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Planning Commission 
 

AGENDA – REGULAR MEETING 
6:00 p.m., September 19, 2022 

 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

2. ROLL CALL (Quorum is 4)  
 

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA (Unanimous additions required)  
 

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
A. Planning Commission Minutes of June 20, 2022 

 
5. PUBLIC COMMENTS 

 
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
A. Site Plan Application for 600 Central Ave 

 
7. REPORTS OR COMMENTS: Staff, Chair, & Commission Members 

 
8. ADJOURNMENT  

 



 

 

OSSEO PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 
REGULAR MEETING 

June 20, 2022 
 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

The regular meeting of the Osseo Planning Commission was called to order by Chair 
Mueller at 6:00 pm, Monday, June 20, 2022. 

 
2. ROLL CALL 
 

Present:  Commission members Dee Bonn, Kenny Nelson, Michael Olkives, Kerstin Schulz, 
and Chair Ashlee Mueller 
 
Absent:  Commission members Deanna Burke and Chris Carrigan. 

   
Others present: Community Management Coordinator Joe Amerman 
 

3. APPROVAL OF AGENDA  
 

A motion was made by Bonn, seconded by Schulz, to approve the Agenda as presented.   
The motion carried 5-0. 
 

4. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

A.  Approve April 18, 2022, Minutes 
 
A motion was made by Schulz, seconded by Olkives, to approve the April 18, 2022, 
minutes.   The motion carried 5-0. 
 

5. PUBLIC COMMENTS  
 
 Chair Mueller advised this is the time for public comments for items that are not on the 

agenda for tonight’s meeting. There were no comments from the public. 
 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS  
  

A. District Regulation Change Application  
 

 Amerman stated Vinay Mehta, owner of 204 Central Ave, is applying to have ‘Assembly 
Space’ added as a use in the Central Business District. ‘Assembly Space’ being defined as a 
‘building used in part or in whole for the gathering together of persons for such purposes 
as deliberation, entertainment, amusement, or awaiting transport’. While this particular 
application is motivated by an empty 1,200 sq ft space at 204 Central that the applicant 
would like to use as a religious gathering space, approval of ‘assembly space’ as a use 
would allow for a broader range of potential gatherings. The intent of the Central Business 
District is to “accommodate central business type uses that include joint-use parking areas 
and business uses primarily oriented to the walking public”. While ‘Assembly Space’ does 
not seem to be a good fit with that stated intent, there are number of uses listed as 
permitted or conditional uses which could be considered as precedents. These include:  



  Osseo Planning Commission 06.20.22 
 

2 | P a g e  

 

 
•  Public and semi-public facilities serving all or portions of the city, such as municipal 

offices, library, and post office.  
•  Essential service structures.  
•  Private institutions (e.g., convalescent housing, infirmaries, nurseries, and schools).  

 
Amerman reported though this is the first instance of an owner-initiated change to the 
zoning ordinance, it must pass the same kind of informal tests that any city-initiated change 
would. Namely, does the proposed use fit with the character of the district. Will it create 
hardships for existing businesses and uses. To answer these the city often relies on 
guidance laid out in the city’s 2040 Comp Plan, but on this particular use there is little 
relevant information contained there. If the Planning Commission does choose to 
recommend approval, it will have to make a further distinction, whether to recommend 
inclusion as a permitted use or a conditional use. 

 
 A motion was made by Olkives, seconded by Bonn, to open the Public Hearing at 6:11 

p.m.   The motion carried 5-0. 
 

Vinay Mehta, 204 Central Avenue property owner, stated he was the applicant. He 
explained he was available for comments or questions from the Commission.  

 
 A motion was made by Schulz, seconded by Bonn, to close the public hearing at 6:13 p.m.   

The motion carried 5-0. 
 
Olkives asked if this change would apply to the entire Central Business District. Amerman 
stated this would be the case, noting this would be a conditional use and would require 
review and approval from the Planning Commission and City Council.  
 
