
CITY OF OWOSSO PLANNING COMMISSION 

Regular (VIRTUAL) Meeting 

Monday, January 25, 2021 at 6:30 p.m. 

AGENDA 

Join Zoom Meeting 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81722656644?pwd=K29mWi9xb3dSRTRMbFNGQWMwSUtKQT09 

Meeting ID: 817 2265 6644 
Passcode: 163422 
One tap mobile 
+13017158592,,81722656644#,,,,*163422# US (Washington D.C) 
+13126266799,,81722656644#,,,,*163422# US (Chicago) 

Dial by your location 
 +1 301 715 8592 US (Washington D.C) 
 +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago) 
 +1 646 558 8656 US (New York) 
 +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma) 
 +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston) 
 +1 669 900 9128 US (San Jose) 

Meeting ID: 817 2265 6644 
Passcode: 163422 

CALL TO ORDER 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
ROLL CALL 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA – January 25, 2021 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES – November 23, 2020 
PUBLIC HEARINGS:  None 
OLD BUSINESS:  None 
NEW BUSINESS: 

1. Highland Park South St/Krouse Rd Site Plan Review
2. 2020 Planning Commission Annual Report

OTHER BOARD BUSINESS 
PUBLIC COMMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
ADJOURNMENT 

Next regular meeting will be on Monday, February 22, 2021 at 6:30 p.m. 

The City of Owosso will provide necessary reasonable auxiliary aids and services, such as signers 
for the hearing impaired and recordings of printed materials being considered at the meeting, to 
individuals with disabilities at the meeting/hearing upon seventy-two (72) hours’ notice to the City 
of Owosso.  Individuals with disabilities requiring auxiliary aids or services should contact the City 
of Owosso by writing or calling the following:  Amy Kirkland, City Clerk, 301 W. Main St, Owosso, 
MI 48867 (989) 725-0500.  The City of Owosso website is:  www.ci.owosso.mi.us 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81722656644?pwd=K29mWi9xb3dSRTRMbFNGQWMwSUtKQT09
http://www.ci.owosso.mi.us/
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MINUTES 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE OWOSSO PLANNING COMMISSION 

VIRTUAL MEETING 
 Monday, November 23, 2020 – 6:30 P.M. 

 
CALL TO ORDER:   Chairman Wascher called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. 
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Recited 
 
ROLL CALL:   Recording Secretary Tanya Buckelew  
 
MEMBERS PRESENT: Chairman Wascher, Vice-Chair Livingston, Secretary Fear, 

Commissioners Law, Morris, Taylor and Yerian 
 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Commissioners Jenkins and Robertson  
 
OTHERS PRESENT: Justin Sprague, CIB Planning, City Manager Nathan Henne 
 
APPROVAL OF AGENDA:  
MOTION BY VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON, SUPPORTED BY COMMISSIONER TAYLOR TO 
APPROVE THE AGENDA FOR November 23, 2020.  
 
YEAS ALL.  MOTION CARRIED. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:  
MOTION BY VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON, SUPPORTED BY COMMISSIONER LAW TO APPROVE 
THE MINUTES FOR THE August 24, 2020 MEETING.  
 
YEAS ALL.  MOTION CARRIED. 
 
PUBLIC HEARINGS:  
 
1. WASHINGTON PARK SMART HOMES DEVELOPMENT SITE PLAN REVIEW 

Site Plan Review for approximately 2.36 acres located at the intersection of North Washington and 
Wesley Streets.  The proposal is to develop a 14-unit, single-family residential Planned Unit 
Development. 
 
City Planner Justin Sprague had the following review comments: 
1. Information items.  The applicant has provided a complete detail of informational 

requirements; however, some clarification is needed on the site plan. While the property is 

being developed as a PUD Site Condominium, the plan should delineate specifically what 

areas of the development are common areas and what areas are for purchase units. The 

current plan identifies structure locations, and we are led to assume that the ownership of the 

unit is only from the wall-in and all land outside of the unit is common area. The applicant has 

since provided information clarifying which areas will be common and which areas will be 

owned as requested. 

2. Area and Bulk.   The proposed site was reviewed in accordance with Article 16, Schedule of 

Regulations, as described in the following table: 
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3. Building Design & Materials. The proposed homes have an attractive design and utilizes 

multicolor and multi-design vinyl siding with traditional windows, shutters and front porches. 

We will require as part of the PUD that side egress for the homes have fixed porches or fixed 

steps as part of the home structure per building code. Additionally, per the PUD we would 

highly recommend traditional detached garages opposed to car sheds or ports and will 

included that recommendation in any final development agreement for the property. The 

applicant would like to offer both car ports as well as a garage as an option to buyers. It 

is still our belief that garages should be required as a condition of approval to meet site 

plan standards for maintaining essential neighborhood character. 

