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CITY OF COLUMBUS 
JOINT CITY COUNCIL & PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

INTERACTIVE TECHNOLOGY MEETING FORMAT 
STATUTES SECTION 13D.021 

09-04-2024 
 

The 09-04-2024 joint meeting of the City of Columbus City Council and Planning Commission was 
called to order at 6:00 p.m. by Lynn Carver-Quinn at City Hall on the date of the regular Planning 
Commission meeting. Present were Mayor Jesse Preiner, City Councilmembers Rob Busch, Ron 
Hanegraaf, Janet Hegland and Sue Wagamon; Planning Commission members Lynn Carver-Quinn, Barb 
Bobick, Scott Wendell and Robin Wood; City Administrator Jack Davis; and Planning and Zoning Tech 
Eleanor Hahn. 
Also in attendance were members of ACEIT Robert Kirchner, Lisa Henrickson, Lori Mahowald, Joe 
Richardson, Derick Lind, Brenda Miller, and Pam Weber; as well as Brenna Skeie and Nick Bently 
representing MTW Truck Wash 

In attendance via interactive technology was City Planner Dean Johnson  

Absent from the meeting was Planning Commission member Bethany Barrette. 

The meeting was held in an interactive technology meeting format. 

1. CALL TO ORDER –Planning Commission Meeting – 6:00 p.m.  
 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 

3. APPROVAL OF MEETING AGENDA Motion Wendell. Second Hegland. Motion carried with all 
in favor. 
 

4. APPROVAL OF AUGUST 21, 2024 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES Motion 
Wood. Second Wendell. Motion carried with Wood, Bobick, and Wendell in favor and 
Carver-Quinn abstaining. 
 

5. APPROVAL OF AUGUST 21, 2024 MTW TRUCK WASH PUBLIC HEARING MEETING MINUTES 
Wendell provided corrections to page 6 of the Public Hearing Minutes. Motion Wendell, to 
approve with the aforementioned edits. Second Wood. Motion carried with Wood, Bobick, 
and Wendell in favor and Carver-Quinn abstaining. 

 
6. PUBLIC OPEN FORUM - PRESENTATION – ANOKA COUNTY ELECTION INTEGRITY TEAM 

(ACEIT)  
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Members of the Anoka County Election Integrity Team presented on their goals to support 
election integrity. These goals included ensuring 1) small voting precincts, 2) secured 
election judge data, 3) verified registered voters, 4) validated paper ballots, 5) paper poll 
books, and 6) hand-counted paper ballots. The members went over the importance of each 
goal, and steps that the City can make to accomplish them. They provided a series of 
example resolutions that the City could adopt.  
 
Wood asks whether the PER would delay election results. Member Derick Lind says that it 
would take place 2 or 3 weeks after the election and simply confirm results, not delay them. 
Hegland thanked the group coming to present. She stated that whether or not someone 
personally believes there is a problem, that this is something that can ensure confidence 
with the election process for residents. She asks Davis if he was able to reach out to Hunt at 
Anoka County, as much of our local election processes are dictated by the County. Davis 
says that he has reached out, but has not received a response as of yet. Derick Lind confirms 
that the Canvasing Board can veto any of the resolutions the City adopts. Hegland states 
that, since Covid, there has been a large increase in absentee voting which lowers the 
necessity of splitting the City into two precincts. Wagamon asks if an extended PER has had 
a different result than the electronic count. Derick Lind says that they’ve never been a part 
of that process, but they have been told that they are accurate. He states that the goal is to 
verify results, not contest them.  
 
Preiner asks which resolutions the group believes would be the most important and 
impactful for the City to adopt. Derick Lind states that returning to paper poll books and 
considering an expanded Post-Election Review (PER). This would keep registration data local 
and require a hand-count after the election to confirm results. Preiner asks how much the 
PER would cost the City. The group provided a calculation based on Columbus’s population 
and number of election judges stating that it would cost approximately $1,000.  
 

