
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS MEETING 
Tuesday, October 30, 2018 at 5:00 P.M. 
Room 2041 in City Hall 
 
AGENDA: 
 

1) 1610 Utah Street – Summit Credit Union – Building Setback Variance Request 
2) 400 S. Third Street – Lenius Properties – Request for an additional dwelling unit 
3) Zoning Board of Appeals Minutes – October 24, 2017 
 



Overall Understanding 
 
What are the primary standards for obtaining a zoning variance (State Statutes)? 
 
A city or village zoning board of appeals abuses its power if it routinely grants zoning 
variance requests. A zoning board may grant a zoning variance request only in limited 
circumstances and only when the applicant provides evidence that proves they have met 
all of the legal criteria for a requested variance. 
 
There are three main criteria that a variance applicant must satisfy: unnecessary 
hardship, a unique property condition and no harm to the public interest. 
 
The Wisconsin Supreme Court recognizes two types of zoning variances that may be 
granted by a zoning board: area variances and use variances. State ex rel. Ziervogel v. 
Washington County Bd. of Adjustment, 2004 WI 23, 269 Wis.2d 549, 676 N.W.2d 401. 
However, these terms are not defined by state law. Consequently, this is a critical area 
for local action to define the terms in the local zoning code because case law establishes 
separate unnecessary hardship tests for use and area variances. 
 
A use variance applicant must show that they will have no reasonable use of the subject 
property without the requested variance. Ziervogel, 269 Wis.2d at para. 31. This is an 
extremely difficult burden to satisfy and rightly so. A use variance is effectively a rezoning 
of property to allow a land use that the governing body of a municipality already 
determined is incompatible with other uses in the zoning district and risks great changes 
in neighborhood character. 
 
An area variance applicant must show that “compliance with the strict letter of the 
restrictions governing area, setbacks, frontage, height, bulk or density would 
unreasonably prevent the owner from using the property for a permitted purpose or would 
render conformity with such restrictions unnecessarily burdensome.” Snyder v. 
Waukesha County Bd. of Adjustment, 74 Wis.2d 468, 247 N.W.2d 98 (1976). Thus, it is 
not enough that an area variance applicant show that a zoning regulation prevents or 
burdens their planned activity. They must show by competent evidence that the regulation 
unreasonably prevents or unnecessarily burdens the activity. 
 
All zoning variance applicants must also show that the alleged unnecessary hardship is 
due to a unique property condition. Snyder, 74 Wis. 2d at 479. This phrase is not defined 
by statute but court decisions establish that it means a special physical feature of the 
property (soil conditions, steep slope, wetland, etc.) that is not shared by nearby land. 
See Arndorfer v. Sauk County Bd. of Adjustment, 162 Wis.2d 246, 258, 469 N.W.2d 831 
(1991). More importantly, if a variance applicant fails to prove the existence of a unique 
property condition and a connection between the condition and the hardship, even if the 
hardship is great, a zoning board has no power to grant the requested variance. 
 
Finally, all variance applicants must show that the requested variance will not be contrary 
to the public interest. Arndorfer, 162 Wis. 2d at 256. This criteria requires the zoning board 



to consider the purposes of the ordinance at issue and determine “whether the relief 
requested is consistent with the public interest such that the variance should be granted, 
or whether a variance would subvert the purpose of the zoning restriction to such an 
extent that it must be denied.” Ziervogel, 269 Wis.2d at para. 34. 
 
What are the primary standards for obtaining a zoning variance (City of 
Watertown)? 
 
(a) What exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or special factors are present which 
apply only to the subject property? The response to this question shall clearly indicate 
how the subject property contains factors which are not present on other properties in the 
same zoning district. Specifically: 
 

[1] The hardship or difficulty shall be peculiar to the subject property and different 
from that of other properties and not one which affects all properties similarly. Such 
a hardship or difficulty shall have arisen because of the unusual shape of the 
original acreage parcel, unusual topography or elevation, or because the property 
was created before the passage of the current applicable zoning regulations, and 
is not economically suitable for a permitted use or will not accommodate a structure 
of reasonable design for a permitted use if all area, yard, green space and setback 
requirements are observed. 