Mueller questioned if this would impact the amount of taxes paid for properties that were 
changed to ‘Assembly Space’.  Amerman indicated he did reach out to the County 
Assessor’s office and he had not received a response prior to the meeting. He anticipated 
there would be different tax implications if a commercial property were to be turned into a 
church. 
 
Nelson inquired if an infirmary was a hospital. Amerman reported this was the case.  
 
Nelson asked if an ‘Assembly Space’ CUP was granted to a multi-tenant building, could all 
of the spaces become churches.  Amerman explained the conditional use would apply to 
everyone that occupies the property. He anticipated that not every space would be able to 
comply with the City’s fire regulations and build codes in order to be considered a church.  
 
Schulz questioned if City Hall was within the Central Business District.  Amerman reported 
City Hall was considered a Public Institution and gatherings were allowed within the 
community room as a conditional use.  
 
Schulz inquired why a decision was being made now when things have been different in the 
past. Amerman indicated these were unpermitted uses in the space. He stated there were 
uses that predate the adoption of the current zoning code. He indicated the ‘Assembly 
Space’ was not a use that was currently allowed in the Central Business District.  
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Nelson asked if the city approved a gathering space for the brewery. Amerman discussed 
the approvals the brewery received, which was for a brewery and restaurant and noted 
special events would require a special event permit.  

 
 A motion was made by Nelson, seconded by Schulz, to recommend the City Council deny 

‘Assembly Space’ as a permitted or conditional use in the Central Business District.  
 
Timothy Stone, architect for Vinay Mehta, commented even though there were separate 
tenants in this building, those other spaces would have to comply with fire separation and 
other building code requirements in order to be used as ‘Assembly Space’. He reported the 
requested ‘Assembly Space’ was approximately 1,500 square feet in size. He stated he 
believed the proposed gathering space was an essential space for the current residents of 
Osseo. 
 
Bonn asked if the gathering space was on the lower level of the building. Amerman stated 
this was the case. Mr. Mehta explained the gathering space was at the back of the building 
and would be entered from the alley.  
 
Olkives questioned how many people would be using the ‘Assembly Space’ at any given 
time. Mr. Mehta stated up to 25 people could use the gathering space.  He reported he had 
five parking spaces in the rear plus public parking with numerous spaces. Amerman added 
that if the space were used for a church all off-street parking requirements in City Code 
would have to be met.  
 
Schulz clarified for the record that the matter being considered by the Commission this 
evening was a district regulation change and not a conditional use permit. 
 
Bonn indicated this business was a restaurant and she did not understand why people 
could not gather in the space.  
 
Olkives stated he was also confused and asked if there were any other permits that could 
be requested to allow gatherings. Amerman stated churches were a different type of 
activity than a restaurant and therefore had different city code requirements.   
 
Olkives questioned if the Masonic Lodge was allowed.  Amerman reported the Masonic 
Lodge and Meditation Center predates the current zoning code.  
 
Olkives stated he was concerned with what could happen in the future if this were 
approved and how it could change the Central Business District. He anticipated this change 
does not align with the Central Business District.  
 
Nelson indicated there were no other businesses requesting gathering space in the Central 
Business District.  He viewed this request as someone wanting to put a church in the 
Central Business District.  He believed the Central Business District should remain local 
restaurants and shops. He reported Osseo was a small community and over one-fourth of 
the properties in the City were already non-tax paying. 
 
Mr. Stone reported the entire building would still be taxed because the owner who owns 
the building leases out the space.  
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Nelson commented if a conditional use permit were granted, the entire building could be 
sold and turned into a church. Mr. Stone explained the way the building sits, it would be 
non-conforming for a church, along with the on street parking. He indicated this property 
would not be feasible for a church. 
 
Nelson stated it was still his opinion that this change would open a door that he believed 
should not be opened.  
 
Schulz agreed with Commissioner Nelson that the Central Business District should remain 
local businesses and restaurants. She noted there were buildings within the Central 
Business District that were large enough they could be converted into churches. For this 
reason, she supported denial of the request.  
 
Mueller questioned if any of the businesses within the Central Business District provided 
comments to staff regarding the proposed district regulation change. Amerman stated he 
received no comments. 
 
