specific services, Councilmember Urban opined that it was not illegal, but the city could not afford to
pay for these services any longer from the General Fund and Portage citizens voted in favor of a
dedicated millage to pay for each of these services. Discussion followed.

Mayor Pro Tem Sackley noted that the $300,000 would have to be found in the General Fund
because the State of Michigan Treasury Department considers the 13% Fund Balance to be a minimum
for a city to be considered a healthy city. He then expressed a desire to have Portage be a healthy city
and to be viewed in a positive manner for those who want to invest in Portage, for those who wish to
buy Portage municipal bonds and for those who want to do business with the City of Portage. He
concluded that taking from the Fund Balance to pay for services funded through a voter-approved
dedicated millage would be irresponsible and was not interested in doing this. Discussion followed.

Mayor Pro Tem Sackley and Mr. Foecking distinguished the fact that a significant portion of
the approximate $3-3.5 million and the $700,000 Delta money in the Fund Balance is derived mostly
from interest on investments; and, that transferring Fund Balance money to another fund where it is then
spent makes it not available the next budget year. Mayor Pro Tem Sackley expressed his appreciation
for the discussion as he considered it healthy, but wished it had taken place at the public hearing two
weeks ago instead of at the approval stage.

Mayor Pro Tem Sackley questioned his understanding of Councilmember Randall’s position
by asking for a discussion with her regarding whether she objected to the increase in the dedicated
millage approved by the voters or whether she objected to what the increase was going to fund. He
expressed an interest in not splitting the issue inappropriately as Councilmember Randall may not have
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wanted that. Mayor Strazdas asked Mayor Pro Tem Sackley whether he was interested in lowering the
Fund Balance or not, and Mayor Pro Tem Sackley indicated it was not a prudent or responsible fiduciary
act.

Councilmember Randall quoted page 84 of the Proposed Fiscal Year 2011-2012 Budget,
“Bond rating agencies consider a 10% fund balance to be more than adequate reserve against
unexpected contingencies and to make debt payments if regular revenue sources are not sufficient.”
“With the exception of fiscal 2001/2002 (i.e., the fiscal year in which the major October 2001
windstorm damage and restoration occurred), the fund balance of the General Fund has remained well
above the 13% level prescribed by the City Council.” She referred to the graph on the page to reinforce
her position that 3% of the reserve fund balance should be considered. Mr. Foecking explained and
discussion followed. Mr. Foecking emphasized the position of the State of Michigan that a 13% fund
balance be retained and pointed out that this has been the budget goal of City Council since 1985.
Discussion followed. Mayor Strazdas asked if any Councilmember besides Councilmember
Randall wished to spend down the fund balance below the 13%, and each Councilmember answered in
the negative, especially because the bond rating of the city would go down and payments would go up
and any savings realized by using the fund balance in a voter-approved millage would become nothing
more than the well-known short term gimmick. Mayor Strazdas concurred.

Mayor Strazdas then asked if City Council was interested in reducing recycling services and/or
the spring clean-up, leaf pick-up services to the citizens. In answer to Councilmember Urban,

Mr. Foecking indicated that the fund balance was taken down to $4.00 to pay for the ice storm damage
clean up, that no money was borrowed from the fund and that the expenses were accommodated in the
spring clean-up, leaf pick-up fund. He indicated that the millage request in the spring clean-up, leaf
pick-up fund is to repay the $117,000 utilized for the clean-up and to build that fund back up in order to
maintain the current service level, to accommodate the new composting procedure requirement and to
establish a reasonable 13% fund balance in the spring clean-up, leaf pick-up fund. He emphasized that
no money was borrowed for the ice storm damage clean up. Discussion followed.

In response to Mayor Strazdas, Councilmember Urban indicated that Leaf Pick-up Number
Three was set up by City Council to accommodate the unpredictable weather and leaf fall in Michigan.
He expressed his amazement with the efficiencies and cost containment created over time as the City
became more experienced with the program; that this was a time when City Council was considering
increasing, not decreasing, the recycling services; and, he questioned whether fewer pick-ups is possible
under the current contract.