 

Lastly, as part of the development agreement and the master deed for the condominium, we 

will require that any home which may be damaged or destroyed as an act of god (fire, storm 

damage or other) which requires replacement of an existing structure, that a new structure 

shall be the only appropriate replacement on the unit site. The applicant has agreed with 

this request. 

 

Further, a waiver will be required from the Planning Commission per the PUD Standards from 

the requirement buildings be separated by a minimum of 20-feet. This is a requirement 

typically applied to apartment buildings and is only a 10-foot requirement for single-family, 

detached units. 

4. Building Height. The maximum building height for the district will not be exceeded for this 

project. 

5. Parking Requirements.  The following table lists the requirements for parking requirements 
for the proposed development. 

PARKING SPACE REQUIREMENTS Required Provided Comments 

Parking Spaces 28 28 In compliance 

6. Landscaping. A landscaping plan has been provided that meets the intent of the ordinance. 

7. Lighting Plan. No street lighting is proposed for this development. 

8. Fencing. The site plan does not indicate any fencing for the development, but we recommend 

if fencing is permitted per the condominium bylaws, that it be high quality fencing such as 

vinyl, wood or other material and that chain link fencing be prohibited. The developer will add 

a clause to the master deed prohibiting chain link fencing. 

Residential PUD Development Required Provided Comments 

Front Yard Building Setback 
(Wesley) 

30 ft. 15 ft. Requires PC Waiver per PUD 

Front Yard Building 

Setback (Washington) 
20 ft. 12 ft. Requires PC Waiver per PUD 

Rear Yard Building Setback 30 ft. 83 ft. In compliance 

Maximum Building Lot 

Coverage (Impervious 

surface) 

25% 40% Requires PC Waiver per PUD 
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9. Other Approvals. The proposed site plan must be reviewed and approved by the appropriate 

city departments, consultants, and agencies. 

Chairman Wascher opened the Public Hearing and the following commented: 

 

1. Tom Cook and Anna Owens (Bailey Park Homes) stated they have hired a special engineer 
to address the flow of water on the property and storm water run-off.  Also, would like to 
leave the option open to the buyer to choose a garage or carport due to the cost difference. 

2. Christy Summers (Beckett & Raeder, Inc.) commented on the water run-off and rain gardens 
that move water quicker and are engineered to drain to storm sewer.  They are shallow, 
about 2 – 3’ and have a light flow and not considered unsafe. A rain garden is a landscaping 
feature that absorbs more water compared to a concrete retention pond. 

3. Justin Horvath (SEDP) spoke in support of the project. 
4. Brad Hissong (Building Official) commented on the garages vs. carports and carports tend to 

turn into storage and becomes an enforcement issue. 
5. Tim Atkinson (Owosso Township resident) would rather have the garages to keep 

car/personal items out of site along with a landscaping company and snow removal. 

 
City Planner Justin Sprague recommends approval of the Washington Park Smart Home 
Condominium Development, conditioned upon the following: 

 
1. That waivers are granted by the Planning Commission for front yard setbacks along Washington 

and Wesley Streets; 

2. That a waiver is granted by the Planning Commission for total lot coverage; 
3. That a waiver is granted by the Planning Commission for minimum distance between 

buildings to be allowed at less than 20-feet; 

4. That the Planning Commission require traditional detached garages opposed to car ports or 

sheds to preserve neighborhood character; 

5. That side egress on the homes have fixed porches or stairs attached to the structure; 
6. That the Master Deed require any homes to be replaced due to an act of God, be replaced by a 

new structure and not a previously used structure; 
7. That the by-laws for the condominium development strictly prohibit chain link fencing; and 
8. That all other agencies, departments and reviewing entities grant approval prior to the 

issuance of any building permits. 
 
MOTION BY VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON SUPPORTED BY COMMISSIONER MORRISTO 
APPROVE THE SITE PLAN REVIEW FOR THE WASHINGTON PARK SMART HOME 
CONDOMINIUM DEVELOPMENT WITH THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS: 
 
1. That waivers are granted by the Planning Commission for front yard setbacks along Washington 

and Wesley Streets; 

2. That a waiver is granted by the Planning Commission for total lot coverage; 
3. That a waiver is granted by the Planning Commission for minimum distance between 

buildings to be allowed at less than 20-feet; 

4. That side egress on the homes have fixed porches or stairs attached to the structure; 
5. That the Master Deed require any homes to be replaced due to an act of God, be replaced by a 

new structure and not a previously used structure; 
6. That the by-laws for the condominium development strictly prohibit chain link fencing; and 
7. That all other agencies, departments and reviewing entities grant approval prior to the 

issuance of any building permits. 
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NOTE: THIS MOTION DOES NOT INCLUDE THE REQUIREMENT OF TRADITIONAL DETACHED 
GARAGES. 
 
