
From: 

Leal Segura and Tim Parkin 

810 60th Ave SW

Rochester, MN 55902

To:

Rochester Planning Commission

Rochester Township Clerk

Re: Steve Connelly Property

To whom it may concern,

We are the property owners who live adjacent to Steven Connelly’s property. This property has been in 
our family for 45 years.  We have concerns regarding the development that we would like to bring to the 
a�en�on of the planning commission and township clerk. We are concerned about the descrip�on of the 
property line, the poten�al for devalua�on of our own property, and the proposed development of what 
has long been considered “unbuildable” land prone to flooding, which is now home to incredible wildlife, 
including dozens of herons and bald eagles.   

Our eastern property line is adjacent to Mr. Connelly’s western property line. In 2016, our property was 
surveyed by Joel Thoreson Land Surveying. Mr. Thoreson’s report indicates that the sec�on containing 
both proper�es has historically been considered a frac�onal sec�on, and that there are problems with 
the legal descrip�ons of property within this par�cular frac�onal sec�on. 

The legal descrip�on of each property was based on the assump�on that each quarter was 80 acres; 
however, the total sum of this par�cular frac�onal sec�on is 5-6 acres short.  Mr. Thoreson also indicated 
that Mark Severtson, current Olmsted County Surveyor, noted similar problems in the area in 2015, 
when he also surveyed the land (as an employee of WSB and Associates). At that �me, Mr. Severtson 
a�empted to propor�on land equally to absorb the 5-6 acres missing from this sec�on. 

We have no�ced that our survey marks and Mr. Connelly’s survey marks do not agree. There is more 
than 9 feet of discrepancy along the en�re east/west border. We believe that all par�es should be 
treated fairly as we work towards resolving this issue. Further, we believe that this error should be 
corrected before any land decisions are made that will impact homeowners—especially considering the 
proposed road and formal decisions regarding the required set-back. 

We have contacted Ohly Law office for representa�on, and have a mee�ng scheduled on February 16th. 
We ask that any decisions regarding these proper�es are suspended un�l a�er we have a chance to seek 
legal counsel. 

Addi�onally, we feel we must emphasize the drama�c nature of recent flooding in the area. For example, 
in 2019, we sustained two significant flooding incidents that caused the Cascade Creek to overflow its 



banks. This creek runs through ours and Mr. Connelly’s property. We suffered drama�c land and building 
damage. The floodwaters washed out our driveway, which cost more than $90,000 to replace. Our barn 
was flooded and the interior needed replacement. Sadly, one of our goats drowned when the water 
traveled hundreds of yards inland. Lot number 10 of Mr. Connelly’s land is in this flood plain and was also 
impacted by the floods. We are concerned that any future owners of this property will incur similar 
damage from soil and land disrup�on. 

We are like most homeowners who live in rural areas of the county. We have treasured the privacy of 
this large acreage lot, without adjoining subdivisions. Mr. Connell’s land proposal would, in essence, put 
a road and development in our backyard. We can’t help but look at the dozens of herons’ nests, perched 
exactly above where this road would lie, and worry that this proposed development will rip away the 
privacy and land value that this homestead has accumulated over the last 45 years in our family. 

We ask the Rochester Township, comprised of people elected to look out for the best interest of those 
residing in this area and tasked as stewards of this incredible landscape, to not allow Mr. Connelly’s 
subdivision, as proposed, to be built. 

Sincerely, 

Leal Segura and Tim Parkin  


