City Hall: 218-692-2688 13888 Daggett Bay Rd
Planning & Zoning: 218-692-2689 Crosslake, Minnesota 56442
Fax: 218-692-2687 www.cityofcrosslake.org

CITY OF CROSSLAKE

PLANNING COMMISSION/BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
May 22, 2026
9:00 A.M.

Crosslake City Hall
13888 Daggett Bay Rd, Crosslake MN 56442
(218) 692-2689

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

Applicant: HEJ Fun LLC
Authorized Agent: N/A
Site Location: 13061 County Rd 16, Crosslake, MN 56442 on Crosslake - GD

After-the-Fact Variance for:
e Lake setback of 49 feet where 75 feet is required to proposed addition

To allow:
e 200 square foot screen porch addition (10°x20’) in the shore impact zone 2 (S1Z2)

Notification: Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Chapter 462, and the City of Crosslake Zoning
Ordinance, you are hereby notified of a public hearing before the City of Crosslake Planning
Commission/Board of Adjustment. Property owners have been notified according to MN State
Statute 462 & published in the local newspaper. Please share this notice with any of your
neighbors who may not have been notified by mail.

Information: Copies of the application and all maps, diagrams or documents are available at
Crosslake City Hall or by contacting the Crosslake Planning & Zoning staff at 218-692-26809.
Please submit your comments in writing including your name and mailing address to Crosslake
City Hall or (crosslakepz@cityofcrosslake.org).



mailto:crosslakepz@cityofcrosslake.org
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Property Owner/Applicant: HEJ Fun LLC

STAFF REPORT

Parcel Number(s): 14170647, 14170646

Application Submitted: April 13, 2026

Action Deadline: June 12, 2026

City 60 Day Extension Letter sent/ Deadline: NA / NA
Applicant Extension Received / Request: NA / NA
City Council Date: NA

Authorized Agent: N/A

After-The-Fact Variance for:
o Lake setback of 49 feet where 75 feet is required to proposed addition
To allow:
e 200 square foot screen porch addition (10°x20’) in the shore impact zone 2 (S1Z2)

Current Zoning: Shoreland District

Existing Impervious Coverage: Proposed Impervious Coverage:
21.6% 21.6%

e A stormwater management plan was submitted with the variance application
e There is a septic compliance inspection dated July 20, 2023 on file

Parcel History:

e May 1976 — Raise cabin and put full basement under; 10’ deck; 12x20 addition; two 8~
cement tracks for boat removal

e July 1977 — 20x10 deck; finish work started on permit and chimney for fireplace

e October 1983 — Renew septic system

e September 2023 — Variance denied for 61 ft lake setback & 4.6 ft side yard setback for 1722
st dwelling

e June 2025 — Stop work order — no variance or permit issued for an addition to the dwelling

e July 2025 — Patio surround firepit

Agencies Notified and Responses Received:

County Highway Dept: No comment received before packet cutoff date
DNR: No comment received before packet cutoff date

City Engineer: N/A

Lake Association: No comment received before packet cutoff date
Crosslake Public Works: No comment received before packet cutoff date
Crosslake Park, Recreation & Library: N/A

Concerned Parties: No comment received before packet cutoff date



POSSIBLE MOTION:
To approve/table/deny the after-the-fact variance for:
o Lake setback of 49 feet where 75 feet is required to proposed addition
To allow:
e 200 square foot screen porch addition (10°x20’) in the shore impact zone 2 (S1Z2)
As shown on the certificate of survey dated 3-25-2026
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Surveyors Notes

The property address for the subject property is:

13061 County Road 16
Crosslake, MN 56442

The Parcel Number for the subject property is 14170647 & 14170646.

The current zoning classification for the subject property is Shoreland District.

This survey was completed without the benefit of a current title commitment or title opinion. Kramer
Leas DeLeo, P.C. makes no guarantee that all easements, encumbrances, or appurtenant rights related to
the premises property are depicted on this survey.

All structure setbacks should be verified with the City of Crosslake prior to any construction.

