
PERRYSBURG TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
26609 Lime City Road 

Perrysburg, OH 43551 

PUBLIC HEARING 
SEPTEMBER 19, 2006 

The Perrysburg Township BZA held a public hearing on September 19, 2006, at 26609 
Lime City Road, Perrysburg, Ohio. Russell Sturgill, Chairman, called the meeting to 
order at 6:00 p.m. A roll call was taken. Mr. Sturgill said they have five members 
present, and they can conduct business. Grant W. Garn, Zoning Inspector, was also 
present. The meeting was tape-recorded. 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Russell Sturgill, Russell R. Miller, Elsie Hetman, Bill Irwin, James 
Bennett, and Thomas Warns. 

MEMBERS ABSENT: Bob Warnimont. 

APPROVAL OF 8/15/06 MINUTES: Mr. Sturgill asked if all the members had received a 
copy of the minutes, and they all had. He asked if there were any corrections, 
additions, or deletions, and there were none. Mr. Miller moved with a second by Ms. 
Hetman to approve the minutes. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Miller, 
Ms. Hetman, Mr. Bennett, Mr. Irwin, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. 

Mr. Sturgill sworn in all persons who wished to address the board this evening. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006 -58531  (VARIANCE). Perrysburg One LLC owns The 
Arbors of Perrysburg of 28863 Oregon Road. In June of 2006 they were issued a sign 
permit to place an area identification sign on the south side of their entrance. They 
have now applied for a second sign of the same size and type that would be placed at 
the north side of that entrance. They would like the signs on both sides of the 
entrance. It is zoned R-5. Article X Section F Table 1 states that only one area 
identification sign is allowed per development entrance. They are asking for one sign 
too many. 

Keith Ritz addressed the board regarding this application. He told the board that they 
are actually not asking to have more signage, they are asking to take half of the sign 
and move it to the other side of their driveway. He does not know if any of them have 
driven by the complex, but there is a very nice barrier of foliage by the drainage ditch 
that pretty much obscures the rear of their complex. And at one time they had planned 
on taking that out so that they would have visibility of a sign which is a V shaped sign 
for people heading north on Oregon Road. But there is no egress in there, and it's just 
a nice buffer. And rather than have people see the rear of their complex and their 
residents look out on to the road, they thought it would be nice just to leave the buffer 
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there. And again, it's a V shaped sign. He can show them. All they are really 
suggesting is they wanted to take this piece here, and remove it, and put it on the 
other side of the drive. They are not asking for more signage. As they can see, the 
foliage is pretty dense. 

Mr. Ritz stepped up front with the board members. He said their sign is right here, and 
all they want to do is take this bottom part of the wing there, and cut it off, take it, 
remove it, and put it over here. So they wouldn't have any more square footage of the 
sign, but it would just allow the people heading north to at least see where the 
entrance is. 

They also talked to Toledo Edison. Ms. Hetman asked how high is the light. Mr. Ritz 
responded that it's Toledo Edison, First Energy. Ms. Hetman asked is it high up, or will 
it be down just on the sign. Mr. Ritz said he does not know, this is for the driveway 
entrance. Because people zooming up and down that Oregon Road, and they have 
mostly seniors in their complex, and so he was just wanting to avoid any accidents. 

They have extensively landscaped the interior of this space. There are trees planted all 
around. There are lots of birch trees, and a nice lake that they put in, with a pump that 
will be operational as soon as they get power to it. They are waiting on the utility 
company. They have spent a lot of money, and effort, and energy to try to make it real 
nice and hospitable. 

There was a lot of this discussion that was very hard to hear and understand because 
Mr. Ritz was up with the members. 

A question was asked, this sign was just installed this summer, and Mr. Ritz said yes, it 
was. A further question was asked, why would he want to change it just a few months 
after installing it. Didn't he realize this. Mr. Ritz said oh, about all the vegetation. He 
said to be honest with them, they thought the vegetation was going to be moved, and 
there were other people working on that issue. They have a small company, but 
somebody else was running with that ball. When he came out there and saw it, he did 
not want to take out the vegetation. So it was just personal. To have the green there 
to have the buffer. He just thought it made sense. 

Mr. Ritz said they are not looking to add any more signage. They are going to absorb 
the expense, and take one-half of that sign and shift it. Take this wing off right here 
and just move it over there. They are about 50, 60 feet off the road also. 

