
Planning Commission - April 15, 2026 

CITY OF PLYMOUTH 
AGENDA 

Regular Planning Commission 
Council Chambers 

3400 Plymouth Boulevard, Plymouth, MN 
April 15, 2026, 7:00 PM 

   
1. CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

2. PUBLIC FORUM - Individuals may address the commission about any item not contained 
on the regular agenda. A maximum of three minutes is allotted per individual with a total of 15 
minutes for the forum. If the full 15 minutes are not needed for the forum, the commission will 
continue with the agenda. The commission will take no official action on items discussed at 
the forum, with the exception of referral to staff for future report. 

3. APPROVE AGENDA - Planning Commission members may add items to the agenda for 
discussion purposes or staff direction only. The commission will not normally take official 
action on items added to the agenda. 

4. CONSENT AGENDA - These items are considered to be routine and will be enacted by 
one motion. There will be no separate discussion of these items unless a commission 
member or individual so requests, in which event the item will be removed from the consent 
agenda and placed elsewhere on the agenda. 

 4.1 Approve the March 18, 2026, minutes. 
1. Minutes 

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 5.1 Planned Unit Development (PUD) amendment to allow an indoor 
sports/fitness/commercial recreation business at 2155 Niagara Lane 
(Thorney Training LLC -- 2026012) 
1. Planning Report 
2. Location Map 
3. Floor Plan 
4. Site Plan 
5. Thorney Traning LLC - CUP Application Packet 
6. Resolution PUD Amendment 
7. Resolution Findings of Fact 
8. Ordinance Text Amendment 

6. NEW BUSINESS 

7. ADJOURNMENT 
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Regular Planning Commission 
April 15, 2026 

Agenda Number: 4.1 

 
  
To: Planning Commission 
  
Prepared by: Lori Sommers, Planning Manager 
  
Reviewed by: Grant Fernelius, CED Director 
  
Item: Approve the March 18, 2026, minutes. 
  

 
 
1. Action Requested: 
Motion to adopt the minutes. 
 
2. Background: 
The Planning Commission met on March 18, 2026. 
 
3. Budget Impact: 
N/A 
 
4. Attachments: 
1. Minutes 
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1 
Proposed Minutes  March 18, 2026 

Proposed Minutes 
Planning Commission Meeting 

March 18, 2026 
 

 

Chair Boo called a Meeting of the Plymouth Planning Commission to order at 7:00 p.m. in the 

Council Chambers of City Hall, 3400 Plymouth Boulevard, on March 18, 2026. 

 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT: Chair Michael Boo, Marc Anderson, Julie Olson, Greg Hanson, 

and Jim Willis 

 

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT:  Josh Fowler and Neha Markanda 

 

STAFF PRESENT:  Planning Manager Lori Sommers and Associate Planner Geoff Solomonson 

 

 

Chair Boo led the Pledge of Allegiance. 

 

 

Call to Order 

 

 

Public Forum  

Scott Johnson, Ward 2 resident, commented that he is running for city council for that ward and 

spoke about the proposed development north of the high school.  He believed that Plymouth should 

put 54th Avenue in first, across to the private road, and shut down 56th.  He stated that it would 

allow Troy Lane to be extended when it starts to develop. 

   

 

Approval of Agenda    

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Olson and seconded by Commissioner Anderson to approve 

the agenda.  With all Commissioners voting in favor, the motion carried.  

 

 

Consent Agenda 

 

(4.1) Planning Commission minutes from meeting held on March 4, 2026. 

 

Motion was made by Commissioner Willis and seconded by Commissioner Olson to approve the 

consent agenda.  With all Commissioners voting in favor, the motion carried.  

 

 

Public Hearing  
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New Business 

 

(6.1) Variance request to allow a 14-foot building addition in the side yard that would be 

eight feet from the property line, where 15 feet is required at 105 Zachary Lane (Ryan 

Kandoll and Carmen Kandoll – 2026009) 

 

Associate Planner Solomonson presented the staff report. 

 

Chair Boo recognized there would be a process to request a change to the driveway coming onto 

Zachary, but any such process would result in a denial. 

 

Associate Planner Solomonson stated that it would be likely that Hennepin County would require 

the access to remain the same. 

 

Chair Boo asked if other locations for the ADU and garage storage were considered. 

