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Detroit Lakes Planning Commission
Agenda
September 25, 2025
5:30pm
City Council Chambers
City Administration Building

Call to Order

Minutes

A. Approval of the minutes of the regular meeting held on July 24, 2025

B. Approval of the minutes of the special meeting held on August 11, 2025
Public Hearings

A. Public hearing to give consideration to a variance to allow an 8 foot setback

instead of the required 20 foot setback from the alleyway at 1112 McKinley
Avenue (Blair Westrum)

Business

A. Consideration to the request from Chad Wendel authorizing a one year extension
on a conditional use permit to allow a Planned Unit Development with a 14 unit
townhome development at 1377 West Lake Drive

B. Variance/Conditional Use Status Report

Adjournment
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Exhibit II-A Return to Agenda

Minutes
Detroit Lakes Planning Commission
City Council Chambers
City Administration Building
Thursday, July 24, 2025

Members Present: Andrew Gag, Dan Josephson, Chris Nord, Shaun Carlson, Kelsey McCombs
Members Absent: Liz Foster-Anderson, Nancy Haggart, Jena Swartz, Eric Lundmark

Others Present: Larry Remmen, Community Development Director; Jennifer Beck, Community
Development Administrative Assistant; see attached list of attendees

CALL TO ORDER

Commissioner Shaun Carlson called the Planning Commission to order at 5:30pm on Thursday,
July 24, 2025, in the Council Chambers of the City Administration Building. All members of the
Planning Commission have been duly notified of the meeting and business to be transacted.

Note: Commissioner Shaun Carlson informed the Commission and those in attendance that items
considered at today’s meeting would also be addressed at the Monday, August 11, 2025,
Community Development meeting, followed by the City Council meeting on Tuesday, August
12, 2025.

MINUTES

Approval of the minutes of the regular meeting held on June 26, 2025

A motion was made by Commissioner Dan Josephson, seconded by Commissioner Kelsey
McCombs, and carried unanimously to approve the minutes from the meeting of June 26, 2025.

PUBLIC HEARING

Public hearing to give consideration to a variance to allow 16 boat slips instead of 6 boat slips at
1897 Bridgeview Boulevard (Bridgeview Estates Shared Lot and Dock Association)

Commissioner Shaun Carlson opened the public hearing.

Larry Remmen reported relative to a variance to allow up to 16 boat slips instead of 6 boat slips
at 1897 Bridgeview Boulevard (Bridgeview Estates Dock Association). Larry Remmen stated the
Bridgeview Estates Dock Association has requested a variance to allow a dock with 16 boat slips
at 1897 Bridgeview Boulevard. The current controlled access lot is a legal nonconforming use
and 1s only allowed six (6) slips based on the zoning ordinance. Staff recommends denial of the
request variance as the applicant has not demonstrated that they have a practical difficulty that
would justify the requested variance. They want more slips than their property allows and they
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have not demonstrated that there are circumstances unique to their property that would require
the requested variance.

Larry Remmen stated the applicant has submitted the following statements in support of their
variance request.

EXPLANATION FOR EACH QUESTION REQUIRED AND ANSWERED
BY THE DOCK ASSOCIATION:

#1. In your opinion, is the variance in harmony with the purpose and intent of the
ordinance? YES

The proposed variance maintains the harmony of CurfmanLake's existing and continued
recreational/residential use by the residents of Bridgeview Estates, permitted by both the
Ordinance and City Comprehensive Plan. The ordinance provides for use of boat slips which was
for 13 original residents but then upgraded to 26 without further consideration of boat slip
allotment. The variance request is also in harmony with all other non-commercial marinas that
serve well over 50% of their respective communities.

#2. In your opinion, is the variance consistent with the Comprehensive Plan? YES

The proposed variance maintains the harmony of Curfman Lake's existing and continued
recreational/residential use by the residents of Bridgeview Estates, permitted by both the
Ordinance and City Comprehensive Plan. Specifically, a de-facto look at Curfman Lake shows
the lake has 2 existing multiple slip marinas located on it along with numerous residential docks,
slips and lifts (as the City advised residential lots enjoy unlimited dock and slip use with no
restrictions), all of which demonstrates the requested use is in harmony with, conforms to, and is
compatible with current uses permitted under the ordinance and comprehensive plan. This is
consistent with the comprehensive plan-as-long as we agree on a number of boat slips (13 to 16)*
with the understanding there will be no further requests/variances moving forward.

#3. In-your opinion, does the proposal put the property to use in a reasonable manner?
YES

The Applicant proposes to use the property in a consistent and reasonable manner already
permitted by the ordinance and plan. This request for additional slips serves a reasonable
residential need, particularly where the number of housing units (26) far exceeds the number of
permitted slips (6). Further, expanded dockage for additional slips will not interfere with the
natural shoreline or-vegetation buffer. The requested variance and dock design maintain
reasonable expectations for shared lot access and use by residents/taxpayers, and the request for
13-16* slips for 26 residents/taxpayers is not unreasonable. There will never be fueling or fuel
storage permitted on the access lot or dockage; and to our knowledge there is no demonstrated
environmental harm. This proposal will utilize the property in a more reasonable manner by
allowing more residents/taxpayers to use the marina and preserve the open Green Space of the
33,000 square foot shared lot.
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#4. In your opinion, are there circumstances unique to this property? YES

A. Ordinance states the minimum square footage needed is 15,000 square feet. Our
Controlled Access Lot is 33,000 square feet which is more than double what is required.

B. The Bridgeview Estates developers initially planned for 13 residential homes on 13 lots
when allotted 6 boat slips. It then expanded to 26 homes on 13 lots. All 26 owners share lot
access and pay property taxes on it. However, the developers failed to address the need for
more boat slips for its 26 owners.

C. Curfman Lake residents have a unique hardship of access to the lake. Water levels
from mid-to-late June usually prevent pontoons from navigating under Long Bridge. This was
also the case for most of 2024. Since there is no public access on Curfman Lake we cannot enjoy
the lake we live on when the water levels are high.

D. By restricting the Bridgeview Estates residents/taxpayers to6 boat slips you are requiring
our senior residents to always store, then trailer and transport their boats/pontoons to the public
landing, launch, pull and re-trailer the boats, and then transport and return them to storage for
each use. The Bridgeview residents and access lot owners believe this is a unique and
unreasonable hardship circumstance supporting issuance of the requested variance.

E. Although Bridgeview Estates is not formally a 55-and-over development, the
development and access lot have been owned and used by those over age 55 since its inception in
2001. (Economics suggest it will remain a retirement community for the foreseeable
future.) Therefore, single day use via South Shore Landing works a unique hardship
circumstance on Bridgeview's senior community.

#5. In your opinion, will the variance maintain the essential character of the Locality? YES

The variance will actually increase the essential character of the locality by maintaining its
Green Space with no clutter. This will also enhance the extended locality by eliminating
additional congestion around the South Shore Drive public boat landing. The total number of
slips will not exceed that permitted under the variance (13-16%); all slips will be seasonal and
removed at the end of each season; the existing shoreline and vegetative buffer will be
maintained; and no fueling or fuel storage, waste disposal or pump-out facilities, will be
permitted. In short, the proposed variance will enhance and maintain the character for the
locality and will be consistent with the ordinance and comprehensive plan.

*13 to 16 boat slips is the range we are seeking. We recognize there is not a reasonable
enough space toexceed 16 slips. 16 slips would serve 61% of our residents/tax payers.

Larry Remmen stated the City’s Findings and response to the applicants’ answers and
statements are as follows:

CITY’S FINDINGS AND RESPONSE TO THE APPLICANTS
ANSWERS AND STATEMENTS:
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The requested variance does not meet the requirements to be granted a variance based on
the following findings:

1. The variance requested is not in harmony with the purpose and intent of the ordinance.
When controlled access lots were allowed the only way to add additional slips was to enlarge the
lot size by adding 15% to the lot width and the lot area. A controlled accessdot allowing six (6)
slips was required to be 75 feet wide and 20,000 square feet. Another slip could only be added if
the lot was increased by 11.25 feet in width and 3,000 square feet. These regulations were
designed to prevent overcrowding of the lake and shoreline with docks and watercraft. In 2018,
the City amended its shoreland regulations and eliminated contrelled access lots in order to
protect the health, safety, and welfare of the community. Such lots are now a legal
nonconforming use and should not be enlarged or expanded. There are other controlled access
lots on the lake that would also be interested in having more slips. (For example: 1744 East
Shore Drive, Pembina Trails Beach Club, has 17 members and only 6 slips. 516 Shorewood
Drive has 25 owners and only 8 slips.) These only serve a fraction of the owners.

2. The variance is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive Plan
states that the purpose of the shoreland ordinance is to “...preserve and enhance the quality of
surface waters, conserve the economic and natural environmental values of shorelands and
provide for the wise use of water and related resources.”

The City Council has determined that no additional controlled access boat slips are permitted so
adding more to the existing controlled access lot is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

3. The applicantdoes not propose to use the property in a reasonable manner. The requested
variance would enlarge a use that is no longer permitted by the zoning ordinance. Additional
slips will allow-more motorized boat traffic on Curfman Lake and will potentially disturb
important fish spawning areas.'When Golden Bay Shores was developed the Minnesota
Department of Natural Resources required all motorized boat slips for this development be
located on Detroit Lake. Motorized boat slips were not allowed on Curfman Lake. This was done
to protect-the fish spawning area. Adding more slips for motorized boats is not reasonable given
the past actions with regard to motorized boat slips to prevent over use of the lake and
degradation of fish spawning areas.

4. The circumstances are not unique to the property. This property is a standard controlled
access lot and does not have any unusual features that make it difficult to meet the standard of
allowing 6 boat slips. The fact that there are more owners with a fractional interest in the
property who wish to have a boat slip is a problem created by the owners and is not unique to the
property. In fact, there are other controlled access lots on the lake that area similarly situated
with more members/owners than available slips. For example: 1744 East Shore Drive — 17
members/6 slips and 516 Shorewood Drive — 25 owners/8 slips. The fact that twin homes were
built and create a situation where there were 26 owners of the access lot instead of 13 is also
created by the property owner and is not a practical difficulty associated with the lot.
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5. The variance does not maintain the essential character of the neighborhood as adding
additional slips will alter the aesthetic of the area. A dock with six (6) slips is entirely different
than a marina with 16 slips. A 16 slip marina would cover much more shoreline and would not
be aesthetically pleasing to the neighbors and lake users.