There was a question asked about the pillar. Mr. Ritz said if they would like it removed, 
they could have it removed. Right now there is nice tall grass growing behind it so it's 
not an eye sore. But whatever they want. If he can utilize it, he probably would for 
something, for some purpose. A question was asked, but the other side would match 
what he has here, and Mr. Ritz said oh, right. Right. 
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Mr. Sturgill asked Mr. Ritz to speak into the microphone, and Mr. Ritz said absolutely. 
Mr. Ritz said that was really it. They are just looking for a variance to be able to move 
that sign, remove it, and move half of it to the other side of the driveway so that people 
heading north on Oregon Road can spot it. If they have the vegetation, they would 
work with it. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions for this applicant, and there were 
none. He told him he could be seated and asked if there was anyone else in the 
audience that wished to address this matter. 

Don Smith addressed the board regarding this application. He told the board that he 
does not see anything wrong with this because they granted Stone Gate Villas 
permission to put a sign on both of them walls, so he can't really see anything wrong 
with them having the same thing that Stone Gate Villa got. They just split the two 
signs, and put one on one wall and one on the other. So if they are going to grant one, 
they have to grant the other. That's all he can say, and he thanked the board. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else present that wished to address the board, 
and there was no one who did. He asked if there was any discussion among the 
members, and there was none. Mr. Irwin moved with a second by Ms. Hetman to 
approve the application. Mr. Miller deferred to Ms. Hetman. Mr. Sturgill reiterated the 
motion. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Irwin, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Bennett, 
Mr. Miller, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. Mr. Ritz thanked the board. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006-5854, (VARIANCE.) Frank Slowinski, Jr., of 26350 
Thompson Road would like to install a six-foot high sign and rear yard fence, and a six-
foot high entry gate with posts. The remaining part of the fence (front) would be 4 feet 
high. The property is zoned A-1. Article VII Section J-1 states that fences or hedges 
may not exceed 4 feet in height in the required front yard. 3-2 states that fences may 
not exceed 4 feet in height in the required side yard adjacent to the main building and 
projecting to the required front yard. He is asking for a fence that is 2 feet too high in 
the front side yard, and a gate and posts that are also 2 feet too high. 

Frank Slowinski addressed the board regarding this application. He said everybody 
heard what he is asking for. Really he has 6 and seven-tenths acres, and really all he is 
doing is replacing the old fence. But he would like to make it all 6 foot now. His old 
house he had 4, 5, and 6 foot fence. He would like the six now for numerous reasons 
which he will get into. In fact, he is not much of a speaker. But the whole thing where 
this started originally is his wife and his two infant children were held at gunpoint for a 
half-hour while their house was robbed and ransacked, and they took all their personal 
jewelry, their safe, and everything out. He showed the board an article. He said they 
had another bad incident where he was working nights, his wife was home by herself. 
Four people pulled in their driveway, hit the front of their garage door, come up to the 
house, tried to break in their front door. His wife turned the lights on inside and called 
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the law. When they saw the lights go on, they just urinated all over their front doors 
and their picture window, and they were gone before the township police got there. He 
would like a 6 foot fence. They are in their 70's now. They want to retire. He just 
wants a nice, private place. The auto auction is behind him. He set his house back 350 
feet off of the front of the road so he would have some privacy for his retirement. This 
cut his back yard shorter, which he never realized that the auto auction was going to 
buy behind him. Now he would like a 6 foot fence there. The sides, privacy also, and 
to protect his family. Plus his wife shows show dogs as her hobby. Their dogs are 
trained to jump 4 feet. A 4 foot fence would not do him any good. He wants six on the 
sides. As far as the front of the property, the 6 foot going the full length from the back 
to the front. The first 300 to 350 feet of the property would never even see the fence 
because it's in the woods. The six-foot pillars are 2 feet too high. He wants them to 
put a 6 foot gate on it. When he is gone in the evening after dark he can close the 
gates. His wife will feel better. He could go on and on and on if he has to. He wants 
to protect his dogs. He does not want them on other people's property. He does not 
want other dogs on his property. They have already went out in their front yard in 
front of the house, which they just built a new house 4 years ago, working in the 
gardens and had cat manure. He does not have cats. He does not have anything 
against cats, but keep them on your property. And like he said, he could go on and on 
if he has to, but he knows they are limited to time. Those are some of the main 
reasons. The main reason is to protect the family. 

