








TOPIC: Transportation Commission role in the 
Development Review process 

 
DATE INTRODUCED:  November 24, 2009 
 
CONTINUED DISCUSSION: December 9, 2009 
 
 
 
Introduction: 
Chair Fischer explained that at the November 24, 2009, Planning Commission  
PC) meeting, the Commission discussed the role of the Transportation  
Commission (TC) in the development review process. Chair Fischer further  
explained that at that meeting the Commission suggested that the Transportation  
Commission be eliminated from the development review process unless a  
specific referral is requested by staff, planning commission or city council.  
 
Discussion: 
Commissioner Risser questioned what would trigger review by the TC.  
Commissioner Schroeder said he envisions that the Transportation Commission  
would review projects of a scale sufficient to trigger an environmental review  
(environmental assessment worksheet, environmental impact statement,  
alternative urban areawide review), as well as any area of the city subject to a 
 small area plan. 
 
Geof Workinger, 5224 Kellogg Avenue and Chair of the TC raised the  
following questions: 
  

1. Does the Planning Commission see eliminating TC review on all 
development projects as an important step in streamlining the process? 

2. Has the TC provided the Commission/Council quality guidance when 
reviewing traffic issues; and 

3. Is review by both the TC and PC duplication and an overlap of process or 
does it provide the needed balance? 

 
Commissioner Staunton explained that at the joint meeting of the TC and Zoning 
Ordinance Update Committee (ZOUC) it was mentioned by a TC member that 
the focus of the TC should be the larger picture, adding it was also mentioned 
that reviewing every development project at the micro-level may be a duplication 
of effort. Concluding, Commissioner Staunton said the goal of the ZOUC is to 
streamline the development review process to avoid confusion for the public and 
the developer. 
 
Mr. Workinger clarified he wasn’t aware the ZOUC was tackling this issue, 
adding he is not speaking on behalf of the TC; he is only expressing his opinion. 
Continuing, Mr. Workinger questioned if the Commission found it helpful that a 



specific project had the TC stamp of approval? Chair Fischer responded it was 
helpful, adding he doesn’t want to convey the impression that the Planning 
Commission wants to “control everything”. He reiterated that the goal of the 
ZOUC is to streamline and clarify the development review process. Mr. 
Workinger said in his opinion the role of the TC is vital, adding the TC has value 
with their expertise.  
 
A discussion ensued with Commissioners acknowledging the benefit of 
development review at the TC level; however, a piece in the TC review process 
is missing and that piece is public input. It was pointed out that the Planning 
Commission and City Council conduct the public hearings and with many 
projects traffic impact plays a very important role in the discussion and decision. 
Residents have expressed confusion when the Commission and Council refer to 
a recommendation from the TC when they weren’t aware the project they were 
interested in was previously discussed at a City level.  
 
Mr. Bonneville, 4378 Browndale, and member of the TC said that in his opinion 
the TC should be involved in the development review process; however their role 
needs to be more clearly defined. Continuing, Mr. Bonneville pointed out the City 
Council appoints residents with applicable expertise to the various boards and 
commissions, adding the talents of Edina’s residents should be used. 
Concluding, Mr. Bonneville acknowledged the question if where the TC fits in the 
development review process and suggested that the PC and the TC get together 
to establish criteria for development review.  
 
Commissioner Scherer agreed that clarification is needed on the role of the TC in 
the development review process, but noted the TC is an advisory board without 
public notice. Commissioners agreed with that comment. Continuing, 
Commissioner Scherer said in her opinion establishing the PUD as the 
development review threshold for the TC would be a good place to start. 
Concluding, Commissioner Scherer said if there is an issue with the relevance of 
the TC that should be addressed at the Council level and if the Council deems 
that the TC continues its development review the Council should consider 
assigning them a public process. 
 
After further discussion the ZOUC suggested that either a joint session is needed 
between the PC and TC or a member of the PC attends a TC meeting to discuss 
the relevancy and the role of the TC in the development review process. 
 
Chair Fischer reiterated what the ZOUC is trying to do is to establish a more 
transparent, easily understood, and streamlined development review process. He 
reiterated in no way should anyone take away from these work sessions that the 
Planning Commission is attempting to “take away” anything, pointing out the City 
Council has the final authority for any changes to the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
 



 
Action: 
The Zoning Ordinance Update Committee recommends that the previous 
recommendation to eliminate the Transportation Commission from the 
development review process be tabled until sometime in January 2010. 
Chair Fischer said this will allow the TC time to discuss their role as it 
relates to development review. Chair Fischer said minutes would be 
provided to the TC on the discussion this evening. Chair Fischer said if 
possible a member of the Planning Commission would also attend 
January’s TC meeting.  
 


