
CITY OF COLUMBUS 1 
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 2 

INTERACTIVE TECHNOLOGY MEETING FORMAT 3 
STATUTES SECTION 13D.021 4 

06-03-2026 5 

The June 3, 2026, Planning Commission meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by Chairman 6 
Robin Wood at City Hall. Present were Planning Commissioners Kim Snell, Robin Wood, Andy 7 
Heinen, Mike Ostwald, and Cary Foss. 8 

Staff present included Assistant City Administrator Aaron Berg, Associate Planner Lily Kletter, 9 
City Administrator Jack Davis and City Council Liaison Scott Wendell. 10 

Also in attendance was Justin LaMeyer, Drew LaMeyer, Heidi LaMeyer, Chad LaMeyer, Adam 11 
Wojcik, Joe Pearce, Doug Hedberg, George Schwalbe, Julie Ledvina, Nate Moats, Brittany 12 
Fischer, Stephen Fischer, Dan La Coursiere, Cindy and Myron Angel.  13 

The meeting was held in an interactive technology meeting format. 14 

In attendance via Zoom was Julie (unknow last) Jennie (unknown last), and Heather (unknown 15 
last).  16 

1. CALL TO ORDER – Planning Commission – 6:00 p.m. 17 
2. ANNOUNCEMENT – Pledge of Allegiance 18 
3. CONSENT AGENDA 19 

A. Approval of June 3, 2026 Agenda 20 
B. Approval of May 20, 2026 Planning Commission Meeting Minutes 21 

Motion by Snell to approve the Consent Agenda for the June 3, 2026 Planning Commission 22 
Meeting. Seconded by Ostwald. 23 

Roll call vote: Snell – Aye; Ostwald – Aye; Heinen – Aye; Foss – Aye; and Wood – Aye. Motion 24 
passed unanimously. 25 

4. PUBLIC OPEN FORUM 26 

No public comments were received in person or online. 27 

5. CONTINUATION DISCUSSION 28 

A. Conditional Use Permit (CUP) – Jusczak Trucking – 14925 Hornsby Street NE 29 
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Assistant City Administrator Berg presented supplemental information requested by the 30 
Planning Commission at the May 20, 2026 meeting regarding the proposed truck parking 31 
component associated with the Conditional Use Permit application. 32 

Berg explained that the applicant proposes a contract-based lease parking operation for semi-33 
tractors and trailers as an accessory component of the overall truck maintenance and office 34 
development. Staff reported that the secured truck parking operation is intended to function as 35 
an interim revenue-generating component to support future phases of development, including 36 
planned third and fourth floor office expansion within the proposed building. 37 

The proposed parking area would operate as a controlled-access facility restricted to authorized 38 
users. Parking spaces would be leased on a monthly basis to corporate fleet accounts and local 39 
owner-operators. Overnight occupancy of trucks and sleeping within vehicles would be 40 
prohibited through contractual agreements. 41 

Berg reviewed proposed security measures, including AI-assisted traffic camera technology, 42 
coded access systems, card-reader controlled entry, surveillance systems, perimeter fencing, 43 
and an approximately eight-foot concrete wall with an additional privacy fence. Berg explained 44 
that the proposal differs from a traditional truck stop or travel plaza because it would not 45 
include fuel sales, restaurants, retail activities, repair services associated with public truck 46 
parking, or unrestricted public parking. 47 

Berg discussed truck parking demand within the regional freight corridor and noted that 48 
providing designated and secured truck parking within an appropriately zoned commercial area 49 
may reduce unauthorized truck parking along public roadways, commercial parking lots, and 50 
other locations not intended for long-term truck staging. 51 

Additional discussion focused on the approximately forty lease parking spaces shown on the 52 
site plan, internal circulation routes, gated access points, and perimeter screening. Staff also 53 
reviewed information regarding truck noise levels, separation distances from nearby residential 54 
uses, and the anticipated reduction of sound levels over distance. 55 

Applicant representatives were present and answered questions regarding site access, 56 
stormwater management, drainage improvements, and proposed culvert installations 57 
associated with the driveway crossing. 58 

Motion by Snell to adopt the Findings of Fact as presented and recommend conditional 59 
approval to the City Council for business operations and access for truck maintenance, truck 60 
retail, related office, and truck parking facility at 14925 Hornsby Street NE, Columbus, 61 
Minnesota 55025 (PID: 24-32-22-44-0001). Seconded by Ostwald. 62 

Roll call vote: Snell – Aye; Ostwald – Aye; Heinen – Aye; Foss – Aye; and Wood – Aye. Motion 63 
passed unanimously. 64 
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6. PUBLIC HEARINGS 65 

A. LaMeyer Easement Variance – 14561 Furman Street NE 66 

Assistant City Administrator Berg presented a variance request submitted by Chad and Heidi 67 
LaMeyer related to the proposed LaMeyer Estates subdivision. The request seeks relief from 68 
the requirement to dedicate a sixty-six (66) foot public right-of-way easement associated with a 69 
shared driveway/private street arrangement serving two residential parcels. 70 