Mr. Sturgill said he was a little confused. He asked Mr. Slowinski if these are privacy 
fences. Mr. Slowinski said no, he wants chain link or non-climb metal fence all the way 
down the sides and the back. Mr. Sturgill said it's a chain link fence, it's not a privacy 
fence. Mr. Slowinski said not a privacy, no. You can see through it. Mr. Sturgill said 
okay. Mr. Slowinski said and it will be a split rail. And he wants to hang a set of 
wrought iron gates on the front. And like he said the main thing is he just wants 
privacy, and he wants to protect his family. 

Ms. Hetman said she does not understand split rail. The rails, how high up do they go. 
Mr. Sturgill said 48 inches. Ms. Hetman said what keeps you from going in between 
them. Mr. Sturgill said nothing. Ms. Hetman said is he going to have a fence on that, 
too. Mr. Sturgill said are you going to add chicken fence to the split rail fence. Mr. 
Slowinski said across the front, and Mr. Sturgill said yes. Mr. Slowinski said that will be 
a three rail split. 48 inch top rail. Mr. Sturgill said but are you going to put wire on it. 
Mr. Slowinski said he was not sure whether he wanted to put wire, or whether he can 
just run one of the electric fences for the dogs. It's an electric fence that they bury in 
the ground. He may put one of them across the front, or he will wire it where that 
would be the only place his dogs could get out. Mr. Sturgill said he has split rail on his 
property, and his dogs got out. Mr. Slowinski said right. Right. Well, they really don't 
intend to take them up that far, or they will keep them more to the back on the 
property. 

4 



Ms. Hetman asked if his gate was going to be electric so he can close it. The response 
was not right now. It may be later on, but right now it's not. In fact, he is not going to 
put the gates on probably until next year. Mr. Sturgill asked how high are the gates 
going to be. Mr. Slowinski said 6 feet. Mr. Sturgill said 6 foot gates, and they are 
going to be constructed of what. Mr. Slowinski said they will either be wrought iron or 
wrought aluminum. They will be some sort of metal. And that's to lock at night when 
he is not there. Plus it will add to his property in appearance and in dollar value. He 
wants to protect the property also. 

It was asked are the columns that are there now, are those two in the middle, is that 6 
feet. Mr. Slowinski said the columns, yeah, and he apologized for that because he has 
been in the county 45 years. He has owned numerous pieces of property. He has 
fenced them all. He always calls Wood County, and he calls the township. He used to 
call Dick Britten. When he left, he called Gary Britten to get information because he is 
not Einstein. And he never knew anything about permits, or restrictions, and size or 
height or nothing. He never knew that. And he had the contract signed for the pillars 
before he talked to Mr. Britten. And the only reason he went in and talked to Mr. Garn 
is he talked to Mr. Britten out here one day, and he told him what he was doing, and 
how far off of the road he had to stay with his fence because they widened the road, 
and he didn't want to do nothing wrong. And Mr. Britten told him to stay behind his 
front survey stakes, but he said if he was him, he would run it by Mr. Garn. But Mr. 
Britten never said nothing about permits, or size of the fence either, and he explained 
to him what he was doing. Mr. Britten said to run it by Mr. Garn. Then he come in and 
talked to Mr. Garn, but the pillars were already started. So he apologizes for that. 

A question was asked, and then the smaller ones are 4 feet. Mr. Slowinski said it's right 
on here. He thinks they are 56 inches. The top rail on the three-rail fence will be 48, 
and then it has 6 inches of post sticking up. So he had to go up to meet that. And 
from that 56 up to the tall pillars will be two sections of wrought iron going from 4 feet 
to 6 feet, and then the gates. 

Ms. Hetman asked him if he put those posts up himself, or did someone do that for 
him. Mr. Slowinski said the pillars, no. Everything is done by tradesmen, and it's done 
right. Ms. Hetman said they should have known that he needed a permit. Mr. 
Slowinski said the pillars are like 43 inches from the ground. They have an 8 to 10 inch 
concrete pad under them. Then they are built up with 8 inch cement block all the way 
to ground level. Then they go up with 4 inch block, and then the 4 inch brick on the 
outside of them. Ms. Hetman said they should have known that he needed a permit. 
Mr. Slowinski said he was sorry. Ms. Hetman said they should have known that he 
needed a permit to put them up. Mr. Slowinski said his brick man is from Michigan. 
Maybe he didn't know. But he is the man that did his house, he did his barn, and he 
wanted him to do the pillars so it would all look the same. And that's it. And he's been 
laying brick for 30 years. He took the business over from his dad. He knows what he's 
doing. Anybody can come out and inspect the pillars. He will do anything they want 
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because he thinks they are done right. He does not want to do them over at 74 years 
old. He wanted it done right. 

