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ordinance No. ?o/b' oe7- city of Minneapolis File No. t/- ory'1/

By Warcame

Amending Title 23, chapter 599 of the Minneapolis Code of ordinances r€lating to Heritage

Preseruation: Heritage Preseruation Retulations.

The City Council of the City of Minneapolis do ordain as follows:

Section 1. That the definition of Planning director contained in Section 599.110 of the above-entitled

ordinance be amended to read as follows:

Section 599.110. Defi nitions.

plonning director.Ihe director of the +epresenta+ive-department of community planning and economic

development or their designee.

Section 2. That Section 599.u5 of the above-entitled ordinance be amended to read as follows:

Section 5g|!.U5. Concurrent review. For the efficient administration of this preservation ordinance,

whenever a project or proposal requires more than one (1) application for review by the planning

director, heritage preservation commission, city planning commission and the board of adjustment,

including but not limited to certificate of appropriateness, certificate eB g[ no change, historic variance,

and transfer development raghts, all applications shall be processed concurrently. Land use reviews by

the zoning administrator, city planning commission, and the board of adjustment shall not be regulated

by this section.

Section 3. That Section 599.175 of the above-entitled ordinance be amended to read as follows:

599.175, Fees. (a) Esfobrished. ln recognition of the cost of services performed and work and materials

furnished, persons who desire to avail themselves of the privileges granted them under the heritage

preservation ordinance shall pay fees in the amount listed in Table 599-1, Fees.
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Table 599-1 Fees

Application Type Fee
(Dollars)

Appeal of the ruling of the heritage preservation commission 3s0.00

Appeal of the ruling of the zoning administrator, planning director, or other official
involved in the administration or the enforcement of this preservation ordinance

3s0.00

Certificate of no change 0.00

Certificate of appropriateness
al+e+at+en

0-5,000 sf of lot area 250.00

5,001-9,999 sf of lot area 450.00

10,000-43,559 sf of lot area 750.00

43,550 sf of lot area or more 9s0.00
ge++Xieateo+app+epia+eness

n€rv+on5t+u€tie+t

-€-9f9+s{€+f€*-area 459.€€

-+g€e€-43r559{+€+f€F 75€€€

-43r56+sfeffo+€+ea-o+- 95e€S

Conservation
administrative review

certificate 0.00

Conservation certificate - public hearing review

atteratiea
0-5,000 sf of lot area 250.00

5,001-9,999 sf of lot area 450.00

10,000-43,559 sf of lot area 750.00

43,560 sf of lot area or more 950.00

@ing-reYie$
ne*{€n5t+u€tie6
-l]-#e#-tet-area 25€€e

-#9L-+,gg$5Foflot+rea .llse€e

-4€P€S-4+559+f-€{f€!rc 75e€0

-43r56#-€floti+ea€r-mor€ 95e€0
Conservation district plan 3s0.00

Demolition of historic resource 350.00

Historic review letter 150.00

Historic variance 250.00

Transfer of development rights 350.00

lbl Postoge ond publicotion. For applications requiring notice of a public hearing to affected property

owners, the applicant shall pay the cost of first class postage based on the number of property owners

to be notified. ln addition, for applications requiring publication in a newspaper of general circulation,

the applicant shall pay a fee of twenty-five dollars (525.00).

(cl continuonce. After notification of a public hearing has taken place, a request by the applicant to
continue an application to a subsequent public hearing of the heritage preservation commission shall be

charged a fee totaling one hundred fifty dollars (5150.00) when such request is granted. The fee shall be

paid prior to the subsequent public hearing.

(dl Forms ond poyment of fees. the zoning administrator shall provide applicants with forms,

designating therein the amount of fees to be paid. All fees shall be payable to the city finance officer.
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(el Relund of fees.