Berg reviewed the project background, noting that the City Council previously approved a 71 
reasonable accommodation waiver associated with the access easement requirement. Berg 72 
explained that the proposal would create an approximately five-acre parcel intended for 73 
construction of an accessible home for a family member with a documented neurological 74 
mobility disability while combining remaining lands with adjoining property to create an 75 
approximately twenty-three-acre parcel containing the existing residence. 76 

Berg reviewed zoning requirements, environmental constraints, wetlands, topography, variance 77 
criteria, and recommended conditions of approval. Berg explained that the request was limited 78 
to the easement requirement and did not waive other applicable engineering, platting, access, 79 
or development standards. 80 

Prior to opening the public hearing, Berg noted that written correspondence regarding the 81 
application had been received from neighboring property owners and distributed to the 82 
Planning Commission for review. The correspondence was entered into the record as part of 83 
the public hearing materials. 84 

Chairman Wood opened the public hearing at 6:21 pm.  85 

Heidi and Chad LaMeyer, together with attorney David Schenck, were present and indicated 86 
they were available to answer questions. 87 

Stephen Fischer, neighboring property owner, spoke in opposition to the request. Fischer 88 
stated that his concerns were procedural and land-use related rather than personal in nature. 89 
He argued that the property already possesses reasonable use and questioned whether 90 
practical difficulties existed to justify approval of the variance. Fischer referenced prior planning 91 
staff communications and planning consultant comments regarding consistency with the 92 
Comprehensive Plan and concerns related to variance standards. Fischer further expressed 93 
concerns regarding neighborhood character, precedent, and whether the conditions creating 94 
the request originated from prior subdivision decisions involving the property. 95 

Nate Moes, neighboring property owner, spoke in opposition to the request and encouraged 96 
the City to apply standards consistently and fairly to all applicants. 97 
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Miles Carlson also spoke in opposition, expressing concerns regarding future precedent and 98 
potential impacts to the surrounding area. 99 

No additional testimony was received, and the public hearing was closed at 6:33 pm. 100 

Commission discussion focused on the purpose of the variance request, the applicability of 101 
variance standards, interpretation of City Code provisions, and the relationship between the 102 
variance request and the subsequent preliminary plat application. 103 

Commissioners asked questions regarding the sixty-six-foot easement requirement and 104 
whether approval of the variance would waive other roadway or access standards. Staff 105 
explained that all other applicable requirements, including engineering review, emergency 106 
access standards, driveway requirements, and final plat conditions, would continue to apply. 107 

Motion by Wood to adopt the Findings of Fact as presented and recommend approval to the 108 
City Council of a Variance from the requirement for a sixty-six (66) foot wide access easement 109 
for the proposed LaMeyer Estates subdivision located at 14561 Furman Street NE, Columbus, 110 
Minnesota, subject to the conditions contained in the draft resolution. Seconded by Ostwald. 111 

Roll call vote: Foss – Nay; Snell – Aye; Ostwald – Aye; Heinen – Aye; and Wood – Aye. Motion 112 
passed 4-1. 113 

B. LaMeyer Estates Preliminary Plat – 14561 Furman Street NE 114 

Assistant City Administrator Berg presented the Preliminary Plat application for the proposed 115 
LaMeyer Estates subdivision. Staff explained that the purpose of preliminary plat review is to 116 
evaluate lot configuration and subdivision layout, while detailed engineering, septic, drainage, 117 
buildable area, and regulatory approvals would be evaluated through subsequent review 118 
processes and final plat consideration. 119 

Prior to opening the public hearing, staff noted that written correspondence regarding the 120 
application had been received from neighboring property owners and distributed to the 121 
Planning Commission for review. The correspondence was entered into the record as part of 122 
the public hearing materials. 123 

Chairman Wood opened the public hearing at 6:42 pm.  124 

Stephen Fischer spoke in opposition to the request. Fischer expressed concerns regarding 125 
consistency with the Comprehensive Plan, the use of reasonable accommodation provisions, 126 
and the potential long-term implications of approving the subdivision. Fischer argued that 127 
alternative accommodation options had previously been discussed and requested that the 128 
Planning Commission recommend denial of the application. 129 

No additional testimony was received, and the public hearing was closed 6:48 pm. 130 
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Commission discussion focused on the limited purpose of preliminary plat review, future 131 
engineering requirements, buildable area standards, septic suitability, wetland impacts, and 132 
conditions included within the draft resolution. Commissioners discussed the amount of 133 
buildable area available on the proposed lot and whether additional approvals would be 134 
required prior to final plat approval. 135 

Berg explained that the applicant would be required to demonstrate compliance with all 136 
applicable City Code requirements, including buildable area standards and septic location 137 
requirements, prior to final plat approval. Berg emphasized that preliminary plat review 138 
addresses lot configuration and potential feasibility rather than final engineering approval. 139 