It was asked if there are any easements or right-of-ways on Thompson Road. Mr. 
Slowinski said not that he knows of. And everybody, the county, Mr. Britten both told 
him stay right behind the survey stakes, the front survey. Well, since they moved the 
road 3 feet, he stayed 8 feet behind the survey stakes. In case they have to widen it 
again, he is 8 feet behind his survey stakes. As far as he knows, there is nothing there 
outside of there is a small, he thinks it's a WPA tile that runs right next to the road, but 
that's it. He is nowhere near that. It was asked to Mr. Garn, wouldn't they have set 
the survey stake at the right-of-way line, and Mr. Garn said yes. 

A member said so the front fence that he is proposing, it's the front gates that are out 
of wack, and the response was correct. 

Mr. Slowinski said like he says, as far as the fence, anybody can come out and look at 
his property. The first 3, 350 feet of that fence of the road back is going through a 
little woods on both sides. It will not be seen. So if anybody has any complaints about 
that. Mr. Sturgill told him he could sit down, and Mr. Slowinski thanked him. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else present that wished to address the board. 

Don Smith addressed the board regarding this application. Mr. Smith said to Mr. 
Slowinski that if he recalled, he did mention the pillars to him. Mr. Smith was asked to 
state his name, and he did and gave his address. He addressed Mr. Slowinski asking 
him if he recalled that he talked to him 2 weeks before he started those pillars and told 
him he had to check because he only had 4 foot right-of-way. Mr. Slowinski said to him 
he was talking about the fence, he was not talking about the pillars. Mr. Smith said the 
pillars, and Mr. Slowinski said no, he wasn't. Mr. Smith said well, the pillars at the same 
time, before that sign went up. Why did you continue to work on those pillars when he 
knew he was still coming in for this variance. He should have stopped work right then. 
Because if these people tell you to take them down, you are going to have to take them 
down. He should have stopped then before he put up them six. And last week he put 
up them pillars. 

Mr. Sturgill told him to address the board. Mr. Smith said he was addressing the board, 
and Mr. Sturgill said no, you're not, you are addressing the applicant. Mr. Smith said all 
he is saying is he put these pillars, the 6 foot up in the last week after that sign went 
out front for the variance. And he disagrees with people breaking the law before it's 
agreed to. Mr. Slowinski said the contract was signed long before that, and he didn't 
know about any restrictions or nothing. Mr. Smith said he still has to abide by the rules 
and regulations of the township is all he can say. Mr. Slowinski said to Mr. Smith that 
he ought to quit go around the neighborhood and causing trouble for everybody. Mr. 
Smith said he does his job. Mr. Slowinski said to do him a favor and stay off of his 
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properly. Mr. Smith said he does his job. Mr. Slowinski said your job isn't working for 
the township. Mr. Sturgill said order. 

Mr. Sturgill then asked if anyone else in the audience wished to address the board, and 
there was no one. He asked the members if there was any discussion on this matter. 
Ms. Hetman asked if any of the neighbors had complained, and Mr. Sturgill said not that 
he knew of. Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. Miller to accept the application. 
Mr. Sturgill repeated the motion. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, 
Mr. Miller, Mr. Irwin, Mr. Bennett, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0-0. Mr. Slowinski 
thanked the board very much and said he appreciates that. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006 -5855, (CONDITIONAL USE AND VARIANCE.) 
Philip and Teresia Buck of 12318 Wilson Street would like to build a new home on their 
property, and while doing so, continue to live in their present mobile home structure. 
This property is zoned R-4A. Article VII Section CC states that temporary living 
quarters — shall be conditionally permitted requiring approval by the BZA, and it shall 
expire upon completion. Permits shall be for one year only. The proposed new home 
would be located 21 feet 11 inches from the front property line. Article V Section A 
Table 5.1 states that the front yard setback be 25 feet. They would be 3 feet 1 inch too 
close to the property line. 

Mr. Sturgill told the members that this application has been withdrawn by telephone to 
Mr. Garn this afternoon, so they will just dismiss that without prejudice. He said he 
would accept a motion to that effect. Mr. Irwin moved with a second by Mr. Miller to 
withdraw the application. Mr. Sturgill reiterated that it's been moved with a second that 
the application be withdrawn without prejudice. A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes 
by Mr. Irwin, Mr. Miller, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Bennett, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion carried 5-0- 
O. 

