Shorewood Board of Appeals
Meeting Agenda
July 13, 2021 5:30 P.M.
Location: via Teleconference
Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone.
https://zoom.us/j/93780522668
Meeting ID: 937 8052 2668
Dial in using +1 (312) 626-6799 US
1. Call to Order.
2. Roll Call.
3. Statement of Public Notice.
4. Consider Board of Appeals Internal Operating Rules
5. Approval of June 8, 2021 meeting minutes.
6. Attorney to review the standards by which the Board of Appeals must abide.
7. Consideration of a request for a variance of Village Codes 225-7 F. (4) & 535-19 F. (5) for the
placement of an A/C condenser in the southwest yard within the setback at residential property 3563 N.
Cramer St.
8. Appeal the interpretation and decision of the Village of Shorewood Design Review Board from the May
13, 2021 meeting pertaining to a street side yard patio, and required screening at residential property
4349 N. Woodburn St.
9. Consideration of a request for a variance of Village Code 535-19 F. (5) (b) & (c) for the placement of a
detached garage in the West and North rear and side yard setbacks at residential property 1908 E.
Lake Bluff Blvd.
10. Consideration of a request for a variance of Village Code 535-19 F. (5) (b) for the placement of a
detached garage in the West rear yard setback at residential property 2315 E. Olive St.
11. Adjournment.

PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE APPLICANTS FOR THE ABOVE
ITEMS MUST BE PRESENT AT THIS MEETING.
Dated at Shorewood, Wisconsin, this 9th day of July, 2021
Village of Shorewood
Sara Bruckman, Village Clerk, WCMC, CMC
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VILLAGE OF SHOREWOOD
INTERNAL OPERATING RULES - BOARD OF APPEALS

INTRODUCTION
Wisconsin Statute §63.23(7)(e) and Village Code Chapter 535, Article X, generally
proscribe the membership, terms of office, powers, and general procedure of the Board of
Appeals (“Board”). Within that framework, the Board also has inherent authority to
adopt its own internal rules to assist the body with practical management of its meetings.
If any future amendments are made in either state law or the Village Code that are
inconsistent with the rules contained herein, the state law or Village Code shall supersede
these rules, and these rules are amended accordingly.
SECTION 1: QUORUM
The presence of three Board members establishes a quorum. If a quorum is present, the
Board may act by majority vote of the members present.
SECTION 2: OFFICERS
CHAIRPERSON: The Chairperson of the Board shall be designated by the Village
President pursuant to Village Code § 535-53C. The Chairperson shall preside at all
meetings of the Board, unless unable to attend.
VICE-CHAIRPERSON: Once each calendar year, the Board shall elect one of its
members as Vice-Chairperson. The Vice-Chairperson shall perform the duties of the
Chairperson when the Chairperson is absent or otherwise unable to act.
SECRETARY: The Village Clerk shall serve as Board Secretary. The Secretary shall
keep minutes of each meeting of the Board and file all papers pertaining to each appeal
taken to the Board, and shall perform such other duties as provided by these rules and as
may be requested from time to time by the Board or the Chairperson.
SECTION 3: ALTERNATE MEMBERS
In addition to the five regular members of the Board, there shall be two alternate Board
members appointed by the Village President and approved by the Village Board.
The President shall designate one of the alternate members as the “1st alternate” and the
other as the “2nd alternate.” The 1st alternate shall act, with full power, only when a
member of the board refuses to vote because of interest or when a member is absent. The
2nd alternate shall so act only when the 1st alternate so refuses or is absent or when more
than one member of the Board so refuses or is absent.
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One or more alternates may participate to assist the Board in reaching a minimum
quorum of 3 to conduct business. However, if a quorum of 3 or 4 is present, an alternate
may also be utilized to either reach, or get closer to, the Board’s normal operating size of
5.
The same provisions associated with removal or filling of vacancies with respect to
regular members also applies to alternate members.

SECTION 4: MEETINGS
PLACE: For consistency’s sake, meetings should be held at the Shorewood Village Hall
if possible. However, alternative locations may be chosen to accommodate larger groups
or for other good reason as deemed appropriate by the Chairperson, pursuant to all
advance notice requirements. Moreover, in the interests of the health and welfare of the
Village, meetings can be held on a virtual platform if carried out in a manner consistent
with the guidelines provided by the Wisconsin Attorney General’s office.
CALLING MEETINGS: Meetings will be regularly scheduled for the second Tuesday of
each month, as needed, depending on whether any applications have been submitted to
the Board. The regular Tuesday meetings will be scheduled by the Secretary, dependent
upon the ability to obtain the necessary quorum of members. In addition, the Chairperson
may call a meeting at another time as deemed appropriate to carry out Board duties as
enumerated by state statute or local ordinance. A meeting may also be called by any two
members of the Board for the same purpose.
NOTICE OF MEETINGS: In addition to the public notices required by state law and
local municipal code, the Secretary shall give written notice of meetings to each member
of the Board, to the Alternate Members, to the appellant, and the Building Inspector, if
applicable. If the appeal seeks a variance or special exception related to Chapter 535 of
the Village Code (“Zoning”), notice shall be given pursuant to Village Code § 535-56
B.(1) to all owners of record of property located within 100 feet of the property in
question. For all other appeals, notice shall be given to any person or entity that might be
deemed an interested party by the Chairperson. Under this section, the “notice” shall
include the date and time of the meeting, and the agenda thereof.
OATH: Witnesses who offer testimony at any Hearing of the Board shall do so under
oath. The oath shall be administered by the Secretary as provided by Wis. Stat. §906.03.
PARTICIPATION OF BUILDING INSPECTOR: The Village of Shorewood Building
Inspector, or other person or persons from whose order, ruling, decision, or determination
the appeal has been taken from, shall appear at the Board’s meeting, and provide such
documents as they may have in respect to the matter appealed from, and indicate why the
permit was refused, or the order, ruling, decision, or other determination appealed from
was made.
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PARTICIPATION OF APPLICANT: The appellant shall have the opportunity to be
represented by legal counsel and to question village employees/officials/staff that offer
testimony regarding the basis for their decision or opinion. The applicant shall be given
the opportunity to offer testimony and/or other evidence in support of their application,
and call any witnesses it deems relevant or necessary, subject to reasonable controls by
the Chairperson.
PUBLIC HEARINGS/PUBLIC COMMENT: Public hearings will occur whenever
required by law. When no formal public hearing is required, the Chairperson may take
public comment as deemed appropriate.
SECTION 5: QUESTIONS OF ORDER
The deliberations of the Board, while in session, shall be governed by the manual of
parliamentary practice commonly known as “Robert’s Rules of Order,” except when
otherwise limited or modified by state statute, village code, or otherwise modified herein.
The latest version of Robert’s Rules of Order shall govern.
SECTION 6: RECONSIDERATION OF VOTES
It shall be in order for any member voting with the prevailing side to move for a
reconsideration of the vote on any question immediately after such vote has been had or
at the next succeeding meeting. A motion for reconsider, being put in lost, shall not be
renewed.
SECTION 7: PREVIOUS QUESTION
Any member wishing to terminate the debate may call the previous question. Then the
question announced by the chairperson shall be: “shall the main question be put?” if
majority of the members’ present vote in the affirmative, the main question shall be taken
without further debate, and its effect shall be to put an end to all debate and bring the
Board to a direct vote, first upon any pending amendment and then upon the main
question.

