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MINUTES OF THE MEETING 

OF THE 

OTTER TAIL COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

Thursday, October 10, 2019 

  

 

The Otter Tail County Board of Adjustment met Thursday, October 10, 2019, with the following persons in attendance: 

 

Rod Boyer  Douglas Larson  Steve Schierer  

Darren Newville   Kenneth Vorderbrugen  Thomas Lee 
 

Chris LeClair, Director, Land & Resource Management 

Kyle Westergard, Assistant Director, Land & Resource Management 

Ben Olson, Assistant County Attorney  
 

 

Called to Order – Steve Schierer, Chairman called the meeting of the Board of Adjustment to order at 6:00 p.m. 

 

Minutes Approved - The Board of Adjustment approved the minutes of the September 12, 2019 meeting with the correction of 

Thomas Lee’s name.  

 

The Board of Adjustment considered the following application for an Administrative Appeal: 

 

 Wayne & Denise Erickson – The Appeal of an Administrative Decision - Denied (6:03 p.m.) 

 

The Appeal was represented by Nathan Seeger, Seeger Law Office, Attorney for Wayne & Denise Erickson.  

 

On July 26, 2019, Wayne & Denise Erickson submitted a letter appealing an administrative decision of the Land & Resource 

Department. The letter was submitted pursuant to the provision of Section IV Subpart 8(B)(1), Impervious Surface in the Shore 

Impact Zone; Section III Subpart 4(A), Table of Shoreland Management Ordinance Standards;  and Section III Subpart 4(A) Table of 

Shoreland Management Ordinance Standards of the Shoreland Management Ordinance. The property subject to the appeal is legally 

described as The North 660 feet of GL 2 in Section 13, Township 134, Range 42 of Otter Tail County.  

 

The following is the appeal as stated in the letter: 

 

 Please take notice that we appeal and ask you to review the orders, requirements, decisions and determinations made by the letter 

of Land & Resource Management dated July 15, 2019. We were notified of these orders, requirements, decisions and 

determinations by receipt of that letter by mail on July 18, 2019. 

 

The appeal letter and the documentation that were submitted with the letter are on file with the Land & Resource Department.  

 

The focus of the appeal hearing concerns:   

 

The Unnamed Lake in Section 13 of Friberg Township listed on the Minnesota Public Waters Inventory (PWI) for Otter Tail   

County as #56-0968 and the Erickson’s 13.5 Acres Tract are exempt from the Otter Tail County Shoreland Management 

Ordinance.  

 

Specifically, their position is that the Shoreland Management Ordinance is not applicable to them because: 1. PWI #56-698 is a small 

public water of less than 25 acres that is exempt from regulation under the Shoreland Ordinance; 2. Their tan shed and red barn are 

agricultural buildings exempt from the height of building limitation to 20 feet; and 3. Their good faith detrimental reliance upon the 

maps and statements of Otter Tail County that the wetlands and water near their land was simply water, and not regulated by the 

Shoreland Ordinance. Their additional position on the variance is that their use and their buildings are reasonable, and that they 

suffer practical difficulties in complying with the conflicting purposes of the Shoreland Ordinance as applied to their property.  

 

Nathan Seeger, Attorney for Wayne & Denise Erickson, stated the following: 

 

He indicated that they are appealing the July 15, 2019 letter from Land & Resource Management that indicates the Erickson’s have 4 

violations of their building site. 
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1. Not meeting ordinary high-water level setback of the tan shed with the height of the structure being 23’. 

2. Red shed which complies with the ordinary high-water level setback, but the height of the structure is 22’.  

3. Red smaller shed which is a non-issue because it can easily be removed.  

4. The main issue behind this is whether this small lake is exempt from the Shoreland Ordinance regulations.  

 

It is their position that this lake is in flooded stage as it has no inlet or outlet.  

 

Nathan Seeger also provided additional documentation at the meeting, which consisted of: 

1. A photocopy of a layer list on this lake – specifically highlighting the wildlife management area and the lake.  

2. He also submitted additional points of law that are specifically applicable to the Erickson’s Appeal and Variance request: 

a. National Wetland Inventory & Pre-emption 

b. Wetland versus Public Waters and Public Water Wetland. 