7. DISCUSSION – MTW TRUCK WASH CUP 
 
Carver-Quinn asks if there is any discussion from the Planning Commissioner’s that were 
present at the Public Hearing on August 28th. Hearing nothing, Carver-Quinn asks if the 
applicants have any plans to install in-ground sprinklers. Nick Bently states that they were 
not planning on it, due to the proximity to the wetlands, but says that it is something that 
they could add. Carver-Quinn states that a nearby business that did not install irrigation had 
to replace a number of dead trees, and recommended that the applicants consider it.  
 
Bobick states that she does not feel that the Planning Commission has adequate 
information regarding the water, as this project could double the City’s daily water-usage. 
She states that doubling our water usage with a single business seems excessive. Bobick also 
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says the addition of 40-50 trucks a day on Hornsby is concerning, as there is already heavy 
truck traffic in the area. She says that there is not enough information regarding the impacts 
of pollution, water-usage, and traffic. Carver-Quinn agrees that this could really increase 
traffic. Mayor Preiner asks Davis what the rating for Hornsby Street is, and Davis states that 
is a 10-ton road, which is the highest standard that our City has for heavy truck traffic. He 
also states that 50 more trucks a day is not a substantial increase in traffic. Carver-Quinn 
says that it may bring in more traffic than expected. Nick Bently states that they expect the 
majority of customers to come from the Love’s Truck Stop next door, rather than generating 
new traffic. Wendell and Wood agree that it would only cause minimal impacts to traffic.   
 
Hegland suggests that staff prepare a water-usage analysis to show how the Truck Wash will 
impact the City’s water system. She also asks staff to supply the traffic study for the area 
that was prepared for Love’s Truck Stop. Busch also states that due to the recent issues with 
the City’s wellhouses, and the potential need for a water tower, this project will amplify 
those problems and will need more information. Preiner asks if they will be using a water 
recycling system, and Nick Bently responds that they are looking into that as an option.  
 

Motion Wendell to continue the discussion of the MTW Truck Wash CUP to the September 18, 
2024 and directs staff to collect further information on the facility’s impact on traffic and water-
usage. Second Bobick. Motion carried with Wendell, Bobick, Carver-Quinn, and Wood in favor.  
 

8. DISCUSSION – CANNABIS ORDINANCE  
 

Johnson begins the discussion by outlining new information received from the Office of 
Cannabis Management (“OCM”). He starts by saying that the OCM has put limits on the 
number of available licenses for several of the business types. The OCM has capped the 
number of Manufacturers at 24, Mezzo-businesses at 100, and retailers at 150. The limited 
number of licenses will cause more competition than we previously thought, and may make 
it less likely that the City will receive these types of businesses. Johnson expresses his 
concern with current review timeframe, as a City only has 30 days to verify zoning 
compliance once a vetted application is received from the State. This is in conflict with the 
60-day, or 120-day rule for planning applications. It is also unclear as to whether the City 
can limit to location of Cannabis Events to other licensed facilities. Johnson explains that it is 
exceedingly difficult to make contact with OCM for clarification on questions, but he will 
continue to reach out them and our City attorneys.  
 
Johnson then walks through the list from the previous meeting, to discuss if any decisions 
have changed. The Planning Commission and City Council agree through consensus that 
they still do not want any outdoor cultivation. Johnson moves onto discussing the number 
of retail licenses the City would like to allow. The Planning Commission and City Council had 
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decided on three licenses at the last meeting. Hegland states that she would like to only 
allow a single retailer until the rules and regulations are sorted out later down the road. 
Wagamon disagrees, and advocates for allowing three retailers. Busch, Wood, and Carver-
Quinn agree to allow three, in order to keep their options open.  Hegland states that if 
Anoka Country meets their county quota of retailers, the City won’t get any more. She 
states that’s it unlikely that the City will get even one application, and that we could 
increase the number later down the road if need be. Wendell agrees that we don’t have 
enough information, and should limit it to one. Wagamon says that she doesn’t want the 
City to miss out on the opportunity. The Planning Commission and City Council vote on the 
number of allowed retail licenses; Wood, Hanegraaf, Wagamon, Carver-Quinn, and Busch in 
favor of three and Preiner, Bobick, Hegland and Wendell in favor of one. The number of 
retailers allowed remains at three. 
 