SECTION 8: DECISION
At the conclusion of a hearing and after completing it deliberation, the Board shall vote
and reduce its decision in writing and accordance with the rules of the Board. Notice of
the decision shall be given to the appellant, to the Village and to such other interested
parties as deemed appropriate.
SECTION 9: AMENDMENTS
These rules may be amended or modified at any meeting of the Board by majority vote.
The amended rule or rules shall take effect at the next scheduled Board meeting.
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ADOPTED BY MAJORITY VOTE OF THE BOARD OF APPEALS, JULY 13, 2021

____________________________________
Chairperson

___________
Date

____________________________________
Village Clerk

___________
Date
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VILLAGE OF SHOREWOOD
BOARD OF APPEALS MINUTES
June 8, 2021

DRAFT

1.

Call to Order
Ms. Tidwall called the meeting to order at 5:30 p.m.

2.

Roll Call
Members present: A Michael Paulson, Karen Tidwall, Kara Espera (alternate) and Wendy Smith
(alternate). A quorum was noted present.
Others present: Village Attorney Nathan Bayer, Building Inspector Justin Burris

3.

Statement of Public Notice
Deputy Clerk Hall stated that the meeting had been posted and noticed according to law.

4.

Approval of May 4, 2021 meeting minutes
Mr. Paulson moved, seconded by Ms. Espera to approve the May 4, 2021 meeting minutes.
Motion carried 4 – 0.

5.

Approval of May 11, 2021 meeting minutes
Mr. Paulson moved, seconded by Ms. Espera to approve the minutes of May 11, 2021 with
corrections to Pg. 2, 5th paragraph, delete “to move” and 6th paragraph, 1st sentence, delete “side”.
Motion passed 4-0.

6.

Attorney to Review Standards by which the Board of Appeals must abide.
Ms. Tidwall outlined procedures for the meeting and introduced Attorney Bayer who outlined the
procedures by which the Board of Appeals (BOA) must abide and the legal standards involved.
Attorney Bayer explained the power of the Board of Appeals to grant variances is granted under
§535-55 of the Village of Shorewood Municipal Code. The Board of Appeals can hear and grant
variances that are not contrary to the public interest whereby owing to special conditions, a literal
enforcement will result in practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship, so that the spirit and purpose
of the building code shall be observed and the public safety, welfare and justice secured. Some
specific findings must be reflected in the minutes before a request for a variance can be granted. If
you decide to grant a variance, you must find the following “(a) Exceptional circumstances. There
must be exceptional, extraordinary or unusual circumstances or conditions applying to the lot,
parcel or structure that does not apply generally to other properties in the same district and the
granting of the variance would not be of so general or recurrent nature as to suggest that this
chapter should be changed. (b) Absence of detriment. The variance will not create substantial
detriment to adjacent property and will not materially impair or be contrary to the purpose and the
spirit of this chapter or the public interest.”

6.