 

Nathan Seeger summarized his documentation by stating that the total lake acres is 22 and the total wetland acres which included 

regular wetlands not public water wetlands is a total of 24 acres which is less than 25 acres and is consistent with the national wetlands 

inventory. Their position also is that the DNR is relying on a 1970’s calculation which has the understanding that the calculation is 

pre-empted by the National Wetlands Inventory and the National Wetlands Inventory was done the by the US Fish & Wildlife and 

they calculated the acreage less than that and also it identifies specific wetlands within the area the DNR is including in the lake 

calculation. 

 

The key things to look at are: 

1. What is the size of the lake; 

2. What’s the size of the wetlands; and  

3. The wetlands should not be calculated in the lake acres calculation. 

 

Nathan Seeger addressed different points of law. He pointed out that whether the lake is 25 acres or less is a factual matter for the 

Board to determine. The Board may look at all the evidence including the trees, grasses and there is case law that indicates that a way 

of indicating the location of the lake is by looking at the trees and the location of the trees, many being into the lake and looking at the 

diameter of the tree. It is his understanding that the DNR has calculated the lake size which would include where the road currently is 

and case law says the township covered road is evidence that a lake wasn’t there.  

 

He urged the Board of Adjustment to make a determination based on all the evidence and specific facts that have been presented that 

this is a body of water, which is on the public waters list as it is over 10 acres but less than 25 acres. He is not aware of any specific 

elevation calculation of any ordinary high water of this lake and case law says that must be calculated.   

 

At this time, Steve Schierer called upon Chris LeClair for any comments. Chris LeClair indicated that in reviewing the GIS Map & 

looking at the polygon it comes up with 29.63 acres which is consistent with the DNR’s email dated October 8, 2019 which says that 

the lake was listed as 27 acres in size on the Public Waters Inventory dated April 4, 1986. Chris LeClair specified that the lake is over 

the 25-acre threshold.  

 

Darren Newville noted that the NWI Map is created solely off of aerials which is inaccurate, they rely on the map as a tool and it is not 

perfect, so it is hard to make a decision based off of the NWI Map. The email that was provided by Chris LeClair from Julie Aadland, 

Area Hydrologist, has classified the body of water a lake in 1971.  

 

Nathan Seeger also spoke regarding the height of the buildings and said that they are for agricultural purposes and it is his 

understanding that agricultural buildings are exempt from the Shoreland Management Ordinance. Kyle Westergard clarified this 

comment in stating that the height of non-dwellings is exempt when the structure is over 400’ from the ordinary high-water level.  

 

An Affidavit was submitted by Gregory Kugler, Chairman of Friberg Township where he points out the nature of the lake and the 

township road on the south side of the lake. Each board member read over affidavit during the meeting.  

 

Nathan Seeger also commented regarding the July 15 DNR letter and its 1971 calculation. His understanding is they are representing 

the image of the blue water on the map underlying it. Is that what the DNR is saying is 27 acres?  

 

Chris LeClair indicated that 27 acres was established in 1986 and he is unaware of how that occurred. But in April 1986 the DNR 

established that the lake is 27 acres. The GIS layer is a traced aerial of the lake which totals 29.63 acres. Brian Armstrong, GIS 

Director and Chris LeClair used the GIS tools and physically traced around the water and came up with 31 acres which is just a gross  
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desk-top calculation. Whether the GIS is correct or not, the number that we must go by is the number the DNR established in 1986 

which is the official acreage of this lake.  

 

Nathan Seeger noted about the Public Wetlands Inventory, which Otter Tail has adopted that there is nothing that establishes the 

ordinary high-water level or anything that establishes the lakes acreage which is a document that has been published and that is law. In 

this situation the board sits in as the fact finder because to his knowledge there has never been any official establishment to the rule 

making process as to what this lake level, ordinary high water level or what the acreage is. It may be a piece of evidence but it’s not 

binding evidence and the board has to look at all the evidence including the evidence that the landowner and township have submitted 

as to the character, location and the nature of the different aspects because there is a difference between the wetland and the public 

waters. 

 

Kyle Westergard clarified that the DNR does not have an established ordinary high-water level on every lake in the County. Darren 

Newville discussed further to say that the DNR would go out and establish an ordinary high if it is requested. He also noted that they 

don’t have an ordinary high-water mark on every lake they have classified as a lake in Minnesota. So, to say that an ordinary high-

water mark is needed to be classified as a lake is not correct which is what Darren Newville is hearing Nate Seeger say.  

