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NOTICE OF MEETING 
The City of Lake Elmo 

Planning Commission will conduct a meeting on   

Monday November 13, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. 

AGENDA 

 

1. Pledge of Allegiance 

2. Approve Agenda  

3. Approve Minutes    

a. October 23, 2017                

4. Public Hearings 

a. CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN.  To hear interested persons regarding the 

2018-2022 Capital Improvement Plan. 

b. INTERIM USE PERMIT.  A request by Lake Elmo Sod Farm, PO Box 216, Lake 

Elmo, MN  55042, for an Interim Use Permit to continue operating its Christmas 

Tree Sales lot at the property located at 456 Manning Ave N and to specifically 

allow the sales of agricultural produce grown off-site to be sold on a seasonable 

basis in the same manner as previous years.  PID #36.029.21.41.0001. 

c. PRELIMINARY PLAT AND DEVELOPMENT STAGE PLANNED UNIT 

DEVELOPMENT (PUD) PLANS.  GWSA Land Development, 10850 Old 

County Road 15, Ste 200, Plymouth, MN, is requesting a Preliminary Plat and 

Development Stage PUD Plans review for a 267 single family residential 

development on 94.9 net acres of 192.44 acres consisting of PID #’s 

14.029.21.11.0001. 11.029.21.43.0001, and a portion of PID #11.029.21.44.0001, 

located northwest of CSAH 14 and CSAH 17 intersection 

d. MCLEOD – COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT AND RESIDENTIAL 

SKETCH PLAN.  J.P. Bush Homes has applied for a Comprehensive Plan 

Amendment and Residential Sketch plan.  The applicant is requesting a 

Comprehensive Plan Amendment to change the property from Rural Single 

Family Residential to Village Urban Low Density Residential and a sketch plan 

for 13 new residential lots.  PID #13.029.21.43.0001.   

5. Business Items 

a. DRAFT FINDINGS FOR DENIAL OF CONTINENTAL PROPERITES 

APPLICATION.  On October 17, 2017, the City Council requested that the 

Planning Commission prepare findings of fact for the denial of a Comprehensive 

Plan Amendment to Re-guide a portion of PID # 34.029.21.43.0003 form Urban 

Medium Density Residential to Urban High Density Residential and General 

Planned Unit Development Concept Plan for Continental Properties. 

6. Updates 

a. City Council Updates –  11/7/17 Meeting 

a. Zoning Map Amendment – Rezone City Parks – approved  
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b. CPA & ZTA for Density in OP Developments – tabled until Dec 5 

c. Easton Village 2nd & 3rd Development Agreements Amend - denied 

Staff Updates 

d. Upcoming Meetings: 

 November 27, 2017 

 December 11, 2017 

e. MAC CEP Report-none 

f. Comprehensive Plan Update 

b. Commission Concerns                      

7. Adjourn 

 

***Note: Every effort will be made to accommodate person or persons that need special considerations to attend this 

meeting due to a health condition or disability. Please contact the Lake Elmo City Clerk if you are in need of special 

accommodations. 
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City of Lake Elmo 

Planning Commission Meeting 
Minutes of October 23, 2017 

  
Chairman Kreimer called to order the meeting of the Lake Elmo Planning Commission at 
7:00 p.m.   
 
COMMISSIONERS PRESENT:  Williams, Kriemer, Lundquist, Dodson, Emerson, Larson, 
Dorschner & Hartley    

COMMISSIONERS ABSENT:    Johnson  

STAFF PRESENT:  Planning Director Becker and City Planner Prchal  

Approve Agenda:  

M/S/P: Williams/Lundquist, move to add 5a consideration of a resolution regarding the 
Schiltgen Farm, Vote: 7-0, motion carried unanimously.   
 
Larson would like to remove item 4b and send it to the Park Commission.  Williams 
stated that since this was published as a public hearing, the public hearing at least 
should be opened.   
 
M/S/P: Williams/Lundquist, move to approve the agenda as amended, Vote: 7-0, 
motion carried unanimously.   
 