Consideration of request for a variance of Village Code 225-7 F. (4) & 535.19 F. (5) for the
placement of an A/C condenser in the North side yard of the home at residential property
4379 N Wildwood Ave.
Ms. Tidwall opened the public hearing at 5:43 p.m. Joe Teglia, 4371 N Wildwood supported the
change if allowed. Mr. Burris read a voicemail message left by Karine Mitchel, 4364 N
Marlborough, who supported this change. Ms. Tidwall closed the public hearing at 5:46 p.m.
Justin Burris, Village of Shorewood Building Inspector was sworn in. Mr. Burris reviewed the packet
materials noting that the property owners request a variance to place an A/C condenser located in
the North side yard of the property. The proposed location violates both the Building Chapter and
Zoning Chapter of the Village ordinances; specifically, 225-7 F. (4) and 535-19 F. (5). Existing
6
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conditions were pulled from GIS map because the Village was not provided with a property survey.
Therefore, we do not have the information necessary to insure that if a variance were granted that
we are meeting the distances the board would stipulate. The lot size, use and configuration are not
unlike the majority of the lots in Shorewood. required. The examples provided of other A/C units
that may or may not be meeting setbacks requirements could have been in place prior to the
change in ordinance in 2008 or whether they were even permitted.
Mr. Paulson questioned what is the purpose of the requirement that A/C units may not be allowed in
the side yard setback? Mr. Burris noted that all/any above-ground structures have to meet the 3’
setback; if not required you could perhaps have things butted up against one another making them
ineffective. Mr. Paulson also questioned if Planning and Development had granted any permission
for an A/C condenser within the sideyard setback without going through the variance procedure?
Mr. Burris responded no.
Mr. Wycklendt noted that the documents provided by Village staff showing the survey of the
adjacent property shows that the fence is approximately 8’ south of the lot line onto his property.
The proposed location of the A/C and the fence adding the 8’ onto it, would take it 70-71” away from
his building making the requested variance even less.
Ms. Tidwall questioned what specifically does staff need to make the determination that the
applicant asking in terms of the survey? Can you make a decision without the owners’ survey? Mr.
Burris said yes it could if the Board would specify not closer than X” from the lot line or if it is within
the side yard setback up to but not beyond the property line.
Ms. Smith questioned whether granting a variance in this instance would lead to other A/Cs placed
in a sideyard to also require a variance; is this expected to be a repeat request? Mr. Burris
responded that it has been a repeated request lately. There have been other requests and some
have been granted and some have been denied depending on circumstances.
Mr. Tidwell asked if another purpose of this provision due to aesthetics. Mr. Burris noted that it’s
less aesthetic versus use and space. Mr. Wycklendt noted that since it would be behind two fences
would that not eliminate the issue of aesthetics.
Ms. Tidwall asked if there were any other options for placement of the A/C unit. Mr. Burris noted
that the current A/C sits at the rear of the house.
Daniel Wycklendt, 4379 N Wildwood Ave., property owner was sworn in. Mr. Wycklendt noted that
the current locationof the unit (west side of the house) is that the structure absorbs a lot of heat, not
trees to block the sun so the unit works harder. Putting the unit on the north side is 10 degrees
cooler which allows for a smaller unit and less electricity, more attractive for self and neighbor, less
noise. Not avoid costs because it actually costs more to move the location.
Ms. Smith questioned whether there was anything about the condition of the current placement that
prohibits putting the A/C back in the same place? Mr. Wycklendt responded no.
Mr. Tidwall questioned if Mr. Wycklendt had identified any information regarding the environmental
impact of one unit (current) vs. the proposed unit? Mr. Wycklendt noted that because of relocating
it to the north side it would use 20% less power because it is not working as hard.
Ms. Espera motioned for discussion purposes only that the request for the variance of Village
Codes 225-7F.(4) and 535.19F.(5) for the placement of an A/C condenser in the north side yard of
the home at residential property 4379 N Wildwood Ave. be granted.
Mr. Paulson noted that clearly the equities lie with the applicant; it’s a more efficient (environmental
and financial) to place it in the proposed location; there is no detriment to adjacent properties and is
not materially contrary to any access, space or use criteria. The logical place is to put the A/C
where proposed. However, if we are to read the ordinance in its strictest sense, requiring
7
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extraordinary circumstances in order to grant a variance, we would rarely, if ever, grant a variance.
So, given the proximity of the two properties, the fenced in location and the dead space between
the two buildings, the location of the neighbor’s patio overlooking the current location and the
interference this would create for the neighbors on their patio and the compliant space in the
backyard for the applicant’s patio use, the fact that this A/C takes away valuable space for use in
that back patio, provides us with circumstances that impose some difficulty on the part of the
applicant to remain compliant with the code without jeopardizing any of the fundamental purposes
of the code given the minimal intrusion into the side setback if the unit were placed as close to the
applicant’s premise as close to possible on the north side, it would make sense to grant the request.
Ms. Tidwall noted that this is a close call due to the reasons noted by Mr. Paulson. Noted that
absence of detriment has been proven since the neighbors on both sides of Mr. Wycklendt—Mr.
Fox and Mr. Teglia— had no objection to locating the A/C unit on the north side yard setback
location; aesthetics is not the issue because it would be located behind a fence; environmental and
noise concerns appreciated. Requested location seems to be the most appropriate location for the
A/C unit.
Mr. Paulson noted that the Board over the last 6 or 7 years has granted six or so variances for A/C
units because of long runs of cabling/tubing, problems with location, etc. Not unheard of to grant
variances when there is a good logical practical reason, i.e. open up yard space, looks better; we
have granted them. This structure, A/C unit, the intrusion would be minimal with regard to the
criteria for space and use in the side yard setback.
Mr. Wycklendt noted that the piping used to go to the condenser would run up the north wall, it
would have to go around the side of the building to feed the A/C, an additional 10’, in its current
location making it subject to heat and direct sun.
Ms. Espera was in agreement with the comments of Mr. Paulson and Ms. Tidwall. Noted that the
current neighbors have no complaints about the current location; however, concerned if a larger unit
were installed in the current location what issue could arise.
Ms. Smith commented on whether it is an exceptional circumstance related to this particular parcels
and whether granting the variance would not be so general or recurrent that it suggests that the
chapter should be changed. Are we setting ourselves up to continue granting these variances? Is
the solution to not grant variances, but to change the ordinance? Mr. Paulson noted that the
concern is legitimate. If it’s a difficult decision, wants to follow the law. Our goal is to be equitable
and just. When a reasonable, just use of property that is not intruding on public use in any and the
equities are in favor of granting it in favor of the applicant. The equities are clearly in favor of the
applicant—economically and environmentally—we are not violating the fundamental purposes of
the zoning code. There is a risk of the condensed nature of Shorewood, the size of the lots,
proximity of property to lot lines, we do open ourselves up to repeated requests. However, the
requests over the last few years are few and far between and staff has been good at working out
resolutions for applicants and enforcing the code.
Ms. Tidwall noted that perhaps action to make a change to the ordinance may be needed
somewhere down the line, but right now we are not there yet.
Ms. Tidwall moved, seconded by Ms. Espera to grant the request for the variance of Village Codes
225-7(4) and 535.19F.(5) for the placement of an A/C condenser in the north side yard of the
residential property at 4379 N Wildwood Ave. be granted.
Mr. Paulson proposed a friendly amendment to include after the word yard, “setback with minimum
practical intrusion”. The Board unanimously consented to the friendly amendment.
Motion as amended was read: Ms. Tidwall moved, seconded by Ms. Espera to grant the request
for the variance of Village Codes 225-7F.(4) and 535.19F.(5) for the placement of an A/C
condenser in the north side yard setback ,with minimum practical intrusion, of the residential
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property at 4379 N Wildwood Ave.
There was no further discussion on the motion as amended.
Motion passed 3-1 on a roll call vote with Ms. Smith voting nay.
Mr. Paulson moved, seconded by Ms. Tidwall to adjourn the meeting at 6:33 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

Diane De Wind-Hall, Deputy Clerk
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Report to Board of Appeals

July 13, 2021

Prepared by: Building Inspector Justin Burris

RE:

Appeal the denial of the HVAC Permit application request to place the A/C condenser in
the Southwest side and rear yard setback of residential property 3563 N Cramer St.