 
[2] Loss of profit or pecuniary hardship shall not, in and of itself, be grounds for a 
variance. 

 
[3] Self-imposed hardship shall not be grounds for a variance. Reductions resulting 
from the sale of portions of a property, reducing the remainder of said property 
below buildable size or cutting off existing access to a public right-of-way, or deed 
restrictions imposed by the owner's predecessor in title are considered to be such 
self-imposed hardships. 

 
[4] Violations by or variances granted to neighboring properties shall not justify a 
variance. 

 
[5] The alleged hardship shall not be one that would have existed in the absence 
of a zoning ordinance. (For example, if a lot were unbuildable because of 
topography in the absence of any or all setback requirements.) 

 
(b) In what manner do the factors identified in Subsection D(3)(a) above prohibit the 
development of the subject property in a manner similar to that of other properties under 
the same zoning district? The response to this question shall clearly indicate how the 
requested variance is essential to make the subject property developable so that property 
rights enjoyed by the owners of similar properties can be enjoyed by the owners of the 
subject property. 
 



(c) Would the granting of the proposed variance be of substantial detriment to adjacent 
properties? The response to this question shall clearly indicate how the proposed 
variance will have no substantial impact on adjacent properties. 
 
(d) Would the granting of the proposed variance as depicted on the required site plan [see 
Subsection C(4) above] result in a substantial or undue adverse impact on the character 
of the neighborhood, environmental factors, traffic factors, parking, public improvements, 
public property or rights-of-way, or other matters affecting the public health, safety or 
general welfare, either as they now exist or as they may in the future be developed as a 
result of the implementation of the intent, provisions and policies of this chapter, the 
Comprehensive Plan, or any other plan, program, map or ordinance adopted or under 
consideration pursuant to official notice by the City or other governmental agency having 
jurisdiction to guide growth and development? The response to this question shall clearly 
indicate how the proposed variance will have no substantial impact on such long-range 
planning matters. 
 
(e) Have the factors which present the reason for the proposed variance been created by 
the act of the applicant or previous property owner or their agent (for example: previous 
development decisions such as building placement, floor plan or orientation, lotting 
pattern, or grading) after the effective date of this chapter (see § 550-11)? The response 
to this question shall clearly indicate that such factors existed prior to the effective date 
of this chapter and were not created by action of the applicant, a previous property owner 
or their agent 
 
(f) Does the proposed variance involve the regulations of Article IV? The response to this 
question shall clearly indicate that the requested variance does not involve the provisions 
of the article. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Findings & Decision 
 
 
G. Findings. 

(1) Findings of fact and reasons for all actions taken shall be reduced by the Board to 
writing in the minutes of the proceedings. 

 
(2) In the case of appeal based on variance, for the same to be granted the findings shall 
affirmatively show the following, together with the fact and the grounds therefor: 

(a) A literal enforcement of the terms of this chapter would result in practical 
difficulty or unnecessary hardship to the appellant. 
 
(b) The variance is not contrary to the public interest and will not endanger public 
safety. 
 
(c) The variance is in accord with the spirit of this chapter. 

 
(d) The variance will cause substantial justice to be done. 

 
(3) Further to be considered by the Board in case of appeal based on variance in arriving 
at its reasons and grounds for the above-required findings are the following: 

(a) Preservation of intent. No variance shall be granted that is not consistent with 
the purpose and intent of the regulations for the district in which the development 
is located. No variance shall have the effect of permitting a use in any district that 
is not a stated permitted use, accessory use or conditional use in that particular 
district. 
 
(b) Exceptional circumstances. There may be exceptional, extraordinary or 
unusual circumstances or conditions applying to the lot or parcel, structure, use or 
intended use that do not apply generally to other properties or uses in the same 
district, and the granting of the variance would not be of so general recurrent nature 
as to suggest that the chapter should be changed. 
 