APPLICATION NUMBER 2006-5856, (VARIANCE.) Truman Haas, Jr., of 11099 
Neiderhouse Road would like to build a garage addition to the west side of the house, 
place a privacy fence around the southwest (front yard) portion of the property, and 
also install an above ground pool behind the house. This property is a corner lot that is 
zoned A-1. The garage addition would be 37 feet from the McCutcheonville Road right-
of-way, and 39 feet from the Neiderhouse Road right-of-way. Article V Section B 2 
states that no buildings or structures are to be located within 70 feet of a state highway 
right-of-way. The garage and pool would both be located within that setback area. 
The garage would be 33 feet too close to McCutcheonville Road. Article V Table 5.1 
states that structures should be located at least 50 feet from the road right-of-way. 
The garage would be 11 feet too close to Neiderhouse Road. Article VII Section J 1 
states that fences may not exceed 4 feet in height in the required front yard. The 
proposed privacy fence is 2 feet too high in the front yard. 
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Truman Haas addressed the board regarding this application. He told the board that he 
just bought this piece of properly within the last month. He did not know that he had 
no back yard until after he came in to see Mr. Garn about getting a permit for a fence 
that his yard is considered all front/side yard. He did not know that there was a 70 foot 
setback from the original 30 foot right-of-way, and that 70 foot setback actually cuts 
through his house. So he needs a variance to do anything here from the looks of 
things. He asked if they all had a copy of this survey and what he has drawn up here. 
He asked if theirs showed them that 70 foot line. He said okay. He guesses when the 
house was built in 1994, at that time the setback was only 50 feet. And like he said, he 
just wanted the fence so that he has no problems with the pool when he puts it up, and 
to keep his dog in his yard because like it was stated earlier by a member, you have a 
split rail fence and their dog got out, and you know how dogs can be very tenacious at 
times. And the addition to the garage would just be big enough for him to store his 
boat in so he can store his boat indoors and not have stuff sitting all around the yard 
looking trashy and stuff like that. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if he was trying to put a privacy fence up, and wondered if that was 
correct, and Mr. Haas said yes, sir. Mr. Sturgill said you don't need a privacy fence to 
keep a dog in. Mr. Haas said he had a privacy fence at his old house and it worked out 
very well. He has watched his dog run right over a 4 foot fence. Mr. Sturgill said but 
you're right on a state highway. We have to have clear vision around state highways. 
Mr. Haas said there is at least 50 feet between the edge of the road and the edge of his 
fence. And the fence is going behind two existing pine trees that will be on the outside 
of his fence that are not a vision hazard now. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions of this applicant. A question was 
asked to Mr. Garn, is it possible to put that proposed garage on the back part of the 
property, and would that still be a variance problem. Mr. Garn said behind the house, 
and the member said yeah, rather than where it is proposed, and Mr. Garn said yeah. 
It was asked where is behind the house. The member said that's why he was asking. 
Mr. Haas said there is no behind the house is kind of what he was told. There was a 
discussion between Mr. Sturgill and one of the members. A comment was made that it 
fronts on Neiderhouse and it goes down. There was a further discussion among the 
members. The comment was made there is no room. Mr. Sturgill said the question is 
trying to put 25 pounds of potatoes in a five-pound bag, unfortunately. 

Mr. Haas said as far as the 6 foot fence goes, if they would stand in his yard, they could 
visually look at State Route 199, and it's got to be a good two to 3 foot higher, the road 
surface, than standing in his yard. So in all actuality, the fence isn't going to be 6 foot 
tall even with State Route 199. 