Commissioners discussed whether the proposal should continue through the review process to 140 
allow the applicant the opportunity to demonstrate compliance with all applicable conditions 141 
and requirements during final plat review. 142 

Motion by Ostwald to adopt the Findings of Fact as presented and recommend approval of 143 
the Preliminary Plat for the proposed LaMeyer Estates subdivision located at 14561 Furman 144 
Street NE, Columbus, Minnesota, subject to the conditions contained in the draft resolution. 145 
Seconded by Wood. 146 

Roll call vote: Foss – Nay; Snell – Aye; Ostwald – Aye; Heinen – Nay; and Wood – Aye. Motion 147 
passed 3-2. 148 

7. INFORMATION – PLANNING COMMISSIONERS REPORT 149 

No Planning Commissioner reports were provided. 150 

8. INFORMATION – CITY COUNCIL LIAISON REPORT 151 

City Council Liaison Scott Wendell reported that the Fishing for Life Conditional Use Permit 152 
application was tabled by the City Council following questions regarding whether all 153 
neighboring property owners received mailed notice of the public hearing. Wendell stated that 154 
the City Council discussed potential revisions to public notification procedures during a recent 155 
workshop meeting and intended to review the matter further with the City Attorney prior to 156 
taking action. 157 

Wendell reported that the Fishing for Life Conditional Use Permit application is expected to 158 
return to the City Council for consideration at a future meeting following completion of that 159 
review. 160 

9. ADJOURN 161 

Motion by Snell to adjourn the meeting. Seconded by Ostwald. 162 
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Roll call vote: Snell – Aye; Ostwald – Aye; Heinen – Aye; Foss – Aye; and Wood – Aye. Motion 163 
passed unanimously. 164 

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 7:55 p.m. 165 

Drafted by Aaron M. Berg, Assistant City Administrator 166 

Disclaimer: Portions of these meeting minutes were generated using artificial intelligence (AI). 167 
All content has been reviewed for accuracy. Full transcripts, video, and audio are available upon 168 
request in accordance with Minnesota Statutes Chapter 13, Section 13.03. 169 

 170 
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Administration Dept. 
16319 Kettle River Blvd 
Columbus, MN  55025 

Telephone: (651) 464-3120 

City of Columbus Planning Commission Meeting 

June 3rd, 2026 

Agenda Item Number: 6.A

Agenda Item: Driveway Design Requirements Ordinance 
Amendment 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Background Information: 
At the May 3rd, 2026, Planning Commission meeting, staff presented 
a draft ordinance amendment to Section 7A-803 of the City Code 
related to construction elevations and driveway design requirements. 
The purpose of the amendment is to modernize existing driveway 
construction standards, clarify access, surfacing requirements, and 
improve long-term safety.  

The current ordinance relies on standards originally adopted in 1992. 
Planning Commission identified several ongoing issues associated 
with outdated driveway construction practices, including gravel and 
loose aggregate being tracked onto paved roadways, inconsistent 
driveway widths and apron designs, inadequate drainage transitions, 
and concerns regarding emergency vehicle access. 

The proposed amendment updates and clarifies standards related to 
driveway width and apron dimensions, surfacing and paving 
requirements, culvert and drainage considerations, access standards 
for residential, commercial, and industrial properties, turnaround 
requirements for long rural driveways, seasonal construction and 
escrow requirements, coordination with other roadway jurisdictions, 
and City Engineer authority for field adjustments and enforcement. 
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The proposed revisions are to improve public safety, reduce roadway 
maintenance impacts, support proper stormwater management, and 
provide clearer and more consistent construction standards 
throughout the city. 
 
The Planning Commission reviewed the draft ordinance at its May 6th, 
2026, meeting and directed staff to prepare the ordinance for formal 
public hearing and consideration following discussion. 
 
Public Hearing: 
According to City Code requirements, the Planning Commission will 
hold a public hearing on June 17th, 2026, to receive public comments 
regarding the proposed amendments to Section 7A-803.  
 
Recommendation: 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission conduct the public 
hearing, review the proposed amendments to Section 7A-803, and 
make a recommendation to the City Council regarding the proposed 
ordinance amendment. 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Attachment(s) 
 

Attachment 1 – Appendix A- Driveway Specifications 
Attachment 2 – Draft 7A-803 Driveway Design Requirements 
Attachment 3 – Driveway and Access Standards Ord. Amend. 
Draft  
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ORDINANCE NO. 26-XX 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 7A OF THE CITY CODE  
RELATED TO DRIVEWAY CONSTRUCTION ELEVATIONS AND 

DRIVEWAY DESIGN REQUIREMENTS 

The City Council of the City of Columbus, Minnesota Ordains: 

SECTION I. The following sections of Chapter 7A of the City Code of the City of 
Columbus is hereby amended as follows. Gaps in ordinance sections affected by 
revisions are noted in the margin [***]. 

