
MEMORANDUM – Addendum

TO: Sunfish Lake Planning Commission
Sunfish Lake City Council

FROM: Ryan Grittman

DATE: August 10, 2016

RE: Sunfish Lake – 55 Salem Church Road – Minor Site and Building 
Plan Review and Conditional Use Permit

FILE: 211.01 – 16.07

BACKGROUND

At the July 20, 2016 meeting, the Planning Commission considered a request from Luis 
and Irma Escoto for a minor site and building plan, and conditional use permit to allow a
second accessory structure (a shed) on their property. The Planning Commission 
tabled consideration of the applications to the August 17, 2016 meeting to allow the
applicant to address the issues raised by the City Engineer and to hear comments that 
were emailed to City Staff. On August 8, 2016, an updated site plan and landscaping 
plan was submitted.   

Attached for reference:

Exhibit A: Site Plan
Exhibit B: Landscape Plan
Exhibit C: Adjacent Lot Lines and Addresses
Exhibit D: City Engineer Memo Dated August 9, 2016

ANALYSIS

The City Engineer requested the following updates from his report dated June 21, 2016:

1. The landscaping plan submitted should note if these are existing trees.  The plan 
is dated 5/19/2000.  If additional trees have been added to the site within 50’ of 
the construction area, they need to be identified on the plan.

2. Based on information submitted and speaking with the applicant, no ground 
disturbance is anticipated for the construction of the building.  If this is not the 
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case, erosion control measures will be required to protect any disturbed soil from 
leaving the site.

3. Dimensions should be shown on the plans from the edge of the proposed 
structure to the property and setback lines as well as the existing tennis court 
area and driveway.

4. Please provide the addresses and lot lines for the adjacent properties on the 
plans.

5. Septic and well locations should be shown on the plans.  
6. Please note on the plans if there are no septic systems for adjacent properties 

within 50 feet of the construction limits of the project.

The City Engineer has provided a final report stating that all the items raised in the 
original report have been addressed and satisfied. 

In addition, the applicant was asked to submit a shingle and siding sample for 
inspection at the August 17, 2016 Planning Commission meeting.  The applicant has 
submitted samples to City Staff that will be available at the meeting. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The applicants are seeking approval of a Minor Site and building Plan and Conditional 
Use Permit to construct a shed at 55 Salem Church Road.  Staff recommends approval 
of the site and building plans with the following conditions:

1. The applicants shall contact planning and engineering staff to arrange pre- and 
post-construction site visits, whereby staff can confirm that site and building 
plans and associated approval conditions have been implemented accordingly.  
The inspections are separate from other inspections that may be necessary by 
the City Building Inspector, City Septic System Inspector, City Engineer, or other 
individuals.  The cost of site inspections is $75.00 each and payment of this 
amount shall be the responsibility of the property owner.  

2. The applicants obtain a building permit from the City Building Official prior to 
commencing any construction of the proposed project.

c: Cathy Iago, City Clerk
Mike Andrejka, City Building Official
Ron Wasmund, City Septic System Inspector
Don Sterna, City Engineer
Jim Nayes, City Forester
Tim Kuntz, City Attorney
John Maczko, Fire Chief
Luis and Irma Escoto, Applicants
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Memorandum

To: Ryan Grittman
Northwest Associated Consultants

From: Donald W. Sterna, PE, Eric M. Eckman, PE 
WSB & Associates, Inc.

Date: August 09, 2016 

Re: Site and Building Plan Review (Minor) (Resubmitted 08/08/16) 
 55 Salem Church Road 
 City of Sunfish Lake, MN

WSB Project No. 2182-230 

Project Background
The applicant is proposing to construct an accessory structure (shed) on their property.  The following 
review is only for the engineering, storm water management, and site grading issues. The building 
compliance will be handled by the City planners and Building inspectors.   

Stormwater Management 
Based on our review, the amount of impervious area added to the site is considered negligible (240 
square feet).  The runoff from the proposed structure will be adequately treated by the grassy areas 
surrounding the structure.  