(c) Economic hardship and self-imposed hardship not grounds for variance. No 
variance shall be granted solely on the basis of economic gain or loss. Self-
imposed hardships shall not be considered as grounds for the granting of a 
variance. 

 
(d) Preservation of property rights. Such variance may be necessary for the 
preservation and enjoyment of substantial property rights possessed by other 
properties in the same district and same vicinity. 

 
(e) Absence of detriment. Such variance should not create substantial detriment 
to adjacent property and shall not materially impair or be contrary to the purpose 
and spirit of this chapter or the public interest. 

 
(4) Refer to City Code Chapter 532, Floodplain and Shoreland-Wetland Zoning, for 
additional requirements in floodland districts. 

 
H. Wetland and floodland mapping disputes. Refer to City Code Chapter 532, Floodplain and 
Shoreland-Wetland Zoning. 
 
I. Decision. The Zoning Board of Appeals shall decide all appeals and applications within 60 days 
after the public hearing and shall transmit a signed copy of the Board's decision to the appellant or 



applicant, Zoning Administrator and City Plan Commission.[Amended 10-4-2016 by Ord. No. 16-
18; 12-20-2016 by Ord. No. 16-24] 

(1) Conditions may be placed upon any zoning permit ordered or authorized by this Board. 
 

(2) Variances, substitutions, or use permits granted by the Board shall expire within six 
months, unless substantial work has commenced pursuant to such grant. 

 
(3) Applicants receiving variances in floodlands shall be notified, in writing, by the Zoning 
Board of Appeals that increased flood insurance premiums and risk to life or property may 
result from the granting of the variance. The Board shall keep a record of the notification in 
its files. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Appeals 
 
If the applicant is aggrieved by the decision, the must do the following: 
 

Review by court of record. Any persons aggrieved by any decision of the Zoning Board of 
Appeals may present to a court of record a petition, duly verified, setting forth that such 
decision is illegal and specifying the grounds of the illegality. Such petition shall be 
presented to the court within 30 days after the filing of the decision in the offices of the 
Board. 



CASES 
 

1610 Utah Street – Case #1-18 

 
Backgound: 
1610 Utah Street is zoned Neighborhood Business (NB), as such, the standards of 550-
31G apply: 
 

Regulations applicable to nonresidential uses. 
(1) Nonresidential intensity requirements: 

(a) Maximum number of floors (F): two. 
(b) Minimum landscape surface ratio (LSR): 40%. 
(c) Maximum floor area ratio (FAR): 0.275. 
(d) Minimum lot area (MLA): 7,200 square feet. 
(e) Maximum building size (MBS): 5,000 square feet. 

 
(2) Nonresidential bulk requirements: 

(a) Minimum lot area: 7,200 square feet. 
(b) Minimum lot width: 60 feet; minimum street frontage: 50 feet. 
(c) Minimum setbacks: 

[1] Building to front or street side lot line: 25 feet, 40 feet for 
a lot adjacent to a street with an officially mapped right-of-
way equal to or exceeding 100 feet. 
[2] Building to residential side lot line: 12 feet. 
[3] Building to residential rear lot line: 25 feet. 
[4] Building to nonresidential side lot line: 12 feet. 
[5] Building to nonresidential rear lot line: 25 feet. 
[6] Side lot line to accessory structure: three feet from property 
line; 10 feet from alley right-of-way. 
[7] Rear lot line to accessory structure: three feet from property 
line; 10 feet from alley right-of-way. 

(d) Required bufferyard: see § 550-99D along zoning district boundary. 
(e) Minimum paved surface setback: five feet from side or rear; 10 feet 
from street. 
(f) Minimum building separation: 16 feet. 
(g) Maximum building height: 35 feet. 
(h) Minimum number of off-street parking spaces required on the lot: see 
parking lot requirements per specific land use in Article IV. 