YEAS: COMMISSIONER LAW, VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON, COMMISSIONERS MORRIS 

AND TAYLOR 
NAYS: COMMISSIONER YERIAN, SECRETARY FEAR AND CHAIRMAN WASCHER 
RCV 4-3 MOTION CARRIED 
 
THIS SITE PLAN REVIEW GOES BEFORE CITY COUNCIL FOR FINAL REVIEW. 
 
2. 210 MONROE STREET – PROPOSED REZONING OF CITY OWNED PROPERTY 

At the request of City Manager Nathan Henne, this 2.46-acre parcel is owned by the City of 
Owosso and is currently zoned I-1, Light Industrial.  City Manager Henne has requested the 
zoning be changed to R-2 Two-Family Residential for potential future residential development as 
outlined in the draft Master Plan for the City. This could include row-housing, townhouses, 
apartments or higher-density detached one-family residential. 

 

 Existing Land Use Zoning Master Plan 

Subject Site Vacant I-1 Light industrial * Industrial 

North Industrial I-1, Light Industrial I-1, Light Industrial, General 
Commercial 

South One-family residential and 
commercial 

R-1, One-Family 
Residential, B-1, Local 
Business (Josh’s Frogs) 

Residential 

East Industrial and Rail I-1, Light Industrial Industrial 

West Industrial and Commercial B-4, General Commercial 
and I-1, Light Industrial 

Local business and industrial 

 
While the area is a mish-mash of zoning districts including R-1, R-2 Commercial and Industrial, it is 
important to consider what land uses could be utilized on these properties should the Planning 
Commission approve the rezoning -R-2, Two-Family Residential. A full list of uses is provided below: 

In an R-2 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 chapter: 

1. All uses permitted and as regulated in the one-family residential districts. The standards of the 
"schedule of regulations" applicable to the R-1 one-family residential district shall apply as 
minimum standards when one-family detached dwellings are erected; 

2. Two-family dwellings; 
3. Accessory buildings and uses customarily incident to any of the above permitted uses and 

subject to the conditions of section 38-379, accessory buildings; 
4. A dwelling constituting the home for not more than three (3) aged and physically handicapped 

persons provided such use is in accordance with all state and local requirements; 
5. Bed and breakfast operations as a subordinate use to single-family dwelling units subject to 

city licensing provisions and a determination by the city planning commission that the applicant 
has shown proof of historic significance of the dwelling unit. In making the determination, the 
planning commission shall reference the historic criteria developed and adopted by the 
commission. 

6. Family day care home, foster family group homes and foster family homes shall be permitted 
subject to the following provisions: 
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a. For family day care homes only, a minimum of four hundred (400) square feet of usable 
outdoor play area in the rear or side yard shall be available on the premises. 

b. Such uses are duly licensed by the state department of social services or other equivalent 
public agencies authorized to license these uses. 

c. Building and lots so used shall conform to all state and local code requirements, except 
that such uses or structures shall be permitted in buildings and lots which are 
nonconforming uses or structures as defined in this chapter. 

Commissioner Wascher opened the Public Hearing and the following commented: NONE 

City Manager Nathan Henne discussed the environmental history of this property.  The underground 
storage was removed in 1999/2000.  Soil samples were taken and results of contamination being 
present.  This vacant lot is now a part of the Brownfield Redevelopment Study and if developed would 
require a list of action items before construction can begin. PCBs are the main source of 
contamination and this site is considered a 201 Site (1994-PA 451) and will always be tracked for any 
development. 

In considering any petition for an amendment to the official zoning map, the Planning Commission 
and City Council shall consider the following criteria in making its findings, recommendations and 
decision: 

1. Consistency with the goals, policies, and future land use map of the City of Owosso Master 
Plan. If conditions upon which the master plan was developed (such as market factors, 
demographics, infrastructure, traffic and environmental issues) have changed significantly 
since the master plan was adopted, as determined by the city, the planning commission and 
council shall consider the consistency with recent development trends in the area. 

Finding – While the current future land use map identifies this area as industrial, it is important 
to highlight what is proposed in the city’s new draft master plan. The following text describes 
the intent for this area. 