Site Grading
All of the items from the previous review have been addressed.

Site Access
The Contractor must adhere to axel load limits when delivering material to the site.  Any damage to the 
roadways with the City and City right-of-way shall be repaired to the City’s satisfaction by the applicant 
prior to final construction approval. 

Conclusion and Recommendations
Based upon our review of the proposed site and grading plan for 55 Salem Church Road, the proposed 
site and grading plans appear to be consistent with the City’s requirements.  Therefore, we hereby find the 
proposed plans to be in accordance with City requirements and recommend approval from an 
engineering standpoint.  

EXHIBIT D
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Ryan Grittman

From: Florence Baskfield <fbaskfield@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 09, 2016 11:40 AM
To: Ryan Grittman
Subject: 55 Salem Church Road

Ryan, 
 
It is nice to have a new face as our planning consultant. 
 
We received your letter of notice relative to a Planning Commission Meeting Wednesday, July 20,to consider a 
conditional use permit to build a 12' x 20' garage/shed at 55 Salem Church Road. 
How many families are living there that they have so many vehicles? 
 
Since this Sussel, pre-cut house was built at 55 Salem Church Road many residents have complained about the 
ongoing eye soar this property has become.  First off, it was never finished.  There is still a 2x4 board nailed 
over the sliding doors in the back of the house where a deck should have been built.  Normally.a certificate of 
occupancy would not be issued on an unfinished house.  
 
The owners planted willow trees in the road right of way to try to hide the multiple vehicles parked on the lawn 
and drive.  They also keep a Taco Vending Truck most of the time in the drive way at the house along with a 
horse trailer and an unused trampoline.  Add to this an array of toys and trash strewn throughout the yard. Most 
of the time the garage door is open as is the mailbox.   
 
This is an unsightly property at the gateway to Sunfish Lake and is poorly maintained, contrary to the way the 
vast majority of Sunfish residents keep their property.  Most of us have substantial amounts of money in our 
homes and keep them and the grounds around them well maintained. This property rides on the valued coattails 
of all of the majority of homes in the Sunfish Lake community which are well maintained and groomed. 
 
Several years ago, when approached by a representative of the City Council who was dispatched to ask them 
after a year, to repair a broken glass in a front crank, second floor window, the residents were threatening and 
demanded the City Representative leave.  These people have never been good neighbors.  One time the 
Building official had to call on them to advise them that a discarded sink and bath tub could not remain of the 
front sidewalk and to remind them that they needed a building permit to remodel a bathroom. 
 
A representative of the city also had to ask them to remove an old stove from their front stoop after 
months,actually a season of sitting there.  Another time, they had a straight chair wedged into a front window 
for months. 
 
Unfortunately this house and its ground maintenance are incompatible with the way the majority of the homes 
and yards are maintained in Sunfish.  Few would be permitted to show this kind of disrespect for their neighbors 
in most area communities. 
   
They have established a strong record of neglect and disregard for their neighbors over the past fifteen years and 
we don't believe The Sunfish Lake Planning Commission should permit them to build another building on the 
property to exacerbate the current problems. 
 
Permitting them to building another building on the property will only compound the current optics problems. 



2

 
We strongly urge this body to reject this request. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Brent and Florence Baskfield 
90 Salem Church Road 
Sunfish Lake MN 55118 
 
Phone 651-552-1597 
 



This letter will be sent to the City of Sunfish Lake Planner, 
Mayor, City Council and Who Else? 
 
I own property in the City of Sunfish Lake, and I have input 
regarding the Planning Commission Meeting on Wednesday, 
July 20, to consider a conditional use permit to build an 
additional building at 55 Salem Chuch Road.  I will be in Alaska 
on the date of the meeting so I cannot attend.  I hope that my 
views can be considered in my absence. 
 