Mr. Sturgill said to Mr. Garn, you have something for us from the trustees, don't you. 
Mr. Garn said yes, at the trustees' meeting last night he brought up the different things 
that were coming forward, and they had just two things that they asked him to 
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mention. One, they wanted him to notify ODOT to see if they had anything to say. He 
did talk to Mike Stormer of ODOT, and he stated that they have no authority beyond 
the right-of-way line. Mr. Sturgill said no authority beyond the right-of-way line or the 
setback line. Mr. Garn said the right-of-way line. That's where their authority ends. 
The trustees also wanted the board to know that there was a possible extension of 
Neiderhouse Road that may take place, because they would like to close Eckel Junction 
Road near the overpass where Eckel Junction and Scheider Road near the water tower 
intersect. And so they have had discussions extending Neiderhouse Road all the way 
over to Scheider Road. And in doing that they said that Neiderhouse Road would 
probably have some turn lanes near the end, so it will be a little bit wider, three lanes. 
Mr. Sturgill asked how that would effect this property. There would be a turn lane 
there. Mr. Garn said there would be a turn lane, so Neiderhouse Road would be wider 
than it now is right there. Mr. Sturgill said, so they are thinking about widening the 
road, and Mr. Garn said widening the road right there. They are thinking there may be 
some turn lanes also on 199 right in that area. There is just conjecture at this point, 
but they wanted the board to know that they were at some point in the future thinking 
of extending that road. Their charge to him last night was for him to tell them that. 

A member reiterated, so the garage could not be located where that shed is now, the 
proposed garage. Mr. Garn said if it would meet the requirements. It would have to be 
at least 10 feet off of the side yard over there. He has no idea where the leech field, 
septic is. Mr. Haas said that's all in his front yard in front of the house. Mr. Garn said 
okay, and so his well is in the back, and Mr. Haas said the well is in the back corner off 
of the existing garage now. Mr. Garn said okay. So there should be some room behind 
the house in that area from looking at his drawing where the proposed shed was. Mr. 
Haas said but the problem with putting the garage there would be where would he put 
access to it. Mr. Garn said does he mean having a separate driveway, and Mr. Haas 
said uh-huh, because his propane tank is in the side of the house. Where would he be 
able to access it. Building another bridge across the ditch on Neiderhouse Road would 
be very, very expensive. And then he really does not want a driveway running all the 
way across his yard in the back of his house right up against the house like that. If he 
could have it all the way at the back of the property with the driveway cut off of 199, 
that would be great. But that's another issue there, too. He is all the way in the 70 
foot setback there, too. 

A member said the setback's not withstanding. The major concern this member has is 
the fact that just on rough figures, the residence is 1,350 square feet for one floor, and 
then the footprint of the proposed garage is 1,292 square feet. And according to the 
survey drawing that's been provided to them, it's 11 feet from the right-of-way. He is 
not exactly sure how far that puts it from the pavement on McCutcheonville Road. It's 
only 39 feet from the right-of-way of Neiderhouse Road. That's just an imposing figure, 
you know, sitting out there off road. And he realizes there is primarily trees running 
along McCutcheonville Road, 199, and Mr. Haas said yes, there is about 3 to 4 trees 
right along 199 there. And this is inside of those trees. 
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Ms. Hetman asked if he was saying that there was room to make the shed bigger over 
here on the other side of his house. Mr. Haas said yeah, he could put a bigger shed in 
there. Ms. Hetman said a lot of people put their driveway right in front of their house 
and around to where they want to go. Mr. Haas said right, but he can't put a driveway 
through his front yard because his septic and leech field is there. And if he tries to stay 
on the edge of the house, and he will show them real quick, but if he tries to stay over 
in here with it, his propane tank is here, his septic is here, and the leech field is here. 
To put another driveway cutting here, he couldn't stay far enough off the property line 
for the zoning department there. And then like he said, to build another bridge across 
the ditch would be a phenomenal cost. 

There was some discussion amongst the board members. Mr. Sturgill asked if there 
were any further questions of this applicant, and there were none. Mr. Sturgill told him 
he could sit down, and he asked if there was anyone else in the audience that wished 
to address the board on this matter. 

Mr. Sturgill was informed that this person was not sworn earlier, and Mr. Sturgill swore 
him in. 

Larry Fisher addressed the board regarding this application. He said he is just down the 
street from this property. He said when they saw the signs up there, they thought it 
might be something about a fence or a garage, because the property is really packed. 
It's a shame that the setbacks were not disclosed to Mr. Haas when he bought the 
property, so he feels for him. But he wants the board to really consider a blockage of 
199 coming on Neiderhouse Road before they make a deadly mistake so that you can't 
see down the street, down the road. It's a pretty good-sized garage he is wanting to 
build. Is it a pole barn that he is putting up. Mr. Haas said it could very well be a pole 
building, but he will side it just so it wilHook identical to his house. Mr. Fisher said it's 
just too close to the road. With a 6 foot fence, you are only talking one or two car 
lengths at the intersection of 199 and Neiderhouse Road before you are blocked. And 
yes, there are a couple of pine trees behind his property that are there now. But the 
trees that he spoke of are only little seedlings in the ground along 199. There is not 
full-blown trees up there or anything like that to block the view. It's all opened. He 
would appreciate it if they would consider the consequences of the visual aspect of 199. 