 

Associate Planner Solomonson confirmed that there were discussions with the applicant about 

other locations and detached options, but the applicant chose to proceed with the options as 

shown.   

 

Commissioner Olson stated that it appears within the neighborhood, there are some homes that 

are close to the lot line, and asked if those properties are grandfathered in.  She asked if it is 

common that a setback of eight feet would be approved when there are strong letters of 

opposition. 

 

Associate Planner Solomonson stated that it is likely that those homes were constructed prior to 

the regulations, noting that 201 Zachary Lane is the only variance on record in recent times. 

 

Commissioner Hanson asked if there were plans to expand the driveway to meet the third stall 

that will be constructed as part of the addition. 

 

Associate Planner Solomonson stated that the driveway is something that would be reviewed 

through the building permit, as it can be six feet from the property line. 

 

Chair Boo invited the applicant to address the commission. 

 

Ryan Kandoll, applicant, stated that he is requesting the variance to allow an addition to the 

south side of his home, which would add a third stall to the garage and living space addition that 

would function as a grandparents' suite.  He believed that this location makes the most sense for 

the home and property.  He stated that the practical difficulties that exist are due to the placement 

of the home and believed that this proposal is the best solution.  The proposed addition would be 

attached and would maintain the established pattern of residential development, while improving 

the curb appeal of the home.  He understood the concerns of the neighbors that were expressed in 

their letters.  He stated that the neighborhood already contains a range of sizes and setbacks for 

homes.  He commented that there will still be sufficient distance between the home and the 

neighbors to the south, and additional landscaping could also be added.   

 

Chair Boo asked about the other options that were considered for the addition. 
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Mr. Kandoll replied that he considered quite a few options, including a detached ADU, but noted 

that his parents have mobility issues and they would not have enough space for a garage or 

carport in that scenario.  He stated that he also considered transitioning the garage into living 

space, but they would then need to extend the driveway to a garage on the north side of the 

property, and his parents would need to walk through the main home to get to their living space.  

He noted that it would also make the appearance of the home awkward.   

 

Chair Boo introduced Dan Krautkremer, 17 Zachary Lane, commented that he is the neighbor to 

the south.  He disagreed with the comments made by the applicant and voiced his opposition to 

the proposal.  He expressed concern with drainage issues and believed that this would change the 

character of the neighborhood.  He stated that the lots in this neighborhood are large, and he does 

not want another home that close to his home.  He expressed concerns about privacy and a 

negative impact on his property value.  He believed the addition should be placed on the north 

side of the home, or in another area of the lot that would not require a variance.  He expressed 

frustration as he was not made aware of this request until he received notification from the city.  

He stated that his neighbor then came over with his plans, and he explained why he opposed it 

and did not believe his neighbor would continue to move forward with the request.  He asked the 

commission to deny the request.   

 

Commissioner Olson stated that the recommendation within the packet was to deny the request, 

but the staff presentation recommended approval and asked for clarification. 

 

Associate Planner Solomonson replied that there was a typo within the packet, and staff 

recommends approval.   

 

Chair Boo recognized that variances are difficult to consider, as shown by the testimony of the 

applicant and his neighbor.   

 

Mr. Kandoll stated that the lots will still be large, and the addition is attached to the home.  He 

stated that the neighborhood already contains a mix of home sizes and styles.  He stated that this 

also maintains the character of the neighborhood better than having two driveways to one home.  

He noted that there would still be separation between the homes, noting that 29.9 feet would 

remain between the homes.  He stated that the senior occupants would not generate large 

amounts of noise and would actually provide additional noise mitigation for his small children.  

He stated that the additional garage space would also allow them to unload their children from 

vehicles inside the garage rather than in the driveway.  He stated that improvements to the home 

typically support higher values in homes, and drainage concerns would be reviewed by the 

building and engineering departments in the review process.  He stated that if they placed the 

addition on the north side, they would need to run a driveway across the front yard, which would 

not maintain the character of the neighborhood.  He stated that the design would allow his aging 

family members to be integrated into his home.   