Larry Remmen stated again, based on the findings stated in this report, staff recommends denial
of the requested variance. There is no practical difficulty shown that would provide legal
justification for approving the requested variance.

Larry Remmen noted the 15,000 square feet is a requirement for Detroit Lake. The Curfman
Lake requirement is 20,000 square feet which is far in excess of the required size.

Larry Remmen stated he has five letters that were written by the Minnesota Department of
Natural Resources back in 1997, when Golden Bay Shores was being developed which urged the
City to protect the fish spawning areas and offered numerous suggestions about how that can be
accomplished. The City has an agreement with Golden Bay Shore from 2009 which allows for
28 motorized boat slips on Detroit Lake and no motorized boat slips on Curfman Lake.

Larry Remmen read the letter received from Rodger Hemphill, Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources, on July 24, 2025, which stated:

Re: Bridgeview Estates Shared Lot and Dock Association, Variance to increase watercraft
storage on the controlled access

Members of the Detroit Lakes Planning Commission,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this application requesting an to increase
watercraft storage on the controlled access that is part of Bridgeview Estates. My comments and
recommendation are based on an evaluation of the facts presented in the application received
6/18/25 by the City of Detroit lake against the criteria in Minn. Statute §462.357 . Based on this
evaluation, the DNR recommends denial of the variance.

Summary of variance request

The applicant has requested a variance to increase the number of mooring spaces from 6 to 16
spaces on the controlled access lot for Bridgeview Estates. Controlled access lots are prohibited
by the City of Detroit Lake’s current Zoning Ordinance. Reviewing the City’s previous
ordinance shows the number of slips allowed at the time of platting Bridgeview Estates only
allowed 6 slips on a controlled access lot of the size designed for the plat. The requested 16
spaces would be 10.more spaces than what was allowed, a significant deviation of 167%

Evaluation Criteria and Approach

The role of the City of Detroit Lakes Planning Commission is to objectively evaluate whether the
submitted facts meet the statutory criteria for approving a variance. Under Minn. statute (insert
$394.27 for counties or §462.357 for cities), variances can only be approved when they are in
harmony with the general purposes and intent of the zoning code and when they are consistent
with the comprehensive plan. Specifically, variances can only be granted when the applicant
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proves there are practical difficulties in complying with the zoning code. State law only allows
variances if all three practical difficulties criteria are met:

* There are unique circumstances to the property not created by the landowner.

* The property owner proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by the
ordinance.

» Granting the variance will not alter the essential character of the locality.

If any of these criteria are not met, then the variance must be denied. State law also does not
allow approving variances solely for financial reasons. The decision to approve or deny a
variance requires a rational explanation, based on facts, not on proposed conditions of approval.
Conditions may be considered, but only after a decision is made to approve. Additionally,
opinions of support or opposition, without supporting evidence, from neighbors or the public are
not facts and should not be considered.

This property is in the shoreland of a public water, an area that the state has identified as a
sensitive area where special laws are needed to protect scenic character; aquatic and riparian
vegetation; habitat; and to reduce the flow of nutrients into surface waters preventing excessive
algae and plant growth to maintain safe recreational opportunities. This context is critical for
properly evaluating the facts against the practical difficulties criteria whether the Planning
Commission is deciding, or a district court is reviewing such a decision on appeal.

Analysis of Facts and Recommendation
The Planning Commission should deny this variance because:

There are NO UNIQUE CIRCUMSTANCES of the property not created by the property
owner.

Unique circumstances are physical characteristics of the land such as lot shape, lot dimension,
and buildable area that are rare compared to other nearby shoreland properties. Personal matters
unrelated to the property such as family needs, design preferences, and financial considerations
are not-unique circumstances.

The applicant states the “ordinance states the minimum square footage needed is 15,000 square
feet. Our Controlled Access Lot is 33,000 square feet which is more than double what is
required.” This in incorrect. Curfman lake is an Recreational Development Lake so the lot
minimum size is 20,000 square feet and minimum width of 75 feet. If the controlled access lot
had been sized for 16 slips it would have been a lot 65,000 square feet and 263 feet wide as per
the previous ordinance.

The applicant states” The Bridgeview Estates developers initially planned for 13 residential
homes on 13 lots when allotted 6 boat slips. It then expanded to 26 homes on 13 lots. All 26
owners share lot access and pay property taxes on it. However, the developers failed to address
the need for more boat slips for its 26 owners.” During the time of the development the
developer did have the option to create a controlled access lot sized to allow for increased boat
storage on the access lot but chose a different design. As stated by the applicant all owners in the
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development do have access to Curfman lake via the controlled access lot, they just don’t the
ability to store watercraft on the controlled access lot.

The applicant states “Curfman Lake residents have a unique hardship of access to the lake. Water
levels from mid-to-late June usually prevent pontoons from navigating under Long Bridge. This
was also the case for most of 2024. Since there is no public access on Curfman Lake we cannot
enjoy the lake we live on when the water levels are high. ” Navigation between two basins is not
guaranteed. As stated above all 26 owners in the development have been granted access to
Curfman lake.

The applicant states By restricting the Bridgeview Estates residents/taxpayers to 6 boat slips
you are requiring our senior residents to always store, then trailer and transport their
boats/pontoons to the public landing, launch, pull and re-trailer the boats, and then transport and
return them to storage for each use. The Bridgeview residents and accesslot owners believe this
is a unique and unreasonable hardship circumstance supporting issuance of the requested
variance.” It is also stated “Although Bridgeview Estates is not formally a 55-and-over
development, the development and access lot have been owned and used by those over age 55
since its inception in 2001. (Economics suggest it will remain a retirement community for the
foreseeable future.) Therefore, single dayuse via South Shore Landing works a unique hardship
circumstance on Bridgeview's senior community.” These statements, though maybe currently
true, are not facts that establish unique circumstances or negate the determination of unique
circumstances based on the facts.

There is nothing that makes this property physically unique from other similar shoreland
properties or to justify the increase of non-conformity with the current standards when others
must comply. If this property is entitled to a variance there is no reason why any other similar
property would not be entitled to a variance. Granting a variance, therefore undermines the
purpose of shoreland regulations. In fact, the problem is due to preferences and financial
concerns.

The property owner DOES NOT propose to use the property in a reasonable manner given
the purpose of the (insert SL provision).

This criterion 1s about what is reasonable given the purpose of the ordinance, NOT what is
reasonable to the property owner. Variance requests should only be the minimum necessary to
achieve the purposes of the ordinance.

The purpose of limiting the number of mooring spaces is to minimize impacts on lake ecology by
protecting fish and fish habitat in the near shore aquatic area. Curfman Lake has been identified
as critical fish and wildlife habitat numerous times as development of the shore has been
proposed in the past. Large docks with many mooring spaces shade out aquatic plants and
eliminate habitat critical for fish spawning, feeding, and refuge from predators. Limiting
mooring spaces also protects water quality by limiting the number of motorized watercraft.
Propellers in shallow areas disturb sediment, increase turbidity, and release phosphorous, which
along with warming waters, accelerates algae growth.
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The applicant has not demonstrated why it is necessary to increase the number of mooring spaces
further over the allowed limit.

The variance WILL ALTER the essential character of the area.

Essential character is about how the resulting structure, improvement, or land/water disturbance
will alter the hydrology, nutrient flow into waters, soil stability, vegetation/habitat, shoreland
character, or be out of scale with the capacity of the land and water resource to tolerate the
impacts.

The variance will significantly increase the number of mooringsSpaces over the existing number.
The expansion of the dock facilities will significantly increase the visual impacts on this
shoreline area. Furthermore, the lake ecology in the shoreline area of the area will be
significantly altered, even if human eyes don’t notice it Curfman Lake has already been
identified as an area providing critical habitat for fish‘ranging from panfish to Muskies and
habitat for waterfowl and other wildlife. Protecting the critical contributions to local fish and
wildlife of the near shore of Curfman Lake has been considered and protected in the past in
regard to development decisions of the City.

Conclusion

The facts do not support a decision to approve and show that the design preferences and/or
financial concerns are driving the variance request. A decision to.approve the variance would
therefore be arbitrary and capricious. The DNR recommends denial.

If you have any questions, please call, or email me.

Sincerely,
Rodger Hemphill

Jack French, 1843 Bridgeview Boulevard, stated he had meet with the Larry and would get all of
the information before the meeting and didn’t know anything about the DNR report. Larry
Remmen stated that he had emailed out the staff report prior to the meeting. Larry stated during
the public hearing is when all of the information is reported and prior to the public hearing the
only document that is required to be provided is the staff report.

Jack French stated he wasn’t sure he was in a position to respond to the staff report and DNR
letter. Jack stated he had contacted the DNR and they stated they didn’t have the jurisdiction and
it was all up to the City. Jack proposed giving him and some of the other residents about five
minutes to meet and come up with a response to the DNR letter.

The Board was in favor of suspending the public hearing to after the rest of the business items to
allow them sometime to come back with their comments.

BUSINESS
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Consideration to a request for a variance to allow a setback of less than 30 feet for construction
of an attached 40 x 30 foot garage at 600 Shorewood Drive (Sam Larson)

Larry Remmen reported in consideration to a variance to allow a setback of less than'30 feet for
construction of an attached 40 x 30 foot garage at 600 Shorewood Drive (Sam Larson). Larry
Remmen stated the City Council sent this item back to the Planning Commission for review. The
Council ask the Planning Commission to consider the following items during their review. 1)
The road right of way in this area which is wider than the standard 66 feet. 2) Possible reduction
of the garage from 30 feet to 24 feet which allows the setback to be 20 feet instead of the 14 foot
setback originally requested.

Larry Remmen stated staff reviewed the plans and feels that a 20 foot setback is more acceptable
than a 14 foot setback as it would allow parking in front of the garage without encroaching on
the right-of-way. The right-of-way is 82 feet wide instead of 66 feet wide: Also the applicant’s
property line is 42 feet from the centerline of the road when generally the property line is 33 feet
from the center line. This is an additional 9 feet.