Olkives asked if letters were sent to surrounding businesses. Amerman stated the City sent 
out 140 letters to businesses within the Central Business District. He indicated these letters 
were sent on June 9, 2022. 
  
Olkives indicated whether the Commission supports or denies the request, it would still 
move onto the City Council.  Amerman reported this was the case.  
 
Mueller inquired if there was another way to go about addressing just this building versus 
the entire Central Business District. Amerman commented after having conversations with 
the City Attorney it was determined none of the other city codes address this use. 
 
Nelson stated he has given this application a lot of thought and it was hard for him to not 
support the request.  He believed that this request was not in the best interest of the City 
of Osseo.  
 
Bonn questioned if the site was used as a gathering space and not a church would this be 
allowed.  Mr. Mehta reported the people using the space were not a church, but rather 
referred to themselves as a life sanctuary.  
 
Schulz commented she was not against what was being done in the building.  She indicated 
her concerns were with changing the entire Central Business District.  She clarified that the 
letters that were sent out were mailed to property owners and not necessarily to the 
businesses.  Amerman stated this was correct, noting the property list was taken from 
Hennepin County.  
 
Nelson discussed how the Supreme Court was moving on religious cases.  He stated he 
would hate to have the City facing religious discrimination cases in the future and feared 
this may happen if the district regulation change were approved.  
 
Mueller explained she agreed with many of the comments made by Commissioner Nelson 
and stated the Commission has to consider Osseo as a whole and not just a single business 
with this request. She indicated she wanted all of the businesses and restaurants in the 
Central Business District to remain in place.  
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Bonn asked if the gatherings could be held if Mr. Mehta were to get back into the 
restaurant business. Amerman reported this would be allowed noting the property was 
zoned for a restaurant, however he cautioned the Commission from end run the zoning 
rules.  
 
Mr. Stone explained this was the reason Mr. Mehta reached out to the City and filled out 
an application for the district regulation change. He stated the request was straight 
forward and not disingenuous.  
 
Nelson indicated he feared if this change were approved, anti-sematic or other prejudiced 
hate groups would then be able to gather in the Central Business District. He thought it 
better for the City to not move in this direction.  
 
Mr. Mehta reported again that the space was not being used as a church, but rather as a 
life sanctuary. He indicated he does not determine what clothing they wear.  
 
Olkives called the question. 
 
The motion carried 4-1 (Bonn opposed).  
 

7. REPORTS OR COMMENTS: Staff, Chair & Commission Members 
 

Amerman reported youth sports were going well this summer along with the Movies and 
Music in the Park on Tuesdays. 
 
Bonn explained The Yellow Tree Theater was also hosting events every other Thursday at 
Boerboom Park and invited the public to participate. She noted the first event would be 
held on Thursday, June 23.  
 
Nelson stated at the last Planning Commission meeting a business wrote in and requested 
the City invest in a parking ramp. He noted he had discussions with staff on this and was 
told a parking ramp would cost $100,000 per space.  
 

8. ADJOURNMENT 
 

A motion was made by Schulz, seconded by Bonn, to adjourn the meeting at 7:01 pm.   
The motion carried 5-0. 

 
  
 Respectfully submitted, 
 
  
 Heidi Guenther  
 Minute Maker Secretarial  
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

Osseo Planning Commission 
Meeting Item 

 

 

Agenda Item: Site and Building Plan Application for 600-632 Central Avenue  
 
Meeting Date: September 19, 2022 
 
Prepared by: Joe Amerman, Community Management Coordinator 

 
Attachments: Site and Building Plan Approval Application 

Site Plans 
Elevations 
Public Notice Mailing List Addresses 
Public Notice Mailing List Map 

 

Policy Consideration: 
The owner of the commercial building at 332 Central Avenue is submitting a Site and Building Plan 
Approval application. 
 
Background: 
Hall Sweeney Properties is proposing to combine five properties into a single lot and redevelopment the site 
into a 143-unit apartment building at 600-632 Central Avenue. Currently there are 5 lots with uses including 
several commercial buildings, single family home, and a vacant lot. The redeveloped property will total 1.25 
acres.  
  