Johnson moves onto what businesses should be allowed in the Lake Drive districts. The 
primary concern with the C/I and C/I Light districts is the lack of City water and sanitary 
sewers. He states that he has not been able to find solid information on the water and 
sewer needs of a cannabis manufacturing business requires. Preiner believes that limiting 
cannabis businesses to the freeway corridor would eliminate the concerns over water and 
sewer, as well as force higher-quality construction due to the higher design-standards.  
Hahn states that she was able to speak to the City’s septic official, who said that there are 
still uncertainties in how septic systems for these facilities will be managed and that the City 
could limit manufacturing to areas with access to sewer services. Preiner suggests moving 
both cultivation and manufacturing out of the Lake Drive districts, and into the Freeway 
Corridor. Carver-Quinn agrees that this would create a bigger tax-base from the businesses. 
Johnson states that it is unlikely that any of these businesses, including cultivation, would 
decide to build a building, and would instead be looking for an existing building to move 
into. He states that Columbus does not have a lot of existing buildings to choose from. The 
Planning Commission and City Council agree through consensus to limit Cultivation and 
Manufacturing to the Light Industrial and General Business districts and out of the Lake 
Drive area. Johnson clarifies that Mezzo-businesses are also allowed to cultivate and 
manufacture, and the Planning Commission and City Council agree to limit such businesses 
to the Light Industrial and General Business. 
 
Wood explains that modern cannabis cultivation is done almost exclusively through 
hydroponics that utilize water recycling and are do not require a large amount of water. 
However, there are still concerns with waste disposal, which access to a sewer system 
would eliminate. Johnson suggests moving medical businesses to the Freeway Corridor as 
well, and the Planning Commission and City Council agree. Johnson asks if the remaining 
businesses in the Lake Drive area should be limited to the C/I Light district. Wagamon, 
Bobick and Hanegraaf say that they think that it would be better in the C/I Light district, on 
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the west side of Lake Drive. Hegland suggests adding testing facilities to the Freeway 
corridor, as there is limited information on their processes, and they might also require 
sewer. The planning Commission and City Council agree.  
 
Johnson asks if they think the Temporary Event Permit could be allowed in the C/I Light 
district. Hanegraaf asks if this could be similar to a wedding venue, where an applicant 
specifically designs a building to host these events. Johnson says that there is nothing in the 
statue stating how many of these events we have to allow, so the City can potentially limit 
it. Busch states that he has some concerns about odor. Johnson states that they can ban on-
site consumption, however it is unclear if smoking flower is already prohibited. Wagamon 
says that she would not mind having an event every year, but she is against having one 
every month. Hegland states that our current event licensing is already a restrictive process, 
and asks if these cannabis events would have to go through the same process. Johnson 
states that statute is unclear on how these are processed, but at this point, it seems as 
though they would go through our usual process. He is unsure if the City has the authority 
to cap the number of these events per year. The Planning Commission and City Council 
agree through consensus to limit cannabis event permits to the freeway corridor. 
 
The Planning Commission and City Council agree through consensus to not allow any 
cannabis businesses in the Mixed-Use High Density (MU-H) district. Johnson suggests adding 
Mezo-Businesses to the General Business and Light Industrial zoning districts, as it has been 
removed from the Lake Drive area. The Planning Commission and City Council agrees.  
 
Johnson addressed the concerns regarding increasing water-usage and the eventual need 
for a water tower and treatment facility. He states that its something all communities have 
to go through, and if we get a few more large users on our system, it is something that the 
City will have to start budgeting for. Johnson also advocates for allowing these cannabis 
businesses to be permitted through a conditional use permit rather than an interim use 
permit, which was discussed briefly at the previous discussion.  

 
9. PUBLIC OPEN FORUM Nothing at this time. 

 
10. PLANNER COMMISSIONER’S REPORT Nothing at this time. 

 
11. PLANNING & ZONING TECH REPORT Nothing at this time.  

 
12. ADJOURN Motion Wood. Second Wendell. Motion carried with all in favor. Meeting 

adjourned at 9:09 p.m. 
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Respectfully Submitted: Recording Secretary Eleanor Hahn. 