SECTION 7A-803. DRIVEWAY DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION 
REQUIRMENTS.  

*** 

A. Driveway Width. 
The driveway shall have a minimum width of twelve (12) feet and a maximum 
throat width of twenty-four (24) feet, measured at the right-of-way line, unless 
otherwise approved by the City Engineer. 

B. Driveway Apron Width. 
The driveway apron shall have a minimum throat width of twelve (12) feet and a 
maximum throat width of twenty-four (24) feet, measured at the right-of-way line, 
unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer. 

C. Driveway Apron Radius. 
Driveway aprons shall include return radii at the connection to the public roadway 
with a minimum radius of fifteen (15) feet, unless otherwise approved by the City 
Engineer based on site-specific conditions. The required radius shall not be 
interpreted to increase the permitted throat width. 

D. Surface Requirements. 
Driveways connecting to paved public streets shall include a bituminous (asphalt) 
or concrete apron, or other approved dust-free surface approved by the City 
Engineer. 

E. Surface Beyond Apron. 
Driveways shall be constructed and maintained to prevent the tracking, 
displacement, or migration of aggregate or other loose materials onto the public 
roadway. 

F. Seasonal Construction and Escrow. 
If required apron surfacing cannot be installed due to seasonal limitations, as 
determined by the City Engineer, a temporary aggregate surface may be 
permitted. Prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, the property owner 
shall provide an escrow in an amount sufficient to complete the required 
improvements, as determined by the City. 

 
 

PC PACKET PG 9



G. Completion Deadline. 
Final surfacing shall be completed within one (1) year of issuance of the 
Certificate of Occupancy. Failure to comply may result in forfeiture of the escrow 
and completion of the work by the City. 

*** 

SECTION 7A-803. DRIVEWAY APRON REQUIRMENTS 

*** 

A. Width. 
The driveway apron shall have a minimum throat width of twelve (12) feet and a 
maximum throat width of twenty-four (24) feet, measured at the right-of-way line, 
unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer. 

B. Radius. 
Driveway aprons shall include return radii at the connection to the public roadway 
with a minimum radius of fifteen (15) feet, unless otherwise approved by the City 
Engineer based on site-specific conditions. The required radius shall not be 
interpreted to increase the permitted throat width. 

C. Surface. 
Driveways connecting to paved public streets shall include a bituminous (asphalt) 
or concrete apron, or another approved dust-free surface approved by the City 
Engineer. 

*** 

SECTION II. EFFECTIVE DATE. Ordinance 7A-803 was adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Columbus, Minnesota this ____ day of __________, 2026 
and shall take effect upon its passage and summary publication according to law. 

 

________________________________ 

Ron Hanegraaf, Mayor 

 

ATTEST: 

__________________________________ 

Jack Davis, City Administrator 

 

Published in the Forest Lake Times on ____ day of __________, 2026 
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SECTION 7A-803. MINIMUM CONSTRUCTION ELEVATIONS ABOVE KNOWN HIGH WATER AND DRIVEWAY 
DESIGN REQUIREMENTS. 

All new construction in all districts shall be constructed at a reasonably safe elevation above the high water table in order to 
avoid water seepage problems and in order to provide adequate drainage from the structure to the SSTS. 

A. Optimum Elevation For New Construction. The optimum elevation for new construction is six (6.0) feet above the 
level of the high water table as measured to the top of the lowest footing (= bottom of the lowest floor). Construction at or 
above six (6.0) feet above the high water table is strongly advised. The optimal elevation is shown in Illustration No. 4, 
Appendix A to Chapter 7A. 

B. Acceptable Minimum Elevation For New Construction. 

1. Except for accessory buildings, the acceptable minimum elevation for new construction is three (3.0) feet above the 
level of the high water table as measured to the top of the lowest footing (= bottom of the lowest floor), or two (2.0) feet 
above the designated or designed 100-year flood elevation, whichever is higher, unless evidence is submitted and certified 
by a geotechnical engineer, at the expense of the developer or property owner, that a lesser separation can be achieved and 
is warranted, and that evidence is verified by the City Engineer. Where any such geotechnical engineering report is based on 
piezometer data, the acceptable minimum elevation for new construction shall be four (4.0) feet above the level of the high 
water table, and said piezometers must be installed on each individual proposed lot for a minimum of twelve (12) months. 
Any construction below the optimum elevation of six (6.0) feet above the high water table shall require installation of: not 
less than one sump; one sump pump; and drain tiles either inside or outside all of the footings. The sump pump shall not be 
connected to the septic system in any manner. Caution: Although a three (3.0) foot minimum separation is acceptable under 
this Section, current FHA and VA construction standards require not less than four (4.0) feet minimum elevation as 
measured from the high water table to the top of the lowest footing. The three (3.0) feet minimum elevation required by this 
Section will meet or exceed the requirements of the Rice Creek Watershed District Regulations as of July 1, 1990. Coon 
Creek Watershed District and Sunrise River Watershed District do not have independent regulations for minimum 
construction elevations. The acceptable minimum elevation, sump, and drain tile are shown at Illustration No. 3, Appendix A 
to Chapter 7A. 