Washington and Monroe Street - Located south of Downtown and Corunna Avenue, this 5.5-
acre site is located in a transitional zone between commercial and industrial uses and a 
residential neighborhood to the south. The site includes multiple parcels including a city-owned 
property along the railroad corridor and the Former Grace Church, 715 S. Washington (built in 
1950). The site is connected to public water/sewer. In the near term, the site provides an 
opportunity for infill residential. The adaptive reuse of church building for condominium 
development may be considered, however, the building does not have architectural or 
historical significance and could be demolished as part of the redevelopment. A desirable 
future use for the site is single-family attached residential. Infill development should be 
compatible with the existing neighborhood incorporating front porches/stoops, alley access, 
parking in the rear, and building heights between 2-3 stories. Existing street trees should be 
preserved. 

It is our belief that this rezoning would significantly improve the neighborhood and would not 
be in conflict with the overall goals of the Master Plan, nor impact the intent of the Zoning 
Ordinance. 

2. Compatibility of the site's physical, geological, hydrological, and other environmental features 
with the host of uses permitted in the proposed zoning district. 

Finding – This site would be compatible with the host of uses permitted under the R-2 Zoning 
Classification. 
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3. Evidence the applicant cannot receive a reasonable return on investment through developing 
the property with at least one (1) use permitted under the current zoning. 

Finding – To our knowledge, no evidence exists showing that the applicant could not receive 
a reasonable return on investment through developing the property as industrial, however the 
City of Owosso is generally not in the position to be the developer of this property. 

4. The compatibility of all the potential uses allowed in the proposed zoning district with 
surrounding uses and zoning in terms of land suitability, impacts on the environment, density, 
nature of use, traffic impacts, aesthetics, infrastructure and potential influence on property 
values. 

Finding – It is our belief that land uses within the R-2 district are more compatible with this site 
and its location to the neighborhood to the south than if the site were to be developed as 
industrial. 

5. The capacity of the city’s infrastructure and services sufficient to accommodate the uses 
permitted in the requested district without compromising the "health, safety, and welfare." 

Finding – There should be no issues with existing infrastructure being able to accommodate 
and service this site. 

6. The apparent demand for the types of uses permitted in the requested zoning district in 
relation to the amount of land currently zoned and available to accommodate the demand. 

Finding – We find that there is high demand for new housing throughout the City of Owosso 
and surrounding areas. While there is no imminent development proposed for this site, the city 
is positioning itself to have vacant, city-owned property available for redevelopment as 
opportunities present themselves. 

7. The request has not previously been submitted within the past one (1) year, unless conditions 
have changed, or new information has been provided. 

Finding – This application has not been previously before the City. 

City Planner Justin Sprague recommends approval of the rezoning request for 210 Monroe Street 
based on the following items; 

1. That the request is not in overwhelming conflict with the Master Plan or the Zoning Ordinance; 
2. The site is compatible with uses in the proposed R-2 Zoning District; 
3. The applicant is not rezoning to increase the return on investment of the property; 
4. That the Planning Commission understands that the proposed use may be more compatible 

with surrounding land uses; 
5. Infrastructure to the site is appropriate for the proposed use; and 
6. The request has not been previously submitted to the City for consideration. 

MOTION BY SECRETARY FEAR SUPPORTED BY COMMISSIONER LAW TO APPROVE THE 
AMENDMENT TO THE ZONING ORDINANCE BY REZONING 210 MONROE STREET (050-652-
001-004-00) FROM I-1, LIGHT INDUSTRIAL TO R-2, TWO-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL DISTRICT 
BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTS AND FINDINGS. 

 

YEAS: VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON, COMMISSIONERS MORRIS, TAYLOR, YERIAN, 
SECRETARY FEAR, COMMISSIONER LAW AND CHAIRMAN WASCHER 

NAYS:  NONE 

RCV 7-0 MOTION CARRIED 
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THE REZONING GOES BEFORE CITY COUNCIL FOR FINAL APPROVAL. 
 
OLD BUSINESS: NONE 
 
NEW BUSINESS:  
 

1. MEMORIAL HEALTHCARE PARKING LOT SITE PLAN REVIEW 
The existing parking lot for the business will be repaved as part of the hospital expansion 
project and was reviewed and approved administratively.  In addition, there is an area of 
approximately 10,000 square feet that must go through Planning Commission. 

 
City Building Official Brad Hissong submitted the following: 
This office has reviewed the site plan application for subject project (Phase II). The plan is for 
expansion of parking area. Construction features renovation to existing lots and design of new areas 
of parking within both phases, this office has reviewed this as drawn.  Work includes 
removal/replacement of an existing surfaced area and grade changes/filling of other areas that include 
the earth changes and measures of landscaping and retention as required.  After careful review this 
office offers the following: 
 
1. Severe grade changes have already taken place well in excess of your submitted drawing.  The 

condition that exist is severe and will not provide protection from run off using boulders. The 
recently received drawing suggests a retaining wall (drawings fourth coming) as planned 
previously if retaining wall was to be constructed it would extend easterly from west end of parking 
lot to the light pole shown on plan, existing conditions, with excessive elevations will require 
expansion of this wall approximately 70’ east of light pole. Please see drawing area noted as 
previously approved Neuro/Ortho/Wellness Center parking white colored area of parking lot. 
Retaining wall plans to be reviewed and approved by City Staff/CIB Planning once received. 