 
Issues: 
The following issues have been identified by the Zoning Administrator. 
 

1. Review write-up 
 

2. Vision Triangle Standards: 
 
Requirement. In order to provide a clear view of intersecting streets to motorists, there shall 
be a triangular area of clear vision formed by the two intersecting streets and a chord 
connecting said center lines, as determined by the Zoning Administrator. Generally, the 
following standards shall apply: 
 
 



 
 
 

 
3. Utah Street has a 66 feet right-of-way  

 
4. Boomer Street has a mapped right-of-way that exceeds 100 feet 

 
5. Business STH 26 has a mapped right-of-way that exceeds 100 feet 

 
6. The current 1610 Utah Street parcel pre-dates the adoption of the current 

zoning code. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

CITY OF WATERTOWN 

BUILDING SAFETY & ZONING DEPARTMENT 
106 JONES STREET, PO BOX 477 
WATERTOWN WI 53094-0477 

PHONE # 920-262-4060 

 

BOARD OF ZONING APPEAL 

 LEGAL NOTICE - CASES # 1-18 

 

The Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Watertown, State of Wisconsin, will hold a public 
hearing in room 2041 of the Municipal Building on October 30, 2018 at 5:00 p.m. to hear the following 
appeals:  

 
Case #1-18 
 
The appeal of Scott Johnson & JH Investments, LLC regarding property located at 1610 Utah Street, 

Watertown, Jefferson County, WI, which property is further described as follows:      
 

All that part of Block 2 of Boomer’s Addition to the City of Watertown, Jefferson County, Wisconsin, and the 
South ½ of Kansas St. (Vacated), lying east of the East line of South Church Street.  Excepting a portion in 
Right-of-Way in Document No. 1081720. (PIN: 291-0815-0923-042) 
 
   Scott Johnson & JH Investments, LLC is requesting a variance from Section 550-31G(2) to allow for 
development within the minimum setback allowances for the Neighborhood Business (NB) Zoning District. 
 

All persons wishing to be heard may either attend the public hearing or send correspondence 
addressed to the Zoning Administrator in regards to these matters. 
 

                                                                   Jacob Maas, CFM 

                                                            Zoning & Floodplain Administrator 

JM/nmz 

PUBLISH: October 16, 2018 

and 

October 23, 2018 

 (BLOCK AD) 







A. 

B. 

C. 

A. 

B. 

City of Watertown, WI
Friday, October 26, 2018

Chapter 550. Zoning

Article V. Nonconforming Use Regulations
[Amended by Ord. No. 03-21; 2-4-2014 by Ord. No. 14-4]

§ 550-59. Applicability.

This article shall apply to all uses in the City except in the following circumstances:

The use did not legally exist at the time of adoption.

The use is subject to legal proceedings.

The use is subject to a court order to the contrary of this article.

§ 550-60. De�nition.

A "nonconforming use" is an active and actual use of land or structures, or both, legally established prior to the
e�ective date of this chapter or subsequent applicable amendment thereto, which has continued as the same use
to the present and which would not be permitted under the current terms of this chapter.

§ 550-61. Continuance of nonconforming use.

Any nonconforming use lawfully existing upon the e�ective date of this chapter may be continued at the size and
in a manner of operation existing upon such date, except as speci�ed in this article. Any legal use under the
previous Zoning Ordinance which is made nonconforming by this chapter may apply for a conditional use permit
(per § 550-142) to be granted legal conforming status. Any legal use under the previous Zoning Map which is
made nonconforming by a change to the O�cial Zoning Map may apply for a Zoning Map amendment (per § 550-
141) to an appropriate zoning district to be granted legal conforming use status.

§ 550-62. Modi�cation of nonconforming use.

