what is the harm of allowing both variances. The members indicated that the ordinances are created
with the desire of public welfare, safety and consistency in mind. All members of the community are
invited to supply input for the ordinance creation. Members stated that debating the merits of the
previously made decisions would be more beneficial to take up with the Planning Commission and
potentially change_;thé pond ordihance moving forward? Members stated that allowing one individual
to have a variance sets préchence for future request, which would also vary from the ordinance.
Examples were provided of past request denied, which could open the township up to liability.
Discussion included the fact that this resident also owns an adjoining track of land, which could be fully
or partially be combined with existing parcel to reach the 5 acre requirement and setback requirements.
Resident agreed that further exploration could be completed.

Motion was made to deny variance request #1 (setback), this was seconded and a unanimous vote, of
members, to deny the request was approved.

Motion was made to deny variance request #2 (acres), this was seconded and a unanimous vote, of
members, to deny the request was approved.

After no further business was offered, a motion, with support was unanimously approved, by the
members, to adjourn the meeting at 7:50 pm

Draft minutes submitted by Kevin Krupp, May 30, 2024, for approval at the next ZBA meeting.



Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA) — Variance Meeting

May 29, 2024
Property Address: 3905 Chesaning Road DRAFT
Parcel #: 20-09-4-10-2008-002

Variances requested:
#1 - Adjust setback of pond from required 50’ from property boundary (west side) to 20’
#2 — Adjust the minimum size of lot required from 5 acres to 3.72 acres

Meeting called to order at 7:00pm, members present Bill Turnwald (Planning Commission), Dale Drexler
(Community Member) and Kevin Krupp (Township Board Member). Kirk Yaros was present as the
Zoning Official. Kevin Bitterman (land owner) and Andy Schlicht (pond contractor) were present. Wes
Peterman was in attendance.

Bill Turnwald (alternative to Planning Commission Chair, Scott Wendling) was nominated, seconded and
unanimously voted to be the Chair of this ZBA meeting.

Kevin Krupp was selected to record the minutes to the meeting.

Bill provided a brief summary of the request. Kirk provided additional details regarding the application
process, existing ordinance requirements and the variances requested. Kirk distributed the application,
photos and notes taken during a site visit and GIS images to be used as aids in the decision making
process.

Resident was asked specifically about two responses on the application:

For the question of “Would a lesser variance than you are requesting allow you to use the property as
desired?”. Kevin Bitterman indicated that while answering this question, he was considering the
variance #1, regarding setback requirements and expressed that over the years he had planted several
trees in the yard which would need to be removed in order to shift the pond to the east and create the
50’ setback required by the ordinance. Discussion was had amongst the members and land owner. It
was discovered that the trees in question for this concern are 2-3 years old and 3-4 feet tall at this time.
Additionally, the resident indicates that there is a low spot in his yard that remains wet and he wants to
incorporate that area into the pond, which brings him within 20’ of the bordering property (owned by
George Indekoffer). Discussion was had about the opportunity to fill the low area with the spoils from
the pond construction, with this being a potential, but not desired due to trees and potential to force
water to neighbor’s property.

For the question of “Explain why the need for the requested variance is not self-created (due to the
actions of the applicant, owner, or their predecessor?” Andy responded that this situation is self-
created and can be avoided; however, shifting the pond would not be the ideal location. Kevin B. asked



