LE SUEUR PLANNING COMMISSION
MEETING AGENDA
February 17, 2022
6:00 P.M.

1. Call to Order
2. Approval of Agenda
3. Approval of Minutes – January 13, 2022
4. New Business
4.1. Public Hearing – Siwek Lumber Building Materials Variance
4.2. Public Hearing – Subdivision Ordinance Amendments
5. Other Business

6.1 Future of the City Forum Planning Update
6. Miscellaneous
6.1. City Council Update
7. Adjournment

PLANNING COMMISSION
Meeting Minutes
Thursday, January 13, 2023, 6:00 P.M.
A regular meeting of the Planning Commission was held on Thursday, January 13, 2022, at 6:00
p.m. with the following Planning Commissioners in attendance: Dan Ryerson, Melissa
Huntington, Colleen Johnson, and Julie Sheehy. Commissioners absent: John Dieball. Newell
Krogmann, City Council Liaison, and Jasper Kruggel, City Administrator, were also in
attendance.
Item 2. Approval of the Agenda
Motion by Member Johnson, seconded by Member Huntington, to approve the agenda
as written. Members voting in favor: Ryerson, Huntington, Johnson, and Sheehy.
Members voting no: None. Motion carried.
Item 3. Election of Officers
Motion by Member Johnson, seconded by Member Huntington, to nominate Member
Ryerson as the Planning Commission Chair. Members voting in favor: Ryerson,
Huntington, Johnson, and Sheehy. Members voting no: None. Motion carried.
Motion by Member Sheehy, seconded by Member Johnson, to nominate Member
Huntington as the Planning Commission Vice-Chair. Members voting in favor: Ryerson,
Huntington, Johnson, and Sheehy. Members voting no: None. Motion carried.
Item 4. Approval of Minutes – December 9, 2021
Motion by Member Johnson, seconded by Member Sheehy, to approve the December 9,
2021, meeting minutes as written. Members voting in favor: Ryerson, Huntington,
Johnson, and Sheehy. Members voting no: None. Motion carried.
Item 5. New Business
None
Item 6.1 Future of the City Forum Planning Update
The Planning Commission and staff discussed a format for the Future of the City Forum.
Direction was given to have the event last roughly one hour, and to have the first 30
minutes dedicated to a summary of the community survey, and a presentation on what the
City is doing to address some of the survey highlights. The second half of the event will
consist of breaking out into groups determined by the seven strategies described in the
2040 Le Sueur Comprehensive Plan. These breakout sessions will provide basic

information and contact information for anyone who is interested and would like to learn
more about a specific topic. The presentation will be video recorded and posted to the
website at a later date.
Item 7.1 City Council Update
City Council Liaison Krogmann welcomed himself back to the Planning Commission and
thanked the members.
Item 7 Adjournment
Motion by Member Huntington, seconded by member Johnson, to adjourn the meeting at
7:25 P.M. Members voting in favor: Ryerson, Huntington, Johnson, and Sheehy. Members
voting no: None. Motion carried.
Respectfully submitted,

Jasper Kruggel, City Administrator

CITY OF LE SUEUR
REQUEST FOR PLANNING COMMISSION
TO:

Le Sueur Planning Commission

FROM:

Jasper Kruggel, City Administrator

SUBJECT:

Public Hearing – Siwek Lumber, 608 Wolf Street – Variance Request

DATE:

For the Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, February 17, 2022

PURPOSE/ACTION REQUESTED
Hold a public hearing for the variance request related to building materials at 608 Wolf Street
and make a recommendation to City Council to approve or deny the variance.
SUMMARY
City Staff received a variance application from Mr. Scott von Lehe, representing Siwek
Lumber, requested the Planning Commission consider a variance that would allow them to
use 0% non-metal building materials for their warehouse they are building. The property is
zoned Light Industrial, which requires a minimum of 75% of the exterior of the building to be
constructed of non-metal materials. This could include stucco, brick, or some other nonmetal material approved by the zoning administrator.
The 75% non-metal requirement for buildings in the light industrial zoning district was
affirmed by the Planning Commission in the 2019 zoning code review and affirmed by City
Council with Ordinance 583 was passed on August 26, 2019.
Staff is proposing the Planning Commission hold the public hearing required for this
variance request, and then take up discussion on if they would like to deviate from the
current zoning code requirements. Planning consultant Nate Sparks will present visual
representations of various non-metal building material percentages show the group what
different ratios of metal vs. non-metal exterior building materials looks like visually.
Staff recommends the Planning Commission evaluate the information presented and make
a recommendation to City Council. If the Planning Commission recommendation is to allow
for the variance to be approved, the group must indicate any change in percentage of
allowable non-metal building materials allowed in the light industrial zoning district. Any
change in the current requirement of 75% of the materials needing to be non-metal will
result in a future ordinance and city code update reflecting this change.
The Siwek Lumber variance application has been attached to this agenda item for review.
RECOMMENDATION/OPTIONS
Staff recommends the Planning Commission open a public hearing on this variance request.
Once all public comments have been documented, the Planning Commission will close the
public hearing.

Staff also recommends that the Planning Commission evaluate the materials provided during
the presentation and provide a recommendation to City Council on this variance request.

12/29/2021

$400 fee, $1,000 escrow

NORTHWEST ASSOCIATED CONSULTANTS, INC.