Larry Remmen stated staff recommends approval of the variance to allow a 20 foot front yard
setback for a 24 x 40 foot garage addition based on the following findings. 1) In your opinion, is
the variance in harmony with the purpose and intent of the ordinance? Yes, allowing a 20 foot
front yard setback allows cars to park in the front of the garage without extending into the right-
of-way. 2) In your opinion, is the variance consistent with the Comprehensive Plan? Yes, it is a
residential use in a residential district. 3) In your opinion, does the proposal put property to use
in a reasonable manner? Yes, An attached garage with a 20 foot front yard setback is a
reasonable use of property and not uncommon. 4) In your opinion, are there circumstances
unique to the property? Yes, with the wide right-of-way in this area the setback of 20 feet would
be a reasonable use of the property and is in keeping with the intent of the ordinance. 5) In your
opinion, will the variance maintain essential character of the locality? The variance would
maintain the essential character of the neighborhood. As an attached garage is a common feature
of homes in this area including many with less than a 30 foot setback.

Scott Walz, Meadowland Surveying, stated during the Community Development Committee
meeting last month there was discussion on the road right-of-way with and neighboring
structures that are as close or closer to the right-of-way. Scott stated Sam would like to proceed
with the variance with the garage being 25 feet from the house. Scott stated Sam’s family is
expanding and he would be taking a large portion of the current garage and turning it into living
space. Scott stated he would like the garage to be 25 feet deep and he would enter from the south
where currently he is entering from the west.

Larry Remmen questioned if he would be coming straight off the road to enter his property. Scott
Walz stated he would be coming straight off the Shorewood Drive. Larry Remmen stated the

difference of 1 foot for the garage would not be an issue.

Commissioner Shaun Carlson questioned if the request is for a 19 foot setback and a 40 x 25 foot
garage. Scott Walz stated that was correct.

10 of 40



Commissioner Dan Josephson questioned the right-of-way dimensions. Larry Remmen stated the
right-of-way is 82 feet. Scott Walz noted the right-of-way width on north side of the road is 42
feet from the centerline and on the south side of the road it is 40 feet from the centerline. Scott
stated that is how the City acquired it from the County.

Commissioner Dan Josephson questioned if there were any requirements for setback averaging
on the roadside of lake property. Larry stated there are no rules for setback averaging on roadside
of lake property. Larry Remmen questioned if the Board was interested in looking into an
ordinance for averaging on roadside of lake property. Commissioner Dan stated he was not
interested in adding any regulations.

Scott Walz stated the variance is in harmony with the neighborhood.

A motion was made by Commissioner Chris Nord, seconded by Commissioner Kelsey
McCombs, and carried unanimously to approve the variance to allow a'19 foot setback from road
side lot line for construction of an attached 40 x 25 foot garage at 600 Shorewood Drive (Sam
Larson) with the findings of fact 1) The requested variance is in-harmony with the purpose and
intent of the ordinance since it will be allowing a 19 foot front yard setback will allow cars to
park in the front of the garage without exténding into the right-of-way. 2) The requested variance
is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan as it is aresidential use in a residential district. 3) The
proposal will put the property to use in a reasonable manner. An attached garage with a 19 foot
front yard setback is a reasonable use of property and not uncommon. 4) The circumstances are
unique to the property with the wide right-of-way in this area the setback of 19 feet would be a
reasonable use of the property and is in keeping with the intent of the ordinance. 5) The variance
would maintain the essential character of the neighborhood. The variance would maintain the
essential character of the neighborhood. As an attached garage is a common feature of homes in
this area including'many with less than a 30 foot setback.

Consideration to aresolution of the Planning Commission finding the redevelopment plan for
redevelopment project No. 44 and the Tax Increment Financing plan for Tax Increment
Financing District No. 44-1 conform to the general plan for the development and redevelopment

of the City

Larry Remmen stated the Planning Commission approved a Conditional Use Permit for 1321
Highland Drive to allow a 36 unit apartment building which overlooks the Holiday Inn and lake.
The project meets with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. In order to allow for Tax Increment
Financing, we are required to make findings that fit with the Comprehensive Plan.

A motion was made by Commissioner Andrew Gag, seconded by Commissioner Chris Nord, and
unanimously approved the resolution of the Planning Commission finding the redevelopment
plan for redevelopment Project No. 44 and the tax increment financing plan for Tax Increment
Financing District No. 44-1 conforms to the general plan for the development and redevelopment
of the City.

Consideration to the final plat of Long Lake Acres at 2445 US Highway 10 W
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Larry Remmen reported relative to the consideration of the final plat of Long Lake Acres at
2445 US Highway 10 W (Darryl & Elizabeth Justesen). Larry Remmen stated Darryl and
Elizabeth Justesen has submitted the final plat of Long Lake Acres. This is a three (3) lot
commercial subdivision.

Larry Remmen stated staff recommends final plat approval subject to the following conditions:

1) That the owner obtain any required Pelican River Watershed District permit prior to issuance
of a building permit. 2) That the owner obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior to
issuance of any building permit.

Commissioner Shaun Carlson questioned if the plat was going to be for storage units. Larry
Remmen stated they will be for storage units.

Commissioner Dan Josephson questioned if there were any changes made after the preliminary
plat. Larry Remmen reported there were no changes that were required, it meets all the necessary
requirements including the surveying information.

A motion was made by Commissioner Dan Josephson, seconded by Commissioner Andrew Gag,
and carried unanimously to approve the final plat of Long Lake Acres at 2445 US Highway 10
W with the findings of fact in the staff report and subject to the following conditions: 1) That the
owner obtain any required Pelican River Watershed District permit prior to issuance of a
building permit. 2) That the owner obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior to
issuance of any building permit.

Consideration to the request from Trey Garnes authorizing a one year extension on a variance to
allow a 15 foot side yard setback and a 20 foot rear yard setback in an “I-1” Light Industrial
District for construction of a 10,400 square foot flex space shop condo at 1070 Randolph Road
and 1065 Fortune Avenue to August 12, 2026

Larry Remmen reported receiving a letter for extension from George (Trey) F. Garnes III which
stated: To Whom It May Concern, I am writing this letter to ask for a one year extension on the
set back variance that was granted last year for the project at 1070 Randolph Road. I am working
with Al Clark Construction for the building of the project. Meadowland Surveying has
completed the surveying. The building plans submitted to architect and engineering firms in
Perham and Fargo but still have some work to complete on that front and need additional time.
Thank you for your consideration.

A motion was made by Commissioner Kelsey McCombs, seconded by Commissioner Chris
Nord, and unanimously approved to approve the request from Trey Garnes authorizing a one
year extension on a variance to allow a 15 foot side yard setback and a 20 foot rear yard setback
in an “I-1” Light Industrial District for construction of a 10,400 square foot flex space shop
condo at 1070 Randolph Road and 1065 Fortune Avenue to August 12, 2026.

Variance/Conditional Use Status Report

Variance and Conditional Use Status Report was for information only.
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PUBLIC HEARING

Public hearing to give consideration to a variance to allow 16 boat slips instead of 6_boat slips at
1897 Bridgeview Boulevard (Bridgeview Estates Shared Lot and Dock Association)

Commissioner Shaun Carlson reopened the public hearing to allow 16 boat slips instead of 6
boat slips at 1897 Bridgeview Boulevard (Bridgeview Estates Shared Lot and Dock
Association).

Jack French, 1843 Bridgeview Boulevard, apologized to the Board and Larry. Jack stated the
DNR letter supported the staff report given by Larry. He wanted to show the uniqueness and
hardship of the circumstances would be in favor of granting the variance. Jack stated that there 1s
room for only 16 boat slips for the area. They want to do the least amount to disturb the
environment as possible. Currently the need is 13 but'16 would be the. most overall.

Jack French stated in the June Memo: The request is to allow 13 slips on the controlled access lot
which includes 13 points, some of which are not correct. Jack stated that eight of the points were
valid.

1) On arecreation development lake, a 20,000 square foot lot is required. Jack stated their
lot is 33,000 square feet which is 65% more than what’s required.

2) Since this is a controlled access lot, increasing the number of slips is not allowed. Jack
stated that is why the variance process exists. Jack stated during the Community
Development Committee meeting last month private homeowners have no limit to the
amount of boat slips allowed. Jack stated all the residents are private homeowners
however, they have a controlled access lot. Twenty-six residents own their own lots.
They do not want to have 26 slips. It seems a little conflicting that private homeowners
can have as many as they want but Bridgeview Estates is limited to six slips.

3)- There are other controlled access lots on the lake including but not limited to: East Shore
Drive, Shorewood Drive, Villa Lane, and the Preserve. The reality is that the other
controlled access lots may request more slips. Jack stated the reality is other controlled
access lots do not possess the uniqueness that regard to limitations, hardships, and
community planning. What others do in future is not really relative to their situation and
shouldn’t be considered in the Board’s decision. Other developments do not have the
same uniqueness that their development has so they will not come in the future and
request variances.

4) The fact that the association may have been in noncompliance for several years is
irrelevant. Also, this undermines the statement in Item 9 that says BESLDA is a formal
association and will have the necessary framework for governance. This framework is
currently in place and yet they are out of compliance with the regulations. Jack stated in
the past four years they had 11 slips and there were no complaints received from the
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5)

DNR or environmental disruption. The governance only applies to what happens to our
docks and not the owners property.

There is a difference between controlled access lot and PUD’s and how the number of
slips is determined. You should note that the Golden Bay Shores PUD was approved for
42 units and 28 boat slips. They were also required to have a marina on'the Detroit Lake
side and not the Curfman Lake side. This was encouraged by the DNR to protect
Curfman Lake from the negative impacts of motorized boat traffic. Jack stated if Golden
Bay Shores would have 28 boats slips on Curfman Lake would be disruptive. Jack stated
having the boats moved to Detroit Lake was commendable of the DNR. Golden Bay
Shores has 67% coverage for their community. If granted 16 boat slips, Bridgeview
would be at 62% coverage for their community.

Jack French responses to the staff findings of fact:

1y

2)

The variance requested is not in harmony with the purpose and intent of the ordinance.
When controlled access lots were allowed the only way to add additional slips was to
enlarge the lot size. Jack French stated they can’t challenge the formula for the increase
in lot size to increase the number of boat slips. Jack stated for the past four years, they
have been using 11 slips.

