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Request for a variance to reduce the required setback to the centerline of County
State Aid Highway 53 from 130 feet to 103 feet for the purpose of constructing a
new basement under an existing home and to replace and enlarge an existing
entryway. The property is located in the Agricultural Zoned District and is located
in the SW Y of the SW ¥ of Section 13 Medo Township.

Applicants
David Lynch
17008 618™ Ave
Pemberton, MN 56078

Request

The applicant is requesting a variance to reduce the centerline setback from 130 feet to
103 feet from County State Aid Hwy 53, for the purpose of replacing the basement
beneath an existing home. Replacement and enlargement of an existing entryway is also
being proposed. The site is located in the Agricultural Zoned District in the SW 1/4 of
the SW 1/4 of Section 13, Medo Township.

Legal Description
The Southwest Quarter of the Southwest Quarter of Section 13, Township 106, Range 25,
Blue Earth County, Minnesota.

Except the ROW of County State Aid Highway 53.

Zoning
Agricultural

General Site Description and Project Proposal

The applicant owns a 37.9 acre parcel that includes a farmhouse and some out buildings.
The proposal is to replace the existing basement and to replace and enlarge an existing
entryway. The nearest portion of the existing home is 103 feet from the centerline of
County State Aid Highway 53. The entryway replacement will include a 12 foot by 26
foot addition. The proposed addition will not move any closer to the centerline.
‘However, the nearest portion of the proposed addition will be approximately 117 feet
from the centerline. There will be no further encroachment to the centerline.

Access - .
No additional vehicular access will be provided for this variance. Access is provided by

an existing driveway.

Existing Land Use, 1/4 Mile

North: Cropland
South: CSAH 53, pastureland, cropland and a woodlot
East: CSAH 53 and cropland

West: Cropland and Severson Lake
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NATURAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
Topography
The topography of the building site is fairly flat.

Floodplain : .
The proposed construction is not located in a floodplain.

Shoreland :
The proposed construction is not located within a shoreland district.

Wetlands
According to the National Wetlands Inventory there are wetlands in nearby. But they
will not be impacted by the proposed project.

Land Use Plan.
The variance request does not conflict with the land use plan.

County Land Use Ordinance.
Section 6, No. 0100.0603, Subp. 2, hall be a fic

u rty or e of all Federal, State, County, and
County-State Aid s, except for divided highways which shall be one hundred
(100) feet from the highway right-of-way line.

bg , hi

Unneces: t application; no variance or modification
or the uses permitted within a district shall be allowed, except as otherwise provided."

i

Township Review
In a letter dated May 20, 2009, the Medo Township Board indicated they had no issue
with the applicant’s request.

Environmental Health Comments — See Attachment

County Highway Department Review - The County Engineer has expressed no concern
with the requested variance.

‘The property owner’s claim the following hardship:

The existing home was constructed prior to the adoption of the existing setback
requirement. To move the home would be impractical and would place the home in the
center of the farmyard and would require the removal of some mature oak trees. The
proposed entryway addition will not move closer to the centerline of the road.

Findings of Fact Supporting an Area Variance
An area variance may be granted only where the strict enforcement of county zoning controls will
result in “practical difficulty”. A determination that a “practical difficulty” exists is based upon
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the consideration of the following criteria as defined by the Minnesota Supreme Court in In re the
Matter of the Decision of County of Otter Tail Board of Adjustment to Deny a Variance to Cyril
Stadsvold and Cynara Stadsvold.:
1. Is the request a substantial variation from the requirements of the zoning
ordinance? Why or why not?

2. Will the request have an adverse effect on government services? Why
or why not?
3. Will the requested variance effect a substantial change in the character of

the neighborhood or will it result in a substantial detriment to neighboring
properties? Why or why not?

4, Is there another feasible method to alleviate the need for a variance?

(Economic considerations play a role in the analysis under this factor)
Why or why not? ,
5. How did the need for a variance arise? Did the landowner create the

need for the variance? Explain.

In light of all of the above factors, would denying a variance serve the interests of
justice? Why or why not?

The BOA should weigh and balance each of the elements when deciding whether the variance
application should be granted.

RECOMMENDATIONS
Staff recommends approval of the variance to reduce the required centerline setback
from 130 feet to 103 feet for the purpose of replacing the basement of an existing home
and to add an entryway addition, contingent upon the following conditions:
1. That a construction permit for the proposed structure be obtained prior to
commencement of construction.
2. That a code-complying septic system be installed regardless of the outcome of the
variance request.
3. That where needed, erosion control practices shall be implemented to protect the

nearby wetland and the road ditch from sedimentation.
Attachments
A-1, General Location Map
A-2, General Site Map
A-3, Environmental Health Comments
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