Approve Minutes:  October 11, 2017 
 
M/S/P: Lundquist/Williams, move to approve the October 11, 2017 minutes as 
amended, Vote: 6-0, motion carried unanimously.   
 
Public Hearing Item – Comprehensive Plan Amendment and Zoning Text Amendment 
 
Becker started her presentation regarding a request from Landucci Homes Inc, to amend 
language regarding allowable density for Open Space Preservation developments within 
the Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Code.  Currently in the Comprehensive Plan in the 
OP Preservation District the density is .45 per buildable acre within the AG and RR 
zoning districts.  The reason Landucci is making this request is for his Legends project 
that received Concept approval.  The site has approximately 15% wetlands which 
inhibits the amount of homes that can be placed on the development.  If the ordinance 
was based on gross acres, they would be allowed 9 additional homes. 
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Becker went through the history of the OP Preservation ordinance and the recent 
changes to it.  The proposed amendment is to change the density calculation from 
buildable acres to gross acres.   
 
Things to consider when looking at this are 1) the Minnesota Land Trust is not interested 
in holding trusts on land that have no conservation value 2) HOA’s could aid in the 
enforcement of City held conservation easements 3) the city has traditionally used net 
density for calculation which is consistent with how Met Council calculates density for 
sewered areas 4) the City is currently going through the Comprehensive Plan update.   
 
There are 58 parcels that would be affected by this change.   Assuming that 15% of the 
acreage is wetland, this could be an increase of 405 units.  This would create an increase 
in traffic and it might also be difficult to get all of those units in a development that has 
wetlands and still meet all of the other standards of the PUD Open Space Ordinance 
including minimum lot size, setbacks from water bodies, open space, buffer setbacks 
and placement of streets.     
 
The Comprehensive Plan Advisory Panel discussed the Rural Residential zoning and 
there was a brief discussion of this proposal.  The panel was open to it, but did not make 
a decision one way or the other.  Because of the potential impact to the City and the 
substantial number of parcels affected, staff would recommend that this issue at least 
be tabled and taken to the Comprehensive Plan Advisory meeting on 10/25/17.  They 
could discuss and bring a recommendation to the Planning Commission.  The Planning 
Commission could also recommend denial so that it can be considered within the 
context of the complete Comprehensive Plan review.  If the Planning Commission 
recommends denial of the Comprehensive Plan Amendment, denial should also be 
recommended for the zoning text amendment.         
 
Dodson asked how wetlands are defined.  Becker stated that VBWD defines wetlands 
and they are determined by a survey.  Dodson asked if the Met Council is just 
forecasting the number of non-sewered houses or are they demanding that we have a 
certain number.  Becker stated that those were the numbers put out in the 2015 system 
statement and those are the numbers that need to be accounted for in the 
Comprehensive Plan.   
 
Dodson asked about the applicant’s statement that this would be leveling the playing 
field.  Becker stated that her understanding is that the applicant feels that the density 
should be the same for a given size acreage whether there is wetlands or not.    
 
Hartley feels that the request would be based on gross acreage which is different than 
how the Met Council calculates density in sewered areas.   
 
Kreimer clarified that the 6,062 available gross acres for development could have no 
wetlands or significant wetlands.  There is no way to know without surveying.     
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There was a discussion about the previous change of the open space from 50% buildable 
to 50% gross area.   
 
Williams asked how the increase in homes would provide more interconnectivity 
through design.  Becker stated that it would depend on the design and that was a 
comment from the applicant.   
 
Nate Landucci, Landucci Homes, has been working with various designs for the Legends 
development.  The Legends development is 110 acres with approximately 17 acres of 
wetland.  With the significant amount of wetlands, the density of this development goes 
from 50 units down to 40 units, or 20% of the potential units.  They would be dedicating 
55 acres of open space and 17 acres of wetlands, leaving only about 38 acres to put the 
40 homes on.  Landucci feels that this land with the wetlands and rolling hills is more 
desirable than property that is just a flat open field.  
 