In 2018, the City amended its shoreland regulations and eliminated controlled access lots
in order to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the community. Jack French, stated in
the past four years with the 11 slips, there has been no effect to the health, safety, and
welfare of the community.

There are other controlled access lots on the lake that would also be interested in having
more slips. (For example: 1744 East Shore Drive, Pembina Trails Beach Club, has 17
members and only 6 slips. 516 Shorewood Drive has 25 owners and only 8 slips. These
only serve a fraction of the owners. Jack French stated the other controlled access lots are
on Detroit Lake and have several public access points. They are on Curfman Lake and
there isn’t a public access points. When the water is high, which every year there is an
issue, the larger pontoons are unable to get under the bridge to Curfman Lake. The
residents are not able to launch a boat from Detroit Lake and get to Curfman Lake which
they live on due to not being able to get under Long Bridge and there is no public access
on Curfman Lake. That creates a practical difficulty and is unique to their property.

The variance is not consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. The Comprehensive Plan
states that the purpose of the shoreland ordinance is to “...preserve and enhance the
quality of' surface waters, conserve the economic and natural environmental values of
shorelands and provide for the wise use of water and related resources.” Jack French
stated there is no evidence that we currently compromise any of the preceding factors nor
is there any proof that additional slips requested this amount any way would compromise
the Comprehensive Plan.
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3)

4)

The City Council has determined that no additional controlled access boat slips are
permitted so adding more to the existing controlled access lot is not consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan. Jack French stated that is why the variance process is in place.

The applicant does not propose to use the property in a reasonable manner. The requested
variance would enlarge a use that is no longer permitted by the zoning ordinance.
Additional slips will allow more motorized boat traffic on Curfman Lake and will
potentially disturb important fish spawning areas. Jack French stated the number of slips
will not have such an impact. In the last four years, they have been operating with 11
slips and there is no proof that they have disrupted anything. If another 5 slips were add
there wouldn’t be any burden on the spawning and the environment.

When Golden Bay Shores was developed the Minnesota Department of Natural
Resources required all motorized boat slips for this development be located on Detroit
Lake. Motorized boat slips were not allowed on Curfman Lake: This was done to protect
the fish spawning area. Adding more slips for motorized boats is not reasonable given the
past actions with regard to motorized boat slips to prevent over use of the lake and
degradation of fish spawning areas. Jack French stated they understand the DNR
response. Twenty-eight boat slipsdsa high request but they are asking for up to five more
than what they had been doing in the last four years. They would never expand over 16
boat slips. There isn’t room to go over 16 boat slips.

The circumstances are not unique to the property. This property is a standard controlled
access lot and does not have any unusual features that make it difficult to meet the
standard of allowing 6 boat slips. Jack French stated the following circumstances are
unique to the property: Their controlled access lot is 33,000 square feet, 65% greater than
what is required. Bridgeview Estates was initially planned to have 13 residential lots with
13 residential homes. There were six boats slips that were allotted at that time. It
expanded to 26 homes on 13-lots. The Developer put up twin homes which increased
doubled the tax base for community but there was no discussion about increasing the boat
slips. Jack stated that issue is on the Developer and not the homeowners. This makes for a
unique circumstance since no other controlled access lots have had increased homes that
were not original planned for during development. From mid to late June, water levels
increase making it difficult or impossible to get under Long Bridge. During 2024, they
only had six boats slips all year because boats and pontoons were unable to get under
Long Bridge. That is not an uncommon situation. There will never be 16 slips from
Memorial Day to Labor Day due to water levels. Since there is no public access on
Curfman Lake, they are unable to enjoy the water that they live on. By restricting the
Brideview Estates homeowners to six boat slips, you are requiring the residents, all of
which areseniors, to always store then trailer then transports boats/pontoons to the public
landing, launch, then pull and re-trailer, and then transport to the storage area. The
residents believe this is a unique, unreasonable hardship circumstance supporting an
issuance of a variance. Bridgeview is not designated as a senior residents but all residents
are currently 55 or older and economics show that it will probably always stay that way.
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The fact that there are more owners with a fractional interest in the property who wish to
have a boat slip is a problem created by the owners and is not unique to the property. Jack
French stated the problem was created by the Developer and not the homeowners. When
the Developer increased the units and didn’t increase the slips. It is unique to this

property.

The variance does not maintain the essential character of the neighborhood as adding
additional slips will alter the aesthetic of the area. A dock with six (6) slips is entirely
different than a marina with 16 slips. A 16 slip marina would cover much more shoreline
and would not be aesthetically pleasing to the neighbors and lake users. Jack French
stated with the approval of the variance it will not cover any more of the shoreline than it
currently covers today. The variance will increase the €ssential character of the
neighborhood by maintain the green spaces with no clutter. The 33,000 square foot of
green space will have boats or pontoons sitting there instead of green space for gathering,
fire pit, or picnic tables. If the boats are in water, they will maintain the essential
character of locality by maintaining the green space. This will decrease the amount of
traffic on South Shore Drive around the public access. The boat slips would not exceed
the amount granted by the variance with 13 to 16 slips. All boats/pontoons will be
removed and will be seasonal. The existing shoreline and vegetative buffer will be
maintained. No fueling, fuel storage, waste disposal, pump-outs facility will be permitted.
In short, the proposed variance will enhance and maintain the character for the locality
and will be consistent with the ordinance and comprehensive plan.

Jack French stated he has letters from the neighbors on both sides that support the
variance 100% with the 16 boat slips.

Jack French stated he sent pictures to Kelcey Klemm this week and requested they be forward
onto the Planning Commission. Larry Remmen stated that Kelcey Klemm has been and is
currently out of the office. Doug Friendshuh, 1852 Bridgeview Boulevard, stated he has the
pictures on his phone and is‘willing to share with the Board.

Jack French stated the issue with the size and number of dock slips will not alter the aesthetics
stated they don’t have the last section on the proposed site plan. The lot is a narrow lot, 200 feet
with 90 feet by the water and 68 feet at the street, and there is trees on both sides of the lot. There
1s an alley that you can pull into to get to the picnic table area. There are trailers parked in the
tree area which are barely visible from the road. From the road, the boat slips are not visible
unless you stop and look. You will seem mainly a well maintained green space.

Randy Peterson, 1833 Bridgeview Boulevard, questioned if there were any letters received in
response to the hearing notices that were mailed out. Larry Remmen stated he had not received
any comments or letters.

Doug Friendshuh, 1852 Bridgeview Boulevard, stated the dock is 4 feet wide, on one side there

are reeds right up to the dock and there is about 3 feet open on the other side of the dock. There
is approximately 10 feet wide of open space and the rest hasn’t been disturbed or maintained.
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Last year there were 12 boat slips used and that part of the shore which was maintained is
approximately 16 feet wide.

There being no further public comments, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Dan Josephson comment the shoreland and zoning ordinances ate created for the
purpose of creating regulations for restrictions and giving guidance on the regulations. A
variance is permanent and stays with the property. The property might be one thing and in the
future it might not stay the same. The granting of a variance is foreverand unless something
changes the variance remains. Making a judgement on what the current circumstances are.is one
justification because you don’t agree with what the regulations allow and that is the purpose of
tonight. You will not be able to store 30 to 40 boats year around which is not allowed by
ordinance. The burden of providing reasonable allowance for a variance is on the applicant and
the Board is to judge whether it is a valid reason and then the recommendation gets passed to
City Council. Did see the practical difficulty was shown by the applicant.

Commissioner Andrew Gag stated the DNR summed up that there was no practical difficulty and
it comes down to the preferences and financial decisions from the start and not necessarily the
rule. They have a reasonable use of their property with the allowable six slips. The DNR stated
the lot size would need to be 65,000 square feet and 263 feet wide.

Commissioner Chris Nord questioned if the allowable six slips are assigned to the property or up
to the association. Larry Remmen stated there are multiple owners of the access lot but was
uncertain of how the boat slips were assigned. Thatissue is outside of the Planning Commission
to address. The homes do not have a specific slip assigned to them.

A motion was made by Commissioner Andrew Gag, seconded by Commissioner Dan Josephson,
and unanimously carried to deny the variance to allow 16 boat slips instead of 6 boat slips at
1897 Bridgeview Boulevard (Bridgeview Estates Shared Lot and Dock Association) with the
findings of fact in the staff report.

Jack French questioned if there was any way to get the Community Development Committee to
change the recommendation to approval. Commissioner Shaun Carlson stated the practical
difficulty is a tough barrier to overcome. The Planning Commission has to look at the findings of
fact from staff along with the zoning ordinances and determine if it was the intent of the law. In
this case the findings of fact and zoning ordinances didn’t show the practical difficulty was
justified and so the variance was denied.

Jack French questioned if there was five no votes. Commissioner Shaun Carlson stated there was
four no votes and he only votes in the event of a tie.

Jack French stated the decision was a tough one. Commissioner Dan Josephson stated it was a
difficult decision. They take into consideration the DNR letter, staff report, and audience. Then
the Planning Commission looks at everything presented and then they have to judge whether
there should be a change to the ordinance. The ordinance would have to go through a process to
make the changes. The Board has to judge what the rules and regulations are and determine if
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they need to be changed or uphold the rules. Commissioner Dan stated the residents should
advocate to the Community Development Committee and Council and that is when the final
determination would be made. If residents don’t like the ruling, they can advocate for a rule
change of policy. Larry Remmen stated it is rare that the City Council votes against the Planning
Commission recommendation.

A resident questioned if they were able to come back with responses to the DNR letter could
they overturn the ruling of the Planning Commission. Commissioner Shaun Carslon stated it is
uncommon but if there are different facts and findings, they should bring them to the CDC and
Council meetings. Larry Remmen stated the Planning Commission recommendations go to the
Council.

Doug Friendshuh questioned if the letter that was received by the DNR was from one person or
more. Lary Remmen stated the DNR usually has multiple people making the decisions.

