A meeting of the Jasper County Board of Zoning Appeals was held Monday, August 24, 2015 at 7:00pm. in the Commissioners’ Room of the Jasper County Courthouse, Rensselaer, Indiana. Members present: Chris Healey, John Korniak, Jim Martin, Scott Walstra and Daniel Reed. Also present: Mary Scheurich, Director and Kelli Standish, Secretary. Absent was: Todd Sammons.

	Meeting was called to order by Chris Healey. The Pledge of Allegiance was recited. Mrs. Healey called for the first order of business.

John Korniak made the motion to approve the July 2015 minutes. Motion was seconded by Dan Reed and carried unanimously.
_____________________________________________________________________________
Variance								Cause#BZA-12-15

Applicant: Michael G. Peters (Executor of Eileen Peters Estate)
Location :  Sec. 34-31-5 – Gillam Twp. - 500N. W. of 400E. N-side
Use: Asking for a frontage variance of 50ft. instead of the required 400ft. 
______________________________________________________________________________  
Public hearing held pursuant to notice published August 7th in the Rensselaer Republican, a daily newspaper of general circulation printed and published in Jasper County, Indiana; also pursuant to notice to adjacent landowners given by certified mail, return receipts requested. All as shown by the affidavit of Becky Coffer, Clerk of the Rensselaer Republican, and return receipts submitted by the applicant.

	Mike Peters was present and stated that his mother passed away in April. He and his brother are the heir for her property. There is approximately 200 acres with an existing home on the property. They are splitting the property in half between the two of them. Neither one of them live nearby, that is why they are wanting to sell the property. They would like to sell the existing house since neither he nor his brother have a need for the house. They had the house along with 50ft. of road frontage surveyed, which the property comes to 4.04 acres + or -. Since they don’t want to lose anymore farm ground they are asking for a variance on the road frontage. They are asking for a 50ft. frontage requirement verses the 300ft. 

	Chris Healey asked if anyone present had any opposition to the application.

	Tom Mathis was present and stated; Mr. Peters stated that he is asking for a reduction for the frontage requirement from 50ft. to 300ft. and the agenda states that the requirement is 400ft. He was wondering why there was a difference between the 300ft. and the 400ft. He feels this is would be diminishing the standards for this district as he looks through the UDO. This would fit better in a Village Residential area. He feels that if the board allows this to go through then it will be injurious to the morals of the community.  

	Mary Scheurich stated that the frontage requirement in the A1 district is 400ft., but under Article 5 (5.53 (D)) in the UDO, 75% of that frontage can front on the road, which would be 300ft.   
	 
	Daniel Reed stated that the way he is looking at the property is if they don’t grant the variance then you are wasting about 3 or so acres of farm ground just to have enough frontage to get to the back of the property. 

	Mr. Peters then read the proposed facts of findings that he has provided to the board members.

i. The approval of the variance will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals and general welfare of the community.

RESPONSE: Variance will not harm the county or any individual. Only reason for the variance is to allow us to sell the house & farm buildings and retain the tillable farm aground.

ii. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be affected in a substantially adverse manner.

RESPONSE: Adjacent property will not be affected. My brother will own most of the adjoining property.

iii. The strict application of the terms of the ordinance will result in practical difficulties in the use of the property.

RESPONSE: Under the current ordinance we will have to sell tillable farm ground which will make the property harder to sell and is not our intent to sell tillable farm ground.

	The board agreed to adopt the findings of fact as present by the applicant.

Scott Walstra made the motion to grant approval for the lot width requirement of 400ft. to 50ft. Motion was seconded by Daniel Reed. 

Chris Healey stated that there is a motion to approve the application, and the board must consider the findings in Article 9, Variance 9.19 (7)(b)(i) through (ii). 

Chris Healey then read these to the Board:

i. The approval of the variance will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals and general welfare of the community.

The board unanimously voted that the applicant met the requirements of (i).

ii. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be affected in a substantially adverse manner.

	The board unanimously voted that the applicant met the requirements of (ii).

iii. The strict application of the terms of the ordinance will result in practical difficulties in the use of the property.

The board unanimously voted that the applicant met the requirements of (iii).

Motion carried unanimously.
______________________________________________________________________________
 
		Upon motion duly made and seconded, meeting was adjourned.
						
A TRUE RECORD;
						
________________________
								Chris Healey, President
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