The identified 10x20 area on the lakeside of the existing cabin structure consists of an enclosed area, with
a deck over-top that has a constructed roof over the deck.
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SCALE IN FEET

Impervious Calculation

Total Area =

Impervious coverage

16,087 Sq. Ft.

Buildings = 1,401 Sq. Ft.

Concrete = 594 Sq. Ft.

Bituminous = 20 Sq. Ft.

Gravel = 1,471 Sq. Ft.

Total = 3,486 Sq. Ft. (21.6% Impervious Coverage)

PID: 14170646
(Parcel B)

1" storm event equals 291 cubic feet

PID: 14170648
Shoreland District
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DATE / \ 1120 Industrial Park Road | | HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS PLAN, SURVEY, OR REPORT J
wﬁﬁwﬁ&ﬁ%mmﬁﬁ WAS PREPARED BY ME OR UNDER MY DIRECT SUPERVISION
AND THAT | AM A DULY REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR
13 North 11th Avenue UNDER THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF MINNESOTA.
B St Cloud, MN 56303
| V- 320.259-1266
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SURVEYING ¢ ENGINEERING « PLANNING Signature: 3/25/2026
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Legal Description per Court File No.: 18-CV-25-2055

Parcel A:

All that part of Government Lot 5, Section 17, Town ship 137, Range 27, Crow Wing County, Minnesota,
described as follows:

Beginning at an iron pipe monument which is 675.96 feet East of and 208.04 feet North of the Southwest
Corner of said Government Lot 5; thence North 61 degrees 17 minutes West a distance of 139.4 feet to an
iron pipe monument; thence North 39 degrees 31 minutes East a distance of 76.6 feet to an iron pipe
monument.; thence South 61 degrees 17 minutes East a distance of 136.4 feet to an iron pipe monument;
thence continuing South 61 degrees 17 minutes East a distance of 10 feet, more or less, to the shore of
Cross Lake; thence Southwesterly along the shore of Cross Lake to the intersection with a line bearing
South 61 degrees 1 7 minutes East from the point of beginning; thence North 61 degrees 17 minutes West
a distance of 10 feet, more or less, to the point of beginning.

Parcel B:

All that part of Government Lot 5, Section 17, Town ship 137, Range 27, Crow Wing County, Minnesota,
described as follows:

Commencing at a point located 675.96 feet East of and 208.04 feet North of the Southwest Comer of said
Government Lot 5; thence bearing North 61 degrees 17 minutes West, a distance of 139.4 feet to the point
of beginning of the tract described; thence North 46 degrees 17 minutes West, a distance of 90 feet;
thence bearing North 40 degrees 32 minutes East, a distance of 44 feet; thence bearing South 66 degrees
47 minutes East, a distance of 92.9 feet; thence bearing South 39 degrees 31 minutes West, a distance of
76.6 feet to the point of beginning.

And

Together with Permanent Easement as set out in Conveyance recorded at Document No 918794.
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Cross lake

General Development Classification
OHW - 1230.3 (NAVD88)

PROPERTY BOUNDARY MONUMENT LEGEND

QO SET IRON PIPE WITH CAP STAMPED "KRAMER 23668"
FOUND IRON MONUMENT
SET MAGNETIC "PK" NAIL
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FOUND MAGNETIC "PK" NAIL
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CERTIFICATE OF SURVEY

Topographic and Property Boundary Survey

HEJ FUN LLC
Section 17, Township 137 North, Range 27 West
Crow Wing County, Minnesota
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Survevars Notey
The propery adures Jor (he soiect property e

13061 Conrty Roud 16
Croalake, MN 56442

The Pascel Numbor fur the subject prupesty b 14170647 & 14170646,

This urvey Keamer
Leas DeLeo, P.C. s
the premines progesty ar epicied an this srvey.

The ideniilied it of an enclosed area, with
5 deck over-tap that has » constmicted roof over the deck.

