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Manchester Village Planning Commission
Regular Meeting

Tuesday, December 13, 2011
Approved Minutes

1.  CALL MEETING TO ORDER

Chair Milkey called the meeting to order at 7:35 p.m.

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Ron Milkey, Margene Dunsmore, Lou Way, Jeff Schaffer, William Brinkman, and John Hinkley
MEMBERS ABSENT:
Denny Steele, Sarah Andrews, and Jim Keller
ALSO PRESENT:
Jeff Wallace (Village Manager)
2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA:
Planning Commissioners discussed deleting 7. Reports a. SWWCOG and 7. Reports b. Administration.  Wallace indicated that the public hearing for the JNS Properties/Nathan’s House of Bounce is scheduled for Monday, 12/19/11 at the Village Council.

A motion was made by Hinkley and seconded by Brinkman to approve the agenda as amended.
Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried.
4.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES FOR PREVIOUS MEETING:

Way discussed the November agenda item - Shared-Use Trail Project.  Way indicated that he was concerned how the Planning Commission handled the review of the Shared-Use Trail Project.  Milkey indicated that he did want to discuss the Shared-Use Trail Project under the Report of the Chair.   Way indicated he would hold his comments until then.

A motion was made by Brinkman and seconded by Schaffer to approve the minutes of the 11/15/11 regular meeting as presented.
Vote:  ayes – Milkey, Schaffer, and Brinkman; nays – Way; and abstain – Hinkley.  Motion carried.
5.  CORRESPONDENCE:
Milkey indicated the following items were received:
· Draft 2012 Planning Commission Schedule
· Manchester Village Planning Commission and Council meeting minutes
6.  PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:

None.

7.  REPORTS
A.
SWWCOG
Agenda item was deleted from the December agenda.
B.
ADMINISTRATION

Agenda item was deleted from the December agenda.

At this time, Dunsmore entered the Planning Commission chambers.

C.
CHAIR


Milkey indicated that he had volunteered to write a letter of support for the Shared-Use Trail Project as discussed at the November meeting.  Milkey advised that he has not written the letter because he was unsure how the Planning Commission felt about supporting the project.  Way indicated that he had concerns about the Planning Commission not having a vote on the project that evening (amended 01/10/2012).  Way expressed concern regarding members of the Planning Commissioner voicing opinions on specific items of the whole project at the November meeting.  Way indicated that he would like to see the Planning Commission vote on the whole concept of the Shared-Use Trail Project as presented in the Engineering Report and shared during the November meeting.  Way expressed concern for comments that the pedestrian bridge should not be built as part of the trail project and for the concern to route the trail users through downtown. Planning Commissioners discussed issues related to trail users with bicycles having to be walked through downtown and the lack of sidewalks from downtown to connect to the trail on the west side of the river.  Planning Commissioners discussed that the trail users would have to walk in the street and that it would be a safety issue.  Way and Dunsmore commented that the pedestrian bridge would be an integral part of the Shared-Use Trail Project.  Way indicated that he would like to see a vote indicating support or not.   Way indicated that he did not like to see the project picked apart.  Way indicated that if the Planning Commission recommends the project, the project could still not proceed based on grant funding or the Council not recommending the project.  Way indicated that he is in support of the whole project.  Way encouraged the Planning Commissioners to focus on the planning element of the project and how it could impact the community.  Planning Commissioners discussed items that were addressed during discussion of the agenda item at the November Planning Commission meeting.  Way indicated that chances are trail users would walk downtown to visit the businesses.  Way indicated that he has concern for businesses being closed early for the trail users.  Milkey inquired how Hinkley felt about the project.  Hinkley indicated that he needs to review the presentation information and report on the project since he was not at the last Planning Commission meeting.
Dunsmore indicated that she likes the whole project and will use the trail if it is built.  Dunsmore advised that the plan is well thought out.  Brinkman indicated that he likes the whole plan for the trail and that without the bridge the trail is pointless.  Brinkman expressed concern that if the trail was diverted downtown that there are no sidewalks for portions of any trail layout to connect back to the trail from downtown and go to the Leonard Preserve.  Way indicated that the proposed trail may not be a major trail but could be a draw to the community.  Way indicated that if the Furnace Street Bridge is opened as a pedestrian bridge then there would be more of a “triangle” pedestrian route with the proposed trail.  Way indicated that he has seen several walkers in his neighborhood in the past.  Way indicated that downtown does not draw visitors but that activities in the community draw visitors downtown.  Way indicated that the trail and pedestrian bridge could be a draw to Manchester.  Milkey indicated that he is in support of the trail project and that the bridge is critical part of the trail.  Milkey indicated that the proposed project could be a public attraction for the community.  Milkey advised that the funding of the bridge may take away future funding for parks.  Milkey indicated that Berg was looking for a recommendation on the trail project so that he could go apply for funding.  Milkey indicated that the proposed trail would be a two-mile lineal park through the Village.  Hinkley indicated that he is in support of the proposed trail as a draw for the community.  Planning Commissioners discussed safety concerns for the pedestrian bridge.  Schaffer indicated that he had nothing to say at this time.