 

Commissioner Anderson stated that the commission has considered many variance applications, 

and there are usually extending circumstances that tend to direct the position one way or the 

other.  He stated that the county is extremely reluctant to grant more access points, which means 

there can only be one driveway.  He believed that the application had merit in providing 

additional dwelling opportunities for this family. 
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Motion was made by Anderson and seconded by Commissioner Willis to recommend 

approval of a resolution approving a variance request to allow a 14-foot building addition 

in the side yard that would be eight feet from the property line, where 15 feet is required at 

105 Zachary Lane.   

 

Further discussion: Chair Boo stated that he is not inclined to support the motion.  He 

stated that they have been fairly liberal with variance applications, often driven by 

conditions of the land and lack of opposition from neighbors.  He stated that there is 

significant opposition from neighbors and therefore he will not support the resolution. 

 

Commissioner Olson referenced the shared driveway and disagreement between the 

neighbors and asked how they would maintain the driveway.   

 

With a vote of 2 – 3 (Boo, Olson, Hanson opposed), the motion failed. 

 

Chair Boo noted that a recommendation of denial will go forward to the city council at its April 

13, 2026, meeting. 

 

 

Adjournment 

 

Chair Boo adjourned the meeting at 7:42 p.m. 
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Regular Planning Commission 
April 15, 2026 

Agenda Number: 5.1 

 
  
To: Planning Commission 
  
Prepared by: Geoff Solomonson, Associate Planner 
  
Reviewed by: Grant Fernelius, CED Director 

Lori Sommers, Planning Manager 
  
Item: Planned Unit Development (PUD) amendment to allow an 

indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business at 2155 
Niagara Lane (Thorney Training LLC -- 2026012) 

  
 

 
1. Action Requested: 
Conduct the public hearing, and move to recommed approval of the requested PUD 
amendment, subject to the findings and conditions listed in the attached resolution. 
 
2. Background: 
See attached planning report. 
 
3. Budget Impact: 
N/A 
 
4. Attachments: 
1. Planning Report 
2. Location Map 
3. Floor Plan 
4. Site Plan 
5. Thorney Traning LLC - CUP Application Packet 
6. Resolution PUD Amendment 
7. Resolution Findings of Fact 
8. Ordinance Text Amendment 
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To:   Plymouth Planning Commission 

 

From:  Geoff Solomonson, Associate Planner (763-509-5455) 

  Community and Economic Development Department 
 

Subject: Thorney Training LLC – PUD amendment to allow an indoor 

sports/fitness/commercial recreation business use to the Northwest Pointe 
Business Centre located at 2155 Niagara Lane (City File No. 2026-012) 

 

Ward: 2 
 
Deadline:  July 1, 2026 

 
 

SUMMARY 
 

The applicant is requesting approval 
of a PUD amendment to allow an 
indoor sports/fitness/commercial 
recreation business use for the 
property located at 2155 Niagara 
Lane.  Under the proposed plan,  
a portion of the existing building 
interior would be remodeled into an 
indoor youth baseball training 
facility. 
 
An aerial view of the site is included to 
the right for reference on the site 
context. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION 
 

Community and Economic Development Department staff is recommending approval of the 
request, subject to the findings and conditions listed in the attached ordinance and resolutions.  
If new information is brought forward at the public hearing, staff may alter or reconsider its 
recommendation. 
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SITE INFORMATION 
 

Zoning and Land Use 
 

The property is zoned PUD (planned unit development) which is a customized zoning district – 
and is guided IND (industrial) on the city’s comprehensive plan. The PUD is known as PUD 83-1 
(Parkers Lake) and the Northwest Pointe Business Centre. 
 

 Use Zoning 
Land Use Designation 

(2040 
Comprehensive Plan) 

Subject 
Property Industrial PUD IND 

North Industrial PUD IND 

East Industrial I-1, I-2 IND 

South, West 
Mallard Pointe 

 
Pintail Villas 

PUD 
 

PUD 

LA-4 
(living area 4) 

LA-3 
(living area 3) 

 
 

Site Characteristics 
 

The site contains roughly 6.45 acres and is located in the central eastern portion of the overall 
Parkers Lake PUD.  The subject site: 1) lies in the Bassett Creek Watershed District; 2) is not 
located within the flood plain or shoreland overlay district; and 3) does not contain any wetlands. 
 