S._GOVT LOT 5
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Imocrviens Colenlation

Tatal Aren = 16,087 Sq. 1.
Impeeviow sovetage

Bulldings = 1401 Sg. P
Cuncrete. - 3048gFL
Bituminoos. = W84 R
Gravel = 471 5o B
Tatul -

3486 54, T (21.4% Inperviots Covernge)

1" storm event equals 291 cublc feet.

Parcel A:

All ihat past of Govezument Lot 5, Section 17, Town ip 137, Ravge 27, Crow Wing Couaty, Misuesota,
described as follows:

Teginaing a1 2n iron pipe monument which It 673,46 fect Eact of and 2114 fect North of the Southwest
Corzer of wld Governmenl Lot S thesce North GI degrees 17 minutes West a diance of 130.4 feet 1o an
i pipe munament; thenes Nouth 39 doyaces 31 misas Bt 4 distance of 76.6 Zect to 2 ines piye
degrea 17 tnmes ast 1364 feet To u |
theaco contmsio Suuth 6 deytses 17 tiauis Nast 4 diance af 10 Tt muee o Lovs, bt s af
Crurs Lake; hence Sotshwesicrly alowg. he shove of Croes Luke to the rtervectin wih 4 live bearing
Seuth 61 degrees ) 7 minules Eaalfrom the point of heginaing; thenee Nowth 61 degrees 17 mimoes Weat
 distance af 10 feel, mare ar lea, 0 the paint of hegimming.

Parcel B;

All that part of Government Lot 3, Sction 17, Town ship 177, Range 27, Cruw Wing Couaty, Misucssta,
desuribed o3 Tolluws:

Commencing af a polot locaicd 675,96 foct Esat of and 208,04 fect North of the Sorthwest Comer of w3id
‘Governmesn Lut S, thence beariug Nosth 61 Uegtces 17 manwics Wt u vtance of 139.4 foct o the point
of heginaing af the iract devcribed; thcuce Noiih 46 degrees 17 minnies Wee, a divance af 90 feet;
thenee bearing; North 40 degrees 32 miraicn Eadt, » dixtanco af 4 ect; thence bearing Sonh 66 degrecs
47 minatew East, & distance of Y29 feet, thence beasing Sonth 39 degrees 31 minies Wedt, o dictuce of
76.6 fect 10 the polat of begining.
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Appendix C:

SHORELINE RAPID ASSESSMENT MODEL

Th ty 0ss ""Shorelin“\Rapid‘Assessm:"
quickly a dobjecti._ ely determining the degr
‘Shdréliﬁéfﬁndthefamﬁn# 95,:1?@,@1,

Shoreline:
Condition of Shoreline Score:
Stable shoreline (y
< 25% of shoreline is eroding or unstable -1
25-50% of shoreline is eroding or unstable -2
50-75% of shoreline is eroding or unstable -3
> 75% of shoreline is eroding or unstable -4

Ground cover:

% Naturally Vegetated Cover in SIZ 1 Points:
< 25% natural ground cover 1
25-50% natural vegetative cover
50-75% natural vegetated cover 5
> 75% natural vegetated cover 7
% Naturally Vegetated Cover in SIZ 2 Points:
< 25% natural ground cover 1
25-50% natural vegetative cover 2
50-75% natural vegetative cover 3
> 75% natural vegetated cover m
Trees / shrubs If score is 0-5:
R o leave a 20’ No Mow Buffer &
% Naturally Vegetated Cover in SIZ 1 Points: possible other mitigation efforts
< 25% of surface is covered by shrubs and trees 1
25-50% of surface is covered by shrubs and trees 3 If score is 6-10:
50-75 % of surface is covered by shrubs and trees @ s Leavea 15" No Mow Buffer
> 75% of surface is covered by shrubs and trees 7 ol A
% Naturally Vegetated Cover in SIZ 2 Points: s Leave a 10" No Mow Buffer
< 25% of surface is covered by shrubs and trees 1

Above buffers shall allow for an access

25-50% of surface is covered by shrubs and trees 2 : §
@ area tolake, per Ordinance requirements
a

50-75 % of surface is covered by shrubs and trees
> 75% of surface is covered by shrubs and trees