Dodson asked about the utility easement and if it is part of the open space.  Landucci 
stated that it is and they cannot build on it.  Dodson asked about the comment about 
leveling the playing field.  Landucci stated that it means that parcels with the same gross 
number of acres would get the same number of lots.  That would level the playing field.    
 
Williams asked how much land was being set aside.  Landucci said that the code would 
require 50% of the gross acreage which would be 46.5 acres and the 17 acres of wetland 
or 63.5 acres would need to be dedicated.  Williams is confused why the 17 acres of 
wetlands are not included as open space.  He believes that the ordinance allows that.  
Williams is not convinced that given the configuration of this property that the 
developer could fit many more lots in than 40.  Landucci stated that the plan that he is 
showing them is a plan with 50 lots and they would all meet the standards.   
 
Dorschner asked how the sewer issue was going to be addressed.  Landucci stated that 
the plan calls for a community septic system.       
 
Public Hearing opened at 7:52 pm 
 
No one spoke and there was no written communication 
 
Public Hearing closed at 7:52 pm 
 
Williams stated that his understanding regarding the table is that the Met Council has a 
target for a certain number of people and a requirement for the sewered areas, but 
beyond that they do not say we need a certain number of non-sewered units.   
 
Williams stated that the OP category was originally designed to maintain the 18/40 
density, but reduce infrastructure costs, especially roads needed to be built and 
maintained.  Smaller lots were allowed to achieve this goals.  One important goal was to 
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avoid central sewer permanently.  Another goal was to preserve open space and view 
sheds and to maintain total number of homes and population while minimizing the total 
number of homes and population, while still allowing use of the land.  Williams feels 
that the Met Council has their method of calculating density based on buildable acres 
and other parts of the code have buildable acres and the City should continue to use 
buildable acres.  The fact that this particular piece of land has 15% wetlands is 
unfortunate, but that is the luck of the draw and the ordinance and comprehensive plan 
should not change because of one applicant.   
 
Dodson asked if the OP Ordinance is a PUD, is there flexibility on the code.  Becker 
stated that the OP density is the flexibility because the base density in RR is 1/10 and AG 
is 1/40.  Dodson is concerned that if the Minnesota Land Trust is not accepting the Open 
Space and the City needs to accept it, is the City prepared to manage that.  Becker 
stated that it can definitely create issues.   
 
Hartley stated that encroachments into the open space are fairly common.  Some are 
more egregious than others.  In talking to the Land Trust, he understands why they 
would not be interested in managing these smaller residential open space parcels.             
 
Dorschner agrees with Williams regarding the purpose of open space.  He is also 
concerned with community septic systems.  If this had City sewer he would consider the 
text amendment, but not as the open space development presented.  He thinks the 
Open Space ordinance should be kept at buildable acres.  Lundquist agrees with 
Williams and Dorschner.   
 
 Kreimer agrees with the comments and does not want to make changes to the zoning 
code based on one property.  Kreimer feels that if the wetlands and rolling hills are 
more desirable, the development should get a premium for the lots.   
 
Emerson stated that when the OP ordinance first came into the City, it was 16/40 and 
then was raised to 18/40 to make it more desirable for the developer.     
 
Hartley is concerned that changing the definition, changes the size of the City.  It 
increases the number of available units across the City.  At this point, he is inclined to 
stick with the current code.   
 
Williams stated that leaving the standard for OP PUD at buildable acres is consistent 
with how sewered density is calculated.     
 
Dorschner stated that it is also consistent with the purpose statement of the OP PUD 
ordinance to preserve the open space and view sheds.  Williams stated it allows for 
development of the land, but is consistent overall density with the RED zoning category.   
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Dorschner stated that by taking out the wetlands, it also preserves more of our natural 
resources.    It also minimizes the necessity to hook up to sewer.  
 
M/S/P: Williams/Lundquist, move to recommend denial of the proposed Comprehensive 
Plan and Zoning Text Amendment to change the allowed density within an Open Space 
Preservation Planned Unit Development to 18 units per 40 gross acres, based on the 
findings previously discussed, Vote: 7-0, motion carried unanimously.  
 