I do not agree that a conditional use permit should be given to 
this property.  The owners of 55 Salem Church Road have 
never complied with the regulations of the City from the 
beginning of construction.  The patio was never finished , and 
boards are still nailed across the span.  This is not only 
unsightly, and unsafe, it should have prevented a Certificate of 
Occupancy. 
 
Willow trees were planted along Salem Church Road right-of-
way, and should never have been put so close to the road.  The 
mature willows will certainly interfere with the road. 
 
There are numerous cars, trucks, trailers and junk all over the 
front yard.  This is a stark contrast to the other homes in the 
community that are well maintained.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Virginia Coss 
295 Salem Church Road 
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Ryan Grittman

From: John Draxton <johndraxton@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 11, 2016 11:02 AM
To: Ryan Grittman
Subject: Conditional Use Permit for property at 55 Salem Church Road

Hi Ryan 
 
I am not in favor of issuing a Conditional Use Permit for a garage to be built on this property. It might end up 
unfinished like the proposed Deck and Tennis Court. This resident has not maintained or kept up their 
property that our City takes pride in. A Taco Truck, horse trailer and other junk laying around the yard 
cheapens the neighborhood. The fact that the property owner has tried to cover the mess by planting trees 
and shrubs is ridiculous. Will our City Forester have to be trimming all those Willow Trees and Lilac Bushes in a 
few years when they start hanging over the roadway? Enough is enough! 
 
John Draxton 
85 Salem Church Road 
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Ryan Grittman

From: mkispert <mrskispert@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, July 11, 2016 11:08 AM
To: Ryan Grittman

This is in regard to the property at 55 Salem church rd. I would very much like to see the main structure finished before 
they start building other structures. Thank you  
 
Sent from my iPad 
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Ryan Grittman

From: DAVID MARIA WIGHT <dmwight@msn.com>
Sent: Monday, July 11, 2016 11:38 AM
To: Ryan Grittman
Subject: 55 Salem Church Road

Ryan: 
 
The residents at 55 Salem Church Road are apparently applying for a permit to build a 12’ by 20’ garage or shed. 
 
We are absolutely opposed to this request. 
 
The property in question is very poorly maintained.  At times, we have driven by and seen the following on the yard: 
 
A garish red colored commercial vehicle. 
 
A trailer of some kind. 
 
Many personal vehicles, appearing to be abandoned or stored outside on the property. 
 
A trampoline. 
 
Miscellaneous garbage, including bathroom items such as sinks. Currently, there is a large gas can in view of Salem Church Road. 
 
Partially completed landscaping items of many kinds. 
 
This property decreases the value of every other house in Sunfish Lake. It is completely out of line with Sunfish Lake and the great majority of its properties, 
and adding a shed or garage will only exacerbate it’s awful appearance.  
 
Thanks for your consideration. 
 
David & Maria Wight 
5 Roanoke Road 
Sunfish Lake, MN 55118 



PLANNING REPORT - Minor Site and Building Plan Review

TO: Sunfish Lake Mayor and City Council
Sunfish Lake Planning Commission

FROM: Ryan Grittman

DATE: July 12, 2016

RE: Sunfish Lake – Minor Site and Building Plan Review and Conditional Use 
Permit for 55 Salem Church Road – Jose “Luis” Escoto

FILE: 211.01 – 16.07

Application Accepted: June 13, 2016
Planning Commission Date: July 20, 2016
Tentative City Council Review: August 2, 2016
60-day Review: August 12, 2016

BACKGROUND

Luis Escoto is seeking City approval of minor site and building plans and a conditional 
use permit for a second accessory structure on property located at 55 Salem Church 
Road.  The property is zoned R-1, Single Family Residential and is located in the City of 
Sunfish Lake.

The improvement will occur on the west side of the existing home and sport court. The 
project will increase hard surface on the site.  The project has been processed by the 
City as a Minor Site and Building Plan Review as changes are less than 1,000 square 
feet in total area.  Minor site and building projects do not require Planning Commission 
or City Council approval, only verification by City staff that the proposed project is in 
compliance with the requirements of the Zoning Ordinance.