Previous City Actions Affecting Property 
 

• In 1983 a land use guide plan amendment and MPUD concept plan was approved to change 
from LA-3 to IP. (Case 82066, Resolution 83-25) 

• In 1984 a MPUD preliminary plat/plan and conditional use permit was approved for the 
Parker’s Lake Development – Stage B. (Case 82066, Resolution 84-323) 

• In 1986 a final plat and development contract was approved for Parkers Lake North. (Case 
82066, Resolutions 86-02 & 86-03) 

• In 1987, a revised RPUD preliminary plat/plan and conditional use permit was approved for 
Parker's Lake Development – Stage B - Northwest of County Road 6 and Niagara Lane. (Case 
87006, Resolution 87-176) 

• In 1988, an Amendment to the PUD preliminary plat/plan, final plat and conditional use 
permit for a master sign plan was approved for Parkers Lake North (Case 87006, Resolution 
88-439) and a MPUD final plat and development contract was approved for Parkers Lake 
Corporate Center. (Case 88089, Resolution 88-624) 

• In 1998 an amendment to the PUD preliminary plat/plan, final plat and conditional use permit 
was approved for Parkers Lake North Master Sign Plan. (Case 88140, Resolution 89-72) 
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• In 1996 a PUD final plat/plan was approved for property west of Niagara Ln at 21st Ave. (Case 
96121, Resolution 96-569) 

• In November 2016 a PUDA for a sports and fitness club was approved at 2155 Niagara Lane 
N. (Case 2017039, Resolution 2017-191) 

 

 
ANALYSIS 
 
The applicant is requesting a PUD amendment to allow an indoor sports/fitness/commercial 
recreation business for a youth baseball training facility. The use would be approximately 11,513 
square foot in the most northwest portion of the approximately 92,392 square foot building. No 
exterior alterations are proposed.  

 
An indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business use located in a conventionally-zoned 
industrial district requires a conditional use permit.  Because the subject lies within an industrial 
planned unit development, a PUD amendment is required for the proposed use. A sports and 
fitness club use was previously approved for the most northeastern tenant space of the building 
in 2016, and with the annual ordinance update that was approved in January 2026, indoor 
sports/fitness/commercial recreation businesses are listed as a named use for the PUD general 
plan, however a PUD amendment is required to allow this particular use located in a different 
location from the previously approved use in 2016. 
 
Thorney Training had previously received approval on January, 2026 for a conditional use permit 
for a sports and fitness use in an industrial district at 13800 24th Avenue North. This request is 
for the same operation in a different location. 
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The applicant has specified that the proposed facility would be offered mainly for youth baseball 
players, ages 8-18, but also for amateur adult players and teams.  
 
The facility would consist of a lobby, offices, weight room, and training/practice area consisting 
of six batting cages, pitching machines, sensor equipment to monitor ball flight, hitting and 
pitching metrics, and video analysis software.  

The facility would offer different programs including facility access membership and performance 
training through coded entry and advanced online booking, individual and advanced individual 
training on peak hours (evenings and weekends) as well as during the day, 3 and small group 
training during evenings and weekends.  
 
The application also includes the facility as a possible location for camps and clinics, facility 
rentals, and as an organization location for youth leagues or tournaments. The applicant 
estimates having 1 employee/coach per 8 players with a maximum of 24 players and 3-4 
employees/coaches. 
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Parking 
 

The minimum parking requirements for the uses within the subject building are listed in the table 
below. The parking requirement for a sports/fitness/commercial recreation business is one 
parking space for every 300 square feet of floor area. The proposed facility is 11,513 square feet 
and would use a less intense use for parking (sports and fitness club) than an office use, but more 
intense than a warehousing or showroom/retail use. Consequently, city regulations require 38 
spaces for this use, unless the applicant demonstrates that their parking needs are lower. 

 Floor Area Parking Ratio 
Required Parking 

Spaces 

Subject Space 11,513 1:300 38 

Warehouse 
70,957 1 per 2,000 

square feet of 
floor area 

35 

Retail Sales and Service 
Business with 50 Percent or 

More of Gross Floor Area 
Devoted to Storage, 

Warehouses, and/or Industry 

9,916 

1 per 200 square 
feet devoted to 

public 
sales/service plus 
1 per 500 square 
feet of storage 

area, whichever 
is greater 

50 

Total 92,392  123 

 

A site plan of the subject property shows a total of 237 existing parking spaces for the entire 
property. Previous tenant floor plans and city approvals indicate that 123 spaces are required by 
the applicant’s proposed use and the other tenants of the building. The proposed use complies 
with the parking requirements of the zoning ordinance. 
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LEVEL OF DISCRETION IN DECISION-MAKING 
 
The city has a relatively high level of discretion in approving PUD amendments.  A PUD 
amendment must be consistent with the city’s comprehensive plan.  The city may impose 
reasonable requirements in a PUD as deemed necessary to protect and promote the general 
health, safety, and welfare of the community. 

