
Florence Township Planning Commission 

May 10, 2021  

 

Present: Amy, Kristen, Beth, Ryan, Clara, Ben, Ed (Mark out of town) and Claire for MSA  

6:04 Call to order.  

Clara moves to approve April minutes, Ryan seconds 

 

Permits and Applications:  

1. Kathy Heron -  Variance application. Claire reviews. Staff is recommending approval. 

Background summary 1.1 acres with 2 separate structures. Goodhue County requires an acre, 

with 1 acre for each split. These are .9 acres each. Setbacks are okay. Does not change the 

character of the neighborhood. MSA did talk with Goodhue County. Not requiring a plat plan.  

Need to schedule a public hearing. Criteria for Variance review. Once it is approved, it goes to 

the county for plat and approval process.  

 

Comment from applicant that it is confusing when something is in one ordinance, and not in the 

other ordinance. We would like to find the information in one place.  

 

Motion to: Schedule public hearing for June meeting. MSA create mailing list for notification.  

Ryan moves, Ed seconds. Motion passes 

 

2. Yorde Application - Jason and Katie 3072 Homer’s Court (Heritage Acres). They want to build 

a house. Have a site plan that meets setback requirements - the applicant could move further 

from front bluff and still conform with R1 setbacks. MSA recalculation of bluff shows the site is 

37 feet from closest estimated bluff, not 100 feet as the applicants map shows. With our new 

exception, we can vary our ordinance. Rear yard setback is 8 feet. An additional setback 

requirement of the association?  Some discussion of how to apply our new ordinance language 

requirements for stormwater plan or greatest setback from bluff possible. MSA recommends 

approval.  PC member notes that we did not see this information before the meeting which 

makes it more challenging. 

 

Ed motion to approve, second Ben approval 

 

3. Keith Munson. To build a deck off of 3479 Wells Creek Court in Heritage Acres. R1 permit in 

2020. MSA is recommending denial. Claire: based on site plan provided and bluffs on property. 

The deck would be built on the bluff.  It is large, with 20 foot footings, right on the bluff. 

Township could not find a 2020 approval. 2019 approval required moving it away from the bluff. 

No record of if it was approved  in the final April 2020 building permit that went to Goodhue, but 

we don’t have the site plan. Mr. Munson thought the deck was approved with the original 

application, but when he talked with Claire today he said he found his builder did not submit the 

deck with the site plan. And he has lost all of his paperwork for county and builder. He will 

rethink this. So we are moving forward with denial. County is going to make a  field trip to the 

site. .  

Ed moves to table the Munson application, Ryan seconds. 



Zoning updates from MSA:  

Septic report presentation.  We will move forward with an in person presentation. 

 

Amy:. The Town Board is meeting in person with a conference call option, which isn’t working 

very well. HPC and Parks are meeting in person. Combination doesn’t work very well. She 

proposes that we resume in person meetings, and next month we will meet at the town hall.  

 

Ordinance Subcommittee report:  Kristen took the planning commission through the points 

from the subcommittee for discussion. She documented the commission’s replies on the chart 

that was sent out to the members and will turn this over to the subcommittee for final 

recommendations to the  board. In short:  

● the PC wishes to retain the 9 member ceiling, as we now have 8 members and the work 

of the PC is only increasing.  

● For similar reasons the PC wishes to retain the option for 3 - 3 year terms. And agrees 

with the other commissions that this should not require reapplication, but should be 

tracked by the commissions and the board informed of the decision of members to serve 

additional terms. It is good policy to list our initial date under our names on the website.  

●  The PC also agrees with the other commissions that one year off after all 3 terms are 

fulfilled (rather than 3) is a better policy. The PC emphasized their appreciation of longer 

serving members and that the expertise acquired and shared is important to the work of 

the PC.  The PC prefers this policy to the one presently in our ordinance that tries to 

ensure adequate overlap by staggering terms. This is too confusing.  

● The PC agrees with the other commissions that notice of removal after 4 consecutive 

unexcused absences is reasonable, and that the Board could appoint someone to fill out 

the term. However we think that the person then appointed should be able to serve their 

terms as appointed, and not be limited to the remainder of the term of the removed 

member. Again, too confusing to keep track of. PC doesn’t support the 20 day board 

notice requirement now in ordinance as we’ve never done this and it is the job of the 

commissions to recruit, especially those who are outgoing members.  

● We agree to hold our annual meeting also in May, as the other commissions do.  

● The PC is in favor of a liberal definition of residents who can serve, as long as they  vote 

here - i.e. are legal residents. Rental or property owner either way.  But the PC also felt 

that it was important that they be able to attend meetings year round, not depend on call 

ins or zooms which don't seem to be working well when the meetings are in person. 

● As to policy regarding the current policy listed on the PC webpage that no two persons 

from the same household should serve at the same time, the majority of the commission 

members think it is wise to retain this policy and make it consistent for all the 

commissions.  Two members (of 7 present) did not object to two people from the same 

household serving to help keep commissions filled. However one of the two was 

assuming the larger number of members of the PC.   

 

Report from the PC subcommittee on Vacation Rentals  

 

Jean sent notes to put up on the screen while she reports in. 



She provided  3 basic questions we need to address: 

1. what are our options with existing rentals 

2. how much do we want to limit future rentals 

3. if we want STR's, what type of restrictions/license do we want? 

Legal aspects need to be clarified on the front end -- to know how we should go forward.  

● We need to know how many Air B&B’s and/or short term rentals are in Frontenac now? 

● Mark says that there is no B&Bs allowed without CUP in our current ordinance 

 

Kristen suggests that the subcommittee, with the help of others, tighten up a set of options that 

align with our goals for the ordinance and generate a specific set of  questions for the attorney. 

Jane suggests that the subcommittee request to listen in to the interview with the township 

attorney for optimal benefits.  

 

Those present urge the Planning Commission to resubmit the moratorium to the board. Beth 

confirms: There was a motion in April to present to the board for approval, a moratorium for new 

short term rentals while we investigate a process for managing them, 6 months or until 

December 31st. A moratorium is a board decision and moves forward under board authority.  

 

PC moves to - Resubmit the moratorium to the board. Kristen offers to rewrite more 

briefly, Ben thinks that it will be fine to use the one they saw for the first time in April. 

 

Jean and Ed and Mark will make initial inquiries of county zoning and county attorney to clarify 

our options and questions. How to control during this summer? A record of any complaints, to 

the sheriff is important.  

 

 

7:48 motion to adjourn. Beth, Clare  