 

Nathan Seeger is not disputing that this is a lake, there is a part that is a lake and there are other parts that are wetlands. The exemption 

applies to lakes or ponds that are less than 25 acres. It does not include wetlands; it talks about lakes and ponds. Because the shoreland 

ordinance only applies to public waters and public waters are lakes, ponds, and they can include public water wetlands if the DNR 

went through a special process. The map that he supplied from the National Wetlands Inventory says that given the descriptions the 

“P” being whatever has emergent vegetation and whether that is wood or grass, those are types 1, 2 or types 6, 7 & 8 wetlands and not 

public water wetlands, therefore those wetlands are not part of the lake which is protected which is public water. As he sighted in his 

earlier brief the purpose of the shoreland ordinance is to regulate the development of shoreland along public waters and not wetlands. 

So, the lake calculation does not include the wetlands part.  

 

Douglas Larson inquired if we can be less than 25 acres and is there a possibility that the lake is under 25 acres. Ben Olson indicated 

that it is the Boards decision if we can be less than 25 acres. Chris LeClair indicated that the possibility is very unlikely that the lake is 

under 25 acres. He indicated that we are in a very wet period right now and if anything, the lake is probably larger.  

 

Chris LeClair presented a GIS map that showed a blue water line along with the map displaying how the water has expanded beyond 

the blue water line. The blue on the map is mapped as public water and you can see under that, the lake has actually expanded and if 

we were going to try to establish what the ordinary high-water level is, they would probably try to use this map and look at the 

vegetation out there and address emergent vegetation such as reed canary grass, cattails & bulrushes which survive in lakes. So when 

you talk about wetland fringe on the lake that varies on different water bodies (the photo in which they are referencing is from OTC 

GIS mapping system which was taken in April 2019).  

 

Chris LeClair noted that just about every lake in the County was high this year. The picture goes beyond the blue polygon which 

would indicate this would not be the normal location of this lake but the location on the GIS layer is 29 acres and the DNR in the mid 

80’s, when we weren’t in a wet season showed it above the 25 acre threshold.  

 

Nathan Seeger questioned that in 1986 would it have been possible that the lake was less than 25 acres. Chris LeClair indicated that 

the lake could have been less than 25 acres but again the fact that the DNR established it at 27 acres in 1986, that is the number that 

we have to go by, unless you can get the DNR to change the acreage of this lake but until that happens it is not exempt from the 

ordinance.   

 

Ben Olson indicated that the Board of Adjustment needs to decide what evidence is creditable.  

 

After much discussion and consideration, Darren Newville made a motion, seconded by Thomas Lee and unanimously carried by 

raising their right hand to deny the appeal based on the email dated October 8, 2019 from Julie Aadland, Area Hydrologist, DNR 

indicating that the lake was listed as 27 acres in size on the Public Waters Inventory dated April 4, 1986. 
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The Board of Adjustment considered the following application(s) for variance: 

 

Wayne Erickson – Variance Application Approved as Requested (6:37 p.m.) 

 

Wayne Erickson, North 660’ of GL 2, Unnamed Lake (56-698) in Friberg Township requested the following: Shed A (Tan Shed) is 

approximately 135’ from the Lake (as measured on the computer). Required setback is 200’, requesting a 65’ Variance. Height is 23’, 

requesting a 3’ Variance. Shed B (Red Shed) is 22’ in height, requesting a 2’ Variance. Patio/Firepit is 305.5 sq. ft. in the SIZ. 

Requesting a 45.5 sq. ft. variance. 
 

Wayne Erickson, Property Owner and Nathan Seeger, Attorney represented the Variance. The audience was polled with no one 

speaking for or against the application.  
 

After consideration and discussion, Darren Newville made a motion, second by Steve Schierer and unanimously carried, to approve 

the variance as requested in the variance application dated September 17, 2019 and as depicted on the drawings submitted with the 

variance application. The approval is also based on the After the Fact Variance Addendum and Findings of Fact and Decision Form, 

which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have been attached to and incorporated as an official part of the minutes 

which have been placed on file with the Land & Resource Management Department. The variance as approved does not directly or 

indirectly grant any other variances for future development.  

 

 

Dwight L. West, Et Al – Variance Application Approved as Requested (6:45 p.m.) 