Public Hearing – Comprehensive Plan Amendments, Zoning Text Amendment, and 
Zoning Map Amendment 
 
Becker started her presentation regarding the creation of a new Landfill Land Use 
Category within the Comprehensive Plan.  State statute requires the MPCA to develop a 
Land Use Plan for each landfill and that local government units make their land use 
plans consistent with the MPCA’s plan for this site.  Areas of concern by the MPCA are 
groundwater contamination and methane gas.   The closed landfill use plan was created 
in 1994 as part of the cleanup act.  The MPCA is responsible for the cleanup and long 
term care of the landfills throughout the state.  The purpose of the CLUP is mitigate the 
risk to public health and safety by limiting the exposure to landfill hazards.  Currently 
the site is guided for public facilities with a small parcel that is currently zoned 
agriculture.  Currently the City’s land use and zoning allows uses that should not be 
allowed because of the safety concerns.   
 
The City had a survey completed so that a lot line adjustment could be processed to 
create a lot that surrounds the landfill site.  Currently the public cannot go in there 
because there is a fence where the lot line is.  There currently is not a land use category 
for the closed landfill restricted land.  The Comprehensive Plan amendment would guide 
this land and the ZTA would create this category in the zoning code and create a 
definition for this category.  Solar Farms would be made a CUP and closed landfill 
management would be an allowed use.   
 
The City received a grant in 1978 from the Land and Water conversion fund.  In 1990 the 
DNR determined that the Landfill Park was unavailable for public outdoor recreation.  
The City will be required to replace the land with dedicated land equal in value to the 
land that is no longer usable for recreation purposes.   
 
Lundquist asked if this would preclude people from using the trail that leads into Sunfish 
Lake Park.  Becker stated that the fence is already there, so it should not affect people’s 
ability to enter the park.        
 
Williams asked if there is a state law or something that restricts uses to those 2.  Becker 
stated that it is part of the closed landfill plan that was developed by MPCA and the City.  
If the City wanted other uses included, the MPCA would need to amend the closed 
landfill management plan.   
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Dorschner is thinking that the City does not have a lot of authority to tell the MPCA 
what they can do with the portion of the landfill that they own.  Becker stated that the 
City does have authority through zoning.   
 
Public Hearing opened at 8:35 pm 
 
Shaun Ruotsinoja, Land Manager in the closed Landfill Management area of MPCA, he is 
responsible for the management plan that was drafted in 2013.  He is the person that 
worked with the City back in 2013 and can answer any questions that they have.   
 
Dodson asked if in the future, the land might be done being a dump.  Ruotsinoja stated 
that he does not have an answer to the question.  The MPCA is responsible for the long 
term care of the facility forever.  Dodson asked if it would be a hurdle to add wind 
power as an allowed use.  Ruotsinoja stated that it would be as there is some elaborate 
response action equipment.  It would not be allowed on the landfill cover and the area 
to the south is a sedimentation pond and there is other equipment around in the area.  
They would not agree to that.  Solar is something that does work out there however.   
 
Larson stated that the Parks Commission considers that areas outside the fence to be 
part of Sunfish Lake Park.  It is important to the Park Commission to know what is usable 
and how it can be used.  Ruotsinoja stated that if a trail was being constructed outside 
the restricted area, the MPCA would need to approve the location and how it was to be 
constructed, but probably would not have a problem with it.   
 
Dodson is wondering if it would make sense to have an additional land use category.  
One for the closed restricted landfill area and one for the landfill managed land.  
Ruotsinoja stated that based on what the staff is recommending, that will already be 
accomplished.         
 
M/S/P: Larson/Lundquist, move to postpone consideration of this matter, leaving the 
public hearing open for up to a month or until they hear from the Park Commission, 
Vote: 3-4, motion failed.  
 
