THE REGULARLY SCHEDULED
| ROCHESTER CITY A
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MEETING
SET FOR DECEMBER 26™, 2008
HAS BEEN CANCELLED
DUE TO THERE BEING NO BUSINESS
THE NEXT MEETING IS SCHEDULED FOR
JANUARY 28™, 2008 |
AT 6:00 P.M.

IN THE CITY HALL




ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
NOVEMBER 13™, 2008

ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

THURSDAY NOVEMBER 13™, 2008
6:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL
CALL TO ORDER

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES:
October 22, 2008

OLD BUSINESS:
NEW BUSINESS:
Mary Bilby (#45-1008)
Sheryll Green (#46-1008)
James Guthrie (#49-1008)
PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
PUBLIC COMMENTS
BOARD COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT




ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
NOVEMBER 134, 2008

The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Thursday the 13™ day of November 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the
Council Chambers located within the City Hall. Chairpetson Jaspet Dulin called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. The
following members were present: Chairperson, Jasper Dulin; Executive Secretary, Greg Brown, Bob Cannedy and Pam
Fish. Also in attendance were: Director, Casi Cramer, Board Attorney, Greg Heller, and Administrative Sectetary,
Heather Redinger.

It is duly noted Vice Chairperson, John Little, was absent.

IN RE: MINUTES , October 227, 2008

Chaitperson, Jaspet Dulin asked for any additions, deletions, or cottections to be made to the October 22™, 2008,
rminutes, Being' none, Pam Fish moved to approve the October 22" 2008, Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals
minutes as written. Greg Brown seconded the motion. Motion cattied as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, Bob Cannedy
and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

IN RE: OLD BUSINESS
“tis duly noted there was no Old Business.
IN RE: NEW BUSINESS MARY BILBY (#45-1008)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE
Mary Bilby, Docket #BZA 45-1008, Development Standard Variance. Ms. Bilby is tequesting a development standard
variance of twenty-one (21°) feet off the required front yard setback for the purpose of constructing a new porch onto
the front of her home located within the R1 District at 1115 Pontiac Street, Rochester, IN. (see attachment A).
Executive Director, Casi Cramer explained Mrs. Bilby’s existing home sits approximately 6’ off the right- of way; the
required front yard setback is twenty-five (25’) feet. The proposed potch will be approximately 4 X 10’ and will set
approximately four (4’) feet from the right-of-way. Therefore a variance of 217 off the required front yard setback is
requested. Casi also explained Mrs. Bilby’s home is one of the oldest located on this block and had a dilapidated porch
apptoximately 10’ x 42’ which was torn down.

Jasper Dulin asked if Mrs. Bilby had anything further to add.

Mrs. Bilby stated her son would be doing all of the work; he had already replaced the sidewalk and curbside. The new
porch would just be for cover over the front doot.

Jasper Dulin then asked for any Board comments.
Yam Fish stated the improvements look nice on the home.

Jasper stated it was an improvement in the neighborhood.
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\jeing no further Board comments, Jasper Dulin then opened the public hearihg.

Being no one to speak in favor or oppose the petition, Jasper Dulin closed the public heating.

Jaspet Dulin then enteztained a motion regarding the petition. Bob Cannedy moved to approve, Mary Bilby, Docket
#BZA 45-1008, requesting a development standard variance of twenty-one (21°) feet off the required front yard setback

for the purpose of a constructing a new potch onto the front of her home located within the RT District at 1115
Pontiac Street, Rochestet, IN. Pam Fish seconded the motion.

The Board members then proceeded to fill out theit Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled B).

Greg Brown Yesa
Pam Fish Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

Motion to approve, Maty Bilby, Docket #BZA 45-1008, requesting a development standard variance of twenty-one
(21} feet off the required front yard setback for the purpose of a constructing a new potch onto the front of her home
located within the R1 District at 1115 Pontiac Street, Rochester, IN. Passed with fout votes being in favor and no one

opposing.

;N RE: NEW BUSINESS - SHERYLL GREEN (H46-1008)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Sheryll Green, Docket #BZA 46-1008, Development Standard Variance. Mrs. Green is requesting three development
standard vatiances of thirteen (13”) feet off the required front yard setback on 14™ Street, seventeen (17°) feet off the
required front yard setback on Elm Street and three (3’) feet off the required side yard setback for the purpose of a
constructing a new porch onto the front of her home located within the R1 District at 423 E 14" Street, Rochester, IN.
(see attachment C).

Executive Director, Casi Cramer explained Ms. Green’s existing home sits on the cotner of Elm Street and 14" Street;
therefore, she has two front yard setbacks. The required mininmum front yard setback is twenty-five (25°) feet. The
proposed potch will set approximately twelve (12°) feet from the right-of-way (ROW) of 14™ Street and approximately
cighteen (18”) feet from the right-of-way (ROW) of Elm Street. Thetefore she is tequesting a vatiance of thitteen (13°)
feet off of the required front yard setback and seventeen (17°) feet off the required front yard setback. The minimum
required side yard setback is ten (107) feet and the ptoposed potch will set approximately seven (7’) feet off the west
side yard, therefote a vatiance of three (3"} feet off the required side yard setback is requested.

Jaspet Dulin asked if Ms. Green had anything further to add.

Ms. Green stated she had spoke to the neighbors to the west of her lot and they did not have an issue with the new
potch.

aspet Dulin then asked for any Board comments.

Jaspet stated it was an improvement in the neighborhood.




ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
NOVEMBER 13™, 2008

| \‘Eeing no further Board comments, Jasper Dulin then opened the public hearing.

Being no one to speak in favor or oppose the petition, Jasper Dulin closed the public hearing.

Jasper Dulin then entettained a motion regarding the petition. Pam Fish moved to apptove, Shetyll Green, Docket
#BZA 46-1008, requesting three development standatd variances of thirteen (13°) feet off the required front yard
setback on 14" Street, seventeen (17°) feet off the required front yard setback on Elm Street and three (3°) feet off the
required side yard setback for the putpose of a constructing a new porch onto the front of her home located within the

R1 District at 423 E 14" Street, Rochester, IN. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion.

The Board members then proceeded to fill out theit Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled D).

Greg Brown Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

Motion to approve, Shetyll Green, Docket #BZA 46-1008, requesting three development standard vatiances of thirteen
(13%) feet off the required front yard setback on 14™ Street, seventeen (17’) feet off the tequired front yard setback on
Elm Street and three (3) feet off the requited side yard setback for the purpose of a constructing a new potch onto the
front of her home located within the R1 District at 423 E 14" Street, Rochester, IN. Passed with four votes being in
favor and no one opposing,

| IN RE: NEW BUSINESS JAMES GUTHRIE (#49-1008)
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL

M. James Guthrie Docket (#49-1008) is tequesting an administrative appeal of an administrative decision tegarding an
8 x 20° storage container he placed upon his propetty located within the Lake Residential District (R3) at 2804 Manitou
Park Road, Rochestet. (see attachment )

Casi explained the Fulton County Zoning Ordinance Article 5, Section 5-4.7 Parking Standards (PI), PK-03, states:
No vehicle ot tractor/trailer/semi trailer/railcar of any type may be used for the purpose of personal storage.

Casi then stated Mt, Guthrie was sent a violation letter dated August 13% 2008 explaining the use of a storage
catgo/trailer container is prohibited in the Residential Districts. Mr. Guthtie did not tespond to this initial warning
letter, and was sent a $50 fine letter dated on September 30", 2008. Mr. Guthrie responded to the violation letter dated
September 30", 2008 via e-mail.

Jaspet Dulin asked Mr. Guthrie if he had anything further to add. He stated his attorney, Ted Waggoner, would be
representing him. Mr. Waggoner stated it may be approptiate for the Board membets to go to M. Guthrie’s property
and take a look at the building, :

All Board membets stated they have been to the property to look at the building previous to the meeting.

(At Waggoner stated the building is an actual storage building; there is nothing about the building that would make it a
“trailer. He then handed the Board members a copy of the definition of a trailer, from a dictionaty and a law dictionaty.
(see attachment F) He then explained a trailer is built to be transportable, this building is not transportable or a cargo
type container. He stated the building has been at Jobsite for a period of time before Mr. Guthrie had moved it onto his
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:%Zexsonal ptoperty. He again stated it is in no way designed to be a trailer; it has never had wheels or permits from the
Depattment of Transpottation for any kind of movement. It was designed to be a storage building, the only thing
similar to the cargo containets ate the extetiots lines, but that does not constitute making it something it is not. He then
stated it was referred to in the first violation letter as a cargo trailer.

Jasper then stated his undesstanding was Mr. Guthrie did not receive the first letter.

Ms. Waggoner stated Mr. Guthrie did not receive the first letter, he had first seen it when he received a copy of Casi’s
report. He then stated in the ordinance under Article 5, Section 4 it states in the R3 District accessoty structutes ate
permitted. If you notice this property is not a lakeside lot it is actually across the street. He then tead the definition of
an accessory building ot structute from the Zoning Ordinance and stated that Mr. Guthzie’s building complies with the
definition (see attachment F). He then reads the definition of a cargo trailer from the Indiana Codes for motor vehicles;
defines trailer: a vehicle without motive power designed for catrying persons or property, and designed for being drawn
by a motor vehicle. Mr. Guthrie’s building does not fit those qualifications; it was not designed to be drawn by a motot
vehicle. He then stated Mr. Guthrie has photos from the sttuctute being built in the late 1980’s at Jobsite.

Jaspet asked Mr. Guthrie if the structure had holes in the cotnets.

Mr. Guthrie stated it does not have holes in the cotners; it has lifting holes fot fork lifts on the sides.

Mt. Waggonert stated it is the Board’s responsibility to determine M. Guthrie’s building is not a cargo trailer.

- Tasper asked the Board for any comments.

Bob Cannedy asked Casi how this building came to her attention.

Casi Cramer stated a neighbot had called and complained.

Pam Fish asked Casi what her thoughts wete when she received the complaint.

Casi stated the complaint was a storage container had been placed on this property, when she went to investigate; it
appeared to her to be a shipping container. She then stated her interpretation came from Article 5, Section 5-4.7
Parking Standards (PK), PIX-03, which states: No vehicle or tractot /trailer/semt trailer/railcar of any type may be used
for the putpose of personal storage. She then stated the building does not fit with the characteristics of any residential

district, much less the Lake Residential District.