 

Dwight L. West, Et Al, Part of GL 2 & 3 Com E1/4 Cor…(31.23 Acres), Dead Lake (56-393) in Dead Lake Township requested the 

following: Proposing to split a 125’ x 100’ Lot from Parcel No. 14000160129000 to be permanently attached to a Riparian Lot, Parcel 

No. 14000160129002. Proposing to have the lot be declared buildable for Non-Residential Structures only. A survey will be done 

upon Variance Approval.  
 

Ernest M. West represented the Variance. The audience was polled with no one speaking for or against the application.  
 

After consideration and discussion, Rod Boyer made a motion, second by Thomas Lee and unanimously carried, to approve the 

variance as requested to split a 125’ x 100’ Lot from Parcel No. 14000160129000 to be permanently attached to a Riparian Lot, Parcel 

No. 14000160129002 and be declared buildable for Non-Residential Structures only based on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, 

which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have been attached to and incorporated as an official part of the minutes 

which have been placed on file with the Land & Resource Management Department. The variance as approved does not directly or 

indirectly grant any other variances for future development. 

 

 

Anita & John Stoering – Variance Application Approved as Requested (6:50 p.m.) 

 

Anita & John Stoering, Part of GL 3 Com S1/4 Cor…(6.00 Acres), Unnamed Lake (56-319) in Dead Lake Township requested the 

following: I am requesting a variance to be 75 feet from the OHWL. Recently the wetland has been reclassified as part of lake and can 

no longer meet the 200 feet setback. Reclassification happened within the last year. Total impervious in the shore impact zone will be 

650 sq. ft. 
 

John Stoering represented the Variance. The audience was polled with no one speaking for or against the application. 
 

After consideration and discussion, Steve Schierer made a motion, second by Darren Newville and unanimously carried, to approve 

the variance as requested to build 75’ from the ordinary high-water level and allow the impervious surface coverage to be 650 sq. ft. in 

the shore impact zone and based on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s 

finding have been attached to and incorporated as an official part of the minutes which have been placed on file with the Land & 

Resource Management Department. The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly grant any other variances for future 

development. It was noted that they are building as far away as they can and the DNR reclassified the wetland as part of the lake.  

 

 

Mark Schoening – Variance Application Approved as Requested (6:57 p.m.) 

 

Mark Schoening, Lot 6 of D&D Development, Silver Lake (56-302) in Everts Township requested the following: 30 Ft. variance from 

the 100’ OHWL setback requirement to construct a 12’x12’ 3-Season Porch on to existing dwelling. Structure will be 70’ from the 

OHWL. 
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Mark Schoening Continued 
 

Mark Schoening represented the Variance. The audience was polled with Gary Nelson speaking in favor of the variance as requested.  
 

After consideration and discussion, Thomas Lee made a motion, second by Kenneth Vorderbrugen and unanimously carried, to 

approve the variance as requested to construct a 12’x12’ 3-Season Porch on the existing dwelling being 70’ from the ordinary high-

water level and based on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have 

been attached to and incorporated as an official part of the minutes which have been placed on file with the Land & Resource 

Management Department. The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly grant any other variances for future development. 

 

 

Jeff & Kaley Mari – Variance Application Approved as Requested (7:07 p.m.) 

 

Jeff & Kaley Mari, Lot 22 of Little McDonald Estates, Little McDonald Lake (56-328) in Edna Township requested the following: I 

am requesting a 10 ft. variance (10 ft. setback) from the road right-of-way off of Pintail road/cul-de-sac, for the construction of a 

30’x40’ non dwelling garage. I would like to attach this garage to my existing 20’x22’ garage.  
 

Jeff Mari represented the Variance. The audience was polled with no one speaking for or against the application. 
 

After consideration and discussion, Douglas Larson made a motion, second by Kenneth Vorderbrugen and carried with Steve Schierer 

voting no, to approve the variance as requested to construct a 30’x40’ addition to my detached garage being 10’ from the road right of 

way and based on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have been 

attached to and incorporated as an official part of the minutes which have been placed on file with the Land & Resource Management 

Department. The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly grant any other variances for future development. It was noted 

that his impervious surface is well under the required 25%, the layout of the cul-de-sac and it is the only reasonable spot to add 

additional structures to the property to gain more storage space. 

 

 

Scott & Sally Askelson – Variance Application Approved with Conditions and Deny the Height (7:23 p.m.) 

