Cty of Sheboygan C3RKCF4F3F86
2021- 06- 16
Cl TY OF SHEBOYGAN
ZONI NG BOARD OF APPEALS

June 16, 2021

1. OPEN NG OF MEETI NGVEMBERS PRESENT: Don Gerber, Richard Linde, Ed Surek

Kevi n Sanpson, Don Cvetan, and Keeli JohnsonMEMBERS UNEXCUSED:

Nancy Mari ngSTAFF/ OFFI Cl AL PRESENT: Buil ding I nspector Jeffrey Lutzke

Manager of Pl anning & Zoning Steve Sokol owski

1.1 Call to Oder

Chair Don Cerber called the neeting to order

1.2 Pl edge of Allegiance

The Pl edge of Allegiance was recited.

1.3 Identify potential conflict of interest.

No committee nenber had a conflict of interest.

2. M NUTES

2.1 Approval of the Zoning Board of Appeal mnutes from May 19, 2021.

Motion by Ed Surek, second by Kevin Sanpson to approve. Mtion carried.

3. | TEM5 FOR DI SCUSSI ON AND PGOSSI BLE ACTI ON



3.1 Election of Chairperson for Board of Appeals

Moti on by Keel

Johnson, second by Richard Linde

to nom nate Kevin Sanpson as Chair of Board of Appeals. Mtion carried.

3.2 Election of Vice-Chair for Board of Appeals

Moti on by Don Gerber, second by Richard Linde

to nom nate Keeli Johnson as Vice-Chair of Board of Appeals. Mtion carried.

3.3 Variance application by Mchael Wade requesting to concrete his gravel
driveway. Currently

has 11 ' fromhouse to side lot line at 724 Grand Ave.

Applicant M chael Wade and his contractor explained the proposal and

I nformed the Board that the applicant was | ooking to raze the existing garage
and construct a new gar age.

When a new garage is constructed, the driveway nust be paved.

The home was originally constructed in the 1890 's and the existing garage is
very old and has an existing gravel driveway on the property |ine.

The driveway does not neet the required three (3) foot setback and there is
not enough room between the properties to construct a 10 foot driveway and neet
the 3 foot setback requirenent.

So the applicant is requesting to construct a
9.5 foot driveway and to continue to have the new driveway on the property line
as it already exists today.

Mar k Schi nabeck, the neighbor of the vacant undevel oped property to the west,
objected to the request.



In M. Schinabeck's opinion there were other options available to neet the
required driveway w dth and setback that included com ng fromthe uninproved
grass alley to the north and the property on the east side of M. Wade's | ot.

M. Schi nabeck provided draw ngs reflecting his opinions to the Board.

M . Schi nabeck has owned the property for nmany years and stated he plans on
buil ding his retirenment hone on this |ot, however, he provided no tineframe for
such construction to take pl ace.

Al t hough the gravel driveway is there now, M. Schinabeck believes paving this
driveway indicated it could inpact how he m ght develop his property in the
future

Di scussi on took place regarding noving the driveway over once it got past the
nort hwest corner of M. Wades house where there was nore yard avail able to nove
the driveway over in order to minimze the inpact along M. Schinabeck's

property.
M. Wade had no objection to such a proposal.

After a significant anmount of discussion and testinony, the board indicated
that there appears to be several property issues such as street trees, property
trees, structures, overhead power |ines and poles,

etc.that inpact the |location of a driveway on this property.

The board did not believe the proposed driveway woul d i npact the adjoining
nei ghbors especially since sonme of the driveway wll now neet the three (3) foot
pavi ng set back.

Motion by Don Cerber, second by R chard Linde to approve with the foll ow ng
conditions: Driveway was approved as presented subject to the applicant neeting
the mninmnumthree (3) foot paving setback starting 10 feet north of the

nort hwest corner of the house (the driveway shall neet the m ninmum 3 -f oot
setback in all areas 10 feet north of the northwest corner of the house). Prior
to building permt issuance, the applicant shall resubmt the survey show ng
exactly where the driveway is proposed to be |ocated including how the proposed
driveway is neeting this three (3) foot setback requirenment. The driveway needs
to be pitched properly so that it drains out to the road and not on nei ghboring
properties.Roll call vote: Aye: Don Cerber, Richard Linde, Ed Surek,

Kevi n Sanpson, and

Don Cvetan; Nay: Keeli Johnson



Mbtion carri ed.

3.4 Variance application by Alejandro Al varez requesting to build a 6 ' high
fence within their required street yard at 2304 S 9 th Street.

Motion by Keeli Johnson, second by Don Gerber to approve subject to the
followi ng condition: Fence type nust be vinyl or shadow box. Design should be
submtted to and revi ewed/ approved by Buil ding |Inspector prior to permt

I ssuance. Mbtion carried.

3.5 Variance application by Mchael Haneister requesting to replacing part of
his existing driveway which is closer than 3 feet to property line (which is
al l oned) and extend the driveway an additional 9 ' which would al so be cl oser
than 3 feet to the property line at 2503 N 8 th Street.

Moti on by Don Gerber, second by Keeli John to approve

as subject to the followi ng conditions: The driveway needs to be pitched
properly so that it drains out to the road

and not on nei ghboring properties. Includes replacenent and extension of
current driveway and repl acenent of patio.Mtion carried.

3.6 Variance application by Tinothy and Debra Davis requesting to build a roof
over their porch on the front of their house. A covered porch is not allowed
within required front yards at 3723 S 16 th Street.

Motion by Keeli Johnson, second by Ed Surek to approve as presented. Mbdtion
carried.

4. ADJOURN

4.1 Motion to Adjourn.

Motion by Don Cerber, second by Ed Surek to adjourn. Mdtion carried.

Bei ng no further business, the neeting was adjourned at 4: 20 p.m