Except as permitted in Subsection B below, a nonconforming use shall not be expanded or changed to
another nonconforming use unless such modi�cation would make the nonconforming use have a more
desirable e�ect in terms of implementing the purpose of this chapter (as determined by the Zoning
Administrator). If such a modi�cation occurs, said use shall not be modi�ed back to the original
nonconforming use or to any other nonconforming use which does not better accomplish the purposes of
this chapter.

A nonconforming nonresidential use which is not served by public sanitary sewer and/or public water may
be permitted to expand without being served by public sanitary sewer and/or public water if said facilities
are not available within 1,000 feet of the subject property and upon the granting of a conditional use permit
per the requirements of § 550-142.

https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266762#29266762
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266763#29266763
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266764#29266764
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266768#29266768
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266769#29266769
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29267418#29267418
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29267385#29267385
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266769#29266769
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29267418#29267418


§ 550-63. Discontinuance of nonconforming use.

When any nonconforming use of any structure or land is discontinued for a period of 12 months or is changed
into a conforming use, any future use of said structure or land shall be in complete conformity with the
provisions of this chapter.

§ 550-64. Maintenance of nonconforming use.

The normal maintenance of aspects of the structure and/or equipment and furnishings unique to the
nonconforming use is permitted, including necessary repairs and incidental alterations which do not exacerbate
the adverse impacts of the nonconforming use in relation to the purposes of this chapter. Except as otherwise
provided in this article, whenever a nonconforming use is damaged to the extent of more than 50% of its current
equalized assessed value, it shall not be restored except in conformity with the regulations of the district in which
it is located.

§ 550-65. Reconstruction of two-family dwellings in areas formerly
zoned R-2.

A legal nonconforming two-family structure which is destroyed by �re, tornado or other disaster may apply for
consideration as a conditional use to be reconstructed so as not to expand the �oor area or footprint of the
structure if said structure is located in an area which was zoned to permit two-family dwellings on the day
preceding the e�ective date of this chapter.

§ 550-66. Nonconforming lots, structures and buildings.

See §§ 550-77, 550-84 and 550-85.

§ 550-67. Continued use exemptions.

The established uses at the corresponding addresses and in the zoning districts listed below, as of the adoption
date of the O�cial Zoning Map, are hereby granted legal conforming use status. Building additions and
reconstruction of damaged or demolished buildings shall fully conform to all bulk requirements (setbacks, height
and �oor area) of the zoning district. Any change in land use of these properties to a conforming use in the
zoning district shall eliminate the application of the ability to legally continue or reestablish the listed use.

Address Use Zoning District

1028/1030 Boughton Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1314/1316 Center Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1308/1310 Center Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1014 Center Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

106 Oak Hill Court Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

813 North Water Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

134/136 West Leonard Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1005/1007 North Water Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1506 East Main Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1003/1005 Pleasant Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

909 Highland Avenue Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

612 Werner Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266838#29266838
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266898#29266898
https://www.ecode360.com/print/29266909#29266909


Address Use Zoning District

1407 South Ninth Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1226 South Ninth Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1126 South Tenth Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

205 West Milwaukee Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

1303 South Ninth Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential

704 West Madison Street 4-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

300 South Washington Street 3-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

201 South Church Street 4-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

216 North Church Street 3-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

302 North Church Street 3-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

228 Margaret Street 3-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

222/224/226 Margaret Street 3-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

608 East Division Street 3-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

510-512 North Fourth Street 4-unit apartment TR-6, Two-Family Residential

1101-1103 North Fourth Street Duplex SR-4, Single-Family Residential



400 South Third Street – Case # 2-18 

 
Background: 
In September of 2006 Arthur Lenius went before the Zoning Board of Appeals requesting 
for the allowance of 4 dwelling units, from 3 dwelling units, at 300 South Third Street.  He 
was granted that variance from the Zoning Board of Appeals.  The property is zoned Multi-
Family Residential – 8 (MR-8), and is 0.201 acres.  The 8 in MR-8 means 8 dwelling units 
per acre. 
 