In response to Mayor Strazdas, Councilmember Bailes expressed his appreciation as a Portage
resident for the third pick-up as it would cost more than the millage increase to take care of the leaves
that would fall after the second pick-up; therefore, he did not favor reducing the spring clean-up, leaf
pick-up services and did favor the current recycling service as his neighbors take advantage of it.

Councilmember Randall asked for feedback on the Pilot Program in Moorsbridge where larger
capacity bins were utilized that could contain the recyclables on windy days and could mean fewer pick-
ups and a reduction in labor costs. City Manager Evans indicated that the program is very promising,
but wanted to give the Environmental Committee a chance to review the program before bringing it to
City Council for consideration. In answer to Mayor Strazdas, Deputy City Manager Brian Bowling said
that Republic Services has not indicated any cost savings and no cost savings that would be passed on to
the City. Discussion followed.

In response to Councilmember Randall’s referring to money in the Fund Balance as not being
taxpayer dollars, Mayor Pro Tem Sackley emphasized that the money in the Fund Balance is taxpayer
dollars. In response to Councilmember Randall’s comment that she is not a specialist, Mayor Pro Tem
Sackley expressed disbelief because of the many hours spent by City Council for the last two years
while she was in office for the retreat, for budget preparation, actual budget work sessions, the budget
presentation and the public hearing on the budget with all of the information provided. He stressed that
the dedicated millage was voted on by the voters who voted to have the City provide these services; that
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a reduction in these services means the homeowner has to pay for them above and beyond the millage;
and, that over 50% of the cost for recycling, leaf and brush pick-up are already subsidized by
commercial, industrial and apartment complexes that can not even benefit from them. Finally, he asked
for specific areas where taxes can be cut instead of “playing games” to be able to say “I voted against a
tax increase” because if there’s going to be a tax increase, it is going to be a decision in which all
Portage citizens will participate.

In response to Councilmember Randall’s request to provide the poor with water and sewer
assistance, Mayor Pro Tem Sackley reminded her that she voted in favor of the water and sewer rate
increase and pondered what fund she would want to utilize for assistance to the poor. He then asked for
concrete proposals from her. Finally, he stated that he advocated no decrease in services that the voters
have requested, and that these services have been funded for a long period time.

Mayor Strazdas characterized the approach of City Council with regard to the dedicated
millage has been a good, permissive approach. He indicated that if City Council had levied the
maximum amount each year, the fund would have more than enough money to fund these services, but
City Council has only levied what was needed each year. He congratulated City Council for not ever
having to levy the full amount possible for either funds as cost effective and prudent and indicated he
has not heard citizens who are willing to reduce the leaf pick-up or branch pick-up. Discussion
followed. He summed up by saying he is not in favor of cutting services, is very much in favor of
having a permissive millage and is not in favor of hitting the ceiling to preserve the fund balance.
Discussion followed.

Motion by Urban, seconded by Bailes, to approve the Fiscal Year 2011-2012 Budget and adopt
the General Appropriations Act Resolution and the Salary and Wage Resolution. Discussion followed
and Mayor Pro Tem Sackley stressed that a unanimous vote on the budget is important and he is willing
to stay as long as necessary to get a unanimous vote on the budget. He then said that better preparation
is necessary so last minute discussions of what might or might not happen are not presented at the last
minute because that just corrupts the process. Mayor Strazdas asked for further discussion.

Councilmember Randall complained that she did not believe Mayor Pro Tem Sackley has
treated her with the same respect and courtesy as he has treated other Councilmembers, accused him of
bullying her and indicated she feels his anger. She indicated that citizens have contacted her privately
and stopped her in public about this, then told Mayor Strazdas he has never stepped in to say anything.
She stated that diversity is good; different opinions are healthy; and, this is what we were elected to do.
She said Mayor Pro Tem Sackley talks about consensus almost as a threat and asked Mayor Strazdas for
support as her Mayor.