 

Scott & Sally Askelson, Survey Lots of GL 10, Scalp Lake (56-358) in Hobart Township requested the following: Requesting a 

Variance of 6’ to be 14’ from the road right-of-way for a detached garage. The required setback is 20’. Requesting a Variance of .98’ 

to have a height of 20.98’ on the detached garage. Required height restriction on a non-dwelling is 20’.  
 

Sally Askelson represented the Variance. The audience was polled with Gregory Olson speaking against the variance as requested, 

questioning the impervious surface of the lot as there are items that are on the property which are not listed on the impervious surface 

calculation worksheet and there is not a 2 story structure on any property adjacent to the Askelson’s property, and by granting the 

variance will change the character of the properties along that road. 
 

After consideration and discussion, Darren Newville made a motion, second by Rod Boyer and unanimously carried to approve the 

variance with the following conditions: 1. That the proposed detached garage will need to be 16’ from the road right of way; 2. Deny 

the proposed height (20.98’) of the detached garage because the property owners can lower the pitch of the roof and by doing so this 

will allow them to meet the 20’ height restriction, the height cannot exceed 20’; and 3. The impervious surface coverage can not 

exceed 25% coverage on the property, this will need to be verified prior to issuing the permit. The variance is also granted based on 

the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have been attached to and 

incorporated as an official part of the minutes which have been placed on file with the Land & Resource Management Department. 

The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly grant any other variances for future development.  

 

 

Lynn Runck & Kreig Nelson – Variance Application Approved as Requested (7:39 p.m.) 

 

Lynn Runck & Kreig Nelson, Lot 15 &Vac Rd of Pickerel Lake Dev., Pickerel Lake (56-475) in Maine Township requested the 

following: Proposing to enclose an existing 10’x20’ patio being 64’ from the Ordinary High-Water Level. Also proposing to replace 

an 8’x10’ portion of the existing dwelling on the lake side being 65’ from the Ordinary High-Water Level. Required setback is 100’. 

Please note that Land & Resource Management was onsite on September 11, 2019 to verify the lake setback numbers, the inspector 

noted the Irregular/Angled Shoreline. 
 

Lynn Runck & Kreig Nelson represented the Variance. The audience was polled with no one speaking for or against the application. 
 

After consideration and discussion, Kenneth Vorderbrugen made a motion, second by Thomas Lee and unanimously carried to 

approve the variance as requested to enclose and existing 10’x20’ patio and replace the existing 8’x10’ portion of the existing 

dwelling being 65’ from the ordinary high-water level. This decision is based on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which  
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Lynn Runck & Kreig Nelson Continued 
 

contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have been attached to and incorporated as an official part of the minutes which 

have been placed on file with the Land & Resource Management Department. The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly 

grant any other variances for future development. It was noted the porch replacement is maintenance and they are enclosing an area 

over then existing patio which will be not closer to the lake than the existing patio. 

 

 

Douglas & Linda Greenley – Variance Application Approved as Requested (7:44 p.m.) 

 

Douglas & Linda Greenley, Lot 47 of Broadwater Beach, Pelican Lake (56-786) in Dunn Township requested the following: 

Construct a basement beneath the existing structure. Construct an entrance canopy on the existing building. Requesting a variance of 

27 ft. from 75 ft OHWL setback to add a basement 48 ft. from OHWL, basement will be no closer than the existing cabin. Requesting 

a variance of 5ft. from 10 ft lotline setback to build roof canopy five feet from lotline.  
 

Douglas Greenley represented the Variance. The audience was polled with Tom Pearce speaking in support of the application for 

variance. 
 

After consideration and discussion, Douglas Larson made a motion, second by Darren Newville and unanimously carried to approve 

the variance as requested to add a basement beneath the existing dwelling, construct an entrance canopy being 5’ from the lotline. The 

proposal will be no closer than 46’ (Kyle Westergard, Assistant Director’s onsite measurement) to the ordinary high-water level and 

the dwelling will be no closer to the lotlines than what the existing dwelling is currently setback to the lotlines. This decision is based 

on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have been attached to  and 

incorporated as an official part of the minutes which have been placed on file with the Land & Resource Management Department. 

The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly grant any other variances for future development. It was noted by Kyle 

Westergard that the maximum depth of the basement cannot exceed 7’ because of the water table. 