{Landowr;er Hﬂ 07 ( E¢ LL- ‘J' oiA\A;\'sr'o /s Permit or Parcel Number / ﬂ// ’70(9 Z 7 94/6/ / 7M(a

Score (Max Score = 22)

:Crosslake Planning & Zoning Department Staff




RQ'[“’-\'- "\/L\Q -S&O’f A/)o/.cou\ o~

Variance Application
Planning and Zoning Department
13888 Daggett Bay Road, Crosslake, MN 56442
218.692.2689 (Phone) 218.692.2687 (Fax) www.cityofcrosslake.org

ool Reodn $751,.00 260037V

Receipt ngbm Yo (E gQ 3.53]47 %:1%3 Permit Number:_
1312 200. D0 X'S! b

Property Owner(s): ﬂ[J ()A/ LCC. (EFove /- ~Ndases

Mailing Address: ’D 0. g(’* 55 /1/‘-,;“,% (AN Sedek (Check a%ie—srequests)
Site Address: _[30 ¢ 1 Covonty il 1 b, Cross /eu.‘io, Mp) S E{f Ifake{/I{:\s,;:Set&;&:—'
Phone Number: &1 ¥ - §51-13¢ [[] Road Right-of-Way Setback
E-Mail Address: €T o hnsom SO hatnateon [] Bluff Setback
Parcel Number(s): /] 70w 41 ¢ (4 20¢e d¢ [] Side Yard Setback
Legal Description: f)::/‘ /j ::PS ) 2:?;;«/ : ‘:rf Seuto 17, Torsbyp [] Wetland Setback
Sec_ |7 Twp 137 Rge 26[ |27[x]28[ | [ Septic Tank Setback
Lake/River Name: CVO r¢  baky [] Septic Drainfield Setback
Do you own land adjacent to this parcel(s)? _ Yes X No [J Impervious Coverage
If yes list Parcel Number(s) [] Accessory Structure
Authorized Agent: [] Building Height
Agent Address: [] Patio Size
Agent Phone Number: ]

L]

Signature of Property Owner(s) é@/ Date 3/3 3'/ 093¢

Signature of Authorized Agent(s) Date

e All applications must be accompanied by a signed Certificate of Survey

e Fee $750 for Residential and Commercial Payable to “City of Crosslake” + & .00 o p es

e No decisions were made on an applicant’s request at the DRT meeting. Submittal of an application
after DRT does not constitute approval. Approval or denial of applications is determined by the
Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment at a public meeting as per Minnesota Statute 462 and the
City of Crosslake Land Use Ordinance.

For Office Use:
Application accepted by &R Date Ll -\13 Q0 Land Use District o S;

Lake Class_( \\  Septic: Compliance ]-;)])*S)[)QiSSTS Design__ —\ & Installation [y 51-; r_};




City of Crosslake Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment

After-The-Fact Variance Application

Findings of Fact
Supporting/Denying an After-The-Fact Variance

An After-the-Fact Variance may be granted by the Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment
when it is found that strict enforcement of the Land Use Ordinance will result in a “practical
difficulty” according to Minnesota Statute Chapter 462. The Planning Commission/Board of
Adjustment should weigh each of the following questions to determine if the applicant has
established that there are “practical difficulties” in complying with regulations and standards
set forth in the Land Use Ordinance.

1. Is the After-the-Fact Variance request in harmony with the purposes and intent of the
Ordinance?

Yes No

Why?

2. Is the After-the-Fact Variance consistent with the Comprehensive Plan?
Yes No
Why?

3. Is the property owner proposing to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by

Sand Use Ordinance?
No
_XT y‘?

. /:M.\"‘( \/o»W%.,,_, C/é),\_



4. Will the issuance of an After-the-Fact Variance maintain the essential character of the

ality?

y‘?

7 he covered OWVL\ e tL
a//rwvly hv\'.

Lt ta b et e M.hmywu/

5. Is the need for an After-the-Fact Variance due to circumstances unique to the property and not

ted by the property owner?
y?