Mayor Strazdas indicated he appreciates and respects her position and every Councilmember’s
opinion. He stated because we live in a Democracy, City Council can respectfully disagree in a
professional manner and move forward. He said that elected leaders all believe we should be doing the
right thing; we speak our minds, vote the way we think we should vote and the majority rules. He
concurred with Mayor Pro Tem Sackley that it would have been better to get into the details months in
advance rather than wait until tonight and he sensed the frustration. Mayor Strazdas indicated he was in
favor of the motion, but respected Councilmember Randall’s opinion and asked for comments
specifically on the motion.

Mayor Pro Tem Sackley reiterated that his comments to Councilmember Randall were specific
to the process and that he stood by his willingness to work as long as necessary to explore opportunities
to satisfy Councilmember Randall’s desire to see no increase in the millage rate. He expressed
disappointment that his comment on the process was instead met with a personal attack that was not
specific to the request of what can be done to satisfy the desire to see no increase in the millage rate. He
indicated that the straw poll was that the funds were not going to come out of recycling or leaf pick-up
and asked, “If not that, then what?”” He reminded City Council that they had spent hundreds of hours
and tens of thousands of dollars pursuing initiatives brought by Councilmember Randall to City Council
with regards to assessments and the millions of data points analyzed in the Randall Report. He implored
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Councilmember Randall to bring forth a recommendation this evening and offered to stay as long as
necessary; and, he asked for anything, anything specific. He noted that the funds are not going to come
from leaf pick-up, nor recycling, nor from the Fund Balance. He also recognized that if there is nothing
else open for conversation, then it will just have to be left at that. He offered the idea that if
Councilmember Randall could find any thing else that can be cut from the General Fund budget to
reduce the General Fund millage below 7.5 mills, that would be an alternative that could be
accomplished through a budget amendment. He expressed an interest in finding common good as the
voters elected City Council to do the work without excuses.

Mayor Strazdas called the question. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 4 to 1. Yeas:
Councilmembers Bailes and Urban, Mayor Pro Tem Sackley and Mayor Strazdas. No: Councilmember
Randall. Discussion followed. Resolutions recorded on pages 233 and 235 of City of Portage
Resolution Book No. 44.

* MAJOR STREET RECONSTRUCTION PROGRAM: Motion by Urban, seconded by
Sackley, to support the substitution of the West Centre Avenue (Shaver to Oakland) project for the
Romence Parkway (Lovers Lane to Sprinkle) project in the 2011-2012 Major Street Reconstruction
Program. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC SAFETY - POLICE/FIRE CHIEF: Motion by Urban, seconded
by Sackley, to confirm the appointment of Richard White as the City of Portage Director of Public
Safety — Police/Fire Chief. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* MICHIGAN STATE HOUSING DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - HOME BUYER
PURCHASE: Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to approve the $35,000 grant amendment to the
Michigan State Housing Development Authority for the North Portage Home Buyer Purchase
Rehabilitation Program and authorize the Mayor and City Manager to execute all documents related to
the amendment in the event the request is awarded. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* MEMBERSHIP OF YOUTH INVOLVEMENT PROGRAMS: Motion by Urban,
seconded by Sackley, to adopt a Resolution amending the Program Guidelines for the Youth Advisory
Committee and Appointments of Youth Participants to City Boards and Commissions. Upon a roll call
vote, motion carried S to 0. Resolution recorded on page 237 of City of Portage Resolution Book No.
44,

* DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - REAPPOINTMENTS AND
CONFIRMATION OF TERMS: Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to confirm the
reappointments of the City Manager to the Portage Downtown Development Authority Board of
Directors. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* RESPONSE TO COMMENTS OF MR. DAVID MCGAVIN - INFORMATION ONLY:
Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to receive the communication from the City Manager regarding
the response to comments of Mr. David McGavin as information only. Upon a roll call vote, motion
carried 5 to 0.