 
FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION 
 
A PUD is a customized zoning district that provides for flexibility and variations to the strict 
application of the city’s land use regulations in order to improve site design and operations.  No 
PUD flexibility or variations are requested in conjunction with the proposal.  The proposed PUD 
amendment would allow accessory fuel sales for the grocer within the PUD. 
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In review of the requested PUD amendment, the Planning Commission should consider the 
following in making its recommendation to City Council: 
 

• Would the requested PUD amendment be consistent with the goals of the comprehensive 
plan and with the IND (industrial) guiding of the site? 

 

• Would the requested PUD amendment affect the purposes or intent of the PUD? 
 
Staff finds that the proposal would be consistent with the comprehensive plan’s IND guiding 
designation for the site, and that the requested indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation 
business would fit in with the overall purposes and intent of the PUD. 
 
Staff concludes that the proposal is consistent with the comprehensive plan, zoning regulations, 
and previously approved PUD. 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 
 
Notice of the public hearing was 
published in the city’s official 
newspaper.  Two mailed notices 
were sent out to all property 
owners within 750 feet of the 
site.  One notice was sent upon 
receipt of the application, and 
another notice was sent 12 days 
prior to the public hearing.  
Development signage has also 
been posted on the site.  The 
map to the right shows a 750-
foot radius around the site. 
 

 

Page 15 of 51



Page 16 of 51



Page 17 of 51



Page 18 of 51



Page 19 of 51



Page 20 of 51



Page 21 of 51



Page 22 of 51



Page 23 of 51



Page 24 of 51



Page 25 of 51



Page 26 of 51



Page 27 of 51



Page 28 of 51



Page 29 of 51



Page 30 of 51



Page 31 of 51



Page 32 of 51



Page 33 of 51



Page 34 of 51



Page 35 of 51



Page 36 of 51



Page 37 of 51



Page 38 of 51



Page 39 of 51



Page 40 of 51



Page 41 of 51



Page 42 of 51



Page 43 of 51



Page 44 of 51



 
CITY OF PLYMOUTH 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 2026- 

 
RESOLUTION APPROVING PUD AMENDMENT TO ALLOW A SPORTS/FITNESS/COMMERCIAL 

RECREATION BUSINESS, INDOOR, USE, 2155 NIAGARA LANE (2026012) 
 
 

WHEREAS, Thorney Training LLC has requested approval of a PUD (planned unit development) 
amendment to allow an indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business use to the Northwest 
Pointe Business Centre located at 2155 Niagara Lane, legally described as Lot 1, Block 1, Northwest 
Pointe Business Centre, Hennepin County, Minnesota; and, 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed said request at a duly called public hearing 
and recommends approval. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PLYMOUTH, 
MINNESOTA, that it should and hereby does approve the request by Thorney Training LLC for a PUD 
amendment to allow a sports/fitness/commercial recreation business, indoor, use to the Northwest 
Pointe Business Centre, 2155 Niagara Lane, subject to the following conditions: 
 
1. A PUD amendment is approved to allow an indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business, 

in accordance with plans received by the City on March 3, 2026, except as may be amended by 
this resolution. 

 
2. A building permit will be required. Building code related requirements will be addressed at 

building permit application submittal. 
 

3. A Minnesota licensed architect will need to prepare plans, building code analysis and 
specifications for building permit submittal. 

 
4. The mechanical ventilation system will need to be verified and updated as needed for the 

proposed tenant space. 
 

5. Sewer Accessibility Charge (SAC) determination is required. Contact the Metropolitan Council for 
submittal requirements at sacprogram@metc.state.mn.us. 

 
6. Standard Conditions: 

a. Compliance with the city’s lighting regulations. 
b. Any subsequent phase or expansions are subject to required reviews and approvals per 

ordinance provisions. 
 

7. Fire code related items will be reviewed when permits are submitted. 
 

8. Licensed contractors are required for all fire alarm, fire sprinkler and hydrant work. 
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Resolution 2026- 
File 2026012 
Page 2 
 
 
9. Ensure coverage of sprinkler and fire alarm systems are adequate for this type of use based on the 

Minnesota state fire code. 
 