(71 lncomplete opplicotions.lf an applicant fails to provide a complete applacataon and the application is

withdrawn by the applicant or is deemed withdrawn and returned pursuant to section 599.150(b), the
city shall retain the first one hundred dollars (5100.00) of the total fees paid for the project. Any sum

paid over the amount to be retained shall be refunded.

l2l Complete opplicotions.lf an applicant withdraws a complete application before the scheduled public

hearing, or in the case of an application for administrative revaew, before the application is decided by

the planning director or zoning administrator, the city shall retain the first one hundred dollars (S100.00)

of the total fees paid for the project, or such proportion of the fee paid as determined by the costs to
the city to process the application up to the time it was withdrawn compared to the costs to completely
process the application, whichever is greater. Any sum paid over the amount to be retained shall be

refunded. lf the scheduled public hearing is held, or if the application is decided by the planning director
or the zoning administrator, no fees shall be refunded, whether or not the application is withdrawn,
approved or denied.

l3l Exception. The city shall refund the total amount of the fees paid for any application that was

accepted by the planning director or zoning administrator in error.

Section 4. That Section 599.300 of the above-entatled ordinance be amended to read as follows:

59!r.300. Design guidelines. The commission shalll3y-adopt design guidelines for landmarks and

historic districts. Prior to adoption, the planning director shall submat all proposed design guidelines to
the state historic preservation officer for review and comment. The state historic preservation officer
shall have sixty (60) days from said date of submittal to provide comments to the planning director.

Section 5. That Section 599.350 of the above-entitled ordinance be amended to read as follows:

5E).350. Required findings for certificate of appropriateness.

presented in ea€h a

timite*e+ne+etteryin+

,i-nifi€an€e for wh

preperry-$aseedsnate*

(3) The alteratien is cempatible with and will ensure €entinued inteffity ef the landmark or histeri€

@

(41 The alteratien will nst rnaterially impair the signifi€an€e and integrity of the lanCmark, histeri€
iens

with the appli€able design guidelinee adopted by the €€mmi55ien,

(5) The alteratien will net materially impair the signifi€ance arld integrity ef the landmark, histeri€
iefis

with the reeemmendatiens €€ntained in The Se€retary ef th€ lnterier's Standards fer the Treatment ef
Hist€rk+r€pe+tie5

ien

preservatien peli€les
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(b) ge5tru6tien o/ ony preperty, Befere apprevang a €ertifi€ate ef appropriateness that inyolves the

under interim preteetion, the €ommissien shall make findangs that the destru€tisn is ne€essary to
ive5

te the destru€tion, ln determining whether reasonable alternatives exist, the €€mmissien shall €onsider,
i€

el Adequete eenridera

iee+

the landmark €r histori€ distri€t was based'

(2) where appli€able; Title 3g of the Minn€ap€li5 €ede of erdinan€es, z€ning €ede, ehapter 53e, Site

Plen+evielv'

(3) The typelegy of treatments delineated in the s€€retary ef th€ lnterior's Standards fer the Treatment

rest€{ing+irt6+ic#in€+

ldl Additien€l findings fer slteratiens within histeric distriels, Betorc apprevin1 a eeftifieate ot

in*

*aseesigne$a

(2) Granting the Gertifi€ate of appropriateness will b€ in keepin8 with the spirit and intent ef the

(3) The €ertifi€ate ef appropriateness will not be iniurieus to the signifiGan€e and integrity ef otller
res€ur€es in th€ histori€ distri€t and will not impeCe the nermal and orderly preservatien sf ssrreunCinE

inefi€e=

(a) The heritage oreservation commission shall make each of the followins findings before aoorovine a

certifi cate of aoorooriateness:

(1) The alteration is compatible with the desisnation of the landmark or historic district, includins the
period and criteria of sienificance.

(2) The alteration will ensure the continued intesritv ofthe landmark or historic district.

(3) The alteration is consistent with the applicable desisn quidelines adopted bv the commission.

(4) The alteration is consistent with the applicable recommendations contained in The Secretarv of the
lnterio/s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Prooerties.
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(5) The alteration is consistent with the soirit and intent of the preservation ordinance. the aoolicable
policies of the comorehensive olan, and the apDlicable oreservation policies in small area olans adoDted

bv the citv council.