* LEXINGTON GREEN DRAINAGE CHANNEL/DITCH RESPONSE —
INFORMATION ONLY: Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to receive the communication from
the City Manager regarding the Lexington Green Drainage Channel/Ditch response as information only.
Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.
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* APRIL 2011 SUMMARY ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIVITY REPORT -
INFORMATION ONLY: Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to receive the communication from
the City Manager regarding the April 2011 Summary Environmental Activity Report as information
only. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* DEPARTMENT MONTHLY REPORTS: Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to
receive the Department Monthly Reports. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* MINUTES OF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS: City Council received the minutes for the
following boards and commissions:

Portage Zoning Board of Appeals of April 11, 2011.
Portage Environmental Board of April 13, 2011.

BID TABULATIONS:

* STREET PAVING RECONSTRUCTION/REPAIRS - RECOMMENDATION: Motion
by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to approve a contract with Michigan Paving and Materials Company to
provide reconstruction to selected local streets and asphalt surface repairs to isolated sections of major
streets in the not-to-exceed amount of $638,707.09; approve the added expenditure of $156,279.79 for
additional street repairs at unit pricing within this contract; and, authorize the City Manager to execute
all documents related to this contract on behalf of the city. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* LEAF COMPOST SITE MANAGEMENT AND PROCESSING -
RECOMMENDATION: Motion by Urban, seconded by Sackley, to approve a three-year contract
with Renewed Earth, Incorporated, to provide yard waste recycling services in a total amount not to
exceed $309,000 and authorize the City Manager to execute all documents related to this contract and
subsequent renewals on behalf of the city. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 5 to 0.

* 2011 STORM DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS PROGRAM: Motion by Urban, seconded
by Sackley, to award a contract to the low bidder, Peters Construction Company, for the construction of
the 2011 Storm Drainage Improvements in the not-to exceed amount of $134,257.17 and authorize the
City Manager to execute all documents on behalf of the city. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried
5t00.

OTHER CITY MATTERS:

STATEMENTS OF CITIZENS: State Representative Margaret O’Brien indicated that the
State will be adopting the State Budget for the first time before June 1% in 50 years. She indicated she
always talks about Portage being proactive at the Capitol Building with the foresight to make hard
decisions to privatize services to save money, to be in a very healthy position with no risk of a Fiscal
Emergency Manager, to be able to pave streets and to be able to maintain infrastructure. She cited some
of the shortcomings of the early 1990’s when the State spent down the Fund Balance, the increase in the
number of State employees and said once you do a one-time gimmick such as spending down the Fund
Balance, there is structural deficiency in your budget that will be extremely hard to overcome. She
praised the floating dedicated millage as many cities across the state wished they had one where you
only levy the amount needed to provide the service. She recognized that hard decisions are never
popular, but that City Council is not here to be popular, only to be proper stewards of the tax dollars of
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the City of Portage; and, she thanked them for their service and recognized the importance of diversity
of opinions as an opportunity to learn valuable lessons. Discussion followed.

In response to James Pearson, 3004 East Shore Drive, Mayor Strazdas indicated that he would
be assisting members of City Council to work through any conflicts they may have.

David McGavin, 611 South Shore Drive, objected to having a third leaf pick-up as this was not
approved by the voters, only two pick-ups and objected to the reference to the average increases being
six and seven dollars as those with more expensive homes will pay more. He agreed with Mayor Pro
Tem Sackley, as did Mayor Strazdas, that this discussion should have taken place earlier in the process
and that citizens with financial expertise do live in Portage and could come forward to contribute.
Mayor Strazdas reminded him that the budget sessions are advertised, but if there are no issues, people
do not typically attend the detailed budget work sessions. Mayor Strazdas agreed that citizens should be
involved early on in the process and thanked him for that comment.

STATEMENTS OF CITY COUNCIL AND CITY MANAGER: Councilmember Randall
extended congratulations to all graduating students, reminded everyone of the upcoming Memorial Day
Parade and wished everyone a safe and happy holiday weekend.

Councilmember Bailes offered respect to his neighbor, 20-year Air Force Veteran, Master
Sergeant Mike Reverski, and recognized the services of all who fought for the freedom of this country
and that they not be forgotten in commemoration of Memorial Day.