The property owners of 3563 N Cramer St. are seeking a variance to place an A/C condenser in the
Southwest side and rear yard setbacks of the property. The Village received the HVAC Permit
application on May 07, 2021, and the Village received the Board of Appeals application on May 24,
2021.
The proposed location violates both the Building Chapter and the Zoning Chapter of the Village
ordinances.
Zoning/Applicable Regulations:
225-7 F. (4): Air-conditioning units may not be located in front yards or rear or side setbacks.
[Added 2-25-2008 by Ord. No. 1935]
535-19 F (5):
Setback:
(a) Front, minimum: 25 feet or the average of existing setbacks on the side of the street where the
property is located, between the two closest intersecting streets, whichever is greater.
(b) Rear, minimum: three feet.
(c) Side: [1] Interior, minimum: three feet.
Existing Conditions:
Zoning District R-6
Minimum lot width:
Minimum area:

40’ feet
4,500 square feet

Compliant
Non-Compliant

Existing actuals:
60’ feet
2,400 square feet

Staff Comments:
The lot and improvement upon it are all legal non-conforming, as the house itself does not meet the
rear yard setback requirements, and the lot is undersized.
Materials provided:
1. HVAC Permit application
2. Board of Appeals application and supplementary materials
3. Survey of property 3563 N Cramer St.
4. Pictures / Aerial / Parcel maps
5. 535-19 Site restrictions Zoning Setbacks
6. 535-58 Zoning Section- Board of Appeals findings
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Report to Board of Appeals

July 13, 2021

Prepared by: Building Inspector Justin Burris

RE:

Appealing the interpretation of the Design Review Board (DRB) Decision for plantings
to screen a patio, at residential property 4349 N Woodburn St.

The property owners of 4349 N Woodburn St. are appealing the decision rendered by the Village of
Shorewood Design Review Board on May 13, 2021.
The meeting was for the consideration of the application and plans on file for the installation of a
street side yard patio at residential property 4349 N. Woodburn Street. The application and plan was
ultimately approved, but subject to the inclusion of year-round plantings.
The owner would prefer no plantings at all, but had offered to plant a row of peonies in front of the
patio, which would match other plantings in the vicinity.
While the DRB has historically requested “year-round” plantings, the Village ordinance does not
specify what vegetation shall be used to screen a patio and notes only, ”screened from public view by
natural vegetation.”
Applicable Regulations:
535-9 F. (2) Patios.
(a) Patios may be located in the front yard or street side yard, only when constructed within the
following parameters:
[1] No more than 30% of any front yard or street side yard may be covered by a patio.
[2] One entire side of a patio must be directly adjacent to the principal structure of the lot.
[3] Front yard patios and street side yard patios shall not be located closer than three feet to the front
lot line or street side lot line.
[4] A scaled drawing of the proposed layout of the new front yard or street side yard patio must be
completed, along with a list of proposed materials to be used in construction, all of which shall be
submitted to the Design Review Board for review and approval. All materials must be of high quality,
such as cut stone, Lannon or blue stone, or decorative concrete. In addition, the stone surface
shall be screened from public view by natural vegetation. No fences shall serve as the primary
screening materials.
[5] Patios may not exceed six inches above grade in the front yard or street side yard.
(b) Patios shall not be located in the side setback or rear setback of a lot, with the exception of ongrade patios in the R-5 and R-6 residence districts.
225-12 Design Review Board
B. Intent and purposes. This section is adopted, for all zoning districts and for all uses in the
Village, to promote the public health, safety, convenience, prosperity, comfort and general welfare of
the citizens of the Village and to strike a reasonable balance between the desire of the property
owner to choose the design of his or her land use ("the project") and the continuing interest of the
Village in the design and appearance of that property, by:
(1) Protecting the general appearance of buildings, structures, landscaping and open areas;
(2) Ensuring adequate light, air and privacy for property; and
22

(3) Encouraging and promoting acceptability, attractiveness and compatibility of new
buildings, development, remodeling and additions so as to maintain established standards
and property values.
H. Design criteria.
(1) In making its findings and determination concerning each proposed project, the Design Review
Board shall give substantial weight to the intent of the Village that the decisions of the Board
perpetuate and further the character of Shorewood, including, without limitation by enumeration, the
following:
(a) A human scale in the Village as a whole, including its architecture and land use, with an
accompanying recognition that the Village is characterized by a substantial amount of pedestrian and
bicycle traffic;
(b) A high quality of design and construction;
(c) A consistency in the design of commercial properties with the primarily residential nature of the
Village; and
(d) A diversity of architectural styles, which are, at the same time, compatible with their surroundings.
(2) The Design Review Board may adopt and amend, from time to time, as appropriate and
consistent with the contents of this section, written design guidelines and design review procedures.
Materials provided:
1. Design Review Board application
2. Board of Appeals application and supplementary materials
3. Design Review Board meeting minutes May 13, 2021
4. Pictures / Aerial / Parcel maps
5. 225-12 Design Review Board section
6. 535-58 Zoning Section- Board of Appeals findings
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Design Review Board
Meeting Minutes
Thursday, May 13, 2021
via tele/videoconference

