Minutes of the Board of 

Zoning Appeals Meeting 

Tuesday, May 24, 2011 at 4:33 p.m.
Proceedings of the Village of Spring Green Board of Zoning Appeals meeting on Tuesday, May 24, 2011 at 4:33 p.m., Village Office, 154 N. Lexington St. Spring Green, WI. 

1.
Call to order and attendance.  Shultz called the meeting to order at 4:33 p.m. Members present were Leslie Shultz, Julie Kardatzke, Doug Feiner, Michael Mertens, and Nick Liegel. There is one vacant seat at this time. Others present were Wendy Crary, Debi Morton, Michael Dearing, and Ed Lilla.

2.
Approve Agenda.  Motion by Liegel, second by Mertens to approve the agenda. Motion carried. 

3.
Motion by Feiner, second by Kardatzke to approve the minutes from the January 31, 2011 Spring Green Board of Zoning Appeals Hearing and Meeting. Motion carried. 
4.
Discussion and possible action on the consideration of a request by Debra Morton & Michael Dearing for a variance for yard placement and yard reduction for an accessory structure on parcel #182-0169, 140 S. Winsted Street, Spring Green, WI.
Kardatzke informed the Board of Zoning Appeals that she attended the Plan Commission meeting regarding what solar panels would be considered. The Plan Commission’s opinion is that they are considered accessory structures not essential services. Kardatzke stated, “I’m not opposed to placement in the rear yard”. Kardatzke continued by saying, “In order to grant a variance you must meet three guidelines, Exceptional Circumstance, Preservation of Property Rights, ad Absence of Detriment, do you feel you have met these requirements?” Morton reviewed the handout that she provided which showed the areas that the solar panels could be placed for optimal sun exposure. Kardatzke pointed out that there is adequate space in the rear yard shown on Morton’s hand out. Morton and Dearing explained that there are trees in the rear yard that would interfere. Kardatzke inquired about moving it forward in the rear yard and not having it placed in the front yard. Dearing explained that in his opinion the solar panels are kind of like a sign and would be advertising his solar panel business. Kardatzke said, “While I agree with what you are trying to do, I feel it should be placed in the rear yard”. Liegel stated, “I personally do not have a problem with this request.” Motion by Liegel to approve the request. Motion failed due to the lack of a second. Liegel had to leave due to another commitment. Mertens stated, “In the past the majority of variance requests have been for garages and sheds in the side yard, I am concerned that we are setting precedence for the future regarding solar panel placement”. Dearing explained the solar panels and how they work. Mertens asked, “Is there any possibility of pulling it away from the railroad right-of-way so it is not a zero lot line request?” Dearing explained that with the sun exposure the closes the solar panels will be is 2 feet from the lot line. Feiner asked, “Would you consider moving it back, in line with the building?” Dearing replied, “I would have to raise it higher because Debra is planning on having picnic tables on the side of the building”. The Board of Zoning Appeals discussed with the applicants the possibility of moving the solar panels to the rear yard versus the front/side yard. Motion by Mertens, second by Feiner to approve the variance for the side yard reduction, however moving the placement to the rear yard even with the west side of the building. All conditions stated under Section 9.07 of the Zoning Ordinance have been met, Exceptional Circumstances, Preservation of Property Rights, and Absence of Detriment.  Motion carried. 
5.
General Public Comment.  There was no general public comment at this time. 
6.
Adjournment.  Motion by Feiner, second by Mertens to adjourn the meeting at 5:11 p.m.  Motion carried.  