However, the conditional use permit request will need review and recommendation by 
the Planning Commission, and approval of the City Council. 

APPROVALS REQUIRED

Minor Site and Building 
Plan Review

To review the proposed project, totaling less than 1,000 square 
feet in area.

Conditional Use Permit For construction of a second accessory structure on a single 
parcel of land. 
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Attached for reference:
Exhibit A: Site Plan
Exhibit B: Building Plan
Exhibit C: Building Design
Exhibit D: Existing Landscaping
Exhibit E: Engineer’s Report Dated June 21, 2016

ISSUES ANALYSIS

Lot and Setback Standards. The following is an analysis of the project’s conformance 
with R-1 setback standards.

R-1 District Standards Required Proposed Compliant

Front Setback 
(southeast) 100 feet 140 Yes

Side Setbacks (west) 50 feet 60 feet Yes
Rear Setbacks (north) 50 feet 220 feet Yes

Lot Area
2.5 Net 
Acres of 

land
2.82 Acres Yes

Total Building Coverage Maximum 
10% of lot

1% (includes 
proposed garage) Yes

Building Height Limitation 
(above average existing 
grade)

30 feet 9 feet 6 inches Yes

Lot Area. The parcel is 2.82 gross acres with no lakeshore, wetlands or steep slopes.
Minimum net lot area in Sunfish Lake is 2.5 acres excluding drainage ways, steep 
slopes, and easements; therefore, the parcel is conforming.

Building Height. No building structure shall exceed two and one-half stories or 30 feet 
in existing grade height, whichever is the lesser in height.  The addition will be a total of 
nine feet, six inches from grade to peak in height.  The proposed addition will be in 
compliance with the provision.

Building Materials.  The building plans do not specify what type of shingles will be 
used on the structure.  The applicant shall put shingles on the structure that 
complement the existing home onsite. LP Smart Panel siding will be used as the siding.  
This is subject to review by the City Council.

Lighting. The applicant is not proposing any lighting on the structure.
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Accessory Structures.  As previously mentioned, a conditional use permit is 
necessary since an accessory structure already exists on the property.  The site has an
existing sport court.  The proposed garage will be to the south of the existing sport 
court.

Parking. No parking changes are proposed.  The principal home has an attached 
garage and a nearby parking pad.  

Grading, Drainage, and Stormwater Management. The project will increase the hard 
surface on the site minimally. A site plan was provided to the City Engineer for review.

The City Engineer is requesting an updated site plan to show the following (see Exhibit 
E):

Current conditions on the site.
The proposed distances from the shed to the sport court.
The proposed distance from the shed to the driveway.
Addresses and lot lines for adjacent properties.
Note any septic and well systems within 50 feet of the property line, or note that 
septic and well are not within 50 feet of the property line.

Landscaping, Fencing, Screening and Site Vegetation. The proposed project will 
not impact any existing trees. Landscaping and natural vegetation disturbed on the site
will be minimal. The City Forester has had an opportunity to review the site plans and 
has no further recommendations at this time. The home site is already landscaped and 
no new landscaping or tree plantings are proposed at this time.

Septic and Well Systems. The existing septic system is located on the east side of the 
home. The existing well is located on the south side of the home.  The project is not
anticipated to impact well or septic systems on the subject property or adjacent 
properties. The septic was installed in 1999 in conjunction with the existing home. The 
applicant is not proposing any plumbing changes with the project.

Site and Building Plan Evaluation Criteria. As described in Section 1208.04 of the 
Zoning Ordinance, on minor projects the City Planner shall evaluate the effects of the 
proposed site and building plans.  This review includes, but is not limited to, the 
following:

A. Whether the proposed improvements are compatible and in harmony with the 
existing structures in the surrounding community.

B. Whether the proposed improvements preserve the character and nature of the 
surrounding community, including the natural landscape and woodland 
characteristics of the community.