Wallace indicated that the information in Ray Berg’s presentation may need further clarification.  Wallace discussed the Five-Year Parks Plan – indicating that the proposed trail needs to be included in the Parks Plan prior to funding being obtained.  Wallace discussed that there are a lot of hoops to jump through for grant funding.  Wallace expressed concern for gathering public opinion on the Five-Year Parks Plan so that the public has input on what is most important to the community.  Way clarified that the Parks and Recreation Committee has not applied for larger grants in recent years.  Wallace discussed how the State and County distributes funds through all the municipalities.  Wallace indicated that the Parks and Recreation Committee does receive funding from local grants.  Wallace expressed concern for the maintenance of the trail.  Wallace indicated that maintenance could be tough to manage by volunteers.  Planning Commission and Wallace discussed the concern about the maintenance falling to the Village.  Wallace expressed concern that no maintenance is planned for the winter.  Wallace indicated that the lack of winter maintenance on the pedestrian bridge could become an issue.  Wallace indicated that the most important thing is to see how the community feels through public input on the Five-Year Parks Plan.  Way indicated that the Planning Commission should be involved part and parcel in doing the planning of the Village and the Council should make the decision. Milkey indicated that he will draft a letter of support for the Shared-Use Trail Project for Planning Commission review at the January meeting.
8.  OLD BUSINESS
No agenda items were presented under Old Business.
9.  NEW BUSINESS

A.
DOWNTOWN PARKING DISCUSSION
Planning Commissioners reviewed the issues being discussed by downtown businesses and their employees.  Milkey inquired if the Planning Commission should send the discussion to Council to have the issue looked at.  Milkey inquired if there is a real problem or is it a perceived problem.  Wallace and Planning Commissioners discussed the parking lots and spots around the Central Business District (CBD).  Hinkley indicated that the six panel trucks parked alongside the river in the public parking behind the DQ are unsightly next to a community asset like the river because it looks like the Village doesn’t have proper zoning for parking (amended 01/10/2012).  Hinkley suggested that commercial vehicles could be eliminated in public parking.  Wallace indicated that any conditions would apply to all public parking.  Wallace discussed that the parking spot requirements for all businesses in the CBD were waived.  Planning Commissioners discussed the businesses that do not have parking options on their own property.  Milkey inquired if the off-street parking in the CBD language needs to be refined – perhaps so that commercial vehicles are not allowed overnight in public parking spots.  Planning Commissioners discussed restaurants that have catering vehicles.  Wallace indicated that the Village has met with Dan’s River Grill to discuss commercial vehicles parking along the river.  Wallace indicated that Dan’s River Grill is looking into purchase of property where the vehicles could be parked.  Hinkley indicated that Dan’s River Grill had parked at the former Tirb Building until the trucks were graffitied (amended 01/10/2012).  Milkey inquired if the area behind the DQ could be established as a park with public parking set up for the park.  Wallace indicated that the idea is under consideration.  Milkey encouraged Planning Commissioners to come up with concrete ideas for discussion at the January meeting.
B.
2012 SCHEDULE
A motion was made by Hinkley and seconded by Brinkman to approve the 2012 Planning Commission schedule as presented.

Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried.

C.
COMPLETE STREETS DISCUSSION

Planning Commissioners reviewed the Complete Streets information presented at the October meeting.  Wallace and Planning Commissioners discussed that every review of a site plan would need to incorporate Complete Streets conditions (bike trails and sidewalks with American Disability Act compliance as an example).  Wallace indicated that some funding is available for development of the Complete Streets.  Planning Commissioners discussed recent activities for Complete Streets issues.  Planning Commission and Wallace discussed the options in the Village.  Milkey indicated he will read through some of the sample municipality ordinances he had gathered to ascertain the closest fit for the Village.  Milkey indicated he will bring the best fit for review at the January meeting.  Wallace indicated that he will bring a draft sidewalk inventory to the January meeting.
Dunsmore indicated that the MCJPC December meeting had been cancelled.  Dunsmore advised that a public hearing will be set up through Council to withdraw from the MCJPC due to the membership changes and to re-join the MCJPC.

Hinkley expressed concern for the content of the mini-billboard on Ann Arbor Street just outside the Village.  Milkey indicated that he will contact Carl Macomber at the Township to discuss.  Planning Commissioners and Wallace discussed possible new sidewalks in the Township.

10.  PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:
None.

11.  ADJOURN

The next meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, 01/10/12 at 7:30 p.m.  
A motion was made by Dunsmore and seconded by Hinkley to adjourn the meeting at 8:52 p.m. 
Vote:  ayes all.  Motion carried.

Respectfully submitted,

Jennifer Crumb
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