‘//l«- ,0N5:'wl derte had «  polber oo d A feakee cate  Tlo boase—eo f,

6.. s the need for an After-the-F act Variance involve more than economic considerations?
y

?

'//[M_ bw‘l'*"'h") wa["{ Jos k  erud o /;/M/ iF e fawé as  cums Yo boer

L

7. Did the applicant fail to obtain a variance/or comply with the applicable requirements before
commencing work? (Whether the applicant acted in good faith should be considered in the

anatysis of this factor)
No
A7 y‘?

DGJ et Awe—  a ﬂ‘ vearaeee  ag nu.c(bvq, Deeanme. < A}’(’/L;"

%M L NN LA c‘,‘,,..s 9w VA5 Wrﬁ{) <



8. Did the applicant attempt to comply with the Ordinance by obtaining the proper permits?
No
vv v?

/4//,(5:,4/‘ ¢ pecernsd /oarm«?/? E laww({ao,mlv, bm( et bf—“‘"" aﬂu"‘"#
et Acded as The iaperiios oy gt ‘L“‘")“']' The orgind clee b

hecl a cobbor Cood Abat wms applid, altbeph Fhe ubber ud (enteedd,
7/~|. kb;f or”/""‘\ fd’ J,'uc,/‘f (-\)m'f'(—r PR | ’fa- Cg v ”f"h- cl(/ck.

9. Didthe applicant make a substantial investment in or improvement to the property?
es No
y‘?

HM ¢lrvoJ7 ,‘\M/cf 4<J a ;&Or‘f»w‘r -1 a,,k.,/l- AJ&, m b‘).}JAq )

10. Arethere other similar structures in the neighborhood?
Yes - No
“Why?

Zd‘)"l’\' A)M‘QL‘/LM l/lw«o ow«brtv( /Oof(;ét(,; af %v Go—c. §o““f'/9w:- AI‘ £ Wa/’

closer

11. Would the minimum benefits to the City appear to be far outweighed by the detriment

the applicant would suffer if forced to move or remove the structure?
Yes No

Why? :
7”\4- rc.r‘-\dv»( of fl/‘b W‘/‘( /7M Wvdt"l gost o 501)"#‘”’"’%“'(

amornt F ovuld s 7‘"%» gt e s b out o place
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City of Crosslake Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment

‘{_;, t,it;é;% Y After-The-Fact Variance Application

S

Findings of Fact
Supporting/Denying an After-The-Fact Variance

An After-the-Fact Variance may be granted by the Planning Commission/Board of Adjustment
when it is found that strict enforcement of the Land Use Ordinance will result in a ““practical
difficulty”” according to Minnesota Statute Chapter 462. The Planning Commission/Board of
Adjustment should weigh each of the following questions to determine if the applicant has
established that there are *““practical difficulties” in complying with regulations and standards
set forth in the Land Use Ordinance.

1. Is the After-the-Fact Variance request in harmony with the purposes and intent of the
Ordinance?

Yes No

Why?

2. Is the After-the-Fact Variance consistent with the Comprehensive Plan?
Yes No
Why?

3. Is the property owner proposing to use the property in a reasonable manner not permitted by
the Land Use Ordinance?
Yes No
Why?



4. Will the issuance of an After-the-Fact VVariance maintain the essential character of the
locality?
Yes No
Why?

5. Is the need for an After-the-Fact Variance due to circumstances unique to the property and not

created by the property owner?
Yes No
Why?

6. Does the need for an After-the-Fact Variance involve more than economic considerations?

Yes No
Why?

7. Did the applicant fail to obtain a variance/or comply with the applicable requirements before
commencing work? (Whether the applicant acted in good faith should be considered in the
analysis of this factor)

Yes No
Why?



8. Did the applicant attempt to comply with the Ordinance by obtaining the proper permits?
Yes No
Why?

9. Did the applicant make a substantial investment in or improvement to the property?
Yes No
Why?

10. Are there other similar structures in the neighborhood?
Yes No

Why?

11. Would the minimum benefits to the City appear to be far outweighed by the detriment

the applicant would suffer if forced to move or remove the structure?
Yes No

Why?