Mr. Sturgill asked Mr. Smith if he was going to address them on every matter. Mr. 
Smith said he was going to address the board on this. 

Don Smith addressed the board regarding this application. He said on this very 
particular matter with this easement, he does not know if the members are aware that 
this is supposed to go out over across to where the Mosque is over there, and the 
school is thinking of building a new school one of these days. And Gary wants to make 
them all aware of this, that they might put an egress and an egress out just outside of 
Neiderhouse right there. So that 70 feet that they are talking about might have to be 
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withheld for future lanes coming on to Neiderhouse, and also going out of Neiderhouse 
on to 199. And if they decide to re-widen that roadway, just like they were talking 
about Thompson Road, they were going to re-widen. But if you ever re-widen 199, it 
might come to the east instead of go a little west aways. So you are going to use up 
that 70 feet, and you would have nowhere to go with any view here. So that's what 
Gary was trying to tell Mr. Garn last night, and he told me and made me aware of that, 
and he was aware that they were going to try to build a school in the future. So this 
would put the kids in jeopardy on that corner for a view down the roadway. So he just 
wanted to make them aware of that, and he thanked the board. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else that wished to address the board, and there 
was. Mr. Sturgill was also informed that this person was not sworn in either. Mr. 
Sturgill asked if she was sworn in, and she said no. Mr. Sturgill asked if there was 
anyone else present that was going to testify that was not previously sworn, and there 
was no one else. Mr. Sturgill swore in Phyllis Haas. 

Phyllis Haas addressed the board regarding this application. She said to the board that 
if they would go out and look at where they put the stake in, it is not going to interfere 
with any kind of traffic hazard whatsoever. If you stop at the stop sign, you are going 
to see plenty of cars coming down the street. It's not going to affect anybody in any 
way. And if they are going to widen that road, she is sure that is going to be a long 
time coming. Hopefully they will be out of that house by then. She can't believe that 
they can't do anything with this properly that they just purchased. 

Ms. Hetman asked what kind of fence do they plan on putting in. Mrs. Haas said a six-
foot high privacy fence. Ms. Hetman said how would it be made. Mrs. Haas said yeah, 
the shadow box. Ms. Hetman said well, does it have to be privacy. It could be a chain 
link and you could see through it, and then there would be no problem. Mrs. Haas said 
she was sure most of them have back yards where you can go out and sit in, and they 
don't have people staring at them, or driving by and honking or whatever, and that's 
just kind of what they want. 

Mr. Miller wanted to understand, though, that the fence, they want a privacy fence 
along 199, and Mrs. Haas said uh-huh. Mr. Miller said but the balance of it is split rail, 
and Mrs. Haas said yeah. They just wanted the privacy fence mainly to keep the dog 
in, and to knock down the noise from 199. And like she said, so anybody that is driving 
by staring at you and seeing what they are doing. Not that they are trying to hide 
anything. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there were any further questions of this witness, and there were 
none. He told her she could sit down. Mr. Sturgill asked if there was anyone else 
present that wished to address the board, and there was no one. He then asked if 
there was any discussion amongst the members of the board. Mr. Miller said he has 
fewer issues with the fence, actually, given the proposed location of that, but he still 
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has real concerns over the size and location of the garage. And he truly feels for the 
applicant because he is not sure what happened when they were looking into buying it, 
but he does not know, would they be satisfied with the fence. Mr. Haas said he could 
change the garage if he may do so, (end of side one), on to the existing garage that he 
has now, and bring it out only another 10 to 12 feet towards the west, towards 199, 
instead of building another one with a breezeway attached to it. 

Mr. Garn said would a continuation help. The comment was made, I was just 
wondering. Mr. Garn continued, to have things redrawn much more accurately. It was 
asked to Mr. Haas if he had plans for this particular building in place now. Has he 
ordered the building or anything like that. Mr. Haas responded no, no, no. No, he has 
no plans for that in place right now. The only thing he would like to get up right away 
would be the fence so he does not have to take his dog out on a leash every couple 
hours. The building was going to be a couple of years down the road anyway once he 
got some prices, and got some money, and this and that and the other. It was asked if 
he would consider requesting a continuance of this board until he could talk to Mr. Garn 
about maybe some modifications to the garage aspect of this. Because right now the 
application is for the building and the fence. Mr. Haas said right. He asked if there was 
any way they could axe the garage and give him the okay for the fence now so he can 
go ahead and do the fence. 