Dorschner understands why there is a desire for the Park Commission to learn more 
about this, but this proposal is really straight forward.  He doesn’t see that there is really 
anything for the Park Commission to look at or consider.  The fence line is the closed 
landfill management area and that is not going to change or be influence.  He sees no 
value to postpone the public hearing.  Hartley stated that the City has to create this 
zoning and it has to have the restrictions put forth.  It has to match the MPCA plan.  
Becker stated that in 2013 the land use plan was created with staff and there was 
negotiations at that time.   
 
Williams stated that he is still in favor of postponing because this is not time sensitive 
and it would be good to get the park commission input.   
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Hartley would like see the proposed legal descriptions in the proposed motions so that 
they know exactly what they are approving.     
 
Dorschner still doesn’t see the value of sending this to the Park Commission as it is a 
much defined area.  The City knows the boundaries and the restrictions.  The areas that 
are outside the fence will remain public facility and the Park Commission will weigh in 
on what that can be used for anyway.  He doesn’t see the value of creating more work 
for the staff.   
 
Larson disagrees and feels it is a matter of courtesy and information that is important 
that the Park Commission will need in the near future.     
 
Public Hearing closed at 9:01 pm 
 
M/S/P: Dorschner/Dodson, move to recommend approval of an amendment to the 
City’s Comprehensive Plan’s Land Use Plan, adding a Closed Landfill Restricted Land Use 
Category as proposed by staff and re-guiding portions of Parcel A as indicated on the 
survey dated 8/18/17 from Public Park to Closed Landfill Restricted and all of PID # 
15.292.12.10.20.001 from Agricultural to Closed Landfill Restricted, Vote: 7-0, motion 
carried unanimously.  
 
M/S/P: Dorschner/Williams, move to recommend approval of a Zoning Text Amendment 
to the City’s Code, adding a definition to Section 154.012 of closed Landfill Management 
and adding Article XIX: Closed Landfill Restricted as proposed by staff, Vote: 7-0, motion 
carried unanimously.  
 
Kreimer is wondering if the Planning Commission should add screening requirements for 
the solar farms.  Williams does not feel that they should try to write the solar ordinance 
at this time, but it could be looked at when solar and wind ordinance are looked at.   
 
M/S/P: Williams/Dorschner, move to recommend approval of the proposed Zoning Map 
Amendment rezoning Parcel A as indicated on the survey dated 8/18/17 from 
Public/Park to Closed Landfill and all of PID # 15.292.12.10.20.001 from Agricultural to 
Closed Landfill Restricted, Vote: 7-0, motion carried unanimously.  
 
Business Item – Schiltgen Resolution 
 
Williams was troubled and disappointed with the City Councils decision to deny the 
Schiltgen boarding stable.  There was concern that if the parcel was changed from Rural 
Transition to Agricultural, it would take away from the sewered numbers.  According to 
the summary provided each month from staff, the sewered development currently 
approved for the Village Area is over 1000 units.  That was the number that was 
targeted for and that does not include any mixed use units that could still be developed.  
Williams does not think that there should be any concern about reducing the units.  
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Williams does not see any problem with leaving the land at RT and including stables as a 
CUP.    
 
Becker stated that she thinks the concern was that allowing that in RT might inhibit 
development if allowed in all of that zoning district.   
 
Williams stated that the Schiltgen farm is specifically identified in the Comprehensive 
Plan and it is talked about that there is a desire to preserve it.  It is the gateway to Lake 
Elmo and he feels it is totally inappropriate for the City Council to reject it.   
 