Councilmember Urban commented on Item F.2, the substitution of the West Centre Avenue
(Shaver to Oakland) project for the Romence Parkway (Lovers Lane to Sprinkle) project, and
congratulated Richard White and his appointment as the City of Portage Director of Public Safety —
Police/Fire Chief. Also, as an example of good stewardship of the public money, he cited the fact that
the City of Portage will spend fewer dollars on health benefits in Fiscal Year 2011-2012 than in Fiscal
Year 2004-2005, which reflects a 13% increase per employee over the last six years, and he
complimented Benefit Services Director Patti Thompson for her work in this area.

City Manager Evans complimented State Representative Margaret O’Brien for her work in
Lansing and for the State presenting an early budget for approval and the tough decisions and work
being done at the State level. He commended those from the Administration who helped him with the
work for the last nine months on the budget, specifically, Deputy City Manager Brian Bowling, Finance
Director Daniel Foecking and Deputy Finance Director Pat Fitnitch. He thanked City Council for their
support on confirming Richard White and his appointment as the City of Portage Director of Public
Safety — Police/Fire Chief and for their support on the budget. Discussion followed.

Mayor Pro Tem Sackley indicated he has lived in the City of Portage for thirty-three years,
loves this city and is very passionate about the City of Portage. He said it can be easy to characterize
passion for anger. He reflected that Margaret O’Brien has only been in office for four months, but
knows she has been a participant in the budget process, and elected officials are expected to be quick
learners.

He acknowledged that there is always the opportunity to amend the budget and that there are
learned people in the community who could help with the process. He referred Mr. David McGavin to
Item F.7, and confirmed that Mr. McGavin received the supplemental information provided to City
Council regarding his questions. He pointed out that City Council can also amend the budget and
welcomed any suggestions to reduce the General Fund expenditures as the other funds are off of the
table, realizing that some of the rhetoric may have something to do with this being an election year for
City Council. He thanked everyone for all of their participation in the budget process this year,
apologized that there was not a unanimous vote on the approval of the budget and indicated that
consensus is not a “dirty” word. He referred to State Representative O’Brien and the times she moved
him to vote with her on matters that were important to her. He applauded her ability to bring people of
diversity together and for her passion that hopefully has never been construed as anger.
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Mayor Strazdas focused on the 9.5 mills as a herculean task to not move that rate up and still
provide the services with fewer employees and complimented City Council and the Administration for
making this possible. He expressed best wishes to Councilmember Reid as she is on her honeymoon in
northern Michigan and congratulated Councilmember Campbell on her speaking engagement with the
graduating Community Education students. He polled City Council regarding which of the
Councilmembers would be attending the Memorial Day Parade and who wished to walk and who
wished to ride on a surrey.

ADJOURNMENT: Mayor Strazdas adjourned the meeting at 10:36 p.m.

James R. Hudson, City Clerk

*Indicates items included on the Consent Agenda.
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES FROM JUNE 14, 2011
The Regular Meeting was called to order by Mayor Strazdas at 7:35 p.m.

The City Clerk called the roll with the following members present: Councilmembers Cory A.
Bailes, Elizabeth A. Campbell, Patricia M. Randall, Claudette S. Reid, Terry R. Urban and Mayor Pro
Tem Edward J. Sackley and Mayor Peter J. Strazdas. Also in attendance were City Manager Maurice S.
Evans, City Attorney Randall Brown and City Clerk James R. Hudson.

Mayor Strazdas asked Mr. Kyle Douglas of the Life Point Church of Portage to give the invocation
and the 100™ Eagle Scout from Troop 244, Nolan Stoffer, led the City Council and the audience in the
recitation of the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Motion by Sackley, seconded by Urban, to approve the May 24,
2011 Regular Meeting Minutes as presented. Upon a voice vote, motion carried 5 to 0 with
Councilmembers Campbell and Reid abstaining.