 
City Planner Justin Sprague submitted the following: 
 

1. Information items.  The site plan meets the informational requirements of the ordinance. 
2. Parking Lot Requirements. The applicant is adding 20 new parking spaces which is in 

compliance with the ordinance. 

3. Lighting. The site plan does not show or propose any new lighting in the development 
area. If lighting is proposed, it must be shown on the plan to ensure conformance with the 
ordinance. 

4. Landscaping. A landscaping plan has been submitted for review. The plan includes new 
evergreen trees, shrubs, a boulder retaining wall for slope preservation and a vinyl 
screening fence. The landscaping plan is in conformance with the ordinance, however; it is 
our understanding that the boulder wall will be replaced by interlocking blocks to create the 
retaining wall which will be as high as 7-8 feet from grade in certain areas. This plan will need 
approval from the city engineering department prior to construction. 

5. Other Approvals. The proposed site plan must be reviewed and approved by the 
appropriate city departments, consultants, and agencies. 

 

Doug Scott, Civil Engineer from Rowe Engineering, stated the retaining wall will be 2’ to 9’ tall, 

block wall, ready rock wall that is decorative and will prevent erosion.  Will also include 

landscaping and a vinyl privacy fence. 

 

Charlie Thompson, Memorial Healthcare, stated they have moved everything back to meet with 

the southern property line (referred to as the 1950’s lot line that the neighbors have been used 

to). 
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Per the City Planner Justin Sprague, the Planning Commission has a couple of options.  First 

would be to deny the requested expansion until all of the outstanding site plan requirements are 

met including lighting and the retaining wall approval from city engineering. 

 
The second path would be to conditionally approve the site plan with the following conditions and 

grant staff the ability to approve outstanding site plan items administratively 

 
1. Submission of a revised site plan that satisfactorily addresses the items in this letter, for 

administrative review and approval including; 
2. The proposed lighting plan; 
3. Approval of the retaining wall by city engineering; and 
4. Review and approval by the appropriate city departments, consultants, and agencies prior 

to issuance of a building permit. 
 

MOTION BY SECRETARY FEAR SUPPORTED BY VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON TO 
CONDITIONALLY APPROVE THE SITE PLAN REVIEW FOR ADDITIONAL AND EXISTING 
PARKING AREAS AT MEMORIAL HOSPITAL, PENDING ADMINISTRATIVE APPROVAL AND 
MEET THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS: 
 

1. SUBMISSION OF A REVISED SITE PLAN THAT SATISFACTORILY ADDRESSES THE 
ITEMS IN THIS LETTER, FOR ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND APPROVAL 
INCLUDING; 

2. THE PROPOSED LIGHTING PLAN; 
3. APPROVAL OF THE RETAINING WALL BY CITY ENGINEERING; AND 
4. REVIEW AND APPROVAL BY THE APPROPRIATE CITY DEPARTMENTS, 

CONSULTANTS, AND AGENCIES PRIOR TO ISSUANCE OF A BUILDING PERMIT. 
 
YEAS: COMMISSIONERS MORRIS, YERIAN, SECRETARY FEAR, COMMISSIONER LAW, 

VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON AND CHAIRMAN WASCHER 
NAYS: COMMISSIONER TAYLOR 
RCV 6-1 MOTION CARRIED 

 
2. MASTER PLAN SURVEY RESULTS 

 
City Planner Justin Sprague reviewed the survey results.  There were 19 responses and main 
concerns including downtown and the Matthews Building.  No specific changes to the master 
plan were suggested.  The next step is for the Planning Commission to formally send the 
Master Plan Draft to City Council and City Council’s action would be to set the 63-day period 
for distributing the plan publicly.  After the 63 days, the Planning Commission will hold a public 
hearing and proceed to adopt a formal resolution accepting the Master Plan. 

 
MOTION BY SECRETARY FEAR SUPPORTED BY VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON TO APPROVE THE 
MASTER PLAN DRAFT AND SEND TO CITY COUNCIL FOR APPROVAL AND AUTHORIZATION 
OF THE 63 DAY PERIOD FOR DISTRIBUTING THE PLAN PUBLICLY. 
 
