
CITY OF MAPLE LAKE
WRIGHT COUNTY, MINNESOTA

MINUTES OF PLANNING COMMISSION SPECIAL MEETING
SEPTEMBER 09,2025 - 6:00 P.M.

1. Call to Order - The meeting of the City of Maple Lake Planning Commission was called
to order by Chairman Haugen at 6:00 p.m. on Tuesday, September 09, 2025.

2. Roll Call - Chairman Dan Haugen, Bruce Ballweber, Chris Paumen and Councilor Scott
Chantland were present. Mike Rowe was not present.

City Staff and Consultants Present: Scott Hildebrand, City Administrator

3. Approval of Agenda - Motion by Councilor Chantland and seconded by Commissioner
Ballweber to approve the agenda. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote.

4. Approval of Minutes - Motion by Commissioner Paumen and seconded by Councilor
Chantland to approve the minutes of the May 20,2025 meeting. Motion passed
unanimously by voice vote.

5. Business

Chairman Haugen opened the public hearing at 6:03 p.m., noting that publication
and service to neighboring residents was proper. Hildebrand explained the
Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for Kind Bud at 7'10 6b Street NWfor an indoor
cultivation facility. Shaun Tetreault was also present to explain the process and his
business plan. Public comments were expressed as follows:

John Northenscold - 52 Linden Ave S - Expressed concem about air quality and
mold as a result of the facility. Was concemed this would affect the ability of
neighbors to enjoy the use of their property.

Shaun Tetreault - Applicant - Explained how the State requires very stringent odor
control, and this is a self-contained air system which uses charcoal filters and
chlorine-dioxide to kill the smell, which is self-contained.

Chairman Haugen advised he appreciated the input and information, as the Planning
Commission is not the decision maker, but needs to form an informed decision to
recommend to the City Council.

Larry Terlich - 315 Oak Ave N - Advised he has been in other communities in olher
states and noted they don't smell, as businesses are present to make money and
don't want to upset the community they are in.

Councilor Chantland clarified this proposal is not for a dispensary, but for a
cultivation operation.
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Kevin Gist - 310 7s Street NW - Expressed concern about the smell. Tetreault
provided an explanation of how the self-contained air-system works. Gist was
concerned about what-if there is an issue with odor.

Robert Bratz - 1010 Chestnut Street - Asked about beefed up security for the facility
as the City doesn't have a police department. Was also concerned about explosions
if a fire were to occur. Tetreault explained the security and camera system and
noted there are only two doors to the facility, which will not have any signage. No
chemicals are onsite which would create an explosion.

John Northenscold - noted that prior owners did not have high water usage and was
concerned about the effect on the City, as well as the electricity used. Tetreault
responded that water must be recycled, possibly cleaned, but cannot go down the
drain as runoff. lt has to be hauled off by a 3d party vendor. He also confirmed
power is appropriate for the building with minor adjustment. Hildebrand noted that
Fire Chief Peterson had been through the building to evaluate the electrical, and that
Hildebrand had reviewed plans for camera security.

Commissioner Paumen noted that in industrial areas, it is easy to measure noise for
complaints but inquired how smell would be measured. Tetreault noted there is a
complaint process through the State, which he has 7 days to rectify, but there is no
formal measurement for "odor." Tetreault noted it is in his best interest to keep
neighbors happy.

Councilor Chantland inquired about inspections. Tetreault reported that there is an
annual license renewal through the State, but that security inspections occur every
90 days.

Linda Rassat - 800 6h Avenue NW - Expressed concern about the smell and
security, as there is not a local officer. Who should be called should there be
complaints? Tetreault noted they plan to install double-doors, which would also keep
any air from escaping, but that he would gladly give his personal phone number
should there be a complaint.

Charles Webb - 801 Spruce Avenue N. - lnquired about the complaint process and
whether the State would shut down the facility. Requested the Conditional Use
Permit include language that the CUP could be revoked due to complaints.

Commissioner Paumen noted the City ordinance refers to the State statutes.

Hildebrand noted that as this is a new area, he has discussed this with the State, as
well as a City Attorney who is well-versed in this new area. Vvhile the City could
revoke a CUP, odds are the State has already been involved.

John Northenscold - opined the City's nuisance codes should supersede the State,
as the State cannot force a business upon the City which interferes with the
enjoyment of a cit2en's property.

Charlie Webb - Questioned how many people would be employed at the facility.
Tetreault reported that initially he was looking at 3, will shortly expand to 6, but he
plans to hold regular business hours.
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Councilor Chantland asked about being onsite, and Tetreauh confirmed that he
would be at the facility every day.

Commissioner Ballweber - questioned whether the building would be contaminated if
it were to shut down. Tetreault advised it is a simple clean-up and air-out process
which would not affect the steel building.