1. Call to order.
The meeting was called to order at 5:01 p.m.
Members present: Wesley Brice, Bryan Koester (acting Chair), Ryan O’Connor, Larry
Pachefsky and Mike Skauge.
Others present: Dorothy Shashko, Rosina Bloomingdale, Genevieve Liesemeyer, Shawn
Welsh, Ron Hartzheim, Michael Julian, Jill Julian, Jason Rose, Jim Himmelstein, Michael
Dlugi, Abraham Elizondo, and Planning & Development Director Bart Griepentrog.
2. Approval of the April 22, 2021 meeting minutes.
Mr. Pachefsky motioned to approve the minutes as drafted; seconded by Mr. O’Connor. Vote
5-0.
7. Consideration of the application and plans on file for the installation of street side yard
patio at residential property 4349 N. Woodburn Street.
Director Griepentrog provided an overview of the project, noting that in 2020 the homeowner
had a contractor install a new side yard sidewalk and driveway and within the process
unknowingly installed what was also considered a side yard patio. Ms. Shashko clarified that
the side yard walkway previously existed as a lannon stone walk, but was improved to a
smooth surface for safety. Director Griepentrog noted that although the newly constructed area
was not used as a patio that it could be in the future and required landscape screening per code.
He noted that the applicant has offered to plant a row of peonies in front of it, which would
match other plantings in the vicinity.
Chair Koester confirmed that previous applicants were required to install year-round
landscaping. He also noted that an 18” minimum has been the typical standard. Ms. Shashko
suggested that year-round screening was not possible due to snow removal. She stated that
shoveling show to the north was the only possibility. Mr. Skauge disagreed, believing that the
snow could also be shoveled to the west. Chair Koester restated that year-round screening was
the expectation and suggested that boxwoods could be planted. Mr. O’Connor agreed.
Mr. O’Connor motioned to approve the plans with respect to the location and size of the
screening, but subject to the inclusion of year-round plantings to be confirmed by Village staff;
seconded by Mr. Skauge. Vote 5-0.
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3. Further consideration of the application and plans on file for a rear two-story addition at
residential property 3958 N. Stowell Avenue.
Ms. Liesemeyer presented updated plans to the north elevation for reconsideration. The first
option, which was the homeowner’s preference, involved additional cedar shakes, whereas the
second option utilized stucco. It was also noted that the railing on the second story balcony had
been updated.
Mr. O’Connor questioned how the roof detail stops after turning the corner onto the north
elevation. Ms. Liesemeyer referred to it as a turnback.
Mr. O’Connor confirmed that the addition was co-planer with the existing house. Mr.
Pachefsky questioned if a step-back on the new elevation was possible, and Ms. Liesemeyer
noted that it was not since the wall was an extension of the kitchen and needed to be straight for
cabinetry purposes.
Ms. Liesemeyer suggested that the additional shake balanced out the elevation, whereas the
stucco looked heavy. Mr. Skauge confirmed that shakes were also installed on the east and
west side dormers. Mr. Pachefsky noted that cedar shakes were historically only used on the
upper story. Mr. Skauge suggested that a frieze board and drip edge should be installed at the
bottom to protect from water damage. Ms. Liesemeyer agreed.
Mr. Brice noted a dislike of the partial roof on the north elevation and how it terminated. He
suggested that it should be extended to the gambrel roof. Ms. Liesemeyer noted that was not
possible, since the new roof stuck out further than the existing gambrel. She noted that there
was no ideal place to stop. Mr. Skauge noted that this elevation was never going to be seen
from the public right of way.
Mr. Skauge motioned to approve the plans as detailed in option 1 (cedar shakes), with the
addition of a frieze board and drip edge to protect the cedar shakes from damage; seconded by
Mr. O’Connor. Vote 4-1 (Mr. Brice voting nay.)
4. Further consideration of the application and plans on file for the modification of the front
porch at residential property 4304 N. Murray Avenue.
Mr. Welsh presented updated porch plans including a cross section of the proposed railing. He
noted that the dimensions of the primary posts were 8”x8” and that the interior posts were
4”x4”. He pointed out that 5/4” Ipe with custom steel bracketing would be utilized for the top
rail and stated that a grab rail would need to be installed on the stairway per code, since the top
rail would not work out. He also reminded the Board that the stone pillars were to be
repurposed as stone foundations, and suggested that up to three stones would be utilized to
match up with the house’s foundation.
Chair Koester believed that all previously questioned details had been answered. Mr. Skauge
agreed.
Mr. Skauge motioned to approve the plans as submitted; seconded by Mr. O’Connor. Vote 5-0.
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5. Consideration of the application and plans on file for the installation of a street side yard
patio at residential property 2001 E. Lake Bluff Blvd.
Mr. Hartzheim provided an overview of his proposed street side yard patio, noting that stone
paver blocks would be utilized on the 24’10” x 9’ patio. He noted that four dwarf Alberta
spruce bushes would be planted and provided that those bushes grow to an average height of 6’
to 8’ with a width of 4’ to 5’. Director Griepentrog also pointed out that a 4’ tall fence would
be installed to enclose the patio, but reminded the Board that the code does not allow for
fencing to serve as screening by itself.
Chair Koester questioned the distance from the sidewalk to the fence and was informed that it
was 8 feet. Mr. O’Connor noted that the proposed landscaping satisfied the code’s
requirement. It was noted that if the bushes grow as expected that future trimming may be
required.
Mr. O’Connor motioned to approve the plans, as submitted; seconded by Mr. Skauge. Vote 50.
6. Consideration of the application and plans on file for the installation of a second story
rear deck, the removal of a window and the installation of a patio door at residential
property 4149 N. Morris Blvd.
Mr. Rose provided an overview of the project, which involved a second-story rear deck
addition. He noted that the deck would project 16’ from the rear of the house and be between
13’ to 10’8” wide. One side of the deck would be angled in order to avoid the garage.
Although the plans noted a height of 3’5”, Mr. Rose noted that the deck would actually be 9’ to
10’ off the ground. He also pointed out that a lighting plan had been provided and clarified that
the light shown on the plan was not from the direct source.
Chair Koester noted that the deck looked quite large for the size of the house. Mr. Rose
disagreed and said it would be just big enough for a table and grill. Mr. O’Connor suggested
that it was large for a second story deck. Mr. Julian noted that it was coming off of the second
floor living room. Mr. Pachefsky questioned if the deck could be rotated 180 degrees so that
the long edge was along the house. Mr. Rose stated that it would not work. Chair Koester
restated that it felt big for the space.
Chair Koester questioned the details of the door and was informed it was a Marvin sliding
French patio door with trim to match the windows. Mr. O’Connor questioned if the door
header would be lower than the windows, as shown on the plan. Mr. Rose stated that it would
not and that the doors and window heights would align.
Mr. Brice stated that it was hard to completely understand the project without better plans. He
requested that a site plan be provided to understand the deck’s relationship to the garage. He
also noted that a plan view showing exactly how the deck attached to the house would be
desired. Mr. O’Connor and Chair Koester agreed. Mr. Rose questioned why details were
required. It was noted that the plans needed to be understood in context with the house and
garage.
Mr. Brice questioned how the support columns would be treated and how they would terminate
into the ground level patio. Mr. Pachefsky suggested that cross bracing may also be required.
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The item was deferred for further information, as discussed.
8. Consideration of the application and plans on file for the installation of a wall sign at
commercial property 3551 N. Oakland Avenue.
Director Griepentrog summarized the memo prepared for this item and stated that the 18” halolit channel letter sign met technical code requirements. He noted that the Board was being
asked to discuss aesthetics. Mr. Himmelstein was present to answer any questions.
Chair Koester questioned how tall the lettering for the former tenant (Super Cuts) had been.
Director Griepentrog noted that he was unable to find that information. Mr. Himmelstein stated
that the neighboring tenant’s sign (Select Property Group) was recently installed by their
company, and he believed that sign was 19” tall. (The approved plans on file for that sign
indicate they are 18”.) Mr. Himmelstein noted that based on comments provided by Director
Griepentrog that the size of this sign was reduced to meet code.
Chair Koester noted that he was ok with the sign, as proposed.
Mr. O’Connor motioned to approve the plans, as submitted; seconded by Mr. Skauge. Vote 5-0.
9. Consideration by Special Exception of the application and plans on file for an existing
monument sign at commercial property 4156 N. Oakland Avenue.
Director Griepentrog noted that this Special Exception consideration had been brought forth
based on a recent inspection where it was noted that the sign had not been installed to its
approved design. He noted that the 2016 approval had indicated routed-out tenant panels were
to be installed. However, that same plan also showed an acrylic face with opaque vinyl
overlay, but since that was not allowed per code, a Special Exception would have been required
to install it in that manner. The applicant was seeking that Special Exception through this
application.
Mr. Dluigi noted that there was a limited area available for the tenant panels. He stated that
based on the small size, the copy would not be visible from routed out metal panels, unless seen
from straight on. He noted that once you would step to the side, the copy would disappear. He
stated that an opaque vinyl overlay would provide the same exact look and allow the copy of
the tenant panels to be visible.
Mr. O’Connor thanked the applicant for the thorough explanation.
Mr. Skauge motioned to approve the Special Exception based on the sign’s construction type
(4) and its size (7); seconded by Mr. O’Connor. Vote 5-0.
10. Consideration of the application and plans on file for a wall sign at commercial property
4166 N. Oakland Avenue.
Director Griepentrog summarized the content of his cover memo on the topic and noted that the
sign review was a bit atypical because the sign was not located within a sign band. He noted
that the cumulative sum of the sign text and logo area, the sign conformed to the required
standard. He confirmed that the sign would feature open face channel letters, which per the
4
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Village’s channel letter handout have been allowed. The sign would also feature a halo-lit
logo, which would also feature varying levels of opacity. Mr. Elizondo noted that the proposed
sign would be slightly smaller than the neighboring tenant signage for Great Clips.
Mr. Skauge noted that the sign would be an improvement from what had been installed. Mr.
O’Connor and Chair Koester agreed.
Mr. O’Connor motioned to approve the sign, as proposed; seconded by Mr. Skauge. Vote 5-0.
11. Adjournment
Mr. Pachefsky motioned to adjourn the meeting at 6:41 p.m.; seconded by Mr. O’Connor. Vote
5-0.
Recorded by,

