MINUTES
CITY OF LONSDALE
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING
MARCH 16, 2026

. CALL TO ORDER

Brainerd called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers at 103 15" Ave
SE.

. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Everyone stood and recited the pledge of allegiance.

. ROLL CALL

Members Present: ~ Mike Harding, Mike Konyu, Reagan Anderson, Jeremy Brainerd,
and James Vosejpka

Members Absent: Tim Kes

City Staff Present:  City Administrator Joel Erickson and Community Development
Planner Cory Hinz-Ibarra

. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Brainerd asked if anyone had any additions, deletions, or corrections to the agenda. A
motion was made by Harding and seconded by Konyu to approve the agenda. Vote for:
Harding, Konyu, Anderson, and Brainerd: Vote Against: None. Vote: 4-0. Motion
carried.

. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM THE FEBRUARY 23, 2026 REGULAR

MEETING

Brainerd asked if anyone had any additions, deletions, or corrections to the February 23,
2026 Regular Meeting. A motion was made by Harding and seconded by Konyu to
approve the minutes from the February 23, 2026 Regular Meeting. Vote for: Harding,
Konyu, Anderson, and Brainerd: Vote Against: None. Vote: 4-0. Motion carried.
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10.

PUBLIC HEARINGS
a. None

PRESENTATION OF CITIZEN PETITIONS AND COMMENTS
a. None

APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA
a. None

OLD BUSINESS
a. None

NEW BUSINESS ,

a. Review and Discuss Ordinance 2026-341, an Ordinance Amending Ordinance 2025-
332, an Ordinance Amending City Code §153.079 Signs
Hinz-Ibarra said at the January 8, 2026 City Council Meeting, the Council requested
the Commission to review the ordinance and associated fees for replacement signs.
Hinz-Ibarra explained that the current replacement sign fee is $102.50, with $62.50
going to the Building Inspector for review and on-site inspection and $40 for
administration. Hinz-Ibarra noted that from an administrative perspective, the
ordinance was working well, citing recent successful applications from Kwik Trip
which complied with requirements including the 50 percent brick/stonework
requirement for monument and freestanding signs. Hinz-Ibarra then proceeded to
review the ordinance page by page with the Commission making several
amendments. The Commission addressed a missing definition for "Stand Alone sign"
that was referenced later in the ordinance. Konyu suggested adding "Stand Alone" as
an alternative term to the existing "freestanding sign" definition, and the Commission
agreed to modify the definition to read "freestanding/Stand Alone sign." The
Commission further revied the General Standards Section and Vosejpka
recommended changing language about illuminated signs from "any part of a
residence" to "neighboring residents" for clarity. The Commission struck the
requirement that "building signs shall only be located on the principal building on the
lot." Vosejpka said this was too restrictive, noting situations where multiple buildings
exist on a lot (such as the Feed Mill's multiple structures) and businesses might want
to identify different buildings. The Commission agreed this restriction was
unnecessary. The Commission discussed allowing freestanding signs to encroach
within drainage utility easements was removed with Erickson noting the City had
recently denied a deck for being in such an easement. The Commission discussed the
75 percent window coverage limitation. Vosejpka questioned whether this was
necessary, citing examples of temporary community artwork like 4-H displays. Hinz-
Ibarra said the rule was not actively enforced and Commission ultimately decided to
leave it in place as a reference point. Konyu suggested the Commission could add
exceptions for artwork or community displays if needed.
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The Commission debated whether to allow more than one building sign per wall per
street frontage, given the 30 percent building face limitation. Vosejpka questioned the
need to limit to one sign if businesses stayed within the 30 percent requirement, citing
potential scenarios where a business might want multiple signs for different services.
After discussion about enforcement challenges and the intent to identify businesses
rather than advertise specific products, the Commission decided to increase the
allowance from one to two building signs per wall to provide flexibility for potential
future needs, such as businesses that might need to separate different operations. The
Commission struck a provision requiring City Administrator approval for drive-
through restaurant menu signage, agreeing with Erickson that this was excessive
oversight for businesses updating seasonal specials. The Commission struck the
limitation allowing only one sandwich board sign per entity, recognizing that
organizations like the American Legion use multiple signs for events like blood
drives and that this was not being actively enforced. The Commission recommended
garage sale sign size to be increased from 6 to 8 square feet for consistency with other
temporary signage. The Commission recommended real estate signs to be modified to
allow one sign per street frontage rather than one per building, accommodating
situations where large apartment buildings might occupy entire blocks. The
Commission discussed private party signs for' weddings, graduations, and similar
events which were currently limited to "only during the day of the event." Harding
said this was too restrictive, suggesting allowing signs the night before and day after
events to accommodate setup and cleanup logistics. Erickson and others felt this was
unnecessary given current enforcement practices and that people should be able to
manage setup and removal on the event day. The Commission decided to leave this
provision unchanged. The Commission reviewed the 50 percent brick/stone
requirement for freestanding signs. Erickson noted this could be challenging for
larger signs, the Commission decided to maintain this aesthetic standard, noting it had
been successfully implemented in recent projects and contributed to the community's
appearance. Hinz-Ibarra emphasized that the ordinance was functioning well
administratively with applicants cooperative and compliant with requirements. Hinz-
Ibarra noted that enforcement was typically complaint-driven rather than proactive,
and most issues could be resolved through the standard letter process giving property
owners seven days to come into compliance. The Commission completed their review
of the ordinance with Hinz-Ibarra indicating he would bring a refreshed version
incorporating all discussed changes to the next meeting for final review.

11. OTHER BUSINESS
Hinz-Ibarra informed the Commission that there will be a request for Special Meeting for
the Site Plan Review for the Technical Methods Inc (TMI) at 1951 Commerce Drive
Addition before the March 26, 2026 or April 9, 2026 City Council Meeting.

12. ADJOURNMENT
A motion was made by Konyu and seconded by Anderson to adjourn the meeting at 8:00
p.m. Vote for: Harding, Konyu, Anderson, and Brainerd: Vote Against: None. Vote: 4-0.
Motion carried.
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Respectfully Submitted:

Cory Tlinz-Ibarra, Community Development Planner
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