2. Accessory buildings which have no need for an on-site sewage treatment system and which are constructed on a 
buildable area which is separate from the Buildable Area upon which the principal structure is built, are not required to have 
a sump, sump pump, or drain tiles if built at less than the optimum elevation. The acceptable minimum elevation for 
accessory buildings is two (2) feet above the high water table as measured to the top of the lowest footing. 

3. Applicants may seek relief from strict application of Section 7A-803(B)(1) by filing an application for an administrative 
variance following the procedures and criteria of this subsection. 

a. Criteria. Applicants may request an administrative variance from minimum floor elevation requirements provided 
that the property is zoned Rural Residential (RR) and the proposed construction meets all the following requirements: 

i. The minimum elevation of new construction does not result in a minimum elevation less than 18” above mottled 
soil as determined by at least two soil borings in the immediate area of the proposed construction. 

ii. The new construction is an addition to or expansion of an existing residential dwelling constructed before 1990; 
and 

 
iii. The applicant agrees to install additional drain tile, as needed, and as approved by the City Engineer. 

b. Review Procedures. The City Administrator and City Engineer will review administrative variance requests and the 
City Administrator will make a decision on the application. In order for an administrative variance to be approved, the 
following findings must be made: 

i. Practical difficulties exist in complying with the requirements of Section7A-803(B)(1) based on circumstances 
unique to the property which were not created by the applicant. 

ii. The applicant proposes to use the property in a reasonable manner. 

iii. Granting the variance is in harmony with the purpose and intent of the Zoning Ordinance and consistent with the 
City’s Comprehensive Plan. 

iv. The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the neighborhood or City. 

c. Denial and appeals. If the City Administrator denies the request for an administrative variance, the City 
Administrator will provide a written notice to the applicant. Any aggrieve person may file an appeal of the decision of the City 
Administrator regarding an administrative variance application following the procedures as outlined in Section 4-104 of the 
City Code. 

4. Fees. Administrative variances fees are set according to the City’s approved fee schedule. 

C. Driveway Design Requirements. The City Council finds that it is in the public interest to adopt uniform driveway 
construction specifications. These uniform driveway specifications recognize that most sites for new construction in the City 
of Columbus will have a high water table lying relatively close to the native surface. It is the intent of the City Council to 
address public safety concerns by adopting uniform driveway specifications which should allow access to the buildable area 
by emergency services vehicles (police, fire, ambulance, etc.). It is the further intent of the City Council to address property 
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value concerns by adopting high quality driveway specifications which should foster construction of durable and safe 
driveways, thereby protecting property values. 

1. Driveway Required. Every buildable area shall be connected to a public road by a driveway which meets or exceeds 
the requirements of this City Code. A second buildable area on a lot, e.g., one used for construction of an accessory 
building, may be connected by a driveway to either the public right-of-way or to the first buildable area on the lot, and such 
driveway shall meet or exceed the minimum specifications of this Section. 

 a. Width. 
The driveway shall have a minimum width of twelve (12) feet and a maximum throat width of twenty-four (24) feet, measured 
at the right-of-way line, unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer. 

b. Surface Beyond Apron. 
Driveways shall be constructed and maintained to prevent the tracking, displacement, or migration of aggregate or other loose 
materials onto the public roadway. 

c. Seasonal Construction and Escrow. 
If required apron surfacing cannot be installed due to seasonal limitations, as determined by the City Engineer, a temporary 
aggregate surface may be permitted. Prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy, the property owner shall provide an 
escrow in an amount sufficient to complete the required improvements, as determined by the City. 

d. Completion Deadline. 
Final surfacing shall be completed within one (1) year of issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy. Failure to comply may 
result in forfeiture of the escrow and completion of the work by the City. 

 e. Length. 
In Rural Residential (RR) districts, the required surface shall extend from the edge of pavement or back of curb a minimum of 
ten (10) feet onto the property. 

In Mixed Use Low (MU-L), Mixed Use Medium (MU-M), Mixed Use High (MU-H), all Commercial, General Business, and Light 
Industrial districts, the required surface shall extend from the edge of pavement or back of curb to the first point of vehicle 
parking or internal circulation serving the principal use, as determined by the City Engineer. 

In all cases, the surface shall meet applicable design and grade requirements of Appendix A and shall not terminate within the 
public right-of-way. 

 f. Other Jurisdictions. 
Driveway access to roadways under the jurisdiction of other governmental entities, including but not limited to county or state 
agencies, may be subject to additional permitting and design requirements. Compliance with this Section does not relieve the 
property owner of the obligation to obtain all required approvals from the applicable road authority. 

 g. Conflicts with Appendix A. 
Where the provisions of this Section conflict with the illustrations or specifications contained in Appendix A to Chapter 7A, the 
provisions of this Section shall control. 