APPROVED by the City Council this XXth day of XX, 2026. 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA) 
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN)    SS. 
 
The undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed City Clerk of the City of Plymouth, Minnesota, 
certifies that I compared the foregoing resolution adopted at a meeting of the Plymouth City Council on 
XX XX, 2026, with the original thereof on file in my office, and the same is a correct transcription 
thereof. 
 
WITNESS my hand officially as such City Clerk and the Corporate seal of the city this _______day of 
____________________, __________. 
 
 

____________________________________ 
City Clerk 
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CITY OF PLYMOUTH 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 2026- 
 

RESOLUTION APPROVING FINDINGS OF FACT FOR AMENDING 
ZONING ORDINANCE SECTION 21655 (2026012) 

 
 

WHEREAS, Thorney Training LLC has requested approval of a PUD (planned unit development) 
amendment to allow an indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business use to the Northwest 
Pointe Business Centre located at 2155 Niagara Lane, legally described as Lot 1, Block 1, Northwest 
Pointe Business Centre, Hennepin County, Minnesota; and, 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has reviewed said request at a duly called public hearing 
and recommends approval; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council has adopted an ordinance amending the zoning ordinance text. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PLYMOUTH, 
MINNESOTA, that it should and hereby does approve the request by Thorney Training LLC for an 
amendment to 21655.33 entitled “PUD 83-1 (Parkers Lake)” to add indoor sports/fitness/commercial 
recreation business as an allowable use on the site within the PUD – located at 2155 Niagara Lane, 
based on the following findings: 
 
1. The proposal is consistent with the IND (industrial) land use guiding designation of the site, and 

the sports/fitness/commercial recreation business, indoor, use would fit in with the overall 
purposes and intent of the PUD. 

 
2. The proposal would be consistent with the comprehensive plan, zoning regulations, and 

previously approved PUD for this site. 
 

APPROVED by the City Council this XXth day of XX, 2026. 
 
 
STATE OF MINNESOTA) 
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN)    SS. 
 
The undersigned, being the duly qualified and appointed City Clerk of the City of Plymouth, Minnesota, 
certifies that I compared the foregoing resolution adopted at a meeting of the Plymouth City Council on 
XX XX, 2026, with the original thereof on file in my office, and the same is a correct transcription 
thereof. 
 
WITNESS my hand officially as such City Clerk and the Corporate seal of the City this _________ day of 
___________________________, ____________. 
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____________________________________ 
City Clerk 
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CITY OF PLYMOUTH 
HENNEPIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA 

 
ORDINANCE NO. 2026- 

 
ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 21 (ZONING ORDINANCE) OF THE CITY CODE TO 

AMEND THE PUD 83-1 (PARKERS LAKE) TO ALLOW AN INDOOR 
SPORTS/FITNESS/COMMERCIAL RECREATION BUSINESS USE 

AT 2155 NIAGARA LANE (2026012) 
 
 
THE CITY OF PLYMOUTH ORDAINS: 
 

Section 1.  Amendment of City Code.  Section 21655.33 of the City Code is hereby amended as 
follows: 
 
Subd. 4. Allowable Uses. In addition to the uses previously approved within the PUD, a picture 

framing facility including warehouse with a showroom for retail sales, as well as an 
indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business, shall be permitted on Lot 1, 
Block 1, Northwest Pointe Business Centre. Incorporated herein by reference are the 
PUD amendment plans to an indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business as 
approved by City Council Resolution 2026-XXX on file with the office of the Zoning 
Administrator under File 2026012. 

 
Section 2.  Amendment of City Code.  Section 21655.33, Subd. 3 (c) of the City Code is hereby 

amended as follows: 
 
Subd. 5. Allowable Uses. In addition to the uses previously approved within the PUD, a picture 

framing facility including warehouse with a showroom for retail sales, as well as an 
indoor sports/fitness/commercial recreation business, shall be permitted on Lot 1, 
Block 1, Northwest Pointe Business Centre. 
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Section 3.  Effective Date.  This amendment shall take effect immediately upon its passage. 

 
 

ADOPTED by the City Council this XXth day of XX, 2026. 
 
 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Jeffry Wosje, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Jodi M. Gallup, City Clerk 
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