* CONSENT AGENDA: Mayor Strazdas asked Councilmember Randall to read the Consent
Agenda. Mayor Pro Tem Sackley asked that Item F.7, Eliason Corporation Land Donation, be removed
from the Consent Agenda. Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid, to approve the Consent Agenda
motions as amended. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to 0.

*  APPROVAL OF CHECK REGISTER OF JUNE 14, 2011: Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid,
to approve the Check Register of June 14, 2011. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to 0.

PUBLIC HEARING:

REZONING APPLICATION #10-01, PORTAGE ROAD AND FAIRLANE AVENUE:
Councilmember Campbell recused herself as her employer owns the subject property, and then left the
City Council Chambers for the duration of the discussion on this item. Mayor Strazdas opened the
public hearing and introduced Community Development Director Jeffrey Erickson, who reviewed the
rezoning application from Residential Opportunities, Inc., (ROI) requesting that 9616 and 9602 Portage
Road, 1704 South Shore Drive, 1712, 1720, 1726 and 1806 Fairlane Avenue be rezoned from I-1, light
industry and R-1C, one family residential to OS-1, office service. Mr. Erickson indicated that the purpose of
the rezoning is to facilitate reuse of the former Moose Lodge building/site for The Great Lakes Center for
Autism Treatment and Research, a residential treatment center for up to 12 children combined with an
outpatient clinic for children with autism and is a joint venture between ROI and the Western Michigan
University Psychology Department.

Mr. Erickson referred to a report dated April 15, 2011, from the Department of Community
Development that recommended the seven properties be rezoned to OS-1 and pointed out that the
Comprehensive Plan recognizes that the OS-1 district can provide an effective transition between higher
intensity uses and major streets and interior residential neighborhoods; moreover, since reuse of the former
Moose Lodge building by a traditional light industrial user is limited given the nature of the building design,
i.e. configuration, one-story, low ceilings, etc., redevelopment under the existing I-1 zoning designation
would more likely necessitate demolition of the existing building and construction of a new industrial
facility, and the environmental impact on adjacent residential land uses to the north and west would likely be
much greater under the existing I-1 zone, depending upon the type of industrial use. He reviewed the
Planning Commission activity in April on the matter and indicated that the Commission considered this
letter, along with an April 21, 2011 response from the Department of Community Development, and voted
unanimously to recommend to City Council that Rezoning Application #10-01 be approved and the seven
parcels/lots be rezoned to OS-1, office service. Discussion followed.



Residential Opportunities Inc. Chief Executive Officer Scott Schrum, 5752 Castleton Lane,
Oshtemo, introduced Residential Opportunities Inc. Director of Properties Tom Ihling, and spoke in
favor of the rezoning. In response to Councilmember Reid, Mr. Schrum indicated that besides
accommodating up to 12 residents, there would be an estimated 100 children annually, 35 full time
employees, including a speech therapist and an occupational therapist and internship opportunities for
Western Michigan University students with ten on the residential side and ten on the outpatient side. In
answer to her question about traffic generated by the facility, he said there would be eight staff members
with three trips per day, two or three cars for the interns and pointed out that there would be limited
visitation, so extra traffic beyond that mentioned would be 15-18 per day.

Motion by Sackley, seconded by Reid, to close the public hearing. Upon a voice vote, motion
carried 6 to 0.

Motion by Sackley, seconded by Bailes, to approve an Ordinance to amend the City of Portage
Code of Ordinances by amending Article 4 of Chapter 42, Official Zoning Map, changing the zoning of
9616 Portage Road, Parcel ID Number 00026-070-A; 9602 Portage Road, Parcel ID Number 05100-
024-0; 1704 South Shore Drive, Parcel ID Number 05100-001-B; 1712 Fairlane Avenue, Parcel ID
Number 05100-017-0; 1720 Fairlane Avenue, Parcel ID Number 05100-018-O; 1726 Fairlane Avenue,
Parcel ID Number 05100-019-O; and 1806 Fairlane Avenue, Parcel ID Number 05100-020-O; from R-
1C, one family residential and I-1, light industry, to OS-1, office service. Discussion followed. Upon a
roll call vote, motion carried 6 to 0. Councilmember Campbell returned. Ordinance recorded on page
169 of City of Portage Ordinance Book No. 12.