(b) ln addition to the findinqs in subdivision (a) above. before aoorovins a certificate of aooropriateness
that involves the destruction, in whole or in oart. of anv landmark, propertv in an historic district or

(1) The destruction is necessarv to correct an unsafe or daneerous condition on the orooerw: or

(2) That there are no reasonable alternatives to the destruction. ln determining whether reasonable

alternatives exist, the commission shall consider, but not be limited to:

a. The sisnificance of the prooertv:

b. The integritv of the oroperw: and

c. The economic value or usefulness of the existine structure. includins its current use, costs of
renovation and feasible alternative uses.

Section 6. That Section 599.420 of the above-entitled ordinance be amended to read as follows:

599.420'Requiredfindingsforcertificateofnochange.@

ins

peried ef significan

isn-in

@

(3) Th€ miner alteratien is eempatible with and will ensur€ €entinued integrity ef the landmark er

(4) The miner alteration will not materially impair the signifi€an€e and integrity ef the lanCmarlq histeri€

district or nemin iens

with the appli€abl€ design guideline5 adepted by tt€ €emmissien,

i€
iens

with the re€emmendations eontained io The Se€retary of the lnteri€r's Standards fer the Treatment ef
*ste+ie++epe+ies,

+naR€e

that invelves alterations to a property within an hist€rie distri€t, the €emmissien shall make findinBs

@iF6:

ulas4esignate*
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inefi€e

(3) The €ertifi€ate of no €hange will n€t be iriurieus te the signifi€an€e anC integrity of ether ressur€es

inen€e,

The olannins director shall make each of the followins findinqs before aoorovine a certificate of no

chanqe:

(11 The minor alteration is comoatible with the desiqnation of the landmark or historic district. includins

the oeriod and criteria of siqnificance.

(2) The minor alteration will ensure the continued inteqritv of the landmark or historic district.

(3) The minor alteration is consistent with the aoplicable desiqn quidelines adooted bv the commission.

(4) The minor alteration is consistent with the aDDlicable recommendations contained in The Secretarv

of the lnterio/s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties.

(5) The minor alteration is consistent with the spirit and intent of the preservation ordinance, the
aoplicable oolicies of the comorehensive olan. and the aoolicable oreservation oolicies in small area

olans adooted bv the ciw council.

section 7. That Section 599.480 of the above-entitled ordinance be amended to read as follows:

5$.t180. Commission decision. lal ln general.lf the commission determines that the property is not an

historic resource, the commission shall approve the demolition permit- lf the commission determines

that the property is an historic resource, the commission shall deny the demolition permit and direct the
planning director to prepare or cause to be prepared a designation study of the property, as provided in

section 599.230,
meets their burden of oroof with resard to subdivision (b) below.

histeri€ resour€e, the €emmissien shall make findings that the demelitien is ne€essary te €orre€t an

(b) Destruction of historrc /esource. Before aoorovinq the demolition of a properw determined to be an

historic resource. the commission shall make the followinq findinss:

(1I The destruction is necessarv to correct an unsafe or dangerous condition on the DrooerN; or

(21 That there are no reasonable alternatives to the destruction. ln determininq whether reasonable

alternatives exist. the commission shall consider. but not be limited to:
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a. The siqnificance ofthe propertv:

b. The inteqriw ofthe properw: and

c. The economic value or usefulness of the existinp structure, includinq its current use. costs of
renovation and feasible alternative uses.

(cl Mitigotion plon. The commission may require a mitigation plan as a condition of any approval for
demolition of an historic resource. Such plan may include the documentation of the property by

measured drawings, photographic recording, historical research or other means appropriate to the
significance of the property. Such plan also may include the salvage and preservation of specified

building materials, architectural details, ornaments, fixtures and similar items for use in restoration

elsewhere.

(dl Demolition deloy. The commission may stay the release of the building, wrecking or demolition
permit for up to one hundred eighty (180) days as a condition of approval for a demolition of an historic

resource to allow parties

interested in preserving the historic resource a reasonable opportunity to act to protect it. The release

of the permit may be allowed for emergency exception as required in section 599.50(b).
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