Pam Fish stated she agreed with Casi and the Plan Commission had pteviously discussed the issues of the cargo
containers as well. She stated it looks like a cargo container and not a shed for the residential district.

Greg Brown asked the age of the shed.
Mr. Guthtie stated it is over 20 years old.

Jasper Dulin stated he feels the building may not have been built to be a catgo container, but it is so similar that it
basically is one. He has had several phone calls from the neighbors who do not want it thete. It is Not an accessory
wilding for the residential districts.

Mr. Waggonet stated Mr. Guthrie was not cited in his violation fot é.ny aesthetic guidelines, the Board couldn’t just say
they don’t like what has been done. It has to be a violation of the zoning ordinance.
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“ }lSpf:l‘ Dulin stated it is in violation as being a cargo trailer.
Mt. Waggonet stated the Boatd is willing to call it a cargo trailer even though it is not.
Jaspet stated he knows it could be used as a cargo trailer.
Mr. Waggoner stated aesthetic issues ate issues for the homeowner to establish sub-division controls in agreement of
the neighborhood; it is not a matter whete the Plan Commission steps up and says they don’t like the way something

looks.

Jasper Dulin stated the Boatd is hete to determine whether ot not the building in question is consideted a catgo
container.

Mr. Waggoner stated it is the Boards responsibility to apply the facts with the standards, he told the board Mr. Guthrie’s
building is not a catgo container and would never be a cargo container.

Jaspet Dulin asked Mr. Guthrie if he had anything further to add.

Mr. Guthrie stated he knows the building is not a catgo container. He asked if the reason they don’t like it because it is
metal, rusty and has a flat roof; there are dozens storage containers with one or more of those being used all over the

City and County.

Taspet Dulin stated he feels there is a two-patt problem; Mt. Guthrie received a fine letter and stated he did not receive
ae violation letter.

Casi stated if the letter is returned to the Plan Commission, then they know the letter was not received, but the first
violation letter was not retuined.

Jasper Dulin stated he feels the fine should be waived since Mr. Guthrie stated he did not receive the fitst letter.

Pam Fish stated she does not agree with that, because it will cause an issue with no one ever receiving the first letter.

Being no further Boatd comments, Jasper Dulin then entertained a motion. Pam Fish moved to disagtee with M.
Guthtie Docket (#49-1008) requesting an administrative appeal of an administrative decision regarding an 8’ x 20°
storage container he placed upon his propetty located within the Lake Residential District (R3) at 2804 Manitou Patk
Road, Rochester. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion. Motion cartied as follows: Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish and Jasper
Dulin all being in favor and Greg Brown opposed. Motion passed with three votes being in favor and one opposed.

The Boatd then discussed the timeline Mr. Guthtie would have to temove the building. The Boatrd agreed on 45 days.

Jasper Dulin moved to waive Mt. Guthtie’s fifty ($50) fine. Greg Brown seconded the motion. Motion catried as
follows: Bob Cannedy, Gteg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and Pam Fish opposed. Motion passed with three
votes being in favor and one opposed.

James Guthrie stated he is a firm believer in zoning and all he asks is the rules would be enforced on the rest of the
{ iolations.
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[N RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

Casi Cramer updated the Board on petmits, applications, violations, and complaints that have occutted in the Plan
Commission Office for October 2008.

IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENTS

Itis duly noted thetre were no public comments.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no Board comments.

Jaspes Dulin moved to cancel the December 26", 2008 meeting due there being no business. Bob Cannedy seconded
the motion. Motion cattied as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish. Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin all being in favor and no
one opposing

Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained a motion to
adjoutn the November 13", 2008 Rochester City Boatd of Zoning Appeals meeting. Bob Cannedy moved to adjourn
the November 13®, 2008 Rochester City Boatd of Zoning Appeals meeting at 6:55 P.M. Greg Brown seconded the

- notion. Motion cattied as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one

spposing.
CITY BOARD OF ZONING A)EALS
VLN

A LA . e

ATTEST: /GI/ 4 fZ/C / u,/, /Z{’j /f&/}’l.gf’u_{@

Heather \Redinger, Administrative S#etary
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ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 22N°, 2008
6:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL
CALL TO ORDER

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES:
August 27™, 2008

OLD BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS:
Dave Carr (#43-0908)

PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
PUBLIC COMMENTS
BOARD COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT



ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
OCTOBER 22™°, 2008

‘he Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 22 day of October 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the
Council Chambers located within the City Hall. Chairperson Jasper Dulin called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M, The
following members were present: Chairperson, Jasper Dulin; Vice Chairperson, John Little, Executive Secretary, Greg
Brown and Pam TFish. Also in attendance were: Director, Casi Cramer, Board Attorney, Greg Heller, and
Administrative Secretary, Heather Redinger.

It is duly noted Bob Cannedy was absent.

IN RE: MINUTES August 27", 2008

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin asked for any additions, deletions, or corrections to be made to the August 27", 2008,
minutes. Being none, Pam Fish moved to approve the August 27%, 2008, Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals
minutes as written. John Little seconded the motion. Motion carried as tollows: John Little, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and
Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

IN RE: OLD BUSINESS

It is duly noted there was no Old Business.

YN RE: NEW BUSINESS DAVE CARR (#43-0908)
b DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Dave Carr, Docket #BZA 43-0908, Development Standard Variance. Mr. Catr is requesting a development standard
vatiance of fifteen (157) feet off the required side yard setback and twenty-two (227) feet off the required rear yard
setback for the purpose of a 40’ X 70’ addition onto an existing pole barn, located at 449 Monticello Rd., Rochester, IN
(sce attachment A). Mr. Care’s property is located within the Industrial (IN) District.

Executive Director, Casi Cramer explained Mr. Carr’s existing pole building is 40’ X 60°, he would like to add an
additional 40” X 70. In the IN District the minimum required side yard setback is twenty-five (25") feet and the
minimum required rear yard setback is twenty-five (25") feet. Mr. Carr’s lot is 60’ X 180 and was granted a variance off
of the side yard setbacks for the existing building, thetefore a variance of 15’ off the required side yard setback is
requested. Casi also explained Mr. Catr currently would like to add an additional 48’ in length and in the future an
additional 22’ , totaling 70°, therefore a variance of 22’ off the rear yard setback is requested.

Jasper Dulin asked for any Board comments.
Pam Fish had concetns of the rear yard variance, she stated that it would only leave three (3’) feet from the property
line and she doesn’t feel that would be enough room for an emergency vehicle to get through. Pam then stated she

would like for Mr, Carr to be 15’ from the rear yard.

Mr. Carr stated he had spoke with Surveyor, Terry Weiss, about the property line location, after the 70’ addition he
would be 14’ from the rear propetty line.

R Jﬁsper Dulin stated if Mr. Carr was certain of the property line location, he would agree with being 14’ from the rear.

Pam Fish stated she was also fine the 14’ feet.
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;emg no further Board comments, and no public present other than Mr. Carr, Jasper Dulin did not open the public

hearing,

Jasper Dulin entertained a motion regarding the petition. Pam Fish moved to approve, Docket #BZA 43-0908 Dave
Carr, requesting a development standard variance being, the new construction must be built in line with the existing
building, (cannot set any closer to the side yards than the existing building) and the new construction must set at least
14’ from the rear yard, located at 449 Moaticello Road, Rochester, IN. John Little seconded the motion.

The Boatd members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled B).

John Little Yea
Greg Brown Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

Motion to approve, Docket #BZA 43-0908 Dave Carr, requesting a development standard variance being, the new
construction must be built in line with the existing building, (cannot set any closer to the side yards than the existing
building) and the new construction must set at least 14’ from the rear yard, located at 449 Monticello Road, Rochester,
IN. Passed with four votes being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

_ast Cramer updated the Board on permits, applications, violations, and complaints that have occurred in the Plan
Commission Office for September 2008,

IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no public comments.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS

It 1s duly noted there were no Board comments.

Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained 2 motion to
adjourn the October 22, 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting, John Little moved to adjourn the
October 22™, 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 6:15 P.M. Greg Brown seconded the motion.
Motion carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

\mv\,k‘l\;”

( TTEST: tyzﬂém @/Q/?Mﬂ

Heather Redinger, Admﬁistrativegéj&retéry
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ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 27", 2008
6:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL
CALL TO ORDER

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES:
June 25% 2008

OLD BUSINESS:
NEW BUSINESS:
John Molinaro (30-0708)
Rickey Myers (31-0708)
Clays Properties (32-0708)
Jetf Becker (33-0708)
PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
PUBLIC COMMENTS
BOARD COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT




ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
August 27", 2008

e

The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 27" day of August 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the
Council Chambets located within the City Hall. Chairperson Jasper Dulin called the meeting to otder at 6:00 P.M. The
following membets were present: Chairperson, Jasper Dulin; Vice Chaitpetson, John Little, Pam Fish and Bob
Cannedy. Also in attendance were: Director, Casi Cramet, and Administtative Sectetaty, Heather Redinger.

It is duly noted Executive Secretary, Greg Brown was absent.

It is duly noted Board Attotney, Greg Heller atrived at 6:50 p.m.

IN RE: MINUTES July 25", 2008

Chairperson, Jaspet Dulin asked for any additions, deletions, or cotrections to be made to the June 25™, 2008, minutes.
Being none, Pam Fish moved to approve the June 25% 2008, Rochester City Boatd of Zoning Appeals minutes as
wiitten. John Little seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish and Jasper
Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

IN RE: OLD BUSINESS

It is duly noted thetre was no Old Business.

TN RE: NEW BUSINESS JOHN MOLINARO (#30-0708)
: DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

John Molinaro, Docket #BZA 30-0708, Development Standard Variance. Mr. Molinaro is requesting a development
standatd variance of nineteen (19} feet off the required lake yard setback and four (4’) feet off the required side yard
setback for the purpose constructing a porch, located at 3003 Barrett Rd., Rochestet, IN (see attachment A). Mr.
Molinaro’s propetty is located within the Lake Residential (R3) District.

Executive Ditector, Casi Cramer explained Mt. Molinaro’s existing home sits approximately fourteen (14°) feet from the
lake yard and four (4°) feet from the east side yard. In the R3 District the requited lake yard setback is twenty-five (257)
feet and the required side yard setback is eight (8) feet. The proposed porch would be 8 X 35" and sit approximately
six (6%) feet from the seawall and four (4') feet from the east side yard. Therefote a variance of nineteen (19°) feet off the
required lake yard setback and four (4°) feet off the required side yard setback is requested.