Ms. Hetman said she had a question first. She said he is going to put what kind of 
fence on the other side. Mr. Haas said they originally had decided to go with a split rail 
just to try to keep costs down. Ms. Hetman said you are going to have the rail, and the 
wire fencing on the rail. Mr. Haas said yes, he was originally thinking of that. Ms. 
Hetman said okay. That's not going to be 6 feet. Mr. Haas said right. He understands 
that. Ms. Hetman said then what would keep the dog from getting out of that. Mr. 
Haas said well, he had just recently thought of that, and he was going to ask this board 
to forget about that on the drawing and make that all a 6 foot fence all the way around. 
He has already spoken with the neighbor on the east side of him, and he has no 
problem with it. He told him to go ahead and do what he wanted to do. He said he 
totally understood. And a 6 foot privacy fence over there shouldn't be any type of sight 
issue at all, or even along the back because the fence is going to follow the angle of 
199, and it's only going to wind up being like 56 feet across the back of his property, 
which is going to leave 30 to 40 feet from the edge of 199 to the far west corner of his 
fence for the neighbors behind him to come up to the end of their driveway and see 
down the road. They are going to be able to see exactly what they are seeing now. 
That's not going to hinder any sight line in any way. 

One of the members said he would feel more comfortable knowing exactly what it is 
that he is proposing where he knows what type of fencing he is going to use. Also on 
the garage, if he is talking about an extension of a present garage rather than building 
a separate garage. You know, the dimensions of the garage so that they know what 
they are voting on. Mr. Haas said okay. He can give them the fence answer right now 
if they want. It will be all six-foot shadow box privacy fence. If they want to continue 
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Respectfully submitted, 

the garage, that's fine with him. There was some discussion amongst some of the 
board members. 

Mr. Sturgill said make that a condition. Mr. Sturgill said he would make a motion to try 
to help this applicant out that the 6 foot fence and the 4 foot fence be amended to 
permit a 6 foot fence all the way around with the condition that it be a chain link fence, 
and that they continue the balance of the application for at least 1 month with the 
possibility of continuing it longer than that. Mr. Irwin was the second on that motion. 
Mr. Sturgill reiterated the motion. Mr. Garn asked just for clarification, they are 
continuing on that. Mr. Sturgill said oh, yes, they are continuing the balance of the 
application for 1 month with the possibility of continuing it for a longer period than that. 
Mr. Garn said at that time if they change things, and they could come back on that 
issue also. Mr. Sturgill said if they satisfy the board at that time, they may allow it or 
may not. Mr. Garn said okay, with other conditional fencing in case they wanted to 
look at something else. Mr. Sturgill said that's what they are looking at this evening. 
Mr. Garn said okay. Very good. Mr. Sturgill asked Mr. Haas if he understood what the 
motion is, and Mr. Haas said yes, sir, he does. He understands what they are saying. 
He does not understand why, but he understands what they are saying. Mrs. Haas said 
you can perfectly see even with the six-foot high privacy fence. Mr. Sturgill asked Mr. 
Haas if he would like to withdraw his application, and Mr. Haas said no, sir, that's fine. 
A roll call vote was taken. Yes votes by Mr. Sturgill, Mr. Irwin, Ms. Hetman, Mr. Miller, 
and Mr. Bennett. Motion carried 5-0-0. Mr. Sturgill said he will be permitted to have a 
permit for a six-foot chain link fence, and the balance, if he gets the documents in to 
Mr. Garn and works with him, then they will have something to have next month. Mr. 
Garn asked if he had some differences of doing something different with the fence, 
could he bring that back. Mr. Sturgill said that's done. Res judicata is what they call it. 
Mr. Garn said that's done. Okay. Just so he knew. 

Mr. Sturgill asked if there was any new business to come before the board, and there 
was none. He asked if there was any old business, and there was none. 

Ms. Hetman moved with a second by Mr. Bennett to adjourn. A roll call vote was taken. 
Yes votes by Ms. Hetman, Mr. Bennett, Mr. Irwin, Mr. Miller, and Mr. Sturgill. Motion 
carried 5-0-0. The meeting was adjourned at 6:55 p.m. 

Grant W. Garn, 
Recording Secretary 
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