__________________________________________________________________
4150 Olson Memorial Highway, Ste. 320, Golden Valley, MN 55422
Telephone: 763.957.1100
Website: www.nacplanning.com

PLANNING MEMO
To:

Le Sueur Planning Commission

From:

Nate Sparks

Date:

February 8, 2022

Re:

Subdivision Ordinance Amendments

Background
City Staff is proposing some minor amendments to the Subdivision Ordinance regarding the
processing of applications.
Proposed Amendments
Section One
The ordinance states that no building permit may be issued for any subdivision not approved by the
City. This avoids a situation where somebody could record something at the County without the
City’s knowledge. The definition of subdivision is proposed to be simplified to ensure this includes
all classes of property divisions.
Section Two
The code related to minor subdivisions is amended to better reference the required procedural aspects.
It is also amended to avoid serial minor subdivisions whereby somebody avoids platting by
repeatedly dividing property via metes and bounds. Lastly, it includes more definition on what is
“where conditions are well defined” and states that where a road is needed is not within that
definition.
Section Three
This makes the concept plan review process optional (while still recommended) and gives a review
deadline.
Section Four
The variance section did not include adequate review criteria. This has been amended to include
criteria that is similar to zoning variances.
Requested Action
Staff recommends the Planning Commission hold a public hearing and forward a recommendation of
approval to the City Council. Any comments from Commissioners are welcome.

ORDINANCE # ________________
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE REGARDING THE
PROCESSING OF SUBDIVISIONS
THE CITY OF LE SUEUR DOES ORDAIN:
Section 1. Code Amended. Section 152.014 Definitions - Subdivision is hereby amended to
read as follows:
SUBDIVISION. The division of a parcel of land into two or more lots or parcels including resubdivisions.
Section 2. Code Amended. Section 152.021 is hereby amended to read as follows:
§ 152.021 MINOR SUBDIVISIONS.
(A) In the case of a subdivision of un-platted land or a re-subdivision of platted land into three
parcels or less, situated in a locality where conditions are well defined, no right-of-way dedication is
required, and the subdividing will not be detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to other property
in the locality in which the property in question is located and newly created, and property lines will
not cause any resulting lot to be in violation of this chapter or the zoning code, the applicant may seek
approval of the subdivision as an un-platted minor subdivision.
(B) Divisions by metes and bounds creating new parcels shall follow the same procedure as
established for a preliminary plat, including the public hearing requirement. Application requirements
may be waived at the discretion of the Zoning Administrator.
(C) At minimum, the application shall be accompanied by or contain the following information:
(1) An exhibit showing a dimensioned certificate of survey drawn by a registered land
surveyor identifying the original lot or subdivision with an overlay or separate plan showing the
proposed lot or subdivision requested;
(2) An accurate dimensioned drawing of the present lot (or lots), arrangements shall include
existing lot lines, structures, easements and encroachments, existing and proposed utilities, streets, and
other relevant information as needed, as well as the relationship to adjacent lots and buildings;
(3) Proposed building sites and driveway accesses, with grading and drainage plans;
(4) All easements and other public areas to be dedicated.
(5) A legal description of the existing area and the proposed project area; and
(6) Proof of property ownership.
(D) No property subdivided by a minor subdivision may be re-subdivided by an additional or
subsequent minor subdivision.
Section 3. Code Amended. Section 152.050 is hereby amended to read as follows:
§ 152.050 CONCEPT PLAN.
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(A) In order to insure that all applicants are informed of the procedural requirements and minimum
standards of this chapter and the requirements or limitations imposed by other city ordinances, code
provisions, or plans prior to the development of a preliminary plat, all applicants may present a concept
plan to the Zoning Administrator prior to filing a preliminary plat. Comments on the concept plan shall
not be considered binding in regard to subsequent plat review. The Zoning Administrator shall have the
authority to refer the concept plan to the Planning Commission and City Council for review and
comment.
(B) The concept plan submission shall include, but not be limited to, the following:
(1) Application and fee;
(2) A deposit or escrow security in an amount determined necessary by the Zoning Administrator
to pay review costs of the city staff and consultants; and
(3) Plan information including a scaled drawing, written description, or other information
determined necessary by the Zoning Administrator.
(C) The city will review the concept plan for adherence to site design considerations such as
driveway access, lot size, block size, encroachment on wetlands or steep slopes, circulation, etc. After
the review, the city will inform the applicant of its findings and suggest changes or improvements to
the plan prior to submittal of a preliminary plat.
(D) Concept plans are subject to the review deadlines identified in Section 153.020 (C) (1).
Section 4. Code Amended. Section 152.096 is hereby amended to read as follows:
§ 152.096 VARIANCES.
The City Council may grant a variance from any of the terms and conditions of this chapter upon
receiving a report from the Planning Commission in any particular case where the subdivider can show
by reason of exceptional topography or any other physical condition that strict compliance with this
chapter would cause practical difficulties, provided the relief may be granted without detriment to the
public welfare and without impairing the intent and purpose of this chapter. In making variations or
conditional exceptions, the City Council shall find the following:
A.
B.
C.
D.

That there are special circumstances or conditions affecting the property.
The special circumstances are not the result of actions of the property owner.
The special circumstances are not solely economic in nature.
The special circumstances result in a practical difficulty in putting the property to a reasonable
use.
E. That the variation or exception is necessary for reasonable and acceptable development of the
property in question.
F. That the granting of the variation or conditional exception will not be detrimental to the public
welfare or injurious to other property in the vicinity in which the particular property is situated.
G. The variation or exception is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Le Sueur, Minnesota this ___ day of February 2022.
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_________________________
Shawn Kirby, Mayor
ATTEST:
_____________________________
Stacy Lawrence, City Clerk
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