 

 

Jan Bloom – Variance Application Approved as Requested (7:55 p.m.) 

 

Jan Bloom, Part of GL 3 Bg Most Wly Cor lot 10 Ryan’s Bch…, Little McDonald Lake (56-328) in Edna Township requested the 

following: Permission to build a 6’ x 20’ addition onto existing house. Proposed addition is highlighted on attached site map (on file at 

Land & Resource Management). Addition would start at 4’ from lot line and slightly turn from lot line as it extends out not meeting 

the 10’ setback ordinance. Due to OHWL setback and underground plumbing this is the requested area. Requesting a 6’ variance.  
 

Jan Bloom represented the Variance. The audience was polled with no one speaking for or against the application.  
 

After consideration and discussion, Kenneth Vorderbrugen made a motion, second by Douglas Larson and unanimously carried to 

approve the variance as requested to add a 6’x20’ addition onto the existing dwelling being 4’ from the lotline. This decision is based 

on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which contains the criteria reviewed and the Board’s finding have been attached to  and 

incorporated as an official part of the minutes which have been placed on file with the Land & Resource Management Department. 

The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly grant any other variances for future development.  

 

 

John & Dawn Lueders – Tabled (7:56 p.m.) 

 

John & Dawn Lueders, Pt of GL 4, Ely 241.23’ of Wly 316.23’ Lying Sly of Centerline of Twp. Rd., Middle Leaf Lake (56-116) in 

Leaf Lake Township requested the following: Proposing to replace the existing Mobile Home with a new dwelling and attached 

garage being approx. 75’ back from the OHWL, required setback is 100’. Also proposing to construct a 16’ x 16’ un-attached screen 

porch approx. 75’ from the OHWL, required setback is 100’. Hardship/Practical Difficulty is this lot is a very substandard lot of 

record with very limited amount of depth.  
 

John & Dawn Lueders represented the Variance. The audience was polled with no one speaking for or against the variance.  
 

After consideration and discussion, Thomas Lee made a motion, second by Darren Newville and unanimously carried to table the 

variance to November 14th Board of Adjustment Meeting at the applicants request to allow them to reconfigure their proposal.  
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M. Todd & Colleen Cameron – Variance Application Approved as Requested (8:07 p.m.) 

 

M. Todd & Colleen Cameron, Lots 10 & 11 of Pleasant Grove First Addition, Otter Tail Lake (56-242) in Amor Township requested 

the following: Proposing to replace the existing detached garage and dwelling with the new dwelling/shed which will be located 8 feet 

6 inches from the right-of-way (24 feet from the edge of the road) on County Hwy 145 instead of the  required 20-foot setback – a 

variance of 11 feet 6 inches. Also requesting to have the building impervious surface coverage at 22.3%. The required impervious 

surface coverage for building is 20% requesting a 2.3% variance. The total impervious surface coverage will not exceed 25% 

(proposed is 24.9%). This lot is a substandard lot, Plat was recorded on October 06, 1919.  
 

M. Todd & Colleen Cameron represented the Variance. The audience was polled with Tom speaking in support of the variance 

application along with 4 emails submitted by Gus & Jaraine Mohs, Bruce Johnson, Dan & Karen Jongeward and Tom & Jackie 

Simmers all in support of the variance request.  
 

After consideration and discussion, Thomas Lee made a motion, second by Douglas Larson and unanimously carried to approve the 

variance as requested to replace the existing detached garage with a new dwelling/shed being 8’6” from the right of way on County 

Hwy 145 and allow the building impervious surface coverage to be 22.3%. as indicated on the variance application and the drawing 

submitted with the application. This decision is based on the Findings of Fact and Decision Form, which contains the criteria reviewed 

and the Board’s finding have been attached to and incorporated as an official part of the minutes which have been placed on file with 

the Land & Resource Management Department. The variance as approved does not directly or indirectly grant any other variances for 

future development. It was noted that they will be using permeable pavers for sidewalks.  

 

 

With no further business, Steve Schierer, Chairman declared the meeting adjourned at 8:23 p.m. 

 

 

Prepared by: 

 

Amy Busko, Secretary 

 

The minutes were mailed on Thursday, October 23, 2019, to the Otter Tail County Board of Adjustment.  Official action regarding 

these minutes will be taken by the Board of Adjustment at their next regularly scheduled meeting. 

 

 