M/S/P: Williams/Lundquist, move to forward the following resolution to the City Council 
“Whereas: The Lake Elmo Planning Commission recommended at its meeting on 
September 11, 2017 that the horse boarding facility proposal for the Peter Schiltgen 
farm on Highway 14 be approved;  Whereas: some members of the City Council were 
concerned with the request to rezone the Schiltgen farm from RT to AG to 
accommodate the proposal;  Whereas: On October 17, 2017 the Lake Elmo City Council 
denied said proposal because rezoning the property from RT to AG would remove land 
from the MUSA and affect the projected sewered housing units count for the City; 
Whereas: The Lake Elmo Comprehensive Plan does include the Schiltgen farm in the 
MUSA but also guides the land as “rural area development”, “rural preservation area” 
and “green belt corridor” (Map 3-6), which would not benefit from or require central 
sewer;  Whereas: the proposal would facilitate the continued use of the Schiltgen farm 
as agricultural and open space and therefore be consistent with the existing guidance in 
the Comprehensive Plan and fulfill many “Guiding Principles” for the Old Village 
Comprehensive Plan (Table 3D, #1, 2, 6, 11, 13 at a minimum);  Whereas: the properties 
within the Old Village MUSA other than the Schiltgen farm plus the Royal Golf 
development account for 1024 housing units, even without any approved development 
within the Village Mixed Use district, which accommodate all the sewered housing to 
satisfy the sewered unit and population targets for the Old Village from the Metro 
Council for 2040; Whereas: the City Zoning Code includes a number of conditional and 
interim uses within the RT district;  Therefore: The Lake Elmo Planning Commission at its 
meeting on October 23, 2017, urged the City Council to reconsider its decision and 
approve the following: 1) Zoning Text amendment to allow commercial boarding of 
horses as a conditional use in the RT zoning district 2) Condition Use Permit to allow the 
proposed commercial horse boarding for the Schiltgen farm 3) Conditional Use Permit 
to allow expansion of the existing feedlot operation on the schiltgen farm., Vote: 7-0, 
motion carried unanimously.  
 
City Council Updates – October 17, 2017 Meeting 

i) CUP for Increased Accessory Structures 11459 60th Street – passed 
ii) ZTA, ZMA and CUP to allow Commercial Boarding Facility – failed 
iii) CPA and Concept Plan-Continental Properties – sent back to PC 
iv) Variance for 8130 Hill Trail - passed 
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Staff Updates 
1. Upcoming Meetings 

a. November 13, 2017 
b. November 27, 2017 

2. MAC CEP Report  
 
Commission Concerns  
 
Dodson is wondering about the conservancy issue for open space.  Becker thinks that 
can be managed with the approval process.  Becker stated it would be something good 
to put on the 2018 work plan.   
 
Kreimer stated that this is a big concern.  If the Land Trust isn’t going to take the open 
space from a 110 acre development, it is unlikely they would take it from a bunch of 20 
acre developments.  How would the City manage that? 
 
Meeting adjourned at 9:25 pm  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Joan Ziertman 
Planning Program Assistant 



































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Sewered Development

Development Status Sheet Final Plat ApprovalDA Agreement DA Agreement Plat Recorded Updated 11/1/17

Approved Signed Total # Total # of Total # of Building CO's

Southern Developments Developer Builder Of Homes SF Homes Townhomes Permits Issued Issued Zoning Total Developments under Construction 2118

Add: Proposed Developments:

SAVONA - 310 Total

Savona  1st  2/18/2014 5/20/2014 6/18/2014 9/25/2014 Lennar Lennar 44 44 0 43 42 LDR

Savona  2nd 9/16/2014 9/16/2014 10/22/2014 4/14/2015 Lennar Lennar 67 45 22 59 55 LDR/MDR             Gonyea West 279

Savona  3rd 9/15/2015 9/15/2016 9/16/2015 11/19/2015 Lennar Lennar 120 21 99 84 70 LDR/MDR

Savona 4th 3/15/2016 4/5/2016 6/27/2016 7/27/2016 Lennar Lennar 78 78 0 8 0 LDR Total under construction & Proposed 2397

309 188 121 194 167

BOULDER PONDS - 162 Total Non-sewered Development

Boulder Ponds 1st 4/21/2015 4/21/2015 5/16/2015 6/5/2015 OP 4 Boulder Ponds Creative Homes 47 47 0 32 26 PUD/LDR

Boulder Ponds 2nd 5/17/2016 5/17/2016 4/12/2017 5/8/2017 OP 4 Boulder Ponds Creative Homes 18 18 0 9 0 PUD/LDR Hidden Meadows - final platted 26