C. Whether the proposed improvements are not constructed of unsightly, improper 
or unsuitable materials.
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D. Whether the proposed improvements will not materially adversely affect any 
natural resources in the community, except when there is no feasible and 
prudent alternative to the proposed location of the improvements.  For purposes 
of this clause, “natural resources” shall include, but not be limited to, all mineral, 
animal, botanical, air, water, land, timber, soil, quietude, recreational, historical, 
scenic and aesthetic resources.

E. Whether the proposed site and improvements shall have an appearance that will 
not have an adverse effect upon adjacent residential properties.

F. Whether the proposed site improvement complies with drainage requirements, as 
provided in Section 1216.04 of the Zoning Ordinance.

G. Whether the proposed site and improvements are consistent with the purposes of 
this Ordinance, and the Property Owner Reference and Development Guide 
Manual, as established by City Council Resolution.

The proposed addition will blend visually with the existing home, and employ exterior 
materials and design that conforms to site structures, Zoning Ordinance requirements,
and the surrounding community. Due to the location of the project, and given existing 
tree coverage and screening on site, the proposed project is not anticipated to be overly 
visible from adjacent properties.  Further, the project minimizes impacts to site grading, 
drainage, and natural vegetation, and has met the City Engineer’s requirements in that 
regards. The project meets Ordinance criteria for approval of site and building plans by 
the City.

Conditional Use Permit Criteria. Section 1217.04 states the evaluation criteria when 
considering a conditional use permit:

A. There is a demonstrated need and potential for continued use of the structure for 
the purpose stated.  

Staff Comment: The applicant is seeking a small garage for storage.  In the 
future, the building can continue to be used as storage.

B. No commercial or home occupation activities are conducted on the property.  

Staff Comment: The applicant is proposing to use the garage as storage.  No 
business or home occupation is proposed.

C. The building has an evident re-use or function related to the principal use.

Staff Comment: The building can be reused as storage as it relates to the 
principal home on the property. 

D. Accessory building shall be maintained in a manner that is compatible with the 
adjacent residential uses and does not present a hazard to public health, safety 
and general welfare.  
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Staff Comment: The applicant has submitted a picture of the exterior of the 
garage when it’s completed.  The garage is aesthetically pleasing and will not 
present a public health or safety hazard.

E. The provisions of Section 1204.02.F. of this Ordinance shall be considered and a 
determination made that the proposed activity is in compliance with such criteria.

Staff Comment: These provisions are discussed below:

Section 1204.02.F of the Sunfish Lake City Code provides guidance for the Planning 
Commission and City Council to consider before issuing a conditional use permit as
follows:

The Planning Commission and City Council shall consider possible adverse effects of 
the proposed conditional use.  Their judgment shall be based upon (but not limited to) 
the following factors:  

1. The proposed action in relation to the specific policies and provisions of the 
official City Comprehensive Plan.

Staff Comment: The City’s Comprehensive Plan states that low density 
residential is key to maintaining the look and character of the City.  A garage is 
an allowed use in residential districts.

2. The proposed use's compatibility with present and future uses of the area.

Staff Comment: The garage will be able to be reused in the future and will be 
compatible with uses in the area. 

3. The proposed use's conformity with all performance standards contained herein.

Staff Comment: The garage will be used for storage, and will be held to the 
same performance standards as any accessory structure.

4. The proposed use's effect on the area in which it is proposed.

Staff Comment: The single stall garage is not expected to affect the area around 
which it’s proposed. 

5. The proposed use's impact upon property values in the area in which it is 
developed.

Staff Comment: The garage is not expected to impact property values in the 
area.

6. Traffic generated by the proposed use is in relation to capabilities of streets 
serving the property.
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Staff Comment: The garage is not expected to increase traffic patterns in the 
area.

7. The proposed use's impact upon existing public services and facilities including 
parks, schools, streets and utilities, and the City's service capacity.

Staff Comment: The garage is not expected to place a burden on any existing 
public facilities. 