YEAS: COMMISSIONERS TAYLOR, YERIAN, SECRETARY FEAR, COMMISSIONER LAW, 

VICE-CHAIR LIVINGSTON, COMMISSIONER MORRIS AND CHAIRMAN WASCHER 
NAYS: NONE 
RCV 7-0 MOTION CARRIED 
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OTHER BOARD BUSINESS: NONE 

PUBLIC COMMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 

1. Jim Slingerland, Campbell Drive, concerned the retaining wall would require the removal of

pine trees.

2. Karen Harris, Campbell Drive, asked where the retaining wall would be placed.  City Planner

Justin Sprague answered with it is allowed to be on the property line.

ADJOURNMENT 
MOTION BY COMMISSIONER MORRIS SUPPORTED BY COMMISSIONER LAW TO ADJOURN 
AT 8:33 P.M. UNTIL THE NEXT MEETING ON December 14, 2020. 
YEAS ALL, MOTION CARRIED. 

_________________________________________ 
Janae L. Fear, Secretary 





















 
 
 

 

                   
 
  
 

   17195 Silver Parkway, #309 
   Fenton, MI  48430 

 
    

  Phone:  810-734-0000 
  Email: sprague@cibplanning.com 

 
    
 

 

January 20, 2021 
 
Planning Commission 
City of Owosso 
301 W. Main Street 
Owosso, Michigan 48867 
 
Subject:  Highland Park Site Plan Review. Approximately 12.15 acres, located on the south side of 

Krouse Road/ South Street. Zoned I-1, Light Industrial.   
 
Attention: Mr. Nathan Henne, City Manager 
 
Dear Planning Commissioners:  
 
At your request, we have completed our review of the above site plan build a new marijuana growing 
facility along Krouse Road/South Street. The site development will include the construction of a new, 
nearly 23,000 sf building, 22 parking spaces, new landscaping and will be accessed from Krouse 
Road/South Street. The property is currently zoned I-1, Light Industrial, where this use is a permitted land 
use.   
 
The opinions in this report are based on a review of the site plan submitted by the applicant and 
conformance to ordinance standards.  Please note that the applicant and their design professionals shall 
be responsible for the accuracy and validity of information presented with the application. In reaching a 
decision on the application, the Planning Commission should consider our comments along with those 
from other staff and consultants, additional information provided by the applicant, and your own findings 
based on ordinance standards as part of your deliberation. 
 
REVIEW COMMENTS 
 
Section 36-390 of the City of Owosso Zoning Ordinance lists the submittal requirements for site plan 
review.  Based on our review of the proposal, discussions with Mr. Nathan Henne, City Manager, meetings 
with the applicant and a visit to the site, we offer the following comments for your consideration: 
 
1. Information items.  The site plan meets the informational requirements of the ordinance. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:sprague@cibplanning.com
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2. Area and Bulk.  The proposed site was reviewed in accordance with Article 16, Schedule of
Regulations, as described in the following table. 

Required Provided Comments 

Highland Park – Krouse Rd/South 
Street (I-1) 

Front Yard Building Setback 40 ft. 62 ft. In compliance 

Side Yard Building Setback 20 
94 ft. and 100 

ft. 
In compliance 

Rear Yard Building Setback  0 ft. 288 ft. In compliance 

Maximum Building Height 40 ft. 20 ft. In compliance 

3. Building Design & Materials. The ordinance states that durable building materials which provide an
attractive, quality appearance must be utilized. The applicant has not provided an elevation or detail of 
proposed building materials. This will be required for approval 

4. Building Height. The proposed building complies with the maximum building height.

5. Mechanical Units. No new mechanical units are proposed on the plan. The applicant will need to
verify this to ensure compliance. 

6. Dumpster.  The proposed dumpster meets ordinance requirements.

7. Parking Lot Requirements. The parking lot meets dimensional requirements, and number of spaces
required for this use. 

8. Landscaping. A Landscaping plan has not been provided. The applicant will need to submit a
landscaping plan for final approval. 

9. Lighting. A lighting plan has not been submitted. Any proposed lighting must demonstrate
photometrics at the property line as well as indicate that new lighting will be shielded and fixed at 90-
degree angle towards the ground. 

9. Other Approvals. The proposed site plan must be reviewed and approved by the appropriate city
departments, consultants, and agencies. 

RECOMMENDATION 
Based upon the above comments, we recommend approval of the Highland Park Site Plan, conditioned 
upon the following:   

1. Submission of a revised site plan that satisfactorily addresses the items in this letter, for
administrative review and approval including an appropriate landscaping and lighting plan.

2. Use of materials consistent with the ordinance that are acceptable to the Planning Commission;
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and, 
3. Review and approval by the appropriate city departments, consultants, and agencies.

If you have any further questions, please contact us at 810-734-0000. 

