Board of Adjustments
March 8, 2016
Third Floor County Board Room

Call Meeting to Order: David Krug called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. Krug indicated the
Board of Adjustment was called to review a variance request for a proposed storage building
which does not meet required shoreland setback.

Members Present: David Krug, Ray Mallo, Leroy Jensen

Other Attendees:  Linda Daniels, Kyle Noonan, Sue Noland, Charles Zenner, Steve Brandt,
Suzy Brandt, Steve Deml, Jack Johnson

Elect Chairman. The first item of business was to elect a Chair for the meeting. It was moved
by Jensen, seconded by Mallo, to elect David Krug as Chair. A unanimous vote cast, the motion
carried.

Briefing and introductions by Zoning Administrator. Kyle Noonan, Zoning Administrator,
gave a summary of Steven Brandt's shoreland zoning application request to construct an 80 foot
x 40 foot new permanent storage shed. A history of prior permitting for Brandt's Lot 4 was
reviewed. In 1983, a shoreland zoning permit was issued to construct a new house; in 1988, a
garage; and in 2001, a 2 bedroom addition. Brandt purchased Lot 5 in April 2015. There is an
unpermitted Quonset structure on this lot. In June 2015, a letter was sent to Brandt after his
office visit, indicating the lot is substandard and also would not meet setback requirements.
Maps were included with the correspondence indicating possibilities to meet setbacks. On
January 27, 2016, Brandt submitted a shoreland zoning application; February 2, 2016, permit was
denied; and appeal was received on February 10, 2016. Administrator indicated a Class 2 notice
was published and adjacent landowners notified along with Town, Esadore Lake Association,
DNR and was available for review in the Zoning office and Medford Public Library.
Administrator had visited the site on March 3, 2016, to view location for the proposed shed and
take pictures. The area staked is pretty much flat with a few trees needing to be removed. The
staked corners of proposed storage shed would be approximately 54’ from Clear Lake which was
contrary to the 63" measurement on Mr. Brandt's proposal. Administrator had presented all the
maps, distances and documentation to the committee. The property description is Lake Esadore
Assessor Plat 4, Lot 5, Section 1, T31N-R1W, Town of Hammel. The committee will have to
decide if an area variance is acceptable based on three (3) conditions. Mr. Noonan discussed the
responsibilities of the Board of Adjustment regarding the variance request. The following are
considerations to grant a variance:

1. The matter will result in unnecessary hardship on the applicant.
2. Due to special conditions unique to the property.

3. That such variance is not contrary to the public interest.

Project overview by Steven Brandt. Steven & Suzy Brandt were present to discuss the plans
for a permanent storage shed to his property. Mr. Brandt explained he purchased the property
and wanted to build a shed on it for storage of his personal items and for privacy for the



neighbors. Krug questioned the alternative which would be to turn the shed 90 degrees
(north/south). Brandt indicated the problem with that is if he stays off the boundary there is no
other entry to the property without going through the shed. He also stated 10" may not be met
on each side of the line. The construction of the project would provide an improvement to the
property by cleaning up the property and storing the recreational vehicles/items inside a
building instead of storing it on the land out in the elements. Mr. Brandt is requesting approval
to build an 80’ x 40’ storage shed and for the board to grant a variance.

Public comments. Steve Deml, Town Chair, was present with the only comment on setbacks
from road being met. Jack Johnson, Planning Commission Member, Town of Hammel, stated he
did not see a problem with the proposal and adjacent property owners did not have any vocal
concerns.  Administrator read to the committee correspondence from Michael Wenholz;
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (DNR), which Mr. Wenholz requested to be
delivered/read to the Board of Adjustment. In this email, the DNR cited that the applicant must
demonstrate meeting all criteria for a variance, cited that the lot was a legal substandard lot with
buildable area, stated it appears the landowner may jointly own the lots, and the shed would
represent 17.9% impervious surface on the lot. He also stated that an unnecessary hardship for
this request was not demonstrated due to the fact that the applicant can construct a shed, just
not the size requested in the proposal. Limitation unique to the physical property is not
demonstrated. Brandt's request/comments for a shed to organize property and growing family
are a circumstance and desire of the applicant. Lastly, with request not meeting shoreland
zoning ordinance, the request can be considered contrary to the public interest.

Summary and Action on Appeal. Mr. Brandt repeated his request for a variance to construct
an 80" x 40" storage shed on his lot. The Board of Adjustment felt a setback closer to the 75’
requirement could be met, hardship was not met, and a shed could be built — just not 80 x 40 in
size.

It was moved by Mallo, seconded by Krug, to deny the variance and to negotiate a better
setback to Steven & Suzy Brandt for construction of an 80" x 40" permanent storage shed as
submitted. A voice vote cast, two (2) voting aye (Mallo, Krug), one (1) voting no (Jensen), the
motion carried. The variance is denied.

Adjournment. A motion was made by Mallo, seconded by Jensen, to adjourn at 9:48 am. A
unanimous vote cast, the motion carried.

Secretary: Linda Daniels