Bart Griepentrog, AICP
Planning & Development Director

5
37

RESIDENTIAL INSPECTION REPORT
ACTION REQUIRED
Date: May 17, 2021
Owners Name: Dragica & Dorthy Shashko
Owners Address: 4349 N WOODBURN ST
City, State, Zip: Shorewood, WI 53211
Dear: Dorthy Shashko,
I am following up on the Design Review Board meeting and decision that took place on 05/13/2021. Your application was
approved, subject to the planting of “year round” plant screening (not peonies) being installed as the natural screening.
Per the attached notice that was sent previously, the screening shall be installed by June 26th 2021.
An inspection to verify the approved plantings will be completed on Monday June 28th, 2021.
APPEAL: If after discussions with staff, you find that you are not in agreement with the enforcement of the above listed
item(s), it is your right to appeal to Shorewood’s Board of Appeals within 30 days of receipt of this order, where
applicable. Please contact the Planning and Zoning Administrator at (414) 847-2647 to discuss your right to appeal.
Forms and explanations are available at the Planning & Development Department at Village Hall or online on the Village
website villageofshorewood.org.
REINSPECTION FEES
In accordance with section 326-18 of the Village Code, a fee may be charged for any re-inspection, except no fee shall be
charged for the final re-inspection when compliance is recorded. The fee is $50 for the first re-inspection, $75 for the
second, $150 for the third, and $250 for the fourth and all subsequent re-inspections. Re-inspection fees will be invoiced,
or if unpaid, a lien shall be applied upon the real estate where the re-inspections were made and shall be assessed and
collected as a special tax. If you wish to contest the assessment of a re-inspection fee, contact the inspector.
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (414) 847-2640 Monday thru Friday 8:00 A.M .to 4:30 P.M.
or by email at jburris@villageofshorewood.org.
Respectfully,

Justin Burris
Building Inspector
Planning & Development Department
3930 N. Murray Avenue
Shorewood, WI 53211
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Village of Shorewood, WI
Friday, July 9, 2021

Chapter 225. Building Construction
Article II. Supplemental Building Regulations
§ 225-12. Design Review Board.
A.

Established. There shall be a Design Review Board in and for the Village of Shorewood.

B.

Intent and purposes. This section is adopted, for all zoning districts and for all uses in the Village,
to promote the public health, safety, convenience, prosperity, comfort and general welfare of the
citizens of the Village and to strike a reasonable balance between the desire of the property owner
to choose the design of his or her land use ("the project") and the continuing interest of the Village
in the design and appearance of that property, by:
(1) Protecting the general appearance of buildings, structures, landscaping and open areas;
(2) Ensuring adequate light, air and privacy for property; and
(3) Encouraging and promoting acceptability, attractiveness and compatibility of new buildings,
development, remodeling and additions so as to maintain established standards and property
values.

C.

Membership. The Design Review Board shall consist of nine members, appointed by the Village
President with the approval of the Village Board, who shall serve without compensation.
(1) The membership shall include at least two architects, two additional architects or other design
professionals, one real estate broker, and four additional members, all of whom shall be
residents of the Village. In addition, three former members of the Design Review Board may
serve as alternate members pursuant to Subsection D(4) of this section.
(2) The Village Manager, Village Attorney and Planning and Zoning Administrator, or their
designees, shall be ex officio nonvoting members.[1]
[1]

Editor's Note: Amended at time of adoption of Code (see Ch. 1, General Provisions, Art. I).

(3) Members of the Board shall elect their own Chair and adopt such rules as they deem
advisable, but which shall not conflict with the provisions of this section.
(4) All appointments shall be for staggered terms of three years commencing June 1 of the year
of appointment, provided that any vacancy shall be filled for the unexpired term of the original
appointment. Members shall serve until their successors have been appointed.
D. Organization.
(1) Meetings shall be held at the call of the Chair, when requested by the Building Inspector, or
when a ruling and determination is required hereunder. All meetings shall be open to the
public except as allowed by applicable law.
(2) Minutes shall be kept showing all actions taken and shall be a public record.
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(3) A quorum shall be four members and all action shall require the concurring vote of at least the
majority of those members present.
(4) In the event that there are at least three members present, a specified former member may
serve as a voting member for the purpose of providing a quorum to conduct the meeting.
E.