Zoning 
The property is zoned Edge Mixed Use (EMX) (20-40 units per acre). Multifamily residential is a permitted use. 
 
Properties to the south, east, and west are also zoned EMX and located within Osseo. Existing land uses abutting the 
east of the site are multifamily with a one additional single-family home. An assisted living facility, Benedictine Living 
Community, is located to the west across Central Avenue. A mixed-use building, commercial on first level with 
residential above, at 521 Central Ave, is located to the south across 6th Street. A church within Brooklyn Park city 
limits is to the north, across County Road 30 (93rd Avenue) 
 
Comprehensive Plan  
The property is guided Edge Mixed Use (20-40 units per acre); multifamily residential is a designated use.  
 
The 2040 Comprehensive Plan highlights the subject property as a priority redevelopment site by the Osseo EDA.  
 
Density 
One of the issues raised by the project is site density. The Comprehensive Plan and City Code designate the site 
having a density range of 20-40 units per acre. The project has 143 units on a combined 1.25-acre site, meaning the 
density is 114.4 units/ acre. There is an exception found within both documents relating to an increase in project 
density. Specifically, the Code states: “ higher densities may be considered when, in the discretion of the City 
Council, the development proposal provides a compelling public benefit and/or advances the land use or housing 



objectives of the comprehensive plan. “ The language in the comprehensive plan is similar. Staff has included the 
following land use and housing objectives taken from the comprehensive plan bolster the reasons for an increase in 
site density: 
 

• Land Use Objective 2: Encourages redevelopment that brings more residents and activity to downtown 
through higher residential densities and increased lot coverages. 

• Land Use Objective 7: Create a downtown area that provides a healthy and compatible mix of uses, including 
retail services, institutional, residential, office, and open space. 

• Land Use Objective 9: Promote the development of a wide range of new housing types that meet the 
community’s lifecycle housing needs.  

• Housing Objective 24: Support housing redevelopment projects that contribute to providing housing for a 
wide range of household types, including larger families, younger families, older residents, and single 
person households, both ownership and rental.  

• Housing Objective 26: Encourage enclosed parking that is incorporated into the residential building rather 
than separate parking structure. 
 

The proposed plan would meet requirements of the City Code and Comprehensive Plan if the City Council makes a 
finding that the increased density provides a compelling public benefit and advances land use and housing 
objectives found within the adopted comprehensive plan.  
 

Lot Standards 
The proposed development has a 26,558 SF building footprint with 106,232 SF of gross floor area. The 
following table compares the EMX ordinance development standards versus the proposal. 
 

Lot Standards EMX District Proposed 

Height (max.) 65 FT 47 FT, 4 stories 

Lot Area (min.) 7,200 SF 54,802 SF 

Lot Width (min.) 50 FT 314 FT 

Front Yard Setback 10 FT max.  8 FT (Central Ave) 
 

Corner Side Yard Setback 10 FT max. 10 FT, 2 IN*(County Road 
30) 

6 FT (6th Street) 

Rear Yard Setback None 15.5 FT 

Parking Setback from 
ROW & Residential Uses 

10 FT 18.6 FT (ROW) 
15.4 FT (Residential to 

east) 

Impervious Surface None 80% 

 
The proposed plan meets all lot standards. Based upon the plans submitted the corner side yard setback along County 
Road 30 is very slightly over the 10’ maximum building setback (2 inches). This slight increase is acceptable due to its 
location adjacent to a busy county road. There is no special setback requirement for a multifamily building from adjacent 
residential uses.  

 

Parking 
City Code normally requires 1.75 parking spaces per dwelling unit for multifamily buildings. This means in traditional 
multifamily buildings 250 parking stalls would be required. However, the EMX district provides a parking exception 
where only 1 parking space is needed per unit. There are 143 units, therefore 143 parking stalls are required. Plans 
propose 154 underground stalls and 47 surface stalls for a total of 201 stalls. Numerically, the development satisfies 
parking requirements.  