ADJOURNMENT

Respectfully submitted,
Jennifer Beck
Community Development
Administrative Assistant
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Exhibit II-B Return to Agenda

Detroit Lakes Planning Commission
Special Meeting Agenda
City Council Chambers
City Administration Building
August 11, 2025
4:30pm

Members Present: Andrew Gag, Dan Josephson, Chris Nord, Shaun Carlson, Kelsey McCombs,
Liz Foster-Anderson, Nancy Haggart, Jena Swartz, Eric Lundmark

Members Absent: None

Others Present: Larry Remmen, Community Development Director; Jennifer Beck, Community
Development Administrative Assistant; Kelcey Klemmy City Administrator; see attached list of
attendees

CALL TO ORDER

Commissioner Shaun Carlson called the Planning Commission to order at 4:30pm on Monday,
August 11, 2025, in the Council Chambers of the City Administration Building. All members of
the Planning Commission have been duly notified of the meeting and business to be transacted.

Note: Commissioner Shaun Carlson informed the Commission and those in attendance that items
considered at today’s meeting would also be addressed at the Monday, August 11, 2025,
Community Development meeting, followed by the City Council meeting on Tuesday, August
12, 2025.

BUSINESS

Consideration to the final plat of Lynnview Estates First Addition at 865 Shorewood Drive
(Bristlin Construction)

Larry Remmen reported relative to the consideration of the final plat of Lynnview Estates First
Addition at 865 Shorewood Drive (Bristlin Construction). Larry stated Bristlin Construction has
submitted the final plat of Lynnview Estates First Addition. This is a ten (10) lot residential
subdivision.

Larry Remmen stated staff recommends final plat approval subject to the following conditions:
) That the owner obtain any required Pelican River Watershed District permit prior to issuance
of any building permits. 2) That the owner obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior
to issuance of any building permits. 3) That the owner provide any additional utility and drainage
easements deemed necessary by the City Engineer.

Larry Remmen noted the preliminary plat has been previously approved.

A motion was made by Commissioner Dan Josephson, seconded by Commissioner Liz Foster-
Anderson, and carried unanimously to approve final plat of Lynnview Estates First Addition at
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865 Shorewood Drive (Bristlin Construction) with the findings of fact in the staff report subject
to the following conditions: 1) That the owner obtain any required Pelican River Watershed
District permit prior to issuance of any building permits. 2) That the owner obtain a Land
Disturbance Permit from the City prior to issuance of any building permits. 3) That the owner
provide any additional utility and drainage easements deemed necessary by the City Engineer.

PUBLIC HEARING

Public hearing to give consideration to an Amended Variance to allow a 20 foot setback from the
property line adjacent to the road right-of-way, a setback of 41 feet from the Ordinary High
Water Mark, and 33.1% impervious surface coverage for construction of a two (2) story home at
1217 West Lake Drive (James and Pam Benedict)

Commissioner Shaun Carlson opened the public hearing.

Larry Remmen reported relative to consideration to an Amended Variance to allow a 20 foot
setback from the property line adjacent to the road right-of-way, a setback of 41 feet from the
Ordinary High Water Mark, and 33.1% impervious surface coverage for construction of a two
(2) story home at 1217 West Lake Drive (James and Pam Benedict). Larry Remmen stated Jim
and Pam Benedict have requested a variance to allow a 41 foot setback from the Ordinary High
Water Mark, a 20 foot setback from the front yard (roadside) property line, and 33.1%
impervious surface coverage for construction of a two story home at 1217 West Lake Drive. The
City’s zoning ordinance requires a 75 foot setback from the Ordinary High Water Mark, or
setback averaging, a 30 foot front yard (roadside) setback, and 25% impervious surface
coverage, which can be mitigated up to 30%. The property currently has a substandard lot size of
6,083 square feet with a mobile home and a garage. The proposed project is to construct a two
story home with afootprint of 1,512 square feet. The proposed project request is for a 41 foot
setback from the Ordinary High Water Mark. The request also includes a 20 foot front yard
(roadside) setback. The proposal is for 33.1% impervious surface coverage.

Larry Remmen stated the applicant would like the Planning Commission to give consideration to
the following findings of fact. 1) The variance is in harmony with the purpose and intent of the
ordinance. The new house is similar in size, use, and setbacks to other homes in the immediate
neighborhood. 2) The variance is consistent with Comprehensive Plan. This is a residential use in
a residential zoning district. 3) The proposal puts the property to use in a reasonable manner. The
20 foot setback form the road right-of-way and the 41 foot setback from the lake is in accordance
with the average setback of adjacent properties. 4) The circumstances are unique to the property.
The lot size is 6,083 square feet and is 50 feet wide and 113 to 118 feet deep. Construction of
any home on this site would require a variance from the setback regulations and due to its small
size possibly an impervious surface variance. Other homes in this area with similar lot sizes and
configurations have been granted similar variances. 5) The variance will maintain the essential
character of the locality. The design of the house and its placement on the property will blend
with the character of other homes in the neighborhood.

Larry Remmen stated based on the findings listed above, staff recommends approval of the

variance requests as follows: The setback variance is needed because the lot is so shallow. The
lot varies from 113 to 118 feet in depth.
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Larry Remmen stated the following conditions should be considered with regards to these
variances: 1) That no deck, patio, or any structures be allowed in the shore impact zone. 2) That
the owner obtain a mitigation permit form the City to allow 30% impervious surface coverage
prior to issuance of a building permit. 3) That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed
District prior to issuance of a building permit. 4) That the owner have the location of the
foundation marked by a surveyor prior to the start of construction. 5) The project be constructed
generally as shown on the approved site plan. 6) That the owner provide the City with a survey
of the property within 3 months after completion of the project to show they are in compliance
with the variances.

Larry Remmen stated the only amendment is that the setback from the Ordinary High Water
Mark is changed from 43 feet to 41 feet.

Larry Remmen stated there was an error in measurements and the owner would like to have a
setback of 41 feet from the Ordinary High Water Mark. When Council previously reviewed the
request, the impervious surface coverage recommended it remain at 30% and the applicant would
need to obtain a mitigation permit.

There being no public comments, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Nancy Haggart questioned what was the difference in the request from what was
previously approved. Larry Remmen stated the original request was for 43 feet setback from the
Ordinary High Water Mark. Due to inaccurate measuring, the applicant needed to amend the
variance to 41 feet from-the Ordinary High Water Mark. Larry noted nothing else has changed.

Commissioner Shaun Carlson questioned if the impervious surface coverage would be the same.
Larry Remmen stated the impervious surface coverage will be 30%. The variance will not grant
the requested 33.1% impervious surface coverage.

Commissioner Liz Foster-Anderson questioned if the six conditions listed in the staff report are
the reecommended conditions. Larry Remmen stated the six conditions in the staff report are the
recommended conditions.

Commissioner Nancy Haggart questioned if the six conditions are the same from the previous
variance request. Larry Remmen stated the conditions are the same from the previous variance.

A motion was made Commissioner Nancy Haggart, seconded by Andrew Gag, and carried
unanimously to approve the Amended Variance to allow a 20 foot setback from the property line
adjacent to the road right-of-way, a setback of 41 feet from the Ordinary High Water Mark, and
33.1% impervious surface coverage for construction of a two (2) story home at 1217 West Lake
Drive (James and Pam Benedict) with the findings of fact in the staff report subject to the
following conditions: 1) That no deck, patio, or any structures be allowed in the shore impact
zone. 2) That the owner obtain a mitigation permit form the City to allow 30% impervious
surface coverage prior to issuance of a building permit. 3) That the owner obtain a Pelican River
Watershed District prior to issuance of a building permit. 4) That the owner have the location of
the foundation marked by a surveyor prior to the start of construction. 5) The project be
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constructed generally as shown on the approved site plan. 6) That the owner provide the City
with a survey of the property within 3 months after completion of the project to show they are in
compliance with the variances.

Public hearing to give consideration to a conditional use permit to allow extraction of materials
at 983 Richwood Road (Hough, Inc.)

Commissioner Shaun Carlson opened the public hearing.

Larry Remmen reported in the matter of consideration to a conditional use permit to allow for
extraction of materials at 983 Richwood Road (Hough, Inc.). Larry stated Hough, Inc. is
requesting a Conditional Use Permit to allow extraction of materials in an “I-2” District at 983
Richwood Road. The purpose of a conditional use permit is to provide the City of Detroit Lakes
with a reasonable degree of discretion in determining the suitability of certain designated uses
upon the general welfare, public, health, and safety. In making this determination whether or not
the conditional use is to be allowed, the City may consider the nature of the adjoining land or
buildings whether or not a similar use is already in existence andlocated on the same premises or
on other land immediately close by, the affect upon traffic into and from the premises, or on any
adjoining roads, and all such other or further factors as the City shall deem important in
determining the effect of such use on the general welfare, public health, and safety. The project
consists of the extraction of approximately 500,00 cubic yards of gravel and black dirt over a ten
year period. The applicant is leasing the property from the Detroit Lakes Development
Authority. The property is zoned “I-2”” Heavy Industrial and the proposed extraction of material
is allowed by conditional use permit.

Larry stated the factsrelated to the removal of gravel and topsoil from the Detroit Lakes
Development Authority land at 983 Richwood Road. 1) The property at 983 Richwood Road is
owned by the Detroit Lakes Development Authority. 2) Prior to purchasing, the City had been
trying to acquire the Cleveland property for more than 30 years for development of industrial
park lots. 3) The land adjacent to this property has been zoned industrial for 29 years and
includes the Detroit Lakes North Industrial Park. 4) The Detroit Lakes North Industrial Park was
platted in-1996. 5) The industrial park was developed in part with Federal EDA grant funds. 6)
The former Cleveland farm was annexed to the City and zoned industrial in 2018. 7) The
500,000 cubic yards of gravel and topsoil will be removed from the site through mining
operation or as site grading for development of industrial lots. 8) The site will be lowered by
approximately 15 feet and will be graded for development of industrial park lots. 9) Exposed
areas will be reestablished with turf within 14 days after the area has reached the final planned
grade. 10) Hours of operation are limited to daylight hours between 8:00am and 8:00pm. 11) The
use contemplated by the proposed project is in harmony with the surrounding neighborhood,
does not jeopardize zoning standards in the area and will promote the general welfare of the
community by utilizing the available resource for road and construction projects and creations of
new industrial park lots. 12) The development will not alter the essential character of the
neighborhood as the site will be mined and regraded to a useable elevation. 13) The proposed
project has adequate access to public roadways and public facilities. 14) The project will serve a
demonstrated need for the materials extracted. 15) The proposed project is in an area deemed
industrial by the Comprehensive Plan.
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Larry Remmen stated staff recommends approval of the conditional use permit subject to the
conditions: 1) That the applicant obtain all required federal, state, and local permits. 2) That the
hours of operation are limited to daylight hours between 8:00am and 8:00pm. 3) That the final
grade be completed as shown on the grading plan.