Sincerely, 

CIB Planning 

Justin Sprague 
Vice President 



LOT SPLITS DO NOT REQUIRE PC 
APPROVAL.  THIS IS ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION RELATED TO THE 

SITE PLAN REVIEW.

















2020  

PLANNING COMMISSION 

ANNUAL REPORT 



PLANNING COMMISSION: 

1. Membership

MEMBER TITLE TERM EXPIRES 

WILLIAM WASCHER Chair 06-30-2021 

FRANCIS LIVINGSTON Vice Chair 06-30-2021 

JANAE FEAR Secretary 06-30-2021 

TARA JENKINS Commissioner 06-30-2022 

DANIEL LAW Council Rep 11-09-2024 

TADD MORRIS Commissioner 06-30-2023 

LINDA ROBERTSON Commissioner 06-30-2022 

THOMAS TAYLOR 
ZBA Rep. 

Commissioner 
06-30-2023 

PETE YERIAN Commissioner 06-30-2022 

2. Attendance

Wascher Fear Jenkins Law Livingston Morris Robertson Taylor Yerian 

Jan X X X X 

Feb X X X X X X X 

Mar NO MEETING 

Apr NO MEETING 

May X X X X X 

Jun X X X X Appointed X X X 

Jul X X X X X X X 

Aug X X X X X X X X X 

Sept NO QUORUM 

Oct NO MEETING 

Nov X X X X X X X 

Dec NO MEETING 

X = present 

3. Meetings

Planning Commission meetings are held the 4th Monday of each month, except as noted at

6:30 p.m.

Meeting Date Agenda Items 

January 27  Site Plan Review
1107 W Main St - new car wash
Approved

 Recreational Marijuana
Discussion

 2020-2026 CIP
Reviewed and Approved

February 24  Rezoning request
425/429 Hamblin
R-2 to I-1-
Not approved

 2019 Planning Commission Annual Report



Reviewed and Approved 

March 30  Meeting cancelled

April 27  Meeting cancelled

May 26  Rezoning request
N. Washington St.
RM-2 to RM-2 with PUD Overlay
Approved

June 29  Rezoning request
715 S. Washington St.
R-2 to B-1
Approved

July 27  Master Plan Draft
Reviewed

August 24  Chickens
To allow in the city
Not approved

September 28  No Quorum

October 26  Meeting cancelled

November 23  Site Plan Review
Washington St Project
Public Hearing
Approved

 Rezoning request
210 Monroe St
I-1 to R-2
Approved

 Master Plan Survey Results
Reviewed
Approved Master Plan Draft and to forward to City Council for 63-day review
period

 Site Plan Review
Hospital parking lot
Approved

December 9  Meeting cancelled

4. Master Plan Review

CIB Planning, Inc. of Fenton, Michigan has worked with City Officials and the Planning Commission to 

present a draft of the Master Plan.  This draft has been forwarded to City Council for review and 

approval of the 63-day review period. 

5. Zoning Ordinance Amendments

a. Zoning ordinance: No changes

b. Rezoning Requests:

Address Rezoning Request Status 

N. Washington St. RM-2 to RM-2 with PUD Overlay Approved 

715 S. Washington St. R-2 to B-1 Approved 

210 Monroe St. I-1 to R-2 Approved 



ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 

1. Membership:

MEMBER TITLE TERM EXPIRES 

RANDY HORTON Chair 6-20-2023 

THOMAS TAYLOR PC Representative 6-30-2021 

CHRISTOPHER EVELETH 
Vice Chair 

Council Representative 
11-14-2022 

KENT TELESZ 6-30-2022 

MATTHEW GRUBB Secretary 6-30-2021 

MICHAEL BRUFF Alternate 06-30-2021 

ROBERT TEICH Alternate 06-30-2022 

2. Attendance

Horton Eveleth Taylor Telesz Bruff Teich Grubb 

Jan No Meeting 

Feb No Meeting 

Mar No Meeting 

Apr No Meeting 

May No Meeting 

Jun X X X X 

Jul No Meeting 

Aug No Meeting 

Sept No Meeting 

Oct No Meeting 

Nov No Meeting 

Dec No Meeting 

X = present 

3. Meetings:

Zoning Board of Appeals meetings are held the 3rd Tuesday of each month, except as noted at

9:30 a.m.