2. If a commercial use and residential use share a common driveway, the driveway shall be constructed at the optimum 
width, not the minimum width, as shown in Illustration No. 5, Appendix “A” of this Chapter 7A. 

3. Apron. Every driveway shall be connected to a public right-of-way by an apron which meets the design requirements 
shown at Illustration No. 4, Appendix “A” to this Chapter 7A. Driveway width and the variation in elevation between the road 
and the lot are factors which determine the length of the culvert which is required under the apron. Exact culvert 
requirements must be obtained from the City Public Works Department. 

 a. Width. 
The driveway apron shall have a minimum throat width of twelve (12) feet and a maximum throat width of twenty-four (24) feet, 
measured at the right-of-way line, unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer. 

 b. Radius. 
Driveway aprons shall include return radii at the connection to the public roadway with a minimum radius of fifteen (15) feet, 
unless otherwise approved by the City Engineer based on site-specific conditions. The required radius shall not be interpreted 
to increase the permitted throat width. 

 c. Surface. 
Driveways connecting to paved public streets shall include a bituminous (asphalt) or concrete apron, or other approved dust-
free surface approved by the City Engineer. 

 Buildable Area Contiguous with Front Setback. Where the buildable area is contiguous with the front setback, the 
driveway shall be constructed at a uniform grade from the elevation at the juncture with the apron to the elevation at the front 
setback. 

4. Buildable Area Not Contiguous with Front Setback. Where the buildable area is not contiguous with the front 
setback, the driveway shall be constructed to meet or exceed the minimum specifications of this Section and of Illustration 
No. 5, Appendix “A” to this Chapter 7A. If the driveway is built at less than the optimum specifications, then the driveway 
shall include a “turn-around” area in front of the house or principal structure on the lot of not less than 24 feet by 24 feet, 
constructed and surfaced in the same manner as the driveway. 

5. Subsurface Correction. The requirement to provide subsurface correction during driveway construction (removal of 
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unsuitable material or placement of fabric mat) shall be determined by the City Engineer exercising professional judgment on 
a case by case basis. 

6. Surfacing. If the elevation of the native soils prior to driveway construction is 3.0 feet or more above the high water 
table, and if the composition of the soils in the driveway area is free of organic soils, then sand or sand-unspecified gravel 
aggregate is required for surfacing. If the elevation of the native soils prior to driveway construction is less than 3.0 feet 
above the high water table, then bituminous, concrete or 4 inches of Class V aggregate surfacing is required. 

7. Illustrations. The illustrations of aprons and driveways, Illustrations Nos. 4 and 5, Appendix “A” to this Chapter 7A, 
contain additional design requirements and specifications which are incorporated herein by reference. These Illustrations 
and their design requirements may be modified by City Council resolutions upon the advice of the City Engineer. 

8. Inspections. Driveway construction shall be monitored and inspected by the Building Inspector. The Building 
Inspector shall have the discretion to call for additional elevation measurements, soil tests, or other on-site measurements 
as are necessary to ensure that driveways are constructed according to the standards established by this City Code. In 
difficult topography or soil conditions, the Building Inspector may consult directly with the City Engineer for professional 
assistance. 

9. Variation from Strict Compliance. The City Engineer may exercise professional judgment and authorize some 
variation from strict compliance with these driveway design requirements for conditions found at the site, provided that the 
variations result in the construction of a driveway which meets the spirit and intent of this Section. 

[§ 7A-803, formerly § 7A-818 and § 7A-819, amended by Ord. No. 89-15, effective December 29, 1989, Ord. No.. 90-3, effective March 23, 1990, Ord. 
No. 90-5, effective August 17, 1990, Ord. No. 91-2, effective June 12, 1992, and Ord. No. 02-01, effective May 17, 2002, amended by Ord. No. 07-02, 
effective March 1, 2007, amended by Ord. No. 16-03, effective February 4, 2016, amended by Ord. No. 18-01, effective May 31, 2018; amended by Ord. 
No. 21-09, effective December 8, 2021; amended by Ord. No. 23-03, effective June 8, 2023 .] 
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City of Columbus 
PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE  

CITY CODE AMENDMENT TO SECTION 7A-803 OF THE COLUMBUS CITY CODE 
Interactive Technology Format 

(Minnesota Statutes Section 13D.02) 

Notice is hereby given that a Public Hearing will be held by the City of Columbus Planning 
Commission on Wednesday, June 17th, 2026, at 6:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as parties may be 

heard. The hearing will be conducted in person and by Interactive Technology at the Columbus City 
Hall located at 16319 Kettle River Blvd., Columbus, Minnesota, to consider a proposed amendment 

to Section 7A-803 of the Columbus City Code related to driveway construction elevations and 
driveway design requirements. The proposed revisions are intended to improve public safety, reduce 

roadway maintenance impacts, support proper stormwater management, and provide clearer and 
more consistent construction standards throughout the city. A full copy of the proposed ordinance is 
available for review during regular business hours, Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., 
or by request. Members of the public interested in attending in person, monitoring the meeting, or 
obtaining additional information should contact the City Offices at 651-464-3120 or visit the city 
website at ColumbusMN.us. Written comments may be submitted to the city prior to the hearing. 