Jaspet Dulin asked for any Board comments.
Pam Fish had concerns of the porch blocking the neighbors view.

Mt. Molinato stated he had spoke to the neighbots about the location of the roof and it would not interfere with their
view.

Jasper Dulin stated he had gone to look at the site and stated the roof would not intetfete with the neighbors view bat,
he then stated he would suggest a condition be added that the porch could nevet be enclosed.
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fSeing no further Board comments, Jasper Dulin then opened the public hearing.

Being no one to speal in favor or oppose the petiton, Jasper Dulin entertained 2 motion to close the public hearing,
Bob Cannedy moved to close the public hearing, Pam Fish seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Bob
Cannedy, Pam Fish, John Little and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

Jasper Dulin entertained a motion regarding the petition. John Little moved to approve, Docket #BZ.A 30-0708 John
Molinato, requesting a development standard variance of nineteen (19) feet off the required lake yard setback and four
(4) feet off the required side yard setback for the purpose of constructing a porch, with the condition the porch can
never be enclosed, located at 3003 Barrett Rd., Rochester, IN. Pam Fish seconded the motion.

The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled B). -1

John Little Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

Docket #BZA 30-0708 John Molinaro, tequesting a development standard variance of nineteen (19°) feet off the
required lake yard setback and four (4') feet off the required side yard setback for the putpose of constructing a porch,
with the condition the porch can never be enclosed, located at 3003 Barrett Rd., Rochester, IN. Passed with four votes
-~ heing in favor and no one opposing.

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS RICKEY MYERS (#31-0708)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Rickey Myers, Docket BZA#31-0708, is requesting a Development Standard Variance of thirteen (13) feet off the
required front yard setback, for the purpose of building a porch onto his home, within the Residential Cluster (R1)
District located at 1425 Franklin St, Rochester. (See attachment C)

Casi explained Mr. Myer’s home sits approximately twenty (20°) feet off the ROW; the required front yard setback is
twenty-five (25°) feet. The proposed porch would be approximately 8’ X 20” and will set approximately twelve (12°) feet
from the ROW. Therefore, a vatiance of thitteen (13’) feet off the required front yard setback is requested. Cast also
stated Mr. Myers would like to enclose the porch in the future.

Jasper Dulin asked if Mr. Myers had anything further to add. )

Mr. Myers had nothing further to add.

Jasper Dulin then asked for Board comments, being none he then opened the public hearing,

Being no one to speak in favor or oppose the petition, Jasper Dulin entertained a motion to close the public hearing,
Bob Cannedy moved to close the public hearing. Pam Fish seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Bob

“annedy, Pam Fish, John Little and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

Jasper Dulin then entertained 2 motion regarding the petition, Pam moved to approve, Docket #BZA 31-0708 Rickey
Myers, requesting a Development Standard Variance of thirteen (13”) feet off the required front yard setback, for the
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ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
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‘E,urpose of building a porch onto his home, within the Residential Cluster (R1) District located at 1425 Franklin St,
Rochester. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion.

The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled D).

John Little Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

"The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 31-0708 Rickey Myers, requesting a Development Standard Variance thirteen
(13) feet off the required front yard setback, for the purpose of building a porch onto his home, within the Residential
Cluster (R1) District located at 1425 Franklin St, Rochester. Passed with four votes being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS CLAY’S PROPERTIES LLC (#32-0708)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Clay’s Properties, LLC, Docket BZA#32-0708, is requesting a Development Standard Variance of an additional
seventy-six (76sf) square foot of signage allowed on his property located within the General Commercial (GC) District
at 1430 E. 9 St. Rochester. (See attachment E)

.-Casi explained the total sign arca allowed per lot, in the GC District, is 1.5 times the length of the building that faces the

' ad. Mr. Clay’s building has a total of sixty (60°) feet facing 9™ St. Mr. Clay is therefore allowed a total of atnety (90sf)
square foot of signage. She then explained Mr. Clay was allowed under the previous zoning administrator to have a
total of approximately one hundred eighty three (183sf) square foot of signage on this lot. Board Attorney, Greg Heller,
had informed Casi for the purpose of this variance the only sign requiting a variance would be the six (6sf) square foot
Portside Marina sign.

Jasper Dulin asked if Mr, Clay had anything further to add.

Mz. Clay stated the marina would like to keep the six (6sf) sign; if the business is successful then they would invest in 2
more prominent sign.

Jasper Dulin then asked for Board comments, being none he then opened the public hearing,

Terry Runkle, owner of Dairy Queen, stated he is very opposed to wooden signs, he stated they should not be allowed
in the GC District. He feels wooden signs take value away from the surrounding businesses.

Pam Fish stated she would have no problem with the sign staying, if it is only temporary.

Bob Cannedy asked if the sign could be moved on top of the existing Fastenal sign, or if a condition could be made to
remove the Fastenal sign as well.

Casi stated the only sign in question is the marina sign; all other signs on the property are grandfathered.

{

*,.nn Little stated he feels wooden signs should be not be used for businesses.
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- asper Dulin stated the sign could stay as a temporary sign for a year, after a year the sign would need to be removed

and additional 76 sf of signage would need to be made with the same material as the existing freestanding sign, or Mr.
Clay would need to come back before the Board for approval of placement and material.

Terry Runkle asked if he would be notified of that meeting date.
Casi Cramer stated Mr. Clay would not have to notify property owners of the meeting,

Jasper Dulin then added Mr. Clay would also need to notify Mr. Runkle of the meeting date.

Being no one else to speak in favor or oppose the petition, Jasper Dulin entertained a motion to close the public
hearing. Bob Cannedy maved to close the public heating. Pam Fish seconded the motion. Motion cartied as follows:
Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, John Little and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

Jasper Dulin then entertained a motion regarding the petition. Pam moved to approve, Docket #BZA 32-0708 Clay’s
Propesties LLC, requesting a Development Standard Variance an additional seventy-six (76sf) squate foot of signage
allowed on his property located within the General Commercial (GC) District at 1430 E 9" St. Rochester, with the
following conditions:
1) the 6 sf sign must be removed after a 12 month period;
2.) the additional 76 sf of signage requested, must be placed on top of Clay’s existing
freestanding sign or wall sign and use the same material;
3.) if the additional 76sf is not placed with the existing signs, M. Clay would need to come
before the Board for placement and material approval; and
4.} mform Mr. Runkle of that meeting date.

Bob Cannedy seconded the motion.

"The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled F).

John Little Nay
Bob Cannedy Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 32-0708 Clay’s Properties LLC, requesting a Development Standard Variance
an additional seventy-six (76sf) squate foot of signage allowed on his propetty located within the General Commercial
(GC) District at 1430 E 9 St. Rochester, with the following conditions:
5) the 6 sf sign must be removed after a 12 month period;
6.) the additional 76 sf of signage requested, must be placed on top of Clay’s existing
freestanding sign or wall sign and use the same material;
7.) 1f the additional 76sf is not placed with the existing signs, M. Clay would need to come
before the Board for placement and material approval; and
8,) inform Mr. Runkle of that meeting date.
Passed with three votes being in favor and one opposing,
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N RE: NEW BUSINESS JEFF BECKER (#33-0708)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Jeff Becker, Docket BZA#33-0708, is requesting a Development Standard Variance of an additional three (%) feet in
height to the maximum front yard fence height and an additional one (1’) foot in height to the maximum side yard fence
height, for the purpose of a seven (7)) foot privacy fence, as well as, the ability to place a fence in front of the primary
structure, within the Residential Cluster (R1) District located at 1812 Oakwood Dt., Rochester. (See attachment G)

Casi explained Mr. Becker’s lot sits on the corner of 18" Street and Oakwood Drive, and therefore has two front yards.
‘The maximum height for a fence in the R1 District cannot be greater than six (6) fect in the side and rear yard and
cannot be greater than four (4') feet in the front yard. Mr. Becker would like to erect a seven (7’) foot fence for privacy
in one of the front yards and both side yards, therefore a variance of an additional three (3’) feet in height to the
maximum front yard fence height and an additional one (1°) foot in height to the maximum side yard fence height. Mr.
Becker would also like to place the in fence in front of the primary structure, which the definition of 2 privacy fence
does not allow.

Jasper Dulin asked if Mr. Becker had anything further to add.

Mz. Becker stated the fence is actually six (6°) feet with the top foot being lattice; he wanted a seven (7°) foot for privacy,
as well as, security. He then added he wanted the fence on the north side of his property because of traffic and
pedestrians walking through his yard. He also stated that would be the only place for a garden and would like to have
some privacy when he and his family are in the yard. He stated the extra foot would take away the glare of the lighting
of :urroundmg businesses. He then told the board he planned to be about three (3°) fect from the utility poles off of

/8" Strect.

Jasper Dulin then asked for Board comments.

Pam Fish stated she feels the fence needs to be four (4) feet in the front yard, so it does not block the driver’s view
when pulling onto 18" street.

Jasper stated he went to look at the site and struggled with whether it would block the view from outgoing traffic,

He then suggested the option of starting the fence at the corner of the house, and continuing to the West propetty line,
instead of going out toward 18" Street.

Bob Cannedy asked how far to the north could Mr. Becker build an addition onto his home.

Casi stated Mr. Becker could build approximately eighteen (18°) feet to the north.

Bob Cannedy then stated he felt Mr. Becker could erect a seven (7’) foot fence, eighteen (18%) feet to the north and then
continue with a four (4°) foot fence.

Jobhn Little agreed with Bob Cannedy.
Mr. Becker stated he did not want to start out with a seven (7°) foot fence and then drop down to four (4) foot fence.
“he Board then discussed a four (4°) foot fence starnng at no more than 18 2 feet to the east of the northwest cornet

of the home and the seven (7°) foot fence starting in line with the side of the home. The Board also discussed the seven
(7)) foot fence to be used would have the top foot being lattice. (see attachment H)
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Being no public, other than Mr. Becker, Jasper Dulin did not open public hearing,

Jasper Dulin then entertained a motion regarding the petition. John Little moved to approve, Docket #BZA 33-0708
Jeff Becker, requesting a Development Standard Vatiance to allow a four (#) foot fence in front of the primary
dwelling, and an additional one (1) foot in height to the maximum side yard fence height for the purpose of a seven (7°)
foot privacy fence located at 1812 Oakwood Dr., with the following conditions:

1.) the four (#) foot fence cannot go out any further than cighteen and one-half (18 2) feet to

the east from the northwest corner of the house and;

2.) the top foot of the seven (7)) foot fence must be lattice.