Larry Remmen noted whether the conditional use permit is approved or not there will still be
truck traffic and excavation through mining or site preparation.

There being no public comments, the public hearing was closed.

Commissioner Liz Foster-Anderson questioned the hours of excavation operation given by Apex
Engineering which were from dawn to dusk or staff recommendations of 8:00am till 8:00pm.
Larry Remmen stated the lease that was signed by Hough, Inc and staff recommendations are
from 8:00am till 8:00pm.

Commissioner Liz Foster-Anderson questioned the truck routes. Mike Hough, Hough, Inc.,
stated there are two points of access which include one on the east and north side. The truck
would not go through the west where the residence remains.

Commissioner Liz Foster-Anderson stated during the rezoning process initially the mining would
be completed in a three to five year period. The staff report is stating ten years, what has changed
to increase the time frame. Mike Hough stated the City Engineer changed the grading plan to a
lower grade which increased the volume. Mike stated with the larger volume it will take closer to
ten years to complete the excavation or removal process.

Commissioner Eric Lundmark questioned where the storing of the materials will be located as it
is extracted. Mike Hough stated it will be hauled off site for screening and washing. There is no
intent to screen-and wash on site.

A motion was made by Commissioner Liz Foster-Anderson, seconded by Commissioner Jena
Swartz, and carried unanimously to approve conditional use permit to allow extraction of
materials-at 983 Richwood Road (Hough, Inc.) with the findings of fact in the staff report subject
to the following conditions: 1) That the applicant obtain all required federal, state, and local
permits. 2) That the hours of operation are limited to daylight hours between 8:00am and
8:00pm. 3) That the final grade be completed as shown on the grading plan.

ADJOURNMENT

Respectfully submitted,
Jennifer Beck
Community Development
Administrative Assistant
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Exhibit III-A Return to Agenda

HEARING NOTICE

IN THE MATTER OF CONSIDERATION TO A VARIANCE TO ALLOW AN 8 FOOT
SETBACK INSTEAD OF THE REQUIRED 20 FOOT SETBACK FROM THE ALLEY WAY
AT 1112 MCKINLEY AVENUE
BLAIR WESTRUM

APPLICANT: Blair Westrum
1536 East Shore Drive
Detroit Lakes, MN 56501

PROPERTY AFFECTED: 1112 Mc¢Kinley Avenue (PID #49-1434-000)

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN that the Detroit Lakes Planning Commission will meet in the
Council Chambers of the City Administration Building, 1025 Roosevelt Avenue on Thursday,
September 25, 2025, at 5:30pm to give consideration to a Variance to allow an 8 foot setback
instead of a the required 20 foot setback from the alley way at 1112 McKinley Avenue (Blair
Westrum).

Legal Description available upon request.

The Planning Commission will proceed on this matter pursuant to the Subdivision and Zoning
Regulations of the City of Detroit Lakes. All persons who desire to be heard with reference to the
above matter will be heard at this meeting or replies may be addressed to:

Larry Remmen, Community Development Director City of Detroit Lakes
PO Box 647
Detroit Lakes, MN 56502
Iremmen(@cityofdetroitlakes.com
218-846-7125

DATED at Detroit Lakes, Minnesota this 8 day of September 2025.

/nmagkmm

Larry Remmen
Community Development Director
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Detroit Lakes, MN

MEKINUENFAVE

97.6 Feet This Cadastral Map is for informational purposes only. It does not purport to
represent a property boundary survey of the parcels shown and shall not be
used for conveyances or the establishment of property boundaries.

THIS MAP IS NOT TO BE USED FOR NAVIGATION

25 of 40

Legend

Churches

LR RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

1. Berean Baptist
2. Christian Fellowship
3. Community Alliance
4. Congregational United
5. Faith Lutheran
6. First Baptist
7. First Lutheran
8. Grace Lutheran
9. Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints
10. Jesus is Real Outreach Center
11. Jevovah's Witnesses
. Lakes Area Vineyard
. Mt. Olive Lutheran
. Refuge
. St. Luke's Episcopal
. St. Mary's Catholic
. Seventh Day Adventist
. Trinity Lutheran
. True Life Assembly of God
. United Methodist

21. Zion Lutheran - Child Care Sup

.
o
=4
@
7

g 1. American Inn

E 2. American Best Value Inn

Notes

3. Budget Host

BLAIR WESTRUM
1112 MCKINLEY AVENUE




Fr0Bo5ED

(o PEAl €
\
i
i f
{2
r "’““’-*-*t;L~ 2;>;L{;
:ﬁ .f:-«’( 3
> =
' — ¢
| Heot
;j‘-”‘ = /s\r'j \
T
/,,,f‘pz,/ ———

Mekinley Avenut

26 of 40



Date & Time Submitted

Bjas]acad

| City of Detroit Lakes

8 1025 ROGSEVELT AVE. DETROIT L A S, M4 56507

5

APPLICATION FOR REZONING, CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT, OR VARIANCE

Name of Applicant: F)LAIVQ’L WECTL v Contact Number: 2.18-259-70 93
Mailing Address: -~ Email Address: \ ).
ame AOTESS  |1S% €AKT sHoe DR ba westiro /e com
i ip: . ject Address: ] 5
City, State, Zip PETKan T CAegs MAN Co<D| Project Address U2 Mg leint €7,
Project Parcel Number: 491434 0060 J City, State, Zip: Pefmp,‘*er}z,g;' m,g
SleSDn/
ACTION REQUESTED
[ Conditional Use Permit [ORezoning
¥ Variance (page 2 Required) [ONon-conforming Use Expansion Permit
(1 Subdivision
Size of Property (Dimensions) L3t x |00 EF
Current Zoning of Property V€S,
Zoning District Requested '
Current Use of Property
Number of Lots for Subdivision

Description of Project: MO (NG g n A 1l S7hkCL O P E—
{ 7
[2. X 22

Explain how you wish to vary from the provision of the Ordinance: b blkipes T 4 & P{f\ ceD
et From PRePERTY LINE Alorlle ALl 7 W/by
AS pPPoSED “To REQUIKED 20 #f S&EF Bock
Submit following items with application
1. Copy of Legal Description of Property - Abstract or Deed
2. Submit applicable maps or drawing
3. $350.00 Application Fee (Does not apply to Subdivisions)
4. Subdivision Application Fee: $75.00 per Lot, $500 Minimum
By submitting this application, the applicant and owner of the subject property agree that City Staff and other agents of the City are given
permission to access and enter upon the subject property for purposes of inspection prior to the City taking any action upon the application, and
if the application is granted, the permission given extends to access and entry upon the subject property for purposes of inspection during and
after implementation of the granted application and/or the completion of the work authorized. If you do not agree to give this permission, the
application will not be granted. By submitting this application, the applicant and owner of the subject property agree that the owner will pay the
reasonable civil enforcement costs, disbursements and attorney fees incurred by the City in enforcing the provisions of any zoning permit,
building permit, variance, conditional use permit, license or other permit granted by the City, and the costs, disbursements and attorney fees
incurred by the City in any civil action by the City to address any violation of any such zoning permit, building permit, variance, conditional
use permit, license or other permit granted by the City. If you do not agree, the application will not be granted. The undersigned certifies that
they are familiar with the application fees and other associated costs, and also with the procedural requirements of the City Code and other
applicable ordinances.

Pf'intName: H/,&("L_ L’U éﬁ ’T ﬁ: (/h/)
Signature: é&h /5 i Date: | AUG. 26 2028
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VARIANCE

Complete page only if requesting a variance,

EXPLANATION FOR EACH QUESTION REQUIRED

In your opinion, is the variance in
harmony with the purpose and
intent of the ordinance?

¥ ves 3 _‘No

THE FloPosep erfmntoe Wi CMEE T2,
$ET Brelk Pram e 17 FTREET. Mprtt oOTHERL
[Hom €5 pro—t§ 1THE fote T ErN(KonetH on THY
aLlYy

1!

In your opinion, is the variance
consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan?

K Yes [INo

bRl fLpEMENT W L B&E Corpeot
o p— THE FEsT oFTHE S/ TE [N TErmMS
Of PPRE AL DBAND Y PR SPAcE.

In your opinion, does the proposal
put property to use in a reasonable
manner?

ﬂ&’es O No

HaviNe b. CARBGe LorcC HasTrcally
IMprove THE PlaPERTY LB LITY

Ar) Fu~CThA,

In your opinion, are there
circumstances unique to the

property?

ﬁYes O No

PR PERTY STS AbDIACEA ~To
PoBLIC bt-lLy ey REQuUILING I 2o

561 Bre

f

In your opinion, will the variance
maintain the essential character of
the locality?

Y Yes []No

PRopEL1 X Lhebs A boflree, MosT
Homes (N 105 NetelBoHoo D Have eroata

The Planning Commission must make an affirmative finding on all of the five criteria listed above in order to grant a
variance. The applicant for a variance has the burden of proof to show that all of the criteria listed above have been

satisfied.

The undersigned certifies that they are familiar with application fees and other associated costs, and also with the
procedural requirements of the City Code and other applicable ordinances.

Print Name:

Signature:

bl (W ESTR NN

l Date:

AL

Ade. 29 202§
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These data are provided on

an "AS-IS" basis, without
warranty of any type,
expressed or implied, including
but not limited to any warranty
as to their performance,
merchantability, or fithess for
any particular purpose.
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BLAIR WESTRUM

1112 MCKINLEY AVENUE

Date: 8/25/2025
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September 10, 2025

STAFF REPORT

IN THE MATTER OF CONSIDERATION TO A VARIANCE TO ALLOW AN 8 FOOT
SETBACK INSTEAD OF THE REQUIRED 20 FOOT SETBACK FROM THE ALLEY WAY

AT 1112 MCKINLEY AVENUE
(BLAIR WESTRUM)

A request has been made by Blair Westrum to allow construction of a garage with an 8§ foot
setback from the alley right of way at 1112 McKinley Avenue.