The hearing shall continue until all evidence and testimony has been received. 

Jack Davis 
Jack Davis, Zoning Administrator 

Submitted to the Forest Lake Times on Monday, April 20, 2026.   
Published in the Forest Lake Times on Thursday, April 23, 2026. 
Posted Monday, April 20, 2026.   
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         Administration Dept. 

     16319 Kettle River Blvd 
         Columbus, MN  55025 
  Telephone: (651) 464-3120 

 
 

 
City of Columbus Planning Commission Meeting 
  
June 17th, 2026  
 
Agenda Item Number: 6.B 
 
Agenda Item: City Code Ordinance 26-XX - Amendment Section 7A-
545 --Notice of Public Hearing 
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  
Background Information: 
At the May 27th, 2026, City Council Meeting, staff provided an overview 
of a potential zoning code amendment related to the Fishing For Life 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) application procedures and public 
notification requirements. The discussion highlighted that the current 
ordinance language requires mailed notice to property owners within 
350 feet of the affected property and scheduling of a public hearing 
upon receipt of required fees and a completed application. Staff 
identified an opportunity to update notification requirements to better 
reflect the lot sizes across RR zoning districts. 
 
The proposed amendment is intended to revise public noticing 
requirements based on zoning district classifications. Under the 
proposed language, written notice would continue to be published in the 
official newspaper at least ten (10) days prior to the meeting, with 
mailed notification provided to property owners within 350 feet of the 
subject property in MU-L, MU-M, MU-H, GB, CC, GC, HC, C/I-L, LI, C/I, 
HR, OS, and DNR Lands zoning districts. For properties located within 
the RR District, mailed notification would be expanded to include 
property owners within 1,250 feet of the subject property boundary to 
better account for larger parcel sizes and development patterns. 
 
Overall, the amendment aims to improve administrative consistency and 
provide clearer expectations for applicants, staff, and public. 
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Recommendation: 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission hold a Public Hearing 
and at its conclusion recommend approval of Ordinance Amendment 
26-XX.
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Attachment(s): 

Attachment 1 – Notice of Public Hearing Ordinance Amendment  
Attachment 2 – Public Hearing Ordinance Amendment  
Attachment 3 – Ordinance Amendment Draft Language Proposal 
Attachment 4 – City Attorney Opinion  
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ORDINANCE NO. 26-XX  
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 7A OF THE CITY CODE 

 RELATED TO NOTICES OF PUBLIC HEARINGS  
 

The City Council of the City of Columbus, Minnesota Ordains: 

SECTION I. The following sections of Chapter 7A of the City Code of the 
City of Columbus is hereby amended as follows. Gaps in ordinance 
sections affected by revisions are noted in the margin [***]. 

 SECTION 7A-545.  NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

***  

“… Notice of the hearing shall be published in the official newspaper at 
least ten (10) days prior to the hearing. Notification of the public hearing 
shall be mailed to all owners of land within three hundred fifty (350) feet of 
the boundary of the affected property in the MU-L, MU-M, MU-H, GB, CC, 
GC, HC, C/I-L, LI, C/I, HR, OS, and DNR Lands zoning districts, and one 
thousand two hundred fifty (1,250) feet of the boundary of the property in 
question in the RR district. The failure to give mailed notice to individual 
property owners, or defects in the notice shall not invalidate the 
proceedings, provided a bona fide attempt to comply with these 
procedures has been made.” 

 

SECTION II. EFFECTIVE DATE. Ordinance Amendment Section 7A-545 
was adopted by the City Council of the City of Columbus, Minnesota this 
____ day of __________, 2026 and shall take effect upon its passage and 
summary publication according to law. 

 

________________________________ 

Ron Hanegraaf, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

__________________________________ 

Jack Davis, City Administrator 

 

Published in the Forest Lake Times on ____ day of __________, 2026 
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City of Columbus 
PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE 

ORDINANCE AMENDMENT TO SECTION 7A-545 OF THE COLUMBUS CITY CODE 
Interactive Technology Format 

(Minnesota Statutes Section 13D.02) 

Notice is hereby given that a Public Hearing will be held by the City of Columbus Planning 
Commission on Wednesday, June 17th, 2026, at 6:00 p.m., or as soon thereafter as parties may be 

heard. The hearing will be conducted in person and by Interactive Technology at the Columbus City 
Hall located at 16319 Kettle River Blvd., Columbus, Minnesota, to consider a proposed amendment 
to Section 7A-545 of the Columbus City Code related to notices of public hearings. The proposed 

amendment is intended to revise public noticing requirements based on zoning district 
classifications. A full copy of the proposed ordinance is available for review during regular business 

hours, Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., or by request. Members of the public 
interested in attending in person, monitoring the meeting, or obtaining additional information should 

contact the City Offices at 651-464-3120 or visit the city website at ColumbusMN.us. Written 
comments may be submitted to the city prior to the hearing. The hearing shall continue until all 

evidence and testimony has been received. 