 
However, dimensional requirements are not met. The ordinance requires parking stalls to be 9’x20’ and a total of 
300 sq ft of storage and maneuvering area, including access drives. The surface parking lot has stalls that appear to 
be 9’x18’ or 8’ x 16’ with 24’ access aisles. It appears that within the parking ramp the parking stalls are the same 
size as in the surface lot, with the exception that the applicant is proposing some 30.75’ in length tandem stalls. 
These would be very undersized for parking of two vehicles. The applicant should provide more clear information 
about parking stall size and how they intend to have circulation in all parking areas, particularly in the parking ramp.  

 
Parking must be located to the rear of the building and should not be visible from public right of way per 
City Code. The proposed plan shows surface parking to the rear of the building but can still be viewed from 
6th Street. It would be difficult to not have parking visible from any public view given the site fronts public 
right of way on three sides. Screening from adjacent residential uses to the east could be improved. The 
proposed landscaping plan provides for a berm with shrubs and a few trees to buffer the parking lot with 
the rear property line. Staff suggests the developer adds additional, more significant vegetation along the 
bermed area.  

 
City Code requires bicycle parking of at 1 space per 4 units and 50% of them shall be covered or enclosed. 
At least 36 bicycle spaces are needed. Bicycle parking is proposed on the south side of the building. 
Additional information is needed as plans do not disclose the number of bicycle spaces in total on site.  
 
Access 
Vehicular access for the site is from a single access point located off of 6th Street. The existing survey 
shows a small access apron off County Road 30 on the northeast portion of the site. This apron will be 
removed and no future access is allowed from County Road 30. The proposed access is roughly 80 feet 
from the adjacent apartment building access further east on 6th Street.  
 
Landscaping and Green Space 
Tree replacement is needed at 50% per caliper inches of significant trees removed. 164 caliper inches are 
proposed to be removed therefore requiring 82 caliper inches to be replaced. The proposed landscaping 
plan shows 50 significant trees to be planted with a minimum size of 2.5 caliper inches per tree. Total 
caliper inches being replaced is 125 which exceeds the requirement. 
 
The site will have landscaped buffers between sidewalks and the building. There will also be a landscaped 
berm separating the property from the residential uses to the east. The proposed landscaping plan meets 
ordinance requirements, however; as mentioned the parking lot screening to the east and south should be 
enhanced.  
 
Architecture 
The proposed building will be 4-stories with the top floor being recessed along Central Avenue and around 
the corner to 6th Avenue. This will reduce the “canyon” effect that a 4 story building could create if located 
close to the road for its entire height. The building is not recessed in the northwest corner, adjacent to 93rd 
street or in the east, where the building is not immediately adjacent to existing developed properties. 
There are several adjacent multistory buildings generally consistent with the proposed building from a 
height perspective and also have front façade undulation, so the Central Avenue facades have variation 
and visual interest. There appears to be no exterior material requirements for multifamily buildings. 
Exterior materials proposed to be used include a mix of aluminum, brick masonry, metal siding, cast stone, 
wood printed metal panels, fiber cement panels, and composite windows. Colors include a mix of brown, 
tans, and beige. These materials would be acceptable per City Code for new developments in commercial 
areas.  
 
Utilities 
The City engineer is working with the applicants representatives to modify the plans to address utility 
comments and bring the proposal into compliance with the regulations and design practices. It is not 
anticipated that any of the issues raised will significantly affect the project or require significant changes to 



the site plan.  
 

Trash Enclosure 
Trash area will be enclosed between the common area and parking lot where it will be accessible for 
pickup from the parking lot. Trash plan meets requirements.  
 
Signage 
No new signage is currently specified. When future signs are added, the property owner must apply for 
and receive necessary permits. 
 
Lighting 
Exterior lighting shall not be directed upon adjacent land or the public right-of-way. The proposed lighting 
plan meets this requirement.  