Bob Cannedy seconded the motion.

"The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled I).

John Little Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

'The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 33-0708 Jeff Becker, requesting a Development Standard Variance to allow a
four (4) foot fence in front of the primary dwelling, and an additional one (1°) foot in height to the maximum side yard
:nce height for the purpose of a seven (7) foot privacy fence located at 1812 Oakwood Dr., with the following

conditions:

3.) the four (#) foot fence cannot go out any further than cighteen and one-half (18 V2 ) feet to

the east from the northwest corner of the house and;

4.) the top foot of the seven (7) foot fence must be lattice.

Passed with four votes being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: WAIVER OF SPECIAL EXCEPTION RENEWAL

Board Attotney, Greg Heller handed the Board a waiver from one-year renewal requirement, for the Rochester Water
Board’s approved request for the water tower, He then told the Board they needed to make a motion pertaining to the
waiver.(see attachment J)

Bob Cannedy made a motion to approve the waiver from one-year renewal requitement, for the Rochester Water
Board. Pam Fish seconded the motion. Motion catried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish and Jasper
Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

Cast Cramer updated the Board on permits, applications, violations, and complaints that have occurred in the Plan
. “ommission Office for July 2008,

Casi reminds the Board members they need to fill out their finding of facts form before they vote on any petition, if
they disagree with any question on the form they must vote against the petition.
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IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no public comments.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no Board comments,

Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained a motion to
adjourn the June 25", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting, Greg Brown moved to adjoura the June
25", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 7:00 P.M. John Little seconded the motion. Motion
cartied as follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

ROCHESTER CLEXBOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
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7 ‘
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Manitou Holdings Group (BZA#27-0508)
PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
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BOARD COMMENTS
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The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 28" day of May 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the Council
Chambers located within the City Hall, Chairperson Jasper Dulin called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. The following
members were present: Chaitperson, Jasper Dulin; Vice Chairperson, John Little, Executive Secretary, Greg Brown,
Pam Fish. Also in attendance were: Director, Casi Cramer, Board Attorney, Greg Heller and Administrative Secretary,
Heather Redinger. It is duly noted Bob Cannedy was absent.

IN RE: MINUTES May 28%, 2008

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin asked for any additions, deletions, or corrections to be made to the May 28®, 2008, minutes.
Being none, Pam Fish moved to approve the May 28", 2008, Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals minutes as
written. John Little seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and Jasper
Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: OLD BUSINESS ROCHESTER WATER BOARD
(#15-0408)

Jasper Dulin stated the Rochester Water Board was granted a Special Exception at the previous meeting, He then asked
Casi Cramer why the Water Board would have to renew the Special Exception every year.

asi Cramet stated a Special Exception expires after a one (1) year time period, if the Special Exception is not
established by that time, the petitioner would have to renew the Special Exception.

Jasper stated his concerns are the Rochester Water Board had stated the project may not take place for another five (5)
to ten (10) years, and the City is already financially invested.

Greg Heller stated he would draw up a waiver to allow the Rochester Water Board not to have to renew their Special
Exception cvery yeat, due to the fact the project would not be started right away. The Board would then vote on the
waiver at the next meeting,

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS PAUL HENDERSON (#26-0508)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Paul Henderson, Docket #BZA 26-0508, Development Standard Variance, Mr. Henderson is requesting a development
standard variance of two (2°) feet off the required lot width for the purpose of splitting a parcel to create two new lots,
located at 3124 Country Club Dr., Rochester, IN (see attachment A), Mr. Henderson’s property is located within the
Lake Residential (R3) District.

Executive Director, Casi Cramer explained the required lot width for newly created lots is equal to sixty (60°) feet in the
R3 District. Mr. Henderson’s lot is one hundred sixteen (116”) feet wide at the roadway. The proposed newly created
lots would be fifty-eight (58) feet wide. Thetefore, a variance of two (2%) feet off the required lot width is requested for
two newly created lots,

| _asi then explained she had two phone calls concerning a legally established easement adjoining this property. The
boundary of the easement was established by survey and through a recent court case. The owners of the easement want
the final survey in the record prior to the split occurting on an adjoining lot. "The caller also stated the land slopes, and
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. .""}erimeter tiles should be requited. Casi recommended to the Board that conditions are required regarding the easement
and drainage.

Jasper Dulin asked for any Board comments, being none he then asked if Mr. Henderson would like to add anything
further.

Mr. Henderson stated the drainage would be taken into consideration on both the lots if the split 1s approved.
Dave Toppen stated the plans for both the new proposed homes would have walk out basements.

Jasper Dulin entertained 2 motion to open the public hearing, Greg Brown moved to open the public hearing. Pam Fish
seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, John Little and Jasper Dulin being in favor
and no one opposing.

Carl Bloomet, 3121 Country Club Drive, stated his concerns were with the grade of land, and he wants assurance that
10 excess drainage onto his property will occur, due to the new construction. He also asked if the seawalls wete going
to be replaced.

Gloria Carvey, 3212 Country Club Drive, stated the neighbors had to go through a lawsuit to establish the lines of the
casement; she does not want the lines to be changed.

Linda Bloomer, 3121 Country Club Drive, stated some of the trees would be removed and they absorb a lot of the
_-~vater, which could also cause a problem,

Mark Smiley, Mayor, asked if drainage could be displaced adjacent to the propetty, to prevent excess drainage onto
neighboring properties.

Pam Fish stated drainage plans need to be approved.

Jasper Dulin entertained 2 motion to close the public hearing. Greg Brown moved to close the public hearing, Pam Fish
seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, John Little and Jasper Dulin being in favor
and no one opposing.

The boatd members then discussed the conditions that need to be put onto the petition. The conditions are as follows:

1.) Any and all development plans be approved by the Fulton County Drain Board. An adequate elevation study
of surrounding area will be submitted to the Fulton County Surveyor, if requested;

2) Any survey representing the newly created lots are coordinated with the existing survey of the established
easement located to the Northeast of the petition property. If the survey does not correspond with the
established survey of the ingress/egress of the existing easement, then the property ownet is responsible for the
correction, not the owners of the ingress/egress casement

~ sper Dulin entertained a motion regarding the petition. Pam Fish moved to approve, Docket #BZA 26-0508 Paul

_senderson, requesting a development standard variance of two (2°) feet off the required lot width for the purpose of
splitting a parcel to create two new lots, with the conditions stated above, located at 3124 Country Club Dr., Rochester,
IN. Greg Brown seconded the motion,

{
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I'he Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled B).

John Little Yea
Greg Brown Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

Docket #BZA 26-0508 Paul Henderson, requesting a development standard variance of two (2) feet off the required
lot width for the purpose of splitting a parcel to create two new lots, with the conditions stated above, located at 3124
Country Club Dr., Rochester, IN. Passed with four votes being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS MANITOU HOLDINGS GROUP (#27-0508)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Manitou Holdings Group, Docket BZA#27-0508, is requesting a Development Standard Variance of one (1’y foot off
the required side yard setbacks, on two individual lots, for the putrpose of building two new homes, within the Lake
Residential (R3} District located at 2010 & 2012 Wolfs Point Drive, Rochester. (See attachment C)

Cast explained each lot is forty (40°) feet wide and the requited side yard setback in the R3 District is eight (8) feet. The
proposed homes would be twenty-six (26°) feet wide and set seven (7°) feet from each side property line. Therefore, a

_ ~ariance of one (%) foot off of each side yard is requested.

j.asper Dulin asked if Manitou Holdings Group had anything further to add.

Manitou Holdings Group had nothing further to add.

Jasper Dulin then asked for Board comments, being none he then opened the public hearing,

John Yarling, 2008A Wolf’s Point Drive, stated he is very pleased to sce improvement being done to the properties.
John Little stated the drainage board should approve all plans prior to building,

Jasper Dulin entertained 2 motion to close the public hearing. Greg Brown moved to close the public hearing. Pam Fish
seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, John Little and Jasper Dulin being in favor
and no one opposing.

Jasper Dulin then entertained a motion regarding the petition. Pam moved to approve, Docket #BZ.A 27-0508, is
tequesting 2 Development Standard Variance of one (1) foot off the required side yard setbacks, on two individual lots,
for the purpose of building two new homes, with the condition all plan are approved by the Drainage Board, within the
Lake Residential (R3) District located at 2010 & 2012 Wolf's Point Drive, Rochester. John Little seconded the motion,

"The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled D).

" “hn Little Yea

teg Brown Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea
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The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 27-0508 Manitou Holdings Group, requesting a Development Standard
Variance of one (1°) foot off the required side yard setbacks, on two individual lots, for the purpose of building two new
homes, with the condition all plans ate approved by the Drainage Board, within the Lake Residential (R3) District
located at 2010 & 2012 Wolf’s Point Drive, Rochester: Passed with four votes being in favor and no one opposing.

IN RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

Casi Cramer updated the Board on permits, applications, violations, and complaints that have occurred in the Plan
Commission Office for April 2008. (See attachment E),

IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no public comments.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS

It 15 duly noted there were no Board comments.

Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entettained a motion to
adjourn the June 25", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting. Greg Brown moved to adjourn the June
25%, 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 7:00 P.M. John Little seconded the motion. Motion
carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

ATTEST:
Heather Redinger, Administrative Secretaty




ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
JUNE 25™ 2008

PLEASE SIGN IN

% Aoo ¥ M‘“??/“ 6)’“37"@‘“*’

/Q‘“& W 273 (B2 e
QM{W , SIPIR w;LF 7 .
p % A0l WP P (Y
£oond Al AAI~
/hyi\b/a/!/ ﬂ@w}( 2310 Mol ot
O aheosod D

Sm%m(\%@fmr\m 1710 £uning Rak-



ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
May 28", 2008

ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

WEDNESDAY, MAY 28™, 2008
6:00 P.M.
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I'he Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 28™ day of May 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the Council
Chambers located within the City Hall. Vice-Chairperson, John Little called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. The
following members were present: Vice Chairperson, John Little, Executive Secretary, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and Bob
Cannedy Also in attendance were: Director, Casi Cramer, Board Attorney, Greg Heller and Administrative Secretary,
Heather Redinger. It is duly noted that Chaitperson, Jasper Dulin arrived at 6:15 p.m.

