
Engineering Department Comments for Development Code Draft 2023 

 

Article 13.3.1 

 

2.  No portion of any structure may be located closer than 25 feet from stream banks, 

wetlands or any body of water. 

 

3. is deleted and replaced with text from 13.4.2.1 where wetlands was added and 25 

changed to 50 feet. 

 

Article 13.3.2 

For consistency the development code in Article 13.3.2 Protection in Section  

 

Section 1 should read "An undeveloped open space riparian buffer shall be maintained 

for a distance of 50 feet on both sides of the stream as measured from the streambanks, 

wetlands and around all bodies of water as measured from the high-water mark. "  

 

Section 2 should read "No impervious surface shall be constructed within a 50 

foot setback area on both sides of the stream as measured from stream banks, wetlands 

and around all bodies of water as measured from the high-water mark."  

 

Article 13.3.3 

In Article 13.3.3 there needs to be a fourth bullet:  4) waterbodies designated by the 

state as impaired may have more restrictive setbacks and requirements.  

 

Article 13.4.2 

“Natural Water Courses should be eliminated from this article.  The Section 1a should be 

moved to 13.3.2.3 and add wetlands, 50 instead of 25. 

  

 

Article 13.4.2 

Article 13.4.3. in number 3, the word “side” is misspelled.  

 

Article 13.6.1 

There is a random “w” at the end of the paragraph.  

 

Note in reference to question about recreation in buffers: The caveat for recreational use 

in these areas, including impervious surfaces such as "walking trails, nature trails, 

boardwalks..." etc. exists in Article 13.3.6 in Section 4.  
 











Jason Whinghter comments for NADC rewrite 
 
4.12.1 – keep the minimum lot width 70ft but consider allowing a smaller minimum lot size (sf). Keep 
the max density at 3.5 units per acre. By allowing a smaller minimum lot size, developers could increase 
greenspace/common area. 
4.12.2 – same comment as above but still keeping the max density as written. 
4.12.3 – same comment as above. Also consider allowing a 20ft lot width for townhomes and single 
family attached 
Article 4 general comment – consider adding a Planned Residential Development (PRD) or similar 
classification to allow a development with a mix of residential lot sizes. The PD classification historically 
has been used for this type of development but state law now requires a percentage of commercial or 
other non-residential uses to be included 
  
5.4.2.1.c.i- consider allowing food trucks in residential neighborhoods as well. We have food trucks 
come into several of our neighborhoods on a regular basis in other jurisdictions and the residents love 
them. 
5.5.20.3 Consider allowing parking in the fronts of buildings. Residents like to park in front of their front 
door. 
5.5.20.6.a-the drives and parking lots are typically the same. Separating these two increases impervious 
cover. 
5.5.38.b- access through a single shared main entrance is not always attainable. For example, three or 
four units in a row would typically have three or four front doors. 
  
6.3.4.6 – consider allowing poured concrete walls with no decorative finish in areas where they will not 
be seen, in industrial zones, in the back side of commercial developments, etc 
6.3.5.2 – once this updated zoning ordinance passes, galvanized chain link will no longer be allowed to 
be installed? 
6.4 – Do the design standards in this section apply to a specific district or the city as a whole? 
6.4.4.2 – consider including multifamily, duplex, triplex, quadplex in this allowance as well 
  
7.6 – Consider the street/subdivision tree requirement per lot to be tied to the final CO of the house and 
not bonded out by the developer. 
7.6.5 – should also include a reference to Table 7.6 
7.8.2 – need a definition of “net lot area” 
7.11.1.2.b.ii – need definitions of traffic circles, roundabouts, rotaries and closes 
  
12.6.4.5 – does this include individual septic tanks? 
  
13.4.2.1.a&b – in larger lot neighborhoods (acreage lots), lots should be allowed to include waterways 
  
16.8.2.1 – consider not having a staff recommendation, but rather a staff description of how the project 
fits or doesn’t fit within current regulations. Recommendations in general tend to include some level of 
personal opinion which should not be a part of the review. 
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