 

Jack Davis 
Jack Davis, Zoning Administrator  

 
 

   

Submitted to the Forest Lake Times on Monday, April 20, 2026.   
Published in the Forest Lake Times on Thursday, April 23, 2026.  
Posted Monday, April 20, 2026.   
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SECTION 7A-545.   NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING. 

After receipt of the required fees and completed application for a Conditional Use 
Permit specified in Section 7A-542, a public hearing shall be scheduled with the 
Planning Commission. Notice of the hearing shall be published in the official newspaper 
at least ten (10) days prior to the hearing. Notification of the public hearing shall be 
mailed to all owners of property within three hundred fifty (350) feet of the affected 
property in the MU-L, MU-M, MU-H, GB, CC, GC, HC, C/I-L, LI, C/I, HR, and OS zoning 
districts, and one thousand two hundred fifty (1,250) feet of the boundary of the property 
in question in the RR district. The failure to give mailed notice to individual property 
owners, or defects in the notice shall not invalidate the proceeds, provided a bona fide 
attempt to comply with these procedures has been made. 

 
[§ 7A-545, amended by Ord. No. 89-1, effective July 21, 1989, amended by Ord. No. 04-04A, effective 
June 3, 2004, amended by Ord. No. 12-03, effective May 17, 2012.] 
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Outlook

FW: Public Hearing notices

From Jack Davis <CityAdmin@columbusmn.gov>
Date Wed 2026-06-03 08:49
To Ron Hanegraaf <mayor@columbusmn.gov>; Robert Busch <councilrbusch@columbusmn.gov>; Jennifer

Lattin-Anglin <counciljlattin@columbusmn.gov>; Scott Wendell <councilswendell@columbusmn.gov>; Karen
Fleming <councilkfleming@columbusmn.gov>

Cc Aaron Berg <asstcityadmin@columbusmn.gov>

Please see below for the City Attorney’s opinion on using an adjustable dimensional standard
for notification distance for public hearing notices.

From: Griffith, William <wgriffith@larkinhoffman.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 3, 2026 8:44 AM
To: Jack Davis <CityAdmin@columbusmn.gov>
Cc: Rogers, Megan C. <mrogers@larkinhoffman.com>
Subject: RE: Public Hearing notices

Jack,

Minnesota Statutes, Section 462.357, Subd. 3 requires notice to property owners within 350 feet of the
property to which the amendment relates.  There is an argument that the City does not have authority
to go beyond that, but I believe providing greater notice is appropriate and legal if it is consistently
applied.  I don’t believe that providing notice on a case by case basis is a good practice, especially if it
requires staff to calculate density before providing notice.  I agree that it would create problems for
consistent treatment of applications and don’t recommend that approach.

Bill

From: Jack Davis <CityAdmin@columbusmn.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, June 3, 2026 8:23 AM
To: Griffith, William <wgriffith@larkinhoffman.com>
Subject: Public Hearing notices

This Message Is External to Larkin Hoffman.

Bill,

Council reviewed an ordinance amendment for the 350’ notice for public hearings to be
expanded to 1,250 in the Rural Residential Zone. It was suggested that we consider a distance
requirement that would adjusted on a case by case review that would be dependent on the
density of the neighborhood. This was thought to be inconsistent with statute. What would be
your advice in this matter.

Thanks.

Jack
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Jack Davis
City Administrator 
City of Columbus
16319 Kettle River Blvd. N.E. 
Columbus, MN 55025
Main: (651) 464-3120 (Ext. 1011)
Direct: (651) 419-9011
cityadmin@ci.columbus.mn.us

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: 

INFORMATION IN THIS MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ATTACHMENTS, IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL USE

OF THE RECIPIENT(S) NAMED ABOVE.  This message may be an Attorney-Client communication from the law firm of Larkin Hoffman

Daly & Lindgren Ltd., and as such is privileged and confidential.  If you are not an intended recipient of this message, or an agent

responsible for delivering it to an intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this message in error, and that

any review, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message is strictly prohibited.  If you received this message in error, please

notify the sender immediately, delete the message, and return any hard copy print-outs.  No legal advice is being provided or implied

via this communication unless you are (1) a client of Larkin Hoffman Daly & Lindgren Ltd., and (2) an intended recipient of this

message. 

This message may have been sent to you using encrypted delivery. If you reply to an encrypted email, your email provider may

deliver the response with encryption. [Forwarding this message may not provide the same encryption safeguards, depending on the

email services being used. By doing so, you may unknowingly expose the sensitive content to others via the Internet.]
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