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

Minor Site and Building Plan. The applicant is requesting approval of a Minor Site 
and Building Plan to allow an accessory structure of 240 square feet on a single parcel 
of land. Planning staff approves the Minor Site and Building Plans based on the finding
that the project will have minimal impact on site conditions related to vegetation, land 
alteration, or neighboring property, and that the project complies with the intent of the 
Zoning Ordinance and Comprehensive Plan.  This recommendation is conditioned upon 
the following:

1. The applicant provides a sample or photo of the shingles that are intended to be 
used on the shed.

2. The applicant provides updated plans with the recommendations from the City 
Engineer’s report dated June 21, 2016 (Exhibit E).

3. The applicants shall contact planning and engineering staff to arrange pre- and 
post-construction site visits, whereby staff can confirm that site and building 
plans and associated approval conditions have been implemented accordingly.  
The inspections are separate from other inspections that may be necessary by 
the City Building Inspector, City Septic System Inspector, City Engineer, or other 
individuals.  The cost of site inspections is $75.00 each and payment of this 
amount shall be the responsibility of the property owner.  

4. The applicants obtain a building permit from the City Building Official prior to 
commencing any construction of the proposed project.

Conditional Use Permit. The applicant is requesting approval of a conditional use 
permit to allow a second accessory structure on a single parcel of land. Conditional 
Use Permits are reviewed by the Planning Commission with a recommendation to the 
City Council.  Staff is recommending approval of the Conditional Use Permit with the 
conditions noted above.
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c: Cathy Iago, City Clerk
Mike Andrejka, City Building Official
Don Sterna/Eric Eckman, City Engineers
Ron Wasmund, Septic Inspector
Jim Nayes, City Forester
Timothy Kuntz, City Attorney
John Maczko, Fire Chief
Jose Luis Escoto, Applicant and Owner
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Memorandum

To: Ryan Grittman
Northwest Associated Consultants

From: Donald W. Sterna, PE, Eric M. Eckman, PE
WSB & Associates, Inc.

Date: June 21, 2016

Re: Site and Building Plan Review (Minor)
55 Salem Church Road
City of Sunfish Lake, MN
WSB Project No. 2182-230

Project Background
The applicant is proposing to construct an accessory structure (shed) on their property. The following 
review is only for the engineering, storm water management, and site grading issues. The building 
compliance will be handled by the City planners and Building inspectors.  

Stormwater Management
Based on our review, the amount of impervious area added to the site is considered negligible (240
square feet).  The runoff from the proposed structure will be adequately treated by the grassy areas 
surrounding the structure. 

Site Grading
The following requirements and comments need to be addressed.

The landscaping plan submitted should note if these are existing trees.  The plan is dated 
5/19/2000.  If additional trees have been added to the site within 50’ of the construction area, they 
need to be identified on the plan.
Based on information submitted and speaking with the applicant, no ground disturbance is 
anticipated for the construction of the building.  If this is not the case, erosion control measures 
will be required to protect any disturbed soil from leaving the site.
Dimensions should be shown on the plans from the edge of the proposed structure to the property 
and setback lines as well as the existing tennis court area and driveway.
Please provide the addresses and lot lines for the adjacent properties on the plans.
Septic and well locations should be shown on the plans.  
Please note on the plans if there are no septic systems for adjacent properties within 50 feet of the 
construction limits of the project.

EXHIBIT E



55 Salem Church Road
June 21, 2016
Page 2
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Site Access
The Contractor must adhere to axel load limits when delivering material to the site.  Any damage to the 
roadways with the City and City right-of-way shall be repaired to the City’s satisfaction by the applicant 
prior to final construction approval.

Conclusion and Recommendations
Based upon our review of the proposed site and grading plan for 55 Salem Church Road, the proposed 
site and grading plans appear to be consistent with the City’s requirements, with the exception of the 
above-noted items in this memorandum. Therefore, we hereby find the proposed plans not to be in 
accordance with City requirements and recommend denial from an engineering standpoint for this 
project until these items are addressed. We are requesting a new set of plans addressing these comments
be resubmitted to our office prior to approval.  