65 65 0 41 26 Legends - Preliminary plat 40

66

HUNTER'S CROSSING - 51 Total

Hunter's Crossing 1st 7/1/2014 10/7/2014 10/15/2015 12/18/2014 Ryland/Cal Atlantic Cal Atlantic 22 22 0 22 22 LDR

Hunter's Crossing 2nd 5/5/2015 5/5/2015 5/29/2015 8/4/2015 Ryland/Cal Atlantic Cal Atlantic 29 29 0 29 29 LDR

51 51 0 51 51

INWOOD - 537 Total

Inwood 1st 5/19/2015 5/19/2015 6/9/2015 8/3/2015 Hans Hagen/MI Homes MI Homes 40 40 0 39 37 PUD/LDR

Inwood 2nd 9/1/2015 N/A 11/19/2015 11/23/2015 Hans Hagen/MI Homes MI Homes 21 21 0 21 21 PUD/LDR

Inwood 3rd 4/19/2016 5/3/2016 5/16/2016 5/23/2016 Hans Hagen/MI Homes MI Homes 68 68 0 66 60 PUD/LDR

Inwood 4th 10/18/2016 2/7/2017 4/5/2017 3/27/2017 Hans Hagen/MI Homes MI Homes 60 60 0 9 PUD/LDR

Inwood 5th 4/4/2017 6/6/2017 6/15/2017 6/19/2017 Hans Hagen/MI Homes MI Homes 101 101 0 29 PUD/LDR

290 290 0 164 118

HAMMES ESTATES - 163 Total

Hammes Estates 1st 10/7/2014 8/16/2016 8/16/2016 9/27/2016 Rachael Development Rachael Dev 57 57 0 25 3 LDR

Hammes Estates 2nd 1/3/2017 2/7/2017 6/9/2017 6/30/2017 Rachael Development Rachael Dev 37 37 0 0 0 LDR

94 94 0 25 3

ROYAL GOLF - 292 Total

Royal Golf - 1st 9/5/2017 9/19/2017 9/19/2017 9/29/2017 HC Royal Golf Multiple 73

73 0 0 0 0 GCC

SOUTHWIND AT LAKE ELMO- 46 7/5/2017 7/5/2017 7/17/2017 8/21/2017 Southwind Builder Southwind Builders 46 46 0 2 MDR

46 46 0 2 0

Northport - 104 Total

Northport 1st 9/5/2017 9/19/2017 36 36 0 LDR

36 36 0 0 0

Northern Developments

EASTON VILLAGE - 217 Total

Easton Village 1st 3/3/2015 3/3/2015 7/23/2015 8/10/2015 Chase Development Multiple 71 71 0 58 40 LDR

Easton Village 2nd 5/2/2017 6/6/2017 6/6/2017 7/5/2017 Chase Development Multiple 19 LDR

Easton Village 3rd 7/18/2017 7/18/2017 7/6/2017 9/5/2017 Chase Development Multiple 28 LDR

 118 71 0 58 40

VILLAGE PRESERVE - 91 Total

Village Preserve 1st 5/5/2015 6/2/2015 8/3/2015 8/25/2015 Gonyea Homes Multiple 46 46 0 33 27 LDR

Village Preserve 2nd 4/19/2016 8/16/2016 8/19/2016 9/9/2016 Gonyea Homes Multiple 45 45 0 29 17 LDR

91 91 0 62 44

WILDFLOWER - 145 Total

Wildflower @ Lake Elmo 1st 7/21/2015 8/4/2015 8/27/2015 10/6/2015 Engstrom Companies Multiple 60 60 0 32 24 PUD/MDR

Wildflower @ Lake Elmo 2nd 12/6/2016 3/21/2017 6/20/2017 6/20/2017 Engstrom Companies Multiple 20 20 0 3 0 PUD/MDR

80 80 0 35 24

Cummulative Totals 1253 1012 121 632 473

Note:  Building Permits are updated at the end of each month.  CO's are updated as issued.  


