PARKMAN TOWNSHIP BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
Tuesday, February 13, 2007
Members present:
Cindy Gazley, Ron Misconin, Rich Hill  and Jo Lengel
Members not present:  John Patton, Mathew Wilson
Others present:  Chris Kauffman, Harry Richardson, Mark Strumbly
The meeting was called to order by Ron Misconin at 7:53 PM.
There is one appeal to be addressed by the Board at this meeting:

· 2007-25-108600 Hosmer, Parkman Township, OH

Mrs. Lengel made a motion to waive the reading of the minutes until after the appeal, and Mr. Hill seconded.  All were in favor.

Mr. Misconin explained the format of the meeting and then gave an overview of how the meeting would be run.

Appeal 2007-25-108600 was called.

Mr. Misconin administered Oath of Truthfulness to all present.

Applicant Explanation for requesting variance to Parkman Township Zoning Resolution.

Mr. Chris Kauffman explained the request for variance as follows:

He would like to have a variance to split the lot, and it would only have 150’ frontage, instead of 200’.  He would like to sell off the cottage that is existing on the lot, and he could then build a home on the lot next to it.

Mr. Misconin asked if there was anything else. Mr. Misconin closed that portion of the meeting and opened the meeting to the public.

Open Floor to Public.

Mr. Richardson stated that the property has been like that for many years, and prior to that, the Troyer family purchased part of it from the people that sold it to them.  The Troyer family also only has 150’ frontage on their lot.  

Mr. Strumbly asked if the cottage is at 17203 Hosmer.  Mr. Strumbly asked the frontage on the property as it currently exists.  Mr. Kauffman answered 542’.  Mr. Strumbly asked where it would be split, and he answered, to the north.  Mr. Richardson noted that there is a property, 17219 Hosmer, is between where he wishes to split.  Mr. Strumbly noted that on the drawing, it will split off 150’ x 345’, he asked if this is correct?  Mr. Kauffman showed a drawing that notes it will be 3 acres, with an additional 150’ behind the Troyers property.  Mr. Strumbly asked if anything is on the property at this time, and Mr. Kauffman noted that there is a small cottage on the property.  Mr. Hill asked if anyone is living in the cottage now, and Mr. Richardson answered yes.  What kind of taxes would that bring in if it were sold?   Residential areas generally bring in less in taxes than the cost to maintain services to the community.
Mr. Misconin asked if anyone else had anything to add.  Mr. Misconin closed that portion of the meeting. 

Mr. Mr. Misconin asked for a motion to grant the variance. Mrs. Lengel moved to grant and Mr. Hill seconded the motion.

Mr. Misconin opened the meeting to the Board members for questions to the applicant/owner.

Board Members Questions/Comments to Applicant/Owner.

Mr. Hill asked Mr. Kauffman what would happen if the property would not be split.  He would not be able to purchase the property and build the home, as he is looking for the income from the sale of the property to build his home.  Mr. Hill noted that if the property were split on the other side, it would make a conforming lot.  Mr. Kauffman said that is not desirable to him, because of the building site he has chosen.  Mr. Kauffman noted that with the improvements on the lot the way he wishes to split it, he can get more money out of the property.  Mr. Kauffman wants to build in the woods in the back of the other side of property.  Mr. Hill asked if you can take 150’ from one side of a property, as well as the 50’ from the other side of the property, if the 200’ must be contiguous?  The book does not state that.  Mr. Hill asked what is on the Troyer property?  A house and a barn are located there.    Is there a septic on the cottage?  Yes, there is an old existing septic.  It will not pass current regulations.  What kind of time limit would the renter in the cottage have to vacate?  They have already talked to her, and given her 60 days notice.  However they would not kick her out.  Mrs. Lengel asked what is on the other side, and he believes is about 67 acres, and they are putting in horses and several houses. 
Mr. Misconin asked for any other questions. There were none. Mr. Misconin closed that portion of the meeting.

Board Members Discussion/Deliberation.

Mrs. Gazley led the Board in considering the following issues: 

1) Is there a reasonable return or beneficial use without the variance?  Yes
2)  Is the variance substantial? Yes 25%
3) Would adjoining properties suffer a substantial detriment or be altered?  No answer
4) Is variance averse to providing government services? No
5) Was purchase of property with knowledge of the restrictions? Yes
6) Can predicament be obviated by means other than by variance?  Yes
7) Would the spirit and intent of the zoning be upheld?  No 
8) Are there other such criteria which relate to determining whether the zoning regulation is equitable? No answer
Mr. Misconin asked for any other questions or comments from the Board members, closed that portion of the meeting and asked for a roll call on the motion to grant the variance.

ROLL CALL:

Cindy Gazley - 
No
Ron Misconin - 
Yes
Rich Hill -

No

Betty Jo Lengel-
No
Mr. Misconin advised applicant Mr. Kauffman, that the variance has been denied and that he has 30 days to appeal the decision. Decision Forms will be mailed within the next ten days.  The committee noted that there may be ways to work this out by looking at other ways to configure a property split.
The members completed the Decision Form and Fact Finding Sheet.  Mrs. Lengel moved to accept the findings of facts, and Mr. Hill seconded the motion.

ROLL CALL: 

Cindy Gazley - 
Yes

Ron Misconin - 
Yes

Rich Hill -

Yes


Betty Jo Lengel-
Yes

Mrs. Lengel made a motion to accept minutes of the January 9, 2007 meeting, seconded by Mr. Hill.   All were in favor.
Mr. Misconin asked if there was any old business.  Regarding the appeal for the Parkman Video business, Mrs. Gazely will ask the prosecutor about a time limit.
Mr. Misconin asked if there was any new business.  There was none
Motion to adjourn by Mrs. Lengel, seconded by Mrs. Gazley.  The meeting was adjourned at 8:43 PM.
____________________________

Secretary


- 3 -