The Planning Commission should consider the following finding relative to this request.

1.

The variance is in harmony with the purposed and intent of the zoning ordinance as it will
allow an accessory use common to other structures in the area with an 8 foot setback
instead of a 20 foot setback from the alley.

The variance is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan as it is a residential use in a
residential district and is similar to other structures in the area.

The proposal will put the property to use in a reasonable manner as it will allow a garage
(the property does not currently have a garage) with an 8 foot setback from the alley.
Access to the garage is from McKinley Avenue, not the alley.

The circumstances are unique to the property as the property located adjacent to a public
alley, on a standard lot the 8 foot setback is allowed.

The variance will maintain the essential character of the neighborhood as the proposed
shed location is similar to others in the neighborhood along this alley.

I recommend approval of the requested variance as stated, subject to the project being
constructed as shown on the approved site plan.
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Exhibit IV-A Return to Agenda

August 11, 2025

City of Detroit Lakes Planning Commission
Detroit Lakes City Hall
Detroit Lakes, MN 56501

Re: Extension Request - Planned Unit Development
Port on Little Detroit

1377 West Lake Dr.

Detroit Lakes, MN 56501

Dear Members of the Planning Commission,

[ am writing to request an extension of the approved Planned Unit Development for the Port
on Little Detroit. Additional time is needed to secure project financing before moving
forward.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Erin Riley
Project Manager
RI Properties
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Exhibit IV-B Return to Agenda

VARIANCE/CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT
LAND DISTURBANCE PERMIT
STORMWATER MITIGATION PERMIT

STATUS REPORT
SEPTEMBER 9, 2025
Boys and Girls Club of Detroit Lakes: 150 Richwood Road 12-12-17
Request: Request for a variance to build a 40 foot high building and a parking variance to
allow 53 parking spaces to meet the parking requirement
Status: The City Council hereby approves the requested variance, subject to the following
conditions:

1. That the facility be constructed as shown on the approved site plan;

2. That the building be setback 30 feet from all lot lines;

3. That a landscape buffer at least 6 feet high be provided between the North and East lot
lines and the building;

4. That the developer obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior issuance of a
building permit.

Broadwayv Welding: 1090 Legion Road 05-14-2019 Extended 1 Year 05-14-2026

Request: Request for a non-conforming use permit to allow construction of a 35,000
square foot addition to an existing industrial building with a 17 foot side yard
setback

Status: The City Council hereby approved the requested non-conforming use permit,

subject to the condition:
1. Constructed as shown on the approved site plan.

Broadwayv Welding: 1090 Legion Road 05-14-2019 Extended 1 Year 05-14-2026

Request: Request for a variance from the Airport Zoning requirement to allow an 110,500
square foot building on a 5.56 acre lot in land use safety zone B of the Airport
Status: The City Council hereby approved the requested variance, subject to the

following conditions:

1. That the project be constructed as shown on the approved site plan.

2. That at least 15% of the lot be landscaped.

3. That the number of employees on the largest shift not exceed 83 people.

4. That the owner obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City of Detroit Lakes prior to
issuance of a building permit.

5. That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed District permit prior to issuance of a
building permit.

6. That the owner obtain an NPDES permit from the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
prior to issuance of a building permit.

7. That the owner provide the City with a survey of the property prior to issuance of a
building permit.

8. That the owner provide the City with any road right of way easements deemed necessary
by the City.
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Broadway Welding: 1090 Legion Road 05-14-2019 Extended 1 Year 05-14-2026

Request: Request for a variance to allow paving of 71 parking spaces for a 110,500 square

foot manufacturing facility

Status: The City Council hereby approved the requested variance, subject to the

el

following conditions:
That the project be constructed as shown on the approved site plan.
That at least 15% of the lot be landscaped.
That the number of employees on the largest shift not exceed 83 people.
That the owner obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City of Detroit Lakes prior to
issuance of a building permit.
That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed District permit prior to issuance of a
building permit.
That the owner obtain an NPDES permit from the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
prior to issuance of a building permit.

e Providence Lakes: 1141 US Highway 59 South (2/13/2024)

Request: Request for a Conditional Use Permit to allow a Planned Unit Development of 24

townhomes (48 units) to be named Providence Lakes

Status:  The City Council approved the Conditional Use Permit subject to the following

el

NN

10.

11

12.

13

15.

conditions:

That the site is under single ownership or unified control.

The uses permitted in the Planned Unit Development must be of a type and so located as
to exercise no undue detrimental influence on surrounding properties.

The minimum horizontal distance between buildings shall be at least 10 feet.

The required setback from all lot lines shall be 30 feet, or the height of the building,
whichever is greater.

That the project not exceed 24 townhomes or 48 units total.

That all driving and parking surfaces be paved.

All lighting shall be hooded and so directed that the light source is not visible from
adjacent properties.

That the owner obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior to issuance of a
building permit.

That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed District Permit prior to issuance of a
building permit.

That the project be constructed as shown on the approved site plan.

. That the provisions of Section 20 Subd.1.E. are considered and satisfactorily met:

a) Relationship to municipal comprehensive plan.

b) The geographical area involved.

c) The character of the surrounding area.

d) The demonstrated need for such use.

That the owner provide the City with any utility easements required by the City.

. That the owner provide a development schedule for the project.
14.

That 2 parking spaces be provided per unit and 2 space per unit be provided for guest
parking.
That all buildings be setback at least 25 feet from the private drive.
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16. That the private drive provide a 28 foot wide paved surface.

17. That connection to City sewer and water is required.

18. That the owner subdivide the property according to the City’s subdivision ordinance.

19. That the proposed plan meet all the requirements of the existing avigation agreement on
this property.

20. That the access to US Highway 59 South be located through negotiation with the
Minnesota Department of Transportation.

Brad and Deb Wimmer: 1149 West Lake Drive (5/14/2024)

Request: Request for a variance to allow a 0 foot (roadside) setback, and a setback of 33
feet 8 inches from the Ordinary High Water Mark to allow construction of a 1 2
story home on a substandard lot

Status:  The City Council approved the Variance subject to the following conditions:

That no deck, patio, or any additional structures be allowed in the shore impact zone.

That the owner obtain a mitigation permit from the City to allow 30% impervious surface

coverage prior to issuance of a building permit.

3. That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed District prior to issuance of a building
permit.

4. That the owner have the location of the foundation marked by a surveyor prior to the start

of construction.

The project be constructed generally as shown on the approved site plan.

6. That the owner provide the City with a survey of the property within 3 months after

completion of the project to show they are in compliance with the variances.

N —

9]

Highland Lakeview LLP: 1321 Randolph Road (6/11/2024) Extended 1 Year 06-11-

2026

Request: Request for a Conditional Use Permit to allow a 36 unit Planned Unit
Development in the Shoreland District

Status:  The City Council approved the Conditional Use Permit subject to the following
conditions:

That development in the Shoreland District be limited to 36 units and a height of 39 feet;
That the Developer apply for a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior to issuance
of a building permit;

3. That the Developer obtain any permits required from the Pelican River Watershed
District;

4. That the project be constructed generally as shown on the approved site plan;

5. That the property owner’s association documents or deed restrictions provide that 50% of
the land area preserved as open space and 20% of the land area preserved as useable open
space;

6. That 2 parking spaces be provided per unit and %2 space per unit be provided for guest
parking;

7. That connection to City sewer and water is required.

N —
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Jonathan and Katherine Aligada: 1050 Lake Avenue (7/9/2024)

Request: Request for a Nonconforming Use Expansion Permit to allow a 10 foot extension
to the west side of the garage and extending the breezeway 10 feet to the north in
line with the 5 foot setback on the existing house and garage

Status:  The City Council approved the Nonconforming Use Expansion Permit

Jeff and Denise Kamstra: 1554 East Shore Drive (7/9/2024)

Request: Request for a Variance to allow an addition to a home with less than a 75 foot
setback and a variance to allow 30.8% impervious surface coverage to allow an
addition to a home and construction of an accessory building

Status:  The City Council approved the Variance subject to the following conditions:

That the project be constructed generally as shown on the approved site plan.

That the impervious surface coverage not exceed 30.8%.

That the owner obtain a mitigation permit prior to issuance of a building permit.

That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed District prior to issuance of a building
permit.

5. That the accessory structure meet the building height requirements of the zoning
ordinance.

P

Chad Wendel/The Port on Little Detroit: 1377 West Lake Drive (8/12/2024)

Request: Request for a Conditional Use Permit to allow a 14 unit Planned Unit
Development to be named The Port on Little Detroit

Status:  The City Council approved the Conditional Use Permit subject to the following
conditions:

That development in the Shoreland District be limited to 14 townhome units;

That the Developer apply for a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior to issuance

of a building permit;

3. That the Developer obtain any permits required from the Pelican River Watershed
District;

4. That the project be constructed generally as shown on the approved site plan;

That the property owner’s association documents or deed restrictions provide that 50% of

the land area preserved as open space and 20% of the land area preserved as useable open

space;

6. That 2 parking spaces be provided per unit and %2 space per unit be provided for guest
parking;

7. That connection to City sewer and water is required.

8. That docking facilities be centralized and not exceed 14 slips.

N —

9]

George F Garnes I1: 1070 Randolph Road and 1065 Fortune Avenue (8/12/2024)

Extended 1 Year 8/12/2026

Request: Request for a Variance to allow a 15 foot side yard setback and a 20 foot rear yard
setback in an “I-1” Light Industrial District for construction of a 10,400 square
foot flex space shop condo

Page 4 of 9
35 of 40



Status:  The City Council approved the Variance

Highland Lakeview LLP: 1321 Highland Drive (3/11/2025)

Request: Request for a Variance to allow a zero (0) foot parking lot setback from Lemmon
Road right-of-way

Status:  The City Council approved the Variance

Satter Holdings LL.C: 939 Cormorant Avenue (4/8/2025)

Request: Request for a Variance to allow a 50’ x64° addition to a building with a 19-foot
setback instead of the required 40-foot setback

Status:  The City Council approved the Variance.