IN RE: MINUTES APRIL 23, 2008

Vice-Chairperson, John Little asked for any additions, deletions, ot cotrections to be made to the April 23%, 2008,
minutes. Being none, Bob Cannedy moved to approve the April 237, 2008, Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals
minutes as written. Pam Fish seconded the motion. Motion catried as follows: Greg Brown, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish
and John Little being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: OLD BUSINESS ROCHESTER WATER BOARD
(15-0408)

It is duly noted Vice-Chairperson John Little proceeded to New Business and return to Old Business with all Board
members present.

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS JAMES BROADLEY (19-0408)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

James Broadley, Docket #BZ.A 19-0408, Development Standard Variance, two actions. Mr. Broadley is requesting two
development standard variances for the purpose of constructing a garage on property located at 540 Race St.,
Rochester, IN (see attachment A). Mr. Broadley’s property is located within the Industrial (IN) District.

Executive Director, Casi Cramer explained the side yard and rear yard setbacks in the IN District are twenty-five (257)
feet. Mr. Broadley would like build a 24’ X 24’ garage and would be removing a shed, which sits on the property line.
The proposed garage would set twelve (12°) feet off of the side and rear yards; therefore a vartance of thirteen (13°) feet
off the east side yard and rear are requested.

John Little asked for any Board comments, being none he then asked if Mr. Broadley would like to add anything
further.

Mr. Broadley stated removing the existing shed and building a new garage would improve the property value.
John Little entertained a motion to open the public hearing. Greg Brown moved to open the public hearing, Pam Pish
seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, Bob Cannedy and John Little being in favor

and no one opposing.

“sina Hofferth, stated her brother-in-law lives to the west, and she agrees removing the shed from the property line and
. _«ne new garage would improve the property.

Clayton Howard, lives on the east side of Mr. Broadley, asked if Mr. Broadley has had his property surveyed.
2
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[ r, Broadley stated he did not have his property surveyed; he measured from Mr. Howard’s property stakes.
John Little entertained a motion to close the public hearing. Greg Brown moved to close the public hearing. Pam Fish
seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, Bob Cannedy and John Little being in favor
and no one opposing,.
John Little entertained a motion regarding the petition. Pam Fish moved to approve, Docket #BZA 19-0408 James
Broadley, requesting two Development Standard Variances of thirteen (13%) feet off the east side yard and rear yard
setbacks for a garage, located within the IN District at 540 Race St., Rochester, IN. Greg Brown seconded the motion.

The Board membets then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled B).

John Little Yea
Greg Brown Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

Docket #BZA 19-0408 James Broadley, requesting two Development Standard Variances of thirteen (13°) feet off the
east side yard and rear yard setbacks for a garage, located within the IN District at 540 Race St., Rochester, IN.
Passed with five votes being in favor and no one opposing,

N RE: NEW BUSINESS JEFE HOEFERTH (#15-0408)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Jeff Hofferth, Docket BZA#21-0508, is requesting a Development Standard Variance of twelve (127) feet off the
required side yard setback for the purpose of an addition to square off his garage, within the Agricultural (AG) District
located at 505 W 13" St., Rochester. (Sec attachment C)

Cast explained Mr. Hofferth would like to remove the existing shed and add a 14’ X 18’ foot addition to square off the
garage. The addition would sit approximately two (2) feet from the side property line; therefore a vatiance of twelve
(12’) feet off the side yard setback is requested.

Jasper Dulin asked if Mrs. Hofferth had anything further to add.

Jasper Dulin then asked for Board comments, being none he opened the public hearing, Jasper Dulin asked for anyone
who was in favor of the petition. Being none he then asked if anyone opposed the petition.

Jaspet Dulin entertained a motion to close the public hearing. Greg Brown moved to close the public hearing. Pam Fish
seconded the motion. Motion cartied as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, Bob Cannedy, John Little and Jasper Dulin
being in favor and no one opposing

Jasper Dulin entertained 2 motion regarding the petition. John Little moved to approve, Docket #BZA 21-0508 Jeft
Hofferth, requesting a Development Standard Variance of twelve (127) feet off the side yard setback for the purpose of
, 1 addition to square off his garage, within the Agricultural (AG) District located at 505 W 13™ St., Rochester. Bob
- _.4nnedy seconded the motion.
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* The Boatd members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled D). The
Administrative Secretary, Heather Redinger, conducted a roll call vote:

John Little Yea
Greg Brown Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Pam Fish Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 21-0508 Jeff Hofferth, tequesting a Development Standard Variance of twelve
(12) feet off the side yard sethack for the purpose of an addition to square off his garage, within the Agricultural (AG)
District located at 505 W 13™ St Rochester, IN. Passed with five votes being in favor and no one opposing.

IN RE: OLD BUSINESS ROCHESTER WATER BOARD (#15-0408)
SPECIAL EXCEPTION & DEVELOPMENT STANDARAD VARIANCE

The Rochester Water Board is requesting a Special Exception and a Development Standard Variance for the addition of
-one-hundred ten (110°) feet to the maximum height requirement for the purpose of a new water tower, within the
- esidential Cluster (R1) District located west of 433 E 18% St., Rochester. (See attachment E)

Casi explained the lot is approximately 200° X 200; and the maximum height is twenty (20°) feet in the R1 District, the
purposed water tower will be one hundred thirty (130°) feet in height. Therefore the variance of 110’ feet added to the
height is requested. She then explained a water tower is not written as a Special Exception in the R1 District, but it is
the Board’s decision as to have it written in or not.

Phil Cart, representing the Rochester Water Board, stated the Board had the option to buy the land for the water tower,
with the conditions the drill tests were satisfactoty and the ground can withstand the weight of the tower. He then
stated the city growth is hopefully headed in this ditection. This location will need more pressure to support the growth,
He stated the water tower would be located in the southeast corner. He also stated the water tower would be a pedestal
and would not have legs.

Jasper Dulin asked for any Board comments, being none he then opened the public hearing, He asked for anyone
present to speak in favor; being none, he then asked if there was anyone present to oppose the petition.

Pam Fish asked 1f the Water Board had looked at any property on the south side of town, or any other different
locations that are not in the residential subdivision,

Phil Carr stated they had approached Wal-Mart about land, and Wal-Mart did not offer enough land. He also stated
other properties that were considered, the ground would not hold the tower.

"hn Little asked how long would the process takes if plans were submitted.

Phil Carr stated at least two years.
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~ Sreg Brown asked what size would the proposed tower be.

Phil Carr stated it would be 2 300,000-gallon tower.
John Little then asked if they were any other properties to look at.

Phil Carr stated he is looking at the third cluster of properties, the soil botings passed and the Water Board is waiting
for approval, from the BZA before the land is purchased.

Pam Fish asked how many other properties the Board has to look at.

Phil Carr stated this is the last property acceptable. He then stated where Wal-Mart was proposed to build, would have
been acceptable, but they would not offer enough land.

Pasm Fish asked if they could look into buying property on the south side of town, being a mote beneficial area and less

residential.

Jasper Dulin asked if the Water Board would be agreeable to landscape, berms, trees and shrubbery surrounding the

tower.

Phil Carr stated the Water Board would be cleaning up the property and agrees to plant some trees and landscaping,
)hn Little stated the ttees should be planted prior to construction of the tower.

Darlene Nelson, 1807 Oakwood Dir., stated she is opposed to the location of the water tower; her concerns are the

depreciation of her propetty value. She then stated when she looks out her patio doors she will sce the water tower. She

asked why they chose a residential area for the location,

Jasper Dulin asked if the Water Board could search for better locations.

Phil Carr stated he has been looking for the past two years to find suitable propetty.

Jasper Dulin asked if the Water Board would be opposed the look at other locations that are more adequate.

Phil Carr stated he could look at other locations, but if the Board is opposed to this property, the Water Board would

lose the opportunity to purchase the land. He does not know if the additional lots would be able to pass the soil borings

and be able to hold the tower. The Water Board would have to start over.

John Little stated the tower should not be in the residential area.

Jasper stated he would like to table the petition for a month and give the Water Board time to explore more options in
other areas.

Phil Carr stated in 2 month’s time he would not be able to have the testing done to confirm the property would be
“table for the tower.

Greg Brown stated he agrees the location is ideal for the use, except it is in residential.
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o Job Cannedy stated he agrees the location is ideal, he doesn’t feel the water tower would depreciate the sutrounding
propetty values.

Jasper Dulin asked Mr. & Mrs. Nelson if the berms, trees and landscaping would be more acceptable.

Mz. & Mrs. Nelson stated it would not they do not want mounds that would cause water to run into their yard, They
simply do not want the tower in their backyard.

Jasper Dulin entertained a motion to close the public hearing. Greg Brown moved to close the public hearing, Pam Fish
seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: Greg Brown, Pam Fish, Bob Cannedy, John Little and Jasper Dulin
being in favor and no one opposing.

Jasper Dulin entertained a motion for the petition, with the conditions of landscaping and the dramnage problems in the
area be taken care of. Jasper Dulin moved to approve the petition as stated above. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion.

The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled F). The
Administrative Secretary, Heather Redinger, conducted a roll call vote:

John Little Nay
Greg Brown Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Pam Fish Nay

- -Tasper Dulin Yea

The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 15-0408 Rochester Water Department, The Rochester Water Board is
requesting a Special Exception and a Development Standard Variance for the addition of one-hundred ten (110’) feet to
the maximum height requirement for the purpose of a new water tower, with the conditions of landscaping, planting

trees, berms as well as, the cotrection of drainage issues in the area be taken care of, within the Residential Cluster R
District located west of 433 E 18" St., Rochester. Passed with three votes being in favor and two votes opposing,

IN RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

Casi Cramer updated the Board on permits, applications, violations, and complaints that have oceurred in the Plan
Commussion Office for April 2008. (See attachment G).

IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no public comments.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no Boatd comments.
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“eing no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained a motion to
adjourn the April 23", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting, John Little moved to adjourn the March
26", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 7:25 P.M. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion. Motion
carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one

opposing.

ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

o )

ATTEST: M Vas A!4 Kg f&ﬂ(/f -

Heather Redinger, Administraiive Secre
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ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 23%°, 2008
6:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL
CALL TO ORDER

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES:
March 26", 2008

OLD BUSINESS:
NEW BUSINESS:

Ben Whitfield (BZA#08-0308)
Jetfrey Greer (BZA#09-0308)
Rochester Water Board (BZA#15-0408)
PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
PUBLIC COMMENTS
BOARD COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
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The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 23 day of April 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the Council
Chambers located within the City Hall. Chairperson, Jasper Dulin called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. The
following members were present: Chatrperson, Jasper Dulin; Vice Chairperson, John Little and Bob Cannedy Also in
attendance were: Director, Casi Cramer and Administrative Secretary, Heather Redinger. It is duly noted that Executive
Secretary, Greg Brown; Pam Fish and Board Attorney, Greg Heller were absent.

IN RE: MINUTES MARCH 26™, 2008

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin asked for any additions, deletions, or corrections to be made to the March 26, 2008,
minutes. Being none, John Little moved to approve the March 26", 2008, Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals
minutes as written. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy and Jasper
Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

It is duly noted that there was no Old Business to report at this time.

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS BEN WHITFIELD
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARTANCE

Ben Whitfield, Docket #BZA 05-0208, Development Standard Vanance. My, Whitfield is requesting three development
standard variances for the purpose of an addition to the existing home and the placement of a shed located at 3012 Hast
SR 14, Rochester, IN (see attachment A). Mr, Whitfield’s property is located within the Highway Commercial (HC)
District.

Executive Director, Casi Cramer explained the side yard and rear yard setbacks in the HC District are fifteen (15%) feet.
Mr. Whitfield would like to add a second story addition above his garage, as well as, an addition onto the rear of his
garage. Casi explained the existing home sits approximately six (6°) feet from the side property, the second story
addition would also set six (6°) feet from the side and the addition to the rear of the garage would set twelve (12) feet
from the rear property; therefore a variance of nine (9°) feet off the side yard and a variance of three (3°) feet off the rear
are requested.

Casi then explained Mr. Whitfield would like to place 2 shed on the east side of his property; the shed would set two (27)
feet from the side property, Mr. Whitfield would need to reroute his driveway for an entrance to the rear of his
property. Casi explained, due to the location of the power lines, Mr. Whitfield does not want to place the shed under
the lines or remove any existing trees on his property. Therefore, a variance of thirteen (13’) feet off the side yard is
requested. Casi then stated the Fulton County Surveyor does not have an issue with the placement of the shed.

Jasper Dulin asked for any Board comments, being none he then asked if Mr. Whitfield would like to add anything
further.

“Mr. Whitfield stated he would need to reroute his drive for access to the rear of the property and he does not have
enough room on the west side to make a driveway.
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".\_};iasper Dulin opened the public hearing, being no one in favor or opposing, the chairman entertained a motion to close
the public hearing. John Little moved to close the public hearing. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion. Motion cartied as
follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

Jasper Dulin entertained a motion regarding the petition. Bob Cannedy moved to approve, Docket #BZA 08-0308 Ben
Whitfield, requesting three Development Standard Variances of thirteen (13”) feet off the side yard setback for a shed,
nine (9) feet off the side yard and three (3°) off the rear yard for an addition onto his existing home located within the
HC District at 3012 East SR 14, Rochester, IN. John Little seconded the motion.

The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled B). The
Administrative Secretary, Heather Redinger, conducted a roll call vote:

John Little Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 08-0308 Ben Whitficld, requesting three Development Standard Variances of
thirteen (137} feet off the side yard setback for a shed, nine (9°) feet off the side yard and three (3’) off the rear yard for
an addition onto his existing home located within the HC District at 3012 East SR 14, Rochester, IN passed with three
votes being in favor no one opposing,

/N RE: NEW BUSINESS JEFFREY GREER (#09-0308)
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Jasper Dulin stated he has in past had a business relationship with this petitioner; Jasper has sold homes to Mr. Greer
and receives a monthly payment, although the property in regard to this petition is not one of them. He stated he has
spoken to the City attorney, Greg Heller, and they do not feel this would be a conflict of interest as long as no member
of the Board feels it would be a conflict. He also stated that if a Board member, or member of the audience, was not
comfortable with his presence during the petition, that he would step down. John Little also stated he had sold Mr.
Greer the propetty, but has no other contact, or business dealing, with the petitioner in relation to this petition.

Jasper Dulin asked Bob Cannedy, the other Board member present, if Bob felt their previous contact with the petitioner
would be a conflict of interest.

Bob Cannedy stated he did not feel either would be an issue.

Jeffrey Greer, Docket BZA#09-0308, is requesting a Development Standard Variance of two (2°) feet off the required
side yard setback for the purpose of a new home, within the Lake Residential (R3) District located at 1211 Elizabeth St.,
Rochester. (See attachment C)

Casi explained M. Greet’s lot is forty (40°) feet wide; the required side yard setback is equal to eight (8) fect. Mr.
Gteer’s proposed new home would be approximately twenty-four (24°) feet wide and will set six (6) feet off of the
south side yard; therefore he is requesting a variance of two (2°) feet. Casi then explained Mr. Greer’s existing driveway
: 'slocated partially on the north adjoining lot and Mr. Greer would be positioning the drive to be completely located on
*iris property which pushes the home two (2°) feet into the south side setback.

Jasper Dulin asked if Mr. Greer had anything further to add. Mr. Greer stated he did not have anything to add.
3
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jasper Dulin then asked for Board comments, being none he opened the public hearing. Jasper Dulin asked for anyone
who was in favor of the petition.

Mark Frettinger stated his parents own the north property in which the partial drive is located. He stated they don’t feel
he would have adequate room for his own drive and does not want the dtive on their property to be uvsed.

Jasper Dulin stated Mr. Greer would have the drive on his property, so they would not be utilizing the drive on the
north property.

John Little stated he feels the new home is an improvement in the area.

Mrs. Frettinger stated she agreed the new home is an improvement and Mr. Greer needed the two feet to widen his
own drive, she stated she is concerned with the renters still utilizing her side of the drive,

Troy Jenkins, lives on the lot south of Mr. Greer, stated his concerns are the renters as well, he stated he has a fence
between the properties, but would like for Mr. Greer to be required to put up a new privacy fence before he rents the

propetty.

Jasper Dulin stated the Board could only address the variance petition; they cannot address the issues of the fence.
Marl Frettinger asked why the drive could not have access from the alley.

/'i'roy Jenkins stated the alley is not plowed or maintained by the city.

Jasper Dulin asked for any further questions or comments, being none he entertained a motion to close the public
hearing. Bob Cannedy moved to close the public heating, John Little seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows:
John Little, Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,

Jasper Dulin entertained a motion regarding the petition. Bob Cannedy moved to approve, Docket #BZA 09-0308
Jellrey Greer, requesting a Development Standard Variance of two (2°) feet off the side yard setback for the purpose of

a new home located within the R3 District at 1211 Elizabeth St., Rochester, IN. John Little seconded the motion.

The Board members then proceeded to fill out their Findings of Fact Forms (attachments labeled D). The
Administrative Secretary, Heather Redinger, conducted a roll call vote:

John Little Yea
Bob Cannedy Yea
Jasper Dulin Yea

The motion to approve, Docket #BZA 09-0308 Jeffrey Greer, requesting 2 Development Standatd Variance of two (2°)
feet off the side yard setback for the purpose of a new home located within the R3 District at 1211 Elizabeth St.,
Rochester, IN. Passed with three votes being in favor and no one opposing.

( INRE: NEW BUSINESS ROCHESTER WATER BOARD (#15-0408)
SPECIAL EXCEPTION & DEVELOPMENT STANDARAD VARIANCE
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- T'he Rochester Water Board is requesting a Special Exception and a Development Standard Variance for the addition of
one-hundred ten (110%) feet to the maximum height requitement for the purpose of a new water tower, within the
Residential Cluster (R1) District located west of 433 E 18" St., Rochester. (See attachment E)

Cast explained the lot is approximately 200° X 200’; and the maximum height is twenty (20°) feet in the R1 District, the
purposed water tower will be one hundred thirty (130°) feet in height. Therefore the variance of 110’ feet added to the
height is requested. She then explained a water tower is not written as a Special Exception in the R1 District, but it is
the Board’s decision as fo have it written in.

Phil Cart, representing the Rochester Water Board, stated the Board had the option to buy the land for the water tower
with the conditions the drill tests were satisfactory and the ground can withstand the weight of the tower. He then
stated the city growth is hopefully headed in this direction. This location will need more pressure to suppott the growth.
He stated the water tower would be located in the southeast corner. He also stated the water tower would be a pedestal
and would not have legs.

t]

Jasper Dulin asked for any Board comments, being none he then opened the public hearing. He asked for anyone
present to speak in favor; being none, he then asked if there was anyone present to oppose the petition.

Darlene Nelson, 1807 Oakwood Drx., stated she is opposed to the location of the water tower; her concerns are the
depreciation of her property value, She then stated when she looks out her patio doors she will see the water tower. She
asked why they chose a residential area for the location.

~Jasper Dulin stated he had driven by the property prior to the meeting, He stated the water tower might not be
Jetrimental to someone purchasing the home. He then asked Casi what the distance is from the surrounding homes.

Casi stated the tower 1s approximately 300° from the Nelson’s home; the other homes measured between 300°-340°
away.

Jasper Dulin asked for any more public comments, being none he entertained a motion to close the public hearing. Bob
Cannedy moved to close the public hearing. John Little seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little,
Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

Jasper Dulin asked the Board for any comments. Bob Cannedy stated he thought the Board should table the petition
until next month, since two members were absent tonight.

Jasper Dulin entertained a motion for the petition. Bob Cannedy moved to table the petition until the next meeting;
John Little seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin all being in
favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

Cast Cramer updated the Board on permits, applications, violations, and complaints that have occurred in the Plan
Commission Office for March 2008. (See attachment F).

IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENTS
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[ t is duly noted there were no public comments.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no Board comments.

Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained a motion to
adjourn the April 23", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting, John Little moved to adjourn the March
26", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 6:55 P.M. Bob Cannedy seconded the motion. Motion
carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

L

;\:ITEST: M(&/{M /755&7%‘/%

Heather Redinger, Administrative Se&etaxy
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ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 26™, 2008
6:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL
CALL TO ORDER

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES:
February 27", 2008

OLD BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS:
Tim Thonn (BZA#05-0208)

PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
PUBLIC COMMENTS
BOARD COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
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““The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 27" day of February 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the
Zouncil Chambers located within the City Hall. Chairperson, Jasper Dulin called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M.
The following members were present: Chairperson, Jasper Dulin; Vice Chairperson, John Little; Executive
Secretary, Greg Brown and Pam Fish. Also in attendance were: Director, Casi Cramer and Administeative
Secretary, Heather Redinger. It is duly noted that Bob Cannedy and Board Attorney, Greg Heller were absent.