Meeting Date Agenda Items 

January 21 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

February 18 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

March 17 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

April 21 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

May 19 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

June 16  Dimensional Variance Request
615 N. Park St
Accessory structure closer than 3’ to property line and height
over 14’
Approved

 Dimensional Variance Request
507 Gilbert St.
Accessory structure closer than 3’ to property line
Approved



July 21 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

August 18 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

September 15 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

October 20 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

November 17 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

December 15 Cancelled due to lack of agenda items 

TRAINING 

None held in 2020 

JOINT MEETINGS 

None held in 2020 

REDEVELOPMENT READY COMMUNITIES: 

Report of 
Findings 

Progress 
Report Progress Report 

Criteria 
August 1, 

2017 
October 1, 

2018 December 2020 

Best Practice 1.1: The Plans 

The governing body has adopted 
a master plan in the past five 
years.  N N 

In 63-day public review 
period 

The governing body has adopted 
a downtown plan.  N N 

In 63-day public review 
period 

The governing body has adopted 
a corridor plan.  

The governing body has adopted 
a capital improvements plan.  N N Y (Feb. 2020) 

Best Practice 1.2: Public 
Participation  

The community has a public 
participation plan for engaging a 
diverse set of community 
stakeholders.  N Y  Y 

The community demonstrates that 
public participation efforts go 
beyond the basic methods.  Y Y  Y 

The community shares outcomes 
of public participation processes.  N Y  Y 

Best Practice 2.1: Zoning 
Regulations  

The governing body has adopted 
a zoning ordinance that aligns 
with the goals of the current 
master plan.  N N 

Will occur after MP 
update 

The zoning ordinance provides for 
areas of concentrated 
development in appropriate 
locations and encourages the type 
and form of development desired.  N N 

Will occur after MP 
update 



The zoning ordinance includes 
flexible zoning tools to encourage 
development and redevelopment. Y Y  Y 

The zoning ordinance allows for a 
variety of housing options.  Y Y  Y 

The zoning ordinance includes 
standards to improve non-
motorized transportation.  N N 

Will occur after MP 
update 

The zoning ordinance includes 
flexible parking requirements.  N N 

Will occur after MP 
update 

The zoning ordinance includes 
standards for green infrastructure. N N 

Will occur after MP 
update 

The zoning ordinance is user-
friendly.  N N 

Will occur after MP 
update 

Best Practice 3.1: Development 
Review Policy and Procedures  

The zoning ordinance articulates a 
thorough site plan review process.  Y Y  Y 

The community has a qualified 
intake professional.  Y Y  Y 

The community defines and offers 
conceptual site plan review 
meetings for applicants.  N N 

Y: Complete & on 
website 

The community encourages a 
developer to seek input from 
neighboring residents and 
businesses at the onset of the 
application process.  N Y  Y 

The appropriate departments 
engage in joint site plan reviews. Y Y Y 

 The community has a clearly 
documented internal staff review 
policy.  N N 

Implemented BS&A 
tracking 

The community promptly acts on 
development requests.  N N 

Implemented BS&A 
tracking 

The community has a method to 
track development projects.  N N 

Implemented BS&A 
tracking 

The community annually reviews 
the successes and challenges 
with the site plan review and 
approval procedures.  N N  N 

Best Practice 3.2: Guide to 
Development  

The community maintains an 
online guide to development that 
explains policies, procedures and 
steps to obtain approvals.  N N 

Y: Complete & on 
website 

The community annually reviews 
the fee schedule.  N Y 

Y: Complete & on 
website 

Best Practice 4.1: Recruitment 
and Orientation  

The community sets expectations 
for board and commission 
positions.  N N 

Y: Complete & on 
website 



The community provides 
orientation packets to all 
appointed and elected members 
of development related boards 
and commissions.  N N 

Y: Complete & on 
website 

Best Practice 4.2: Education 
and Training  

The community has a dedicated 
source of funding for training.  Y Y Y 

The community identifies training 
needs and tracks attendance of 
the governing body, boards, 
commissions and staff.  N N Implemented 

The community encourages the 
governing body, boards, 
commissions and staff to attend 
trainings.  Y Y Y 

The community shares 
information between the 
governing body, boards, 
commissions and staff.  N N 

Currently planning a joint 
meeting 

Best Practice 5.1: 
Redevelopment Ready Sites 

The community identifies and 
prioritizes redevelopment sites. N N 

Included in the new 
Master Plan 

The community gathers 
preliminary background 
information for prioritized 
redevelopment sites.  N N N 

The community has development 
a vision for the priority 
redevelopment sites.  N N N 

The community identifies available 
resources and incentives for 
prioritized redevelopment sites.  N N N 

A property information package 
for the prioritized redevelopment 
site(s) is assembled.  N N N 

Prioritized redevelopment sites 
are actively marketed.  N N N 

Best Practice 6.1: Economic 
Development Strategy  

The community has approved an 
economic development strategy.  N N 

Included in the new 
Master Plan 

The community annually reviews 
the economic development 
strategy.  N N N 

Best Practice 6.2: Marketing 
and Promotion  

The community has developed a 
marketing strategy.  N N N 

The community has an updated, 
user-friendly municipal website.  N N N 