REPORTS FROM THE ADMINISTRATION:

* RESOLUTION AWARDING BID: Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid, to adopt the
Resolution awarding the bid for the City of Portage Capital Improvement Bonds, Series 2011, in the
amount of $1,700,000, to Fifth Third Securities, Inc., at 3.752893%. Upon a roll call vote, motion
carried 7 to 0. Resolution recorded on page 241 of City of Portage Resolution Book No. 44.

* COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) PROGRAM
RECOMMENDATION: Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid, to approve the revised Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program FY 2011-15 Consolidated Plan and FY 2011-12 Annual
Action Plan in the approved FY 2011-12 budget; and authorize the City Manager to execute and submit
the revised documents to the Department of Housing and Urban Development. Upon a roll call vote,
motion carried 7 to 0.

* ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 10-C, MEDICAL MARIHUANA HOME
OCCUPATION: Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid, to accept Ordinance Amendment 10-C, Medical
Marihuana Home Occupation, for first reading and set a public hearing for July 12, 2011, at 7:30 p.m. or
as soon thereafter as may be heard; and subsequent to the public hearing, consider approval of
Ordinance Amendment 10-C, Medical Marihuana Home Occupation. Upon a roll call vote, motion
carried 7 to 0.

* TRADE CENTRE WAY RELOCATION PROJECT #997-R: Motion by Urban, seconded
by Reid, to adopt Resolution No. 4 for the Trade Centre Way Relocation Project #997-R, setting a public
hearing on the Assessment Roll for June 28, 2011, at 7:30 p.m. or as soon thereafter as may be heard.
Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to 0. Resolution recorded on page 245 of City of Portage
Resolution Book No. 44.
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* DELINQUENT WATER AND SEWER BILLS: Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid, to
order notice to applicable property owners that all water and/or sewer charges remaining unpaid as of
June 30, 2011 will be transferred to the 2011 city tax roll and assessed against property for which the

services were furnished. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to 0.

* RENEWAL OF CONTRACT FOR POLICE UNIFORM CLEANING: Motion by Urban,
seconded by Reid, to approve a one-year extension of the contract with Kal Clean, Inc., dba Paris
Cleaners, for police uniform cleaning services in the amount up to $30,000.00, through June 10, 2012,
and authorize the City Manager to execute all documents related to this matter on behalf of the city.
Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to 0.

ELIASON CORPORATION LAND DONATION: Mayor Pro Tem Sackley indicated that
he wanted the Eliason family recognized, especially Linda Eliason, for the donation of the property
adjacent to Bishop’s Bog in the City of Portage Park System. He commented that there was an area off
of Shaver Road that could be used for parking in the future and offered the idea that this could be an
area where a disc golf course could be set up. Discussion followed. Motion by Sackley, seconded by
Reid, to accept the donation of 123 acres of land as a preservation area from Mrs. Linda Eliason, in
memoriam, subject to finalization of the donation, memorial, land appraisal, title documentation and a
Phase I Environmental Assessment. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to O.

* LOCAL OFFICERS COMPENSATION COMMISSION REPORT: Motion by Urban,
seconded by Reid, to receive the communication from the Local Officers Compensation Commission.
Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to 0.

* CLOSED SESSION: Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid, to hold a closed session
immediately following the Regular City Council Meeting of June 14, 2011, to discuss a personnel
matter. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried 7 to 0.

PARK BOARD CHAIR MIKE ZAJAC, GET ACTIVE PORTAGE!: City Council received
the communication from Park Board Chair Mike Zajac concerning Get Active Portage!

* MINUTES OF BOARDS AND COMMISSIONS: City Council received the minutes of the
following Boards and Commissions:

Portage Public Schools Board of Education Special of April 14 and Special and Regular of

April 18, 2011.

Portage Youth Advisory Committee of April 11 and May 16, 2011.

Portage Park Board of May 4, 2011.