Duties and responsibilities.
(1) No building permit for any new structure or for any exterior alterations or additions to any
structure and no sign permit shall be issued unless the application therefor shall have been
referred to the Design Review Board and said Board shall have made the necessary findings
and determinations as hereinafter required.
(a) Excepted from the requirement of this subsection shall be the following:
[1] All concrete walks, patios, and slabs, when located within rear yards of residences.
[2] Parking slabs on alley frontage.
[3] Grade or first floor level decks within rear yards of residences.
[4] Structural landscaping located within rear yards not visible from the public right-ofway.
(2) Recommendations regarding proposals filed under the Village Planned Development
Ordinance shall be in accordance with § 535-22D(3) of the Village Code.
(3) Findings and determination regarding sign proposals shall be in accordance with § 445-20A
of the Village Code.
(4) Findings and determination regarding land management plans shall be in accordance with
§ 220-3 of the Village Code.
(5) Circular driveways shall be subject to the review and approval of the Design Review Board in
accordance with § 535-9F(4) of the Village Code.
(6) Other matters pertaining to planning, zoning, building or design may be referred to the Design
Review Board for findings and determination.

F.

Notice of meeting. Matters referred to the Design Review Board shall be noticed for the next
scheduled meeting of the Board seven or more days after receipt of application. The Building
Inspector shall give written notice to each member of the Design Review Board, to the applicant or
appellant, to such other parties as he deems advisable, and, in case of new construction or
construction that adds 200 square feet or more to an existing structure, to all owners of property
located within 100 feet of any boundary line of the applicant's or appellant's property. Written
notice shall be given by mail or in person and shall include the time, place and purpose of the
meeting.

G. Consideration of application. The Design Review Board shall hear all interested parties and shall
consider all data relevant to the application prior to making its findings and determination.
Relevant data shall include, but shall not be limited to, where applicable, site plan, floor plans,
elevations, landscaping plan, including the location of existing trees to be retained or moved or
removed, renderings and specifications, signs, parking area plans, and description of materials,
including color and texture. All illustrations shall be drawn to scale. Where appropriate, the Board
may make site inspections to better familiarize itself with the proposal. The Board may
recommend changes that, in its judgment, will help the project meet the design criteria stated in
this section. The Board may adjourn to closed session, at its discretion, to deliberate after all
presentations have been made and the public has been heard.
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H.

Design criteria.
(1) In making its findings and determination concerning each proposed project, the Design
Review Board shall give substantial weight to the intent of the Village that the decisions of the
Board perpetuate and further the character of Shorewood, including, without limitation by
enumeration, the following:
(a) A human scale in the Village as a whole, including its architecture and land use, with an
accompanying recognition that the Village is characterized by a substantial amount of
pedestrian and bicycle traffic;
(b) A high quality of design and construction;
(c) A consistency in the design of commercial properties with the primarily residential nature
of the Village; and
(d) A diversity of architectural styles, which are, at the same time, compatible with their
surroundings.
(2) The Design Review Board may adopt and amend, from time to time, as appropriate and
consistent with the contents of this section, written design guidelines and design review
procedures.

I.

Findings and determination.
(1) In order for the Board to approve an application, it shall find and determine that the applicant's
proposal is consistent with design criteria and will not contribute to substantial depreciation in
the value of the applicant's property or neighboring properties. In all instances when the
determination is to reject the application for the proposed project and in all other cases in
which the Board believes it appropriate, the minutes of the Board's meeting shall include a
statement of the findings which a majority of those present rely on in support of the Board's
decision.
(2) The Board shall file its written findings and determination pursuant to a majority vote of all
Board members present as soon as is practicable. The written findings and determination
shall be signed by the Chair and filed with and be binding upon the Building Inspector and the
Planning and Development Department. A copy shall be given to the applicant or appellant by
mail or in person.

J.

Appeals. Any person aggrieved by a determination of the Design Review Board may appeal to the
Board of Appeals of the Village in accordance with the provisions of § 535-56 of the Village Code,
except as otherwise provided hereunder. The fee for appealing in each case shall be as provided
by the Village Fee Schedule.[2]
[2]

Editor's Note: Original § 9-209, Image Enhancement Committee, which immediately followed this
section, as amended, was repealed 2-25-2008 by Ord. No. 1935.
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Report to Board of Appeals

July 13, 2021

Prepared by: Building Inspector Justin Burris

RE:

Request a variance of Zoning Ordinance 535-19 F (5) at residential property 1908 E
Lake Bluff Blvd.

The property owner of 1908 E Lake Bluff Blvd. is seeking a variance to construct a new 14’x20’ single
car garage. The Village approved the Building Permit application on April 28, 2021. The original
permit submittal complied with the zoning regulations, and on May 20, 2021 a forms/foundation
inspection was conducted and approved. Only after the foundation/garage slab was in, did the owner
realize that getting the car in/out of the garage would be nearly impossible given the location of the
new garage in relation to the house; the Village received the Board of Appeals application on June
22, 2021.
The former garage was 10’x18’, and was legal non-conforming as it did not meet the rear or side yard
setback requirements.
Zoning/Applicable Regulations:
535-19 F (5):
Setback:
(a) Front, minimum: 25 feet or the average of existing setbacks on the side of the street where the
property is located, between the two closest intersecting streets, whichever is greater.
(b) Rear, minimum: three feet.
(c) Side: [1] Interior, minimum: three feet.
Existing Conditions:
Zoning District R-6
Minimum lot width:
Minimum area:

40’ feet
4,500sq.ft.

Compliant
Non-Compliant

Existing actuals:
40’ feet
4,256sq.ft.

Staff Comments:
The lot and improvements upon it are legal non-conforming, as the house itself does not meet the
side yard setback requirements, and the lot is undersized.
Materials provided:
1. Building Permit application
2. Board of Appeals application and supplementary materials
3. Survey of property 1908 E Lake Bluff Blvd.
4. Scale models of building and vehicle layouts
5. Pictures / Aerial / Parcel maps
6. Letter of support from neighbor
7. 535-19 Site restrictions Zoning Setbacks
8. 535-58 Zoning Section- Board of Appeals findings
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Report to Board of Appeals

July 13, 2021

Prepared by: Building Inspector Justin Burris

RE:

Request a variance of Zoning Ordinance 535-19 F (5) at residential property 2315 E
Olive St.

The property owners of 2315 E Olive St. are seeking a variance to construct a new 13’x20’ single car
garage in the same location as the current garage that encroaches six inches into the side yard
setback. The Village received the Building Permit application on May 07, 2021, and received the
Board of Appeals application on June 23, 2021.
The proposed location violates the Zoning Chapter of the Village ordinances.
Zoning/Applicable Regulations:
535-19 F (5):
Setback:
(a) Front, minimum: 25 feet or the average of existing setbacks on the side of the street where the
property is located, between the two closest intersecting streets, whichever is greater.
(b) Rear, minimum: three feet.
(c) Side: [1] Interior, minimum: three feet.
Existing Conditions:
Zoning District R-6
Minimum lot width:
Minimum area:
Minimum “green space”

40’ feet
4,500sq.ft.
30% of lot _ 945sq.ft.