 
Recommended Conditions 

1. The improvements shall match the site plan submitted for approval by the City Council; 
2. Any necessary payment for SAC charges must be made prior to issuance of any building permits; 
3. The applicant shall obtain all necessary building and sign permits and pay all fees related to 

the proposed improvements; 
4. Weeds and other vegetation shall be maintained at all times in accordance with Chapter 93.38 

of the City Code; 
5. All trash shall be stored within a properly screened enclosure. 
6. The applicant shall revised the landscape plan to increase the amount of vegetation on the 

eastern berm for parking lot screening purposes.  
7. The applicant shall provide updated information regarding the amount of bicycle parking 

provided on site; both outside and within the parking garage and shall comply with the ordinance 
standards.  

8. The applicant shall provide detailed information about the parking stall sizing and how circulation 
will occur within the surface lot and parking ramp. Turning radii for large and small passenger 
vehicles should be examined.  

9. The applicant shall revised their utility plans to comply with the City Engineer comments and City 
regulations.  

10. The site plan will be valid for one year following the date of approval unless work begins toward 
completion within one year or the approval is renewed for a period of one year by the City 
Council. 

 
 

Next Step 
The Planning Commission may choose to make the following recommendation to the City Council: 

 

1. Approve the site and building plan, subject to the listed conditions of approval; 
2. Approve the site and building plan, with noted changes/as amended; 
3. Deny the site and building plan; or 
4. Table action on this item for more information. 

 
 

Next Step: 
This item will be placed on a subsequent City Council meeting agenda for consideration and approval. 



























































 

 

City of Osseo 
415 Central Avenue 

Osseo, MN  55369-1195 
P  763.425.2624     F  763.425.1111 

www.DiscoverOsseo.com 

 

Planning Commission Public Hearing 
 
 
APPLICANT: Hall Sweeney Properties 

 
REQUEST: Site and Building Plan application for the addresses listed in Location of Impact, 

to build a multi-unit apartment building. 
 

LOCATION OF IMPACT: 600 Central Ave - PID 1811921220109 
608 Central Ave - PID 1811921220110 
616 Central Ave - PID 1811921220111 
624 Central Ave - PID 1811921220112 
632 Central Ave - PID 1811921220113 
 

TIME OF HEARING: Monday, September 19, at 6:00 p.m. – Public Planning Commission Meeting 
 

HOW TO PARTICIPATE: 1) You may attend the hearing and state your comments; 
2) You may send a letter before the hearing to the City of Osseo, 415 Central 

Avenue, Osseo, MN 55369 or fax to 763-425-1111; or 
3) You may send an email to jamerman@ci.osseo.mn.us  
 

If you want your comments to be made part of the public record, your letter, email, or fax must state your first 
and last name and your address. Thank you in advance for your cooperation. 
 
ANY QUESTIONS: Please contact Community Management Coordinator Joe Amerman at 763-425-

1454  
 

You may visit City Hall (415 Central Avenue) during business hours to discuss the proposal, or visit our 
website after September 1 at http://www.discoverosseo.com/departments/planning-commission/  
 
 
Publication Date: The Press (September 8, 2022) 

NOTICE 

http://www.discoverosseo.com/
mailto:jamerman@ci.osseo.mn.us
mailto:jamerman@ci.osseo.mn.us
http://www.discoverosseo.com/departments/planning-commission/


Hennepin County Locate & Notify Map

 

0 100 20050 Feet

Date: 8/10/2022

Buffer Size: 350
Map Comments:

This data (i) is furnished 'AS IS' with no representation as to
completeness or accuracy; (ii) is furnished with no warranty  of any
kind; and (iii) is notsuitable for legal,  engineering or surveying
purposes. Hennepin County shall not be liable for any damage, injury
or loss resulting from this data.
For more information, contact Hennepin County GIS Off ice
300 6th Street South, Minneapolis, MN 55487 / gis.info@hennepin.us



48  07-119-21 33 0001
CH OF ST VINCENT DE PAUL
9100 93RD AVE N
BROOKLYN PARK MN   55445

76  12-119-22 44 0040
PHASSE IV OF MAPLE GROVE LLC
9340 FAIR WAY N
MAPLE GROVE MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0122
STEEPLE POINTE
C/O BENEDICTINE HEALTH
6499 UNIVERSITY AVE NE #300
MINNEAPOLIS MN   55432