Portage Historic District Commission of May 4 and May 11, 2011.

Portage Planning Commission of May 5 and May 19, 2011.

Portage Environmental Board of May 10, 2011.

Portage Local Officers Compensation Commission Draft of June 7, 2011.

BID TABULATIONS:

* BID RECOMMENDATION — PARK FACILITY CLEANING MAINTENANCE:
Motion by Urban, seconded by Reid, to approve the low bid from Too Clean, Incorporated, for cleaning
maintenance of park facilities for the period July 1, 2011 through June 30, 2012 in the amount of
$21,630, with an option for a contract renewal up to three years and authorize the City Manager to
execute all documents related to this action of behalf of the city. Upon a roll call vote, motion carried

7 to 0.
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RECESS: 7:58 p.m.
RECONVENE: 9:04 p.m.

NEW BUSINESS:

CONTRACT RENEWAL OF CITY MANAGER MAURICE EVANS: Upon return from
closed session where City Council performed an employment evaluation of City Manager Maurice
Evans, Mayor Strazdas explained that there were three members of the City Council on the City
Manager Evaluation Committee: Mayor Pro Tem Sackley, Councilmember Urban and Councilmember
Reid. He explained that each Councilmember evaluated Mr. Evans, found that he exceeds expectations
and provided feedback regarding his work performance. He called on each City Manager Evaluation
Committee Member for discussion and for each Councilmember to comment on Mr. Evans. Discussion
followed regarding the decrease in revenues from all sources; no increase in pay for Mr. Evans and city
employees for the last three years, and the ability of staff to still do a fine job with good customer
service and professionalism; City Manager’s public recognition of staff; City of Portage use of best
practices; and the leadership qualities exhibited by Mr. Evans every day.

Mr. Evans responded that he enjoys working with all of you (City Council, City Attorney and
City Staff). He commented on their great leadership during the Council retreat process that results in the
City Goals and Objectives each year and, even though these are challenging times, the City of Portage is
“ahead of the curve.” Discussion followed.

Motion by Sackley, seconded by Reid, that City Council accept the recommendation of the
City Council City Manager Evaluation Committee to approve the contract for the City Manager as
circulated and to authorize signature in accordance with the Portage City Charter. Upon a roll call vote,
motion carried 7 to 0.

OTHER CITY MATTTERS:

STATEMENTS OF CITY COUNCIL AND CITY MANAGER: Councilmember Bailes
expressed his appreciation to the VFW of the Memorial Day Parade and found it very enjoyable.

Councilmember Reid recognized city staff for their efforts at her wedding reception at the
Hayloft Theater. She also commented on the budget proceedings of the last meeting and recognized
Councilmember Randall’s concern for Portage citizens who have income loss; however, she concurred
with the rest of City Council on the importance of maintaining a 13% Fund Balance for emergencies.
She then announced that citizens who have difficulty meeting financial obligations may go to the
Salvation Army for help with financial literacy and because the Salvation Army can point those citizens
to the best agency to assist them such as the Michigan Department of Human Services or the
Community Action Agency.

City Manager Maurice Evans thanked City Council for approving his employment contract.

Mayor Pro Tem Sackley thanked the Eliason family for the land donation under Item F.7,
again, described the property in detail and said Portage is fortunate to have Bishop’s Bog as a jewel in
the City Parks System.

Mayor Strazdas said he had just returned from a volunteer effort in Washington, D.C., and
indicated that Washington, D.C. had nothing on Portage, Michigan, and that it was great to be back. He
noted some recent examples of local improvements: the Air Zoo expansion, Trade Center Way road
improvements, the beam installation for the bridge over South Westnedge Avenue, the 123 acres
donated to the Parks System by Eliason Corporation, the recently announced countywide learning
network for youth, and the 4™ of July fireworks in Portage paid for by local businesses and donations.
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ADJOURNMENT: Mayor Strazdas adjourned the meeting at 9:43 p.m.

James R. Hudson, City Clerk

*Indicates items included on the Consent Agenda.
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