Chair Haugen requested a history as to Tetreault's experience and how he came to
Maple Lake- Tetreault reported he has been in the industry for 29 years. He moved
to Colorado in 2002 to help with indoor cultivation, then Chico, California in 2009,
where he operated an indoor and outdoor cultivation facility. He then moved to lron
River, Michigan where he opened a facility in 2018. He has a partner who runs
those facilities, but one is on the market and another is being shut down so that
operations may be moved to Minnesota. Tetreau[t calls Minnesota home, so would
like to run operations here. He has looked at St. Joseph, and recently had an
ordinance change before the Council to make growing operations a permifted use in
their light industrial. He is also looking at a facility in Little Falls. He lucked into
finding the space in Maple Lake and feels it is perfect for his needs. He resides in
Watertown. He likes the size of the building and having a building owner who will
allow the operation.

Haugen confirmed nobody else wanted to address the Commission and the Public
Hearing was closed at 6:25.

Chantland advised he felt that the concerns from the public had been addressed and
any problems will be dealt with, as there are consequences.

Hildebrand advised the City is largely relying on the State. A CUP can be revoked,
but the City would probably be following the State. He recommended approval, as
there is no legal reason under Code Section 10-06 to deny the CUP.

Chair Haugen expressed concern about the City's capacity to conduct inspections or
enforce compliance for odor issues, which could be subjective. He is concerned
whether this business enhances the community or has employees who are
productive and well-paid. He also wants jobs that bring people to town, which brings
families who need houses and kids to the school.

Paumen advised that perhaps Maple Lake should be more open. 6 jobs is 6 jobs,

and it's hard top tum down a company who is following the rules. This is all new,
and he wishes there was better measurement standards, but they seem to follow the
rules.

Hildebrand noted that Tetreault had already done extensive work to be approved by
the State, and that he had even provided Standard Operating Procedures (SOP's)
for his business to the City Council-
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Chantland noted this is very new tenitory, which has a stigma, but it seems all the t's
have been crossed and rules followed. lf there are issues, he is confidant the
business will be shut down.

Commissioner Ballweber noted he has discussed this with several people, old and
young, and the results are 50-50 pro/con.

Hildebrand advised the CUP closely refers to State statutory language and
regulations as this is a new area. The City can always review the CUP if additional
areas are discovered or create concern.

Chantland thanked the public for coming out top discuss their concerns

b. Motion by Chairman Paumen to approve the CUP based on Minnesota Statutes
342 and 412, with specific restriction for odor control and increased City
inspections. Seconded by Councilor Chantland. Vote failed 2-2, wilh Pauman
and Chantland for, Haugen and Ballweber against.

Hildebrand reminded the Commission of Code Section 10.06 and inquired as to what
the legal basis was for denial.

Haugen noted that given the concerns of residents, he is concerned this is not a
business which creates jobs, fits into the industrial park, or is healthy for the
community.

Ballweber noted that he just doesn't know enough about this topic, and that given the
concerns from residents and the 50-50, he could not support the CUP.

Haugen recommended advising the Council of the Split Vote and letting them decide.

c. Paumen updated the Commission regarding the status of the JR Estates project and
discussed Phase 2. Motion by Councilor Chantland and seconded by
Commissioner Ballweber to approve recommending the Final Plat for the JR
Estates Residential Development Project 2'd Addition, with the Devetoper's
Agreement to come, to the City Council for approval. Motion passed
unanimously by voice vote. (Less Commissioner Paumen who recused
himself.)

d. Hildebrand presented a request for a Lot Line Adjustment for PID# 110-500-313-102
(Matthew Smith). This could have been approved by Hildebrand as Zoning
Administrator, but he felt it best to include the Planning Commission. Motion by
Commissioner Paumen and seconded by Councilor Chantland to approve the
Lot Line Adjustment. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote.

6. Planning Services RFP lnterviews - The Plannang Commission interviewed
representatives from MSA, Landform, Stantec and WSB.
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7. Presentation - Emily Herold MSA was present to kick off the Comprehensive Plan
update, with Sarah Constable-Runkel via Teams.

8. Staff Report - Hildebrand and lhe Commission conducted a debrief and discussion of
the interviews. Following the discussion, the Planning Commission agreed to
recommend Landform and MSA to the Council for a possible 2nd interview. Hildebrand
will contact the candidates regarding future steps.

9. Next Meeting - is scheduled for October 14, 2025 at 6:00 p.m.

10. Adjournment - Motion made by Commissioner Ballweber, seconded by Councilor
Chantland to adjourn the meeting. Motion passed unanimously by voice vote. Meeting
adjourned at 9:30 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Scott W Hildebrand
City Administrator

Dan Haugen, C
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