EXHIBIT E



CITY OF Sunfish Lake MINNESOTA
Planning Commission

                          Findings of Fact &
            Recommendation

(Approval)
Applicant's Name: Jose “Luis” and Irma Escoto

Request: The applicants request City approval of a conditional use permit to construct a 
second accessory structure at 55 Salem Church Road.

Planning Commission Meeting Date: August 17, 2016

Findings of Fact: Based on review of the application and evidence received, the 
Sunfish Lake Planning Commission now makes the following findings of fact and 
recommendation:

1. The address of the subject property is as follows:  

55 SALEM CHURCH ROAD, SUNFISH LAKE, MINNESOTA, 55118

2. The planning report dated July 12, 2016, and the addendum report dated August 
10, 2016 prepared by Northwest Associated Consultants, Inc.; the engineering 
report dated June 21, 2016, and the updated report dated August 9, 2016
prepared by WSB Associates are incorporated herein by reference.

3. The shed will be the second accessory structure on the property, which requires 
Planning Commission review and City Council approval.

4. The Sunfish Lake Planning Commission reviewed the applicant’s request for a
second accessory structure at the July 20, 2016 and August 17, 2016 Planning 
Commission meetings.

5. Upon review of the planning report and application information, the Planning 
Commission found that the proposed second accessory structure site and
building plan request meets Ordinance requirements.  The following findings 
support the Planning Commission recommendation for approval:

Conditional Use Permit Site and Building Plans:

a. The subject property and proposed project meets setback requirements.

b. The proposed shed meets Ordinance requirements pertaining to building 
size, height, and material use.
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c. The proposed shed meets other applicable Zoning Ordinance criteria.

Recommendation:

Based on the foregoing considerations and applicable ordinances, the Planning 
Commission recommends approval of the applicant’s second accessory structure site
and building plans.

Approved, subject to the following conditions:

1. The site plan approval shall pertain to attached Exhibit A of the planner’s 
addendum report from August 10, 2016.

2. The applicants adhere to the City Planner’s recommendations for construction as 
addressed in the planner’s addendum report dated August 10, 2016

3. The applicants adhere to the City Engineer’s recommendations for construction, 
as addressed in the engineer’s report dated August 9, 2016.

4. The applicants obtain a building permit from the City Building Official prior to 
commencing any construction of the proposed project.

5. The applicants shall contact planning staff to arrange pre- and post-construction 
site visits, whereby staff can confirm that site and building plans and associated 
approval conditions have been implemented accordingly.  The inspections are 
separate from other inspections that may be necessary by the City Building 
Inspector, City Septic System Inspector, City Engineer, or other individuals.  The 
cost of site inspections is $75.00 each and payment of this amount shall be the 
responsibility of the property owner. 

6. Evergreen screening from adjacent neighbors and from Salem Church Road be 
provided in size, number, and placement to be approved by the City Forester.  
Said evergreen screening will be planted and inspected by the City Forester prior 
to commencement of any installment or construction of the shed.

7. The full completion of the project, subject to approval by the City Planner, must 
take place within one year of approval of the project by the City Council.  If the 
project is not fully completed within that one-year period of time; any and all 
structures or their components are to be completely removed from the property 
within 90 days thereafter.

8. The color of the shed and its shingles be compatible with, and match as close as 
possible to the existing home.

Adopted by the Sunfish Lake Planning Commission this 17th day of August 2016.
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City of Sunfish Lake

By:
Tom Hendrickson
Planning Commission Chair

ATTEST

Catherine Iago, City Clerk



CITY OF SUNFISH LAKE
DAKOTA COUNTY, MINNESOTA

RESOLUTION NO. _________

RESOLUTION APPROVING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO PERMIT 
CONSTRUCTION OF A SECOND ACCESSORY STRUCTURE FOR THE PROPERTY 

LOCATED AT 55 SALEM CHURCH ROAD, SUNFISH LAKE, DAKOTA COUNTY, 
MINNESOTA.