Menards, Inc: 1397 Wenner Drive (4/8/2025)

Request: Request for an Conditional Use Permit to allow a Planned Unit Development for a
self-storage facility with enclosed and outdoor storage

Status:  The City Council approved the Conditional Use Permit subject to the following

conditions:
1. That the site is under single ownership or unified control.
2. The uses permitted in the Planned Unit Development must be of a type and so located as
to exercise no undue detrimental influence on surrounding properties.
3. The minimum horizontal distance between buildings shall be 40 feet.

4. The required setback from all lot lines shall be 30 feet, or the height of the building,
whichever is greater.

5. Storage must be screened from view from the public right of way incompliance with
Section 3 Subd.2.G. of the zoning ordinance.

6. That all driving and parking surfaces be paved.

7. All lighting shall be hooded and so directed that the light source is not visible from
adjacent properties.

8. That the owner obtain a Land Disturbance Permit from the City prior to issuance of a
building permit.

9. That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed District Permit prior to issuance of a
building permit.

10. That the project be constructed as shown on the approved site plan.

Wood Fire Pizza: 811 8 Street SE (6/10/2025)

Request: Request for a Variance to allow a 2 foot setback instead of the 5 foot setback for a
portion of the parking lot (8 spaces)

Status:  The City Council approved the Variance.

Mike and Leah Larson: 1354 and 1362 South Shore Drive (7/8/2025)

Request: Request for a Conditional Use Permit to allow relocation of an existing 864
square foot guest cottage

Status:  The City Council approved the Conditional Use Permit subject to the following
conditions:
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1. That the guest cottage be setback at least 75 feet from the Ordinary High Water Mark and
be relocated as shown on the approved site plan.

Meg Johnson: 1183 Long Beach Drive (7/8/2025)

Request: Request for a Variance to allow a setback of 27 feet from the Ordinary High Water
Mark for construction of a deck

Status:  The City Council approved the Variance.

Sam Larson: 600 Shorewood Drive (8/12/2025)

Request: Request for a Variance to allow a setback of less than 30 feet for construction of
an attached 40 x 25 foot garage

Status:  The City Council approved the variance.

Hough, Inc: 983 Richwood Road (8/12/2025)

Request: Request for a Conditional Use Permit to allow extraction of materials (gravel
mining)

Status:  The City Council approved the Conditional Use Permit subject to the following
conditions:

1. That the applicant obtain all required federal, state, and local permits.
2. That the hours of operation are limited to daylight hours between 8:00am and 8:00pm.
3. That the final grade be completed as shown on the grading plan.

James and Pam Benedict: 1217 West Lake Drive (8/12/2025)

Request: Request for an amended Variance to allow a 20 foot (roadside) setback and a
setback of 41 feet from the Ordinary High Water Mark to allow construction of a two (2)
story home on a substandard lot.

Status:  The City Council approved the amended Variance subject to the following
conditions:

That no deck, patio, or any structures be allowed in the shore impact zone.

That the owner obtain a mitigation permit from the City to allow 30% impervious surface

coverage prior to issuance of a building permit.

3. That the owner obtain a Pelican River Watershed District prior to issuance of a building
permit.

4. That the owner have the location of the foundation marked by a surveyor prior to the start

of construction.

The project be constructed generally as shown on the approved site plan.

6. That the owner provide the City with a survey of the property within 3 months after

completion of the project to show they are in compliance with the variances.

N —

N
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LAND DISTURBANCE PERMITS

Land Disturbance Permit 2016-01 Antler Ridge: County Highway 22 Solmon Tract

Land Disturbance Permit 2017-05 Airport: Airport Rd

Land Disturbance Permit 2017-08 B&W Properties of DL, LLC: 1048 West Lake Drive

Land Disturbance Permit 2018-01 839 South Shore

Land Disturbance Permit 2018-03 Long Pine Estates First Addition

Land Disturbance Permit 2018-06 Lake Forest 7" Addition

Land Disturbance Permit 2020-01 Detroit Lakes High School: 1301 Roosevelt Ave

Land Disturbance Permit 2020-02 EVCO Petroleum: 1321 11" Street SE

Land Disturbance Permit 2020-03 Lakes Area Property Group, LLC (Strive Properties): 1852
and 1854 Nodaway Drive

Land Disturbance Permit 2020-04 Long Pine Estates Phase II: 1798 Brainerd Blvd

Land Disturbance Permit 2020-05 Lakeview on Detroit Development: 1106 West Lake Drive

Land Disturbance Permit 2020-06 Friesen’s Inc: 1389 Cormorant Avenue

Land Disturbance Permit 2020-07 ALDIs, Inc: 1305 US Highway 10 West

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-01 Joseph Crary: 2696 Long Lake Road

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-02 Lake Forest 8" Addition: SE of South Shore Drive & 270"
Avenue

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-03 HRA of Detroit Lakes: 1111 Washington Avenue

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-04 R & G Subaru: 1140 Highway 59 South

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-05 Mary Ann Apartments LLP: 1473 Legion Lake Road

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-06 Wold RV Sales: 2221 Highway 10 West

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-07 The Storage Place: 1200 8" Street SE

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-08 Lakeshirts Warehouse: 903 8" Street South East

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-09 Becker County Public Works Facility: 1771 North Tower
Road

Land Disturbance Permit 2021-10 John Bergquist: 2447 Long Lake Road

Land Disturbance Permit 2022-01 Lakecrest Estates: 2359 US Hwy 10 W

Land Disturbance Permit 2022-02 Accessories Unlimited LLC: 1147, 1446, 1457, and 1456
Eagle Street

Land Disturbance Permit 2022-03 Long Pine Estates Third Addition: 1884 & 1885 Longview
Drive

Land Disturbance Permit 2022-04 Zips Car Wash: 1415 US Highway 10 W

Land Disturbance Permit 2023-01 Shorewood Oaks and Shorewood Oaks First Addition: 677
Shorewood Drive

Land Disturbance Permit 2023-02 Terry Street Utilities & Dandrew Place: 609 Terry Street &

Terry Street
Land Disturbance Permit 2023-03 InLine Holdings: 1437 Eagle Street

Land Disturbance Permit 2023-04 Detroit Lakes — Becker County Airport: 24813 US Hwy 10
Land Disturbance Permit 2024-01 J & O Properties: 928 & 948 Cormorant Ave

Land Disturbance Permit 2024-02 Fritz Family Foundation: 1646 & 1686 Randolph Road
Land Disturbance Permit 2024-03 Quality Equipment: 2024 US Highway 10 E

Land Disturbance Permit 2024-04 Cenex/Lakes Community Coop: 911 Highway 34 E
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Land Disturbance Permit 2025-01 City of Detroit Lakes — Water Tower: 951 Rossman Avenue
Land Disturbance Permit 2025-02 Goodin Company: 829 Cormorant Avenue

Land Disturbance Permit 2025-03 MN Flyers: 1306 Rossman Avenue

Land Disturbance Permit 2025-04 Providence Lakes: 1141 US Highway 59

Land Disturbance Permit 2025-05 Menards, Inc: 1397 Wenner Road

Land Disturbance Permit 2025-06 Jesse McCollum: 704 & 708 Shorewood Drive

Land Disturbance Permit 2025-08 City of Detroit Lakes Jet Substation: 1190 11" Ave SE
Land Disturbance Permit 2025-09 Midwest Bank: 1255 US Highway 10 W

Land Disturbance Permit 2025-10 Highland Lakeview LLP: 1321 Highland Drive

STORMWATER MITIGATION PERMIT

M2019-03 DeWayne and Mona Streyle: 904 South Shore Drive

M2019-04 Tyler Brandt: 940 South Shore Drive

M2019-07 Bradley Richards: 1085 Villa Lane

M2020-01 Kevin and Joy Reski: 1558 East Shore Drive

M2020-02 Timothy and Lori Sayler: 812 South Shore Drive

M2020-03 Lakes Area Properties, LLC (Strive Properties, LLC): 1852 and 1854
Nodaway Dr.

M2020-04 Lakeview on Detroit (Jay Schurman): 1106 West Lake Drive

M2020-05 Chad Weatherman: 911 North Shore Drive

M2020-06 Duane and Susan Gunderson: 663 Lake Forest Circle

M2020-07 Dennis Smith: 1346 East Shore Drive

M2021-01 Mark and Cindy Fritz: 1492 East Shore Drive

M2021-02 Glenn Disse: 1844 Nodaway Drive

M2021-04 Nathan & Gretchen Hunter: 624 Shorewood Drive

M2021-05 Steven & Rebecca Kraljic: 1298 South Shore Drive

M2021-06 Lakes Area Landscaping/David & Mary Maring: 560 South Shore Drive

M2022-01 Jim Kalberer: 734 South Shore Drive

M2022-02 Josh Herzog: 1010 Villa Lane

M2022-03 Ron Schultz: 1052 South Shore Drive

M2022-04 Timothy & Angela Oehlke: 1836 East Shore Drive

M2022-05 Daniel Porter: 632 Shorewood Drive

M2023-01 Brian and Sandy Korbel: 944 South Shore Drive

M2023-02 Steve Walz: 1080 West Lake Drive

M2023-03 Brandon Sunde: 836 South Shore Drive

M2023-04 Jim Piche: 1084 West Lake Drive

M2023-05 Michael Krueger: 667 Lake Forest Circle

M2023-06 Rachel and Curt Liechty: 630 South Shore Drive

M2023-07 Kevin and Joy Reski: 1559 East Shore Drive

M2023-08 David and Pamela Vipond: 1168 South Shore Drive

M2024-01 Wallace Danielson: 685 South shore Drive

M2024-02 Tammy and Derek Sunderland: 512 South Shore Drive

M2024-03 Steve and Kathy Carlson: 719 Lake Forest Circle
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M2024-04 Kevin and Joy Reski: 1559 East Shore Drive
M2024-05 Jeff and Denise Kamstra: 1554 East Shore Drive
M2024-06 Brad Wimmer: 1149 West Lake Drive

M2024-07 Black Beard Properties LLC: 1475 Michigan Avenue
M2024-08 Curt and Rachel Liechty: 630 South Shore Drive
M2024-09 Ben Lee: 616 Shorewood Drive

M2025-01 Justin Koenig: 236 Shorewood Drive

M2025-02 Joshua Herzog: 1010 Villa Lane

M2025-03 Highland Lakeview LLP: 1321 Highland Drive
M2025-04 Rodger Johnson — 2044 Long Bridge Road
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