88  13-119-22 11 0126
ALAN E & PAMELA S PICKWELL
601 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN  55369

88  13-119-22 11 0127
KEITH ALEXANDER PAGE
603 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0128
JACLYN RACHELLE RICE
607 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0129
GEOFREY W BINDEWALD
KATIE M LUEHNE
609 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN  55369

88  13-119-22 11 0130
LINDSEY ANN BYE
613 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0131
SHANNON KRIZKA
615 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0132
DANIEL A & HEIDI L MCGEE
600 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN  55369

88  13-119-22 11 0133
SARAH MCNEIL
602 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0134
KAY L SQUIERS
604 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN  55369

88  13-119-22 11 0135
AUSTIN JEFFREY MITCHELL
606 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0136
SHARI L MATHENA
608 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN  55369

88  13-119-22 11 0137
EVON VAH & BLESSING VAH
610 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN  55369

88  13-119-22 11 0138
LAURA ELIZABETH SNYDER
JAMES SNYDER
612 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0139
COLLEEN M SLATTERY
614 1ST AVE N W
OSSEO MN   55369

88  13-119-22 11 0140
DIANE CREPEAU
616 FIRST AVE N W
OSSEO MN  55369

88  13-119-22 11 0142
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0143
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0144
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0145
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0146
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0147
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0148
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0149
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0150
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0151
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0152
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0153
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412



88  13-119-22 11 0154
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0155
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0156
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0157
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0158
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0159
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0160
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0161
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0162
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0163
PRIME HOLDINGS LLC
C/O DAVID VONDRACHEK
4347 UPTON AVE N
MINNEAPOLIS MN  55412

88  13-119-22 11 0166
MAGELLAN INV PTNRS LLC
ATTN  DAVID LEVIN
225 COLUMBUS N  STE 100
CHICAGO IL   60601

88  13-119-22 11 0167
MAGELLAN INV PTNRS LLC
ATTN  DAVID LEVIN
225 COLUMBUS N  STE 100
CHICAGO IL   60601

88  18-119-21 22 0002
ANTONIO JOHNSON
KIYOMI JOHNSON
608 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0003
JEFFREY KAITZ & SARAH KAITZ
902 13TH AVE SW
ABERDEEN SD 57401

88  18-119-21 22 0004
NICOLAS MCBRIDE
116 7TH ST N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0005
MICHAEL THOMAS ENTINGER
SAMANTHA RUTH ENTINGER
632 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0007
MARVIN E MILLER JR
508 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0008
DANIEL MELAND
516 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0009
RONALD P & BARBARA J PEEHL
524 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0109
RAINS PROPERTIES LLC
624 CENTRAL AVE
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0110
JASON ERICKSON
608 CENTRAL AVE
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0111
ZACHARY P LAWRENCE
616 CENTRAL AVE
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0112
RUSH CREEK MEADOWS LLC
624 CENTRAL AVE
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0113
RUSH CREEK MEADOWS LLC
624 CENTRAL AVE
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0116
JASON GIESE
617 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0117
WILEY ENTERPRISES INC
315 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0118
WILEY ENTERPRISES INC
315 1ST AVE NE
OSSEO MN  55369

88  18-119-21 22 0145
JEFFREY J & VICKIE L MURPHY
606 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369

88  18-119-21 22 0147
3 RIVERS ROBBINSDALE LLC
5025 JONQUAIL LA N
PLYMOUTH MN   55442

88  18-119-21 22 0148
KAREN R BRODEN
600 1ST AVE N E
OSSEO MN   55369



88  18-119-21 22 0150
APARTMENTS ON 1ST LLC
6909 WINNETKA AVE N
BROOKLYN PARK MN   55428

88  18-119-21 22 0152
REALIFE COOPERATIVE OF OSSEO
12 6TH ST N E
OSSEO MN   55369
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