Non-Compliant
Non-Compliant
Compliant

Existing actuals:
35’ feet
3,150sq.ft.
+/- 1,200sq.ft.

Staff Comments:
The lot and improvements upon it are legal non-conforming, as the house itself does not meet the
side yard setback requirements, and the lot is undersized.
Materials provided:
1. Building Permit application
2. Board of Appeals application and supplementary materials
3. Survey of property 2315 E Olive St.
4. Pictures / Aerial / Parcel maps
5. Letters of support from neighbors
6. 535-19 Site restrictions Zoning Setbacks
7. 535-58 Zoning Section- Board of Appeals findings
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APPLICATION FOR BUILDING PERMIT
Village of Shorewood
Planning & Development Department
3930 N. Murray Avenue, Shorewood, WI 53211
Phone (414) 847-2640 Facsimile (414) 847-2648
www.villageofshorewood.org
***FINAL INSPECTION IS REQUIRED WHEN WORK IS
COMPLETED.
***FORMS INSPECTIONS ARE REQUIRED BEFORE ALL
CONCRETE POURS. ROUGH INSPECTIONS MAY BE
REQUIRED, PLEASE ASK.
****REMEMBER TO CALL DIGGERS HOTLINE 811

OFFICE USE ONLY
FEE: $230.00
RESIDENTIAL PLAN REVIEW
RESIDENTIAL OCCUPANCY

PERMIT #

21-0814
APPROVAL DATE:

Job Address: 2315 E. Olive St.
Owner’s Information
Name Beth Silverstein
Address 2315 E. Olive St.
City/State/Zip Shorewood, WI 53211
Phone 414-426-5777
ersilverstein@gmail.com
Email

Building Type: New Detached Garage
Contractor’s Information
Name JD Griffiths Company, INC. (Brad Karazsia)
Address 8401 W. Calumet Rd
City/State/Zip Milwaukee, WI 53224
Phone 414-362-7222
Email bradk@jdgriffiths.com
DC # 12107
DCQ # 081900898
***Cautionary Statement: see page two (REQUIRED when Homeowner is applying for permit)
Describe work in detail (include floor levels of where work is being done)
Build New Detached Wood Structure Garage 13x20 Gable with 8/12 roof Pitch and 12" overhangs on all sides.

Estimated Cost of Job $ 23,629
Is this part of an Enforcement Statement?
Are plans, sketches or drawings attached?
Is a certified plot plan or survey attached?

✔ N
N
N

✔

✔

Y

If Yes, Enforcement #

Y
Y

N/A
N/A

Permit voided four months from date issued if no work has been started
or if building operations cease for more than four months. Call to request an extension.
OFFICE USE ONLY – Conditions of Approval

Design Review Board Approval Needed

Bradley Karazsia JD Griffiths

____________________________________
Signature of Owner/Architect/Contractor

YES

NO

Approval Date

05/06/2021

________________
Date

Triple fees shall be chargeable to all applicants hereunder who fail to obtain a permit before work has been started. No further permits shall be issued to
any applicant who owes fees to the Village or who failed to comply with any lawful orders of the Village inspector. It is agreed and understood that all work
shall be done in accordance with the state of Wisconsin’s applicable codes and ordinances of the Village of Shorewood.
NOTE: COMMERICAL BUILDING OR LARGE SCALE REMODEL OR ALTERATION WORK WILL BE SUBJECT TO A PLAN EXAMINATION FEE.
NOTE: COMMERCIAL BUILDING REMODEL OR ALTERATION WORK WILL BE REQUIRED TO SUBMIT AN APPLICATION TO THE FIRE DEPT.

Missed Appointment
$30.00
Failure to Call in Final Inspection
$50.00
$9.00 per $1,000 of estimated cost of job - Residential
$10.00 per $1,000 of estimated cost of job - Commercial
Commercial NEW construction $0.30/SQ. FT.
Minimum
Fee $65.00 (Residential); $75.00 (Commercial)
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535-55 Powers.
A. The Board of Appeals shall have the following powers:
(1) Errors and interpretations. To hear and decide appeals where it is alleged that there is an error in any
administrative order, decision, determination or interpretation of zoning districts or other code regulations.
(2) Variances. To hear and grant appeals for variances as will not be contrary to the public interest where,
owing to special conditions, a literal enforcement will result in practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship, so
that the spirit and purpose of this chapter shall be observed and the public safety, welfare and justice
secured. Use variances shall not be granted.
(3) Special exceptions. To hear and decide special exceptions to the terms of this chapter upon which said
Board is required to pass under this chapter.
B. Permits. The Board may reverse, affirm wholly or partly, or modify the requirements appealed from and
may issue or direct the issuance of a permit.
C. Assistance. The Board may request assistance from other Village officers, departments, commissions and
boards.
D. Oath. The Chairman may administer oaths and compel the attendance of witnesses.
535-56 Appeals.
A. Appeals from an administrative decision concerning the literal enforcement of this chapter or of any other
Village Code provisions may be made by any person aggrieved or by any officer, department, board,
commission or bureau of the Village.
B. Such appeals shall be filed with the Secretary within 30 days after the date of written notice of the
administrative decision or order. Such appeals shall include the following:
(1) Name and address of the appellant and, if a matter involving this chapter, all owners of record of property
located within 100 feet of the property in question.
(2) Additional information required by the Village Plan Commission, Planning and Development Department,
Board of Appeals or other Village employees having an interest in the matter.
(3) Fee receipt from the Village Treasurer in an amount as set forth in the Village Fee Schedule.
535-58 Findings.
No variance to the provisions of this chapter shall be granted by the Board unless it finds that all of the
following facts and conditions exist and so indicates in the minutes of its proceedings:
A. Exceptional circumstances. There must be exceptional, extraordinary or unusual circumstances or
conditions applying to the lot, parcel or structure that do not apply generally to other properties in the same
district and the granting of the variance would not be of so general or recurrent nature as to suggest that this
chapter should be changed.
B. Absence of detriment. The variance will not create substantial detriment to adjacent property and will not
materially impair or be contrary to the purpose and the spirit of this chapter or the public interest.

80