IN RE: MINUTES FEBRUARY 27™, 2008

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin asked for any additions, deletions, or corrections to be made to the February 27%, 2008,
minutes. Being none, John Little moved to approve the February 277, 2008, Rochester City Board of Zoning
Appeals minutes as written, Pam Ifish seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown,
Pam Fish and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.

Itis duly noted that there was no Old Business to report at this time.

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS TIM THONN
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARTANCE

Tim Thonn, Docket #BZ.A 05-0208, Development Standard Variance. Mr, Thonn is requesting 4 development
- tandard variance for a new home and garage located at 1208 Peatl St.,, Rochester, IN (see attachment A). Mr.
Thonn’s propetty is located within the Lake Residential District (R3).

FExecutive Director, Casi Cramer explained Mr. Thonn’s lot is only forty (40"} feet wide and the required side yard
setback is eight (8"} feet. The size of the proposed new home is 46’ X 29’; therefore, Mr. Thonn is requesting a
variance of three (3") feet off the side yard setback. Casi then noticed Mr, Thonn would not meet the rear setback,
which is twenty-five (25°) feet. She then asked the Board to add a variance on the rear sethack as well.

Pam Fish stated the reason for the eight (8”) foot setback was for emergency vehicles to have access to the propetty.
She then stated she had driven by the property and there is a garage on one side and a fence on the other. Her
concerns were the adjoining houses might be too close together, but she did not see this as an issue with the
adjoining garage and fence. Pam then stated the variances need to be approved with this understanding.

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin, asked if there were any further Board questions or comments. Being none, Jasper
entertained a motion for Tim Thonn, Docket #05-0208, Pam Fish moved to approve the request for three (3) feet
off the side yard setback, as well as, ten (10°) feet off the rear setback for a new home and garage. Jasper Dulin
seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and Jasper Dulin. All votes
being in favor and no one opposing,

IN RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

"Casi Cramet updated the Board on permits, applications, violations, and complaints that have occurted in the Plan
Commission Office for February 2008. (see attachment B).
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Casi stated John Little had requested 2 larger map of the city zone districts during the February 27", 2008 meeting,
She had presented the copy of the map to the Boatd. She then stated she had a copy of the map with the previous
city zone districts. Casi explained the city previously had twelve zone districts and currently the city has twelve zone
districts. She explained, included in the twelve districts are the airport overlay (AO), as well as, a small piece of
property by the high school that was kept as agticultural (AG). Casi stated the Area Plan Commission looked at the
different districts and found similarities, so to reduce the redundancy, they combined districts together. There are
sixteen total zone districts in the Area Plan.

IN RE: PUBLIC COMMENTS

It is duly noted there were no public comments.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS

Jasper Dulin stated he had received a complaint, by phone, about the O’Reilly’s building. He stated the person did
not want to reveal their name, and he feels he should not field a complaint to the Board, if the person cannot reveal
their name. Jasper stated he feels without a name, he cannot be sure if the complaint is valid. He then stated he does
not want to hinder growth of the community by acknowledging invalid complaints.

“am Fish stated some neighbors have valid complaints, but choose not to leave their names.

Casi stated, in pending petitions, he could ask them to submit their complaint in writing to the Plan Commission
Office, and each Board member would receive a copy. She also stated the Board members need to be cautious
when approached for information. She stated they are a quasi-judicial board and cannot discuss pending petitions
that are to go before the Board.

Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained a motion to
adjourn the March 26", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting. John Little moved to adjourn the
March 26™, 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 6:40 P.M. pam Fish seconded the motion.
Motion carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Pam Fish and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one

opposing,

ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

\\"‘?"L% S

teenn [ttty Ledinca,

eather Redinger, Administrative Scﬁé:etaw




ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
FEBRUARY 4™, 2008

ROCHESTER CITY
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MONDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 2008
12:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL
CALL TO ORDER
ELECTION OF OFFICERS
ADOPTION OF MEETING RESOLUTION
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES FOR:
OLD BUSINESS
NEW BUSINESS
PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
PUBLIC COMMENTS

BOARD COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
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The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 9* day of January 2008, at 7:00 P.M.
in the Council Chambers located in the City Hall. Executive Director, Casi Cramer, called the meeting to
order at 12:00 P.M. The following members were present: Jasper Dulin, John Little, Pam Fish and Greg
Brown, Also in attendance were: Executive Director, Casi Cramer; Administrative Secretary, Heather
Redinger; and Attorney, Greg Heller.

It is duly noted Bob Cannedy arrived at 12:10 p.m.

IN RE: ELECTION OF OFFICERS

Executive Director, Casi Cramer, opened the floor to nominations for Chairperson. Greg Brown nominated
Jasper Dulin as Chairperson. John Little seconded the nomination. Being no furthet nominations, John
Little moved to close the nominations for Chairperson, Greg Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried
as follows: John Little, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing. Jasper
Dulin was elected as Chairperson for the Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals.

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin, asked for nominations for Vice-Chairperson, Greg Brown nominated John Little
as Vice-Chairperson. Pam Fish seconded the nomination. Being no further nominations, Pam Fish moved
to close the nominations for Vice-Chairperson. Greg Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried as
follows: John Little, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing. John
Little was elected as Vice-Chairperson for the Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals.

Jasper Dulin asked for nominations for Executive Secretary. John Little nominated Greg Brown as
Executive Secretary. Pam Fish seconded the nomination. Being no further nominations, Pam Fish moved to
close the nominations for Executive Secretary. Greg Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried as
follows: John Little, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing, Greg
Brown was elected as Executive Secretaty for the Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals.

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin, asked for nominations for Administrative Secretary. Pam Fish nominated
Heather Redinger as Administrative Secretary. John Little seconded the nomination. Motion carried as
follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one
opposing. Heather Redinger was elected as the Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals Administrative
Secretary.

Jasper Dulin stated the Board needed to hire an Attorney to represent them. Pam Fish moved to hite Burke
& Heller Attorneys at Law, Rochester, IN. Greg Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows:
John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.
Burke & Heller Attorneys at Law were hired as the Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals Attorney.

IN RE: ADOPTION OF MEETING RESOLUTION

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin, read Resolution 02042008 regarding the meeting dates and times for the
Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals in 2008, Jasper entertained a motion to adopt Resolution
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- \ 02042008. John Little moved to adopt Resolution 02042008 for the Rochester City Board of Zoning
Appeals meeting dates and times in 2008. Pam Fish seconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John

Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Gteg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing.
Resolution 02042008 reads as follows:

RESOLUTION 02042008

A RESOLUTION OF THE ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS,
OF THE COUNTY OF FULTON, INDIANA, ESTABLISHING MEETING TIMES
FOR 2008.

WHEREAS, the Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals has established that they will
meet on the fourth (4th) Wednesday each month at 6:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers at
the City Hall unless that Wednesday falls on a County observed Holiday, then the meeting
will be held on the fourth (4th) Thursday at 6:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers at the -
City Hall.

WHEREAS, the Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals have established meeting times
as set out under Indiana Code 36-2-2-6 et. seq.;

NOW THEREFORE, Be It Resolved by the Rochester City Zoning Board of Appeals
that:

1. The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals will meet on the fourth (4th)
Wednesday every month at 6:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers at the City Hall
unless that Wednesday falls on a County observed Holiday, then the meeting will
be held on the fourth (4th) Thursday at 6:00 P.M. in the Council Chambers at the
City Hall.

2. Other meetings will be scheduled and a public notice will be given.

Adopted this 4th day of February 2008.

ROCHESTER CITY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

Chairperson

Vice Chairperson

Executive Secretary

ATTEST:
Heather Redinger, Administrative Secretary
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IN RE: NEW BUSINESS

Jasper explains to the Board they need to appoint terms to members, (see attachment A)

John Little moved to appoint Pam Fish to the one (1) year term. Greg Brown seconded the motion. Motion
carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no
one opposing.

John Little moved to appoint Bob Cannedy to the two (2) year term. Pam Fish seconded the motion.
Motion carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in
favor and no one opposing.

Greg Brown moved to appoint John Little to the three (3) year term. Pam Fish seconded the motion.
Motion cartied as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in
favor and no one opposing.

John Little moved to appoint Jasper Dulin and Greg Brown to the four (4) year terms. Pam Fish seconded
the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin
being in favor and no one opposing,

Jasper then explained the Board they need define the interested parties for theit petitions. The Board then
discussed the City’s previous definition; which was all adjoining or adjacent propetty owners; streets and
alleys are not to be used as a divider. The Board agreed to keep it the same.(see attachment B)

John Little moved to keep definition for interested parties as stated above. Pam Fish seconded the motion.
Motion carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in
favor and no one opposing,

Board Attorney, Greg Heller then spoke to the Board about petition procedures for this Board. He
explained the BZA is a quasi-judicial board, and the members should not discuss petitions outside of
meetings.

Casi explained to the Board the procedure of a BZA petition, how it is put together and what to expect in
their packets. She tells them they will receive a packet of information one week prior to the meeting,

Jasper then asked the Board if they had any questions or comments. Being none, he then asked if there were
any public comments.

Mark Kepler told the Board Purdue Extension has informational program training, he would send them
mformation on the programs if anyone was interested.

Being no further public comments, Jasper stated in regard the changes with the City and County coming
together, he feels there has been miscommunication. He stated he feels a Rochester City BZA member
should attend the City Council Meetings and a City Council member should attend the Rochester City BZA
meetings. He stated that might eliminate some confusion and keep both Boards up to date on what has
happened. He also stated that he would like the Mayor to be kept informed on what the Board will be
doing, or has done.

Casi stated the Mayor has asked to be added to the mailing list and will receive the same information as the
. Board.

~ John Little stated he would attend the City Council meeting on February 12, 2008.
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Jasper also wanted it to be made clear he understands he cannot be a voting member of the Board, if he has
any conflict of interest in any given petition.

Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained a
motion to adjourn the February 4%, 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting, John Little
moved to adjourn the February 4%, 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 1:10 P.M. Bob
Cannedy seconded the motion, Motion carried as follows: John Little, Bob Cannedy, Pam Fish, Greg Brown
and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing;
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Fulton County Area Plan Commission

125 East 9th Street Suite 012 Rochester, IN 46975
Phone: 574.223.7667 Fax: 574.223.3652

http://co.fulton.in.us/advisory/plandirector@rtcol.com

January 28", 2008

TO: Rochester City Boatd of Zoning Appeals Members

T
FR: Casi Cramer. Exe. Directm@*fly
RE: Februaty 4%, 2008 Mecting
The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals will meet February 4%, 2008 at 12:00 p.m., in the Council Chambers
located in the City Hall.
The Board will need to Elect Officers, Adopt the Meeting Resolutions, define the Board’s Interested Parties and
set Member Terms. The Member Terms must be set as follows:
(1) One (1) for a term of one (1) year.
(2) Oune (1) for a term of two (2) years.

(3) One (1) for a terrms of three (3) years.

(4) Two (2) for a term of four (4) years.

If you have any questions please feel free to the Plan Commission Office at (574) 223-7667.
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ROCHESTER CITY
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

WEDNESDAY, FEBRAURY 278, 2008
6:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS
CITY HALL

CALL TO ORDER

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS MINUTES:

February 4®, 2008
OLD BUSINESS:

NEW BUSINESS:
Bill Rogers (BZA#03-0108)

PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT
PUBLIC COMMENTS
BOARD COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
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" “The Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals met on Wednesday the 27" day of February 2008, at 6:00 P.M. in the
Council Chambers located within the City Hall. Chairperson, Jasper Dulin called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M.
'The following members were present: Chairperson, Jasper Dulin; Vice Chairperson, John Little; Executive
Secretary, Greg Brown and Bob Cannedy. Also in attendance were: Director, Casi Cramer and Administrative
Secretary, Heather Redinger and Board Attorney, Greg Heller. It is duly noted that Pam Fish was absent.

IN RE: MINUTES FEBRUARY 4™, 2008

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin asked any additions, deletions, or corrections to be made to the February 4%, 2008,
minutes. Being none, John Little moved to approve the February 4%, 2008, Rochester City Board of Zoning
Appeals minutes as written. Bob Cannedy scconded the motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Greg
Brown, Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing. Jasper had stated he would like to
have copies of the minutes available to the public in future meetings.

It is duly noted that there was no Old Business to report at this time.

IN RE: NEW BUSINESS BILL ROGERS
DEVELOPMENT STANDARD VARIANCE

Bill Rogers, Docket #BZA 03-0108, Development Standard Variance. Mr. Rogers is requesting a development
standard variance for an addition onto his existing home located at 1300 Washington St., Rochester, IN (see
attachment A). Mr. Roger’s property is located within the Residential Cluster District (R1).

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin, asked Mr. Rogers to explain to the Board what his plans were. Mr. Rogers stated he
would like to add a family room onto hus home, but cannot meet current setbacks, therefore he has asked for a
variance of 5’ off the side yard. He explained he currently has a three-season room he will be removing and then
adding a 19°X 27" family room.

Chairperson, Jasper Dulin, asked if there wete any further information Plan Director, Casi Cramer would like to
add.

Casi explained to the Board, the addition would not set any closer to the side property than the existing home. She
explained Mr. Rogers addition will be flush with the existing home.

Jasper Dulin asked for Board member questions or comments. Being none he then entertained a motion for Bill
Rogers (#03-0108). Bob Cannedy moved to approve Bill Rogers (#03-0108), requesting a five (5) foot
development standard variance off the side yard setback. John Little seconded the motion. Motion carried as
follows: John Little, Greg Brown, Bob Cannedy and Jasper Dulin being in favor and fio one opposing.

N RE: PLAN DIRECTOR REPORT

Casi Cramer updated the Board on permits, applications, violations, and complaints that have occurred in the Plan
Commission Office for January 2008. (see attachment B).

2
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Casi stated the Board had requested a flow chart in the February 4%, 2008 meeting. The Board members were given
the chart. Casi explained the chart has information for all BZA petitions and permits.

IN RE: BOARD COMMENTS/ PUBLIC COMMENTS

John Little asked if you live in the city limits do you have to get a permit from the Fulton County Plan Commission
as well as, the Rochester City Office. Casi stated they will need to obtain a Location Improvement Permit (LIP)
from the County Office and then a building permit from the City Office, if required by the City building code.

el

Jasper Dulin asked how much a permit costs. Casi told them a LIP costs twenty-five $25 dollars. A County Building
petmit depends on the type of construction. A New Dwelling (stick built home) is one hundred $100 dollars, a
mobile, modular ot temporary structure twenty-five ($25) dollars, electrical upgrades/new replacement services are
no charge $0 and additions or alterations fifty ($50) dollars. (see attachment C)

Ted Denton asked where the fees from the permits go. Casi stated the County permit fees collected, go into the
County General Fund. She also stated she hopes in the future some of the fees can be put back in to a fund to help
clean up the condemned houses in the County.

John Little asked what classifies a house to be condemned.

reg Heller, Board Attotney, stated the County had adopted the state law of a Hearing Authority; which for the
County, that would be the County Commissioners. The home that is considered structurally unsafe, will be
presented to the County Commissioners who will then make the decision on whether the home or structure should
be condemned.

Ted Denton asked if the County has condemned any houses.

Cast stated they have in a sense, but typically the Commissionets have given the owner a choice to repair the
structure, board it up ot tear it down.

Jasper asked what are the steps taken to tear down and put up a new building; he used Oteilly’s Auto Parts for an
example.

Cast explained they first need to obtain a demolition permit from the Fulton County Plan Commission Office,
which are required in the Commercial and Residential Districts. They then need to bring in site plans, to be
teviewed by the Technical Review Committee (TRC) which would consist of, Rochester City Street Department,
Rochester City Utilities (water and sewer), Fulton County Surveyor, Fulton County Plan Director and two (2)
Rochester City Plan Commission members. (see attachment D)

Once approved by the TRC, they then need to obtain all proper permits from the County and City Offices.
Inspections will be done before and after completion.

Jasper Dulin asked who issues permits for signage. Casi stated the County Plan Commission issue permits for signs.
, "the fee for a sign is three ($3) dollars per square feet. She also stated signs are a Zoning Regulation; they ate not in
*.__ae City Building Code.
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'\?ﬁark Smiley, Mayor, stated he received a phone call from a Bob Wilburn; asking about a letter he received from
fulton County Building Inspector, Mike Gearhart, concerning a porch that is in distepair. He then asked if the
inspectors could recommend repairs to the property owners.

Cast explained the Inspectors could either recommend repair or removal of the structure if it is in distepair. She
stated the Plan Commission Office received complaints of Mr. Wilbutn’s property. When they receive a complaint
the property owner will receive a letter from the Building Inspector. The property owner also has the right to appeal
any decision to the County Commissioners.

Greg Brown asked when a complaint is filed if they have to have it in writing or a signature.

Cast stated they do not need it in writing or a signature, she stated most complaints are received by phone calls, and
would not be given if contact information was required to be on file in the Plan Commission Office.

Jasper stated in the City Council meeting, concerns were voiced about the Fulton County secretary writing minutes
for the City BZA, instead of the Rochester City secretary.

Mark Smiley, stated the concern was financial, as well as, with it being a City function some felt the City should
record and wiite the minutes.

Casi explained the concept of any of the Boards being a “city” or “county” Board is a misconception, since all of

the Boards are a function of the Area Plan. The Area Plan Commission has four (4) divisions of Board of Zoning
sppeals, although the Rochester City BZA, deals with City business, it is still actually a division of the Fulton
County Area Board of Zoning Appeals. She also stated all records, from all four (4) divisions of the BZA are
housed in the Fulton County Plan Commission Office.

Jasper asked if all the BZA divisions would be handled the same way.

Casi stated they are all handled the same way.

John Little asked how the alternates are chosen, in the case of a Board member having a conflict of interest.

Greg Heller explained, the City Council chooses the alternates; he stated he thought a standing alternate should be
chosen now.

Jasper asked Casi who is allowed to do drawings of site plans.

Cast stated that a licensed surveyor or project manager can do site plans. An engineer or architect may be
recommended if there is an issue with the project.

Jasper stated he had concerns with the Department Heads on the TRC, who may have too much influence over the
site plans. He felt some projects might be complex for the local departments, such as curbing and parking.

Greg Heller stated the plans could still go through the Plan Commission, if a problem were to atise with the
“epartment heads expertise.
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' \}Iasi stated all departments heads need to approve the plans priot to approval no matter if there is 2 TRC or not; the
IRC simply gets all Departments Heads together to review the plans as one committee. She then stated the Zoning
Ordinance has requirements for curbing and parking that need to be followed; the regulations are not arbitrary.

It is duly noted Bob Cannedy left at 7:10 p.m.

Jasper Dulin stated at the City Council meeting, Toby Seilet was present and stated his property had been illegally
rezoned.

Casi stated Toby Seiler’s propetty was not illegally rezoned. She stated befote County zoning came into effect in
2000, the City Zoning had a two-mile fringe zone, in which at that time the property Toby now owns, but did not
own at the time, was zoned Industrial (IN). The City then decided to move the boundaries of the two-mile fringe
zone and this property was then located in the County Zoning jurisdiction. The County, when they adopted zoning,
then zoned the property Agricultural (AG). Now, that whole section west of US 31, including the Wendt building, is
zoned Highway Commercial (HC). When an initial Zone Map Amendment is adopted, such as the previous
Advisory Zone Map and now the Area Zone Map, the state requires Notices to be published in the local
newspapers, not sent to each individual property owner. Individual property owners ate notified if it is a specific
petition, regarding specific tracts of land, not a whole county.

Jasper stated he appreciated all the Casi and Greg have done and explained to the Board.

Casi told the Board to call the Plan Commission Office if they, or any members of the public, have any questions.
Being no further business to come in front of the Board of Zoning Appeals, Jasper Dulin, entertained a motion to
adjourn the February 27", 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting. Greg Brown moved to adjourn

the Februaty 27, 2008 Rochester City Board of Zoning Appeals meeting at 7:40 P.M. John Little seconded the
motion. Motion carried as follows: John Little, Greg Brown and Jasper Dulin being in favor and no one opposing,
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Heather Redinger, Administrative Sec&tary
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