WHEREAS, Jose “Luis” and Irma Escoto have submitted an application for a conditional use 
permit to permit construction of a second accessory structure at the property located at 55 Salem 
Church Road, legally described as:

PT OF NW 1/4 OF SW 1/4 & OF THE SW 1/4 OF NW 1/4 LYING NW OF ISH #494 & 
N OF SALEM CHURCH RD EX PT TO MDOT PARCEL 323 (CONT 2.38 ACS)

WHEREAS, City staff reviewed the application and outlined their review comments in a
planning report dated July 12, 2016 and addendum report dated August 10, 2016 prepared by 
Northwest Associated Consultants and an engineering report dated June 21, 2016 and follow up 
report dated August 9, 2016; and

WHEREAS, the Sunfish Lake Planning Commission held a public hearing at their July 20, 2016
meeting and August 17, 2016 meeting and reviewed the conditional use permit application, along 
with the referenced staff reports; and

WHEREAS, upon hearing the staff presentations, applicant testimony, and public testimony, the 
Planning Commission closed the public hearing and recommend to the City Council approval of 
the conditional use permit request by a vote of 4-0 to allow construction of a second accessory 
structure, whereby the following findings support the Planning Commission recommendation for 
approval:

1. The subject property and proposed project meets setback requirements.

2. The proposed shed meets Ordinance requirements pertaining to building size, height, and 
material use.

3. The proposed shed meets other applicable Zoning Ordinance criteria.

WHEREAS, the Sunfish Lake City Council considered the application for a conditional use 
permit at their meeting on September 6, 2016 and agrees with the findings of the Planning 
Commission.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Council of the City of Sunfish Lake 
hereby approves the conditional use permit request dated May 11, 2016 for a second accessory 
structure with the following conditions:
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1. The applicants adhere to the City Engineer’s recommendations for construction, as 
addressed in his reports dated June 21, 2016, and August 9, 2016 including:

a. The Contractor must adhere to axel load limits when delivering material to the 
site.  Any damage to the roadways within the City and City right-of-way shall be 
repaired to the City’s satisfaction by the applicant prior to final construction 
approval.

2. The applicants adhere to the City Planner’s recommendations as addressed in his reports
dated July 12, 2016 and August 10, 2016.

3. The applicants adhere to the Planning Commission’s recommendations for approval 
including:

a. The five numbered conditions as contained in the proposed “Planning 
Commission Findings of Fact & Recommendation” prepared by the City Planner.

b. In addition, that evergreen screening from adjacent neighbors and from Salem 
Church Road be provided in size, number and placement to be approved by the 
City Forester.  Said evergreen screening will be planted by the applicant and 
inspected by the City Forester prior to commencement of any installment or 
construction of the shed.

c. Further, in addition, that the full completion of the project, subject to approval by 
the City Planner, must take place within one year of approval of the project by the 
City Council.  If the project is not fully completed within that one-year period of 
time, any and all structures or their components are to be completely removed 
from the property within 90 days thereafter.

d. Finally, in addition, that the color of the shed and its shingles be compatible with
and match as close as possible to the existing home.

4. The applicants obtain a building permit from the City Building Official prior to 
commencing any construction of the proposed projects.

5. The applicants shall contact planning staff to arrange pre- and post-construction site 
visits, whereby staff can confirm that site and building plans and associated approval 
conditions have been implemented accordingly.  The inspections are separate from other 
inspections that may be necessary by the City Building Inspector, City Septic System 
Inspector, City Engineer, or other individuals. The cost of site inspections is $75.00 each 
and payment of this amount shall be the responsibility of the property owner.  
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This resolution is adopted by the City Council of the City of Sunfish Lake this 6th day of 
September 2016.

Molly Park, Mayor
Attest:

Catherine Iago, City Clerk