Issues: 
The following issues have been identified by the Zoning Administrator: 
 

1. Per Section 550-26F(1)(b), for MR-8 Zoning District: 
 
Maximum gross density (MGD): 8.00 du/acre. 

 
2. Per Section 550--26F(2)(a), for MR-8 Zoning District: 

 
Minimum lot area: 5,445 square feet per dwelling unit. 

 
3. Per the attached complaints, a 5th dwelling unit was added after the variance was 

granted in 2006. 
 

4. Under Section 550-26B, there is no language for 5 dwelling units as an allowed 
principal use: 
 
List of allowable principal land uses (per Article III). 

(1) Principal land uses permitted by right (per § 550-45A): 
(a) Single-family: lot of 8,000 square feet. 
(b) Twin house/duplex: 4,500 square feet per dwelling unit. 
(c) Two-flat: lot of 9,000 square feet. 
(d) Townhouse: 5,445 square feet per dwelling unit (three- or four-unit 
building). 
(e) Multiplex: 5,445 square feet per dwelling unit (three- or four-unit 
building). 
(f) Cultivation. 
(g) Selective cutting. 
(h) Passive outdoor public recreation. 
(i) Active outdoor public recreation. 
(j) Public services and utilities. 
(k) Community living arrangement (one to eight residents). 
(l) Community living arrangement (nine to 15 residents). 

 
(2) Principal land uses permitted as conditional use (per § 550-45B): 

(a) Apartment: 4,350 square feet per dwelling unit (three- or four-unit 
building). 
(b) Institutional residential. 
(c) Clear-cutting. 
(d) Indoor institutional. 
(e) Outdoor institutional. 
(f) Community living arrangement (16 or more residents). 



(g) Bed-and-breakfast establishments. 
(h) Group day-care center (nine or more children). 
(i) Boardinghouse. 

 
5. 300 South 3rd Street, due to alterations, cannot fall under Article V: Nonconforming 

Use Regulations (See attached). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

CITY OF WATERTOWN 

BUILDING SAFETY & ZONING DEPARTMENT 
106 JONES STREET, PO BOX 477 
WATERTOWN WI 53094-0477 

PHONE # 920-262-4060 

 

BOARD OF ZONING APPEAL 

 LEGAL NOTICE - CASES # 2-18 

 

The Board of Zoning Appeals of the City of Watertown, State of Wisconsin, will hold a public 
hearing in room 2041 of the Municipal Building on October 30, 2018 at 5:00 p.m. to hear the following 
appeals:  

 
Case #2-18 
 
The appeal of Arthur J. Lenius & Lenius Properties regarding property located at 400 South Third 

Street, Watertown, Jefferson County, WI, which property is further described as follows:      
 

North 50 feet of Lot 1, excepting West 13 feet & North 47 feet of Lot 4 & South 4 feet of Lot 1, Block 23, 
Original Plat East Side, City of Watertown, Jefferson County, Wisconsin. (PIN: 291-0815-0413-045) 
 
   Arthur J. Lenius & Lenius Properties is requesting a variance from Sections 550-26F(1)(b) & 550-
26F(2)(a) to allow for 5 dwelling units, currently 4 dwelling units,  on a 0.201 acre parcel located within a 
Multi-Family Residential - 8 (MR-8) Zoning District. 
 

All persons wishing to be heard may either attend the public hearing or send correspondence 
addressed to the Zoning Administrator in regards to these matters. 
 

                                                                   Jacob Maas, CFM 

                                                            Zoning & Floodplain Administrator 

JM/nmz 

PUBLISH: October 16, 2018 

and 

October 23, 2018 

 (BLOCK AD) 





























































Zoning Board of Appeals 
October 24, 2017 

 
The Zoning Board of Appeals met on the above date at 5:00 p.m. in Room 2044 of the Municipal Building with the following 

members present: Jim Freres, Peter Lehmann, and Mike Rollert.  Also in attendance were Zoning Administrator Jacob Maas, and Joe 
Marceil. 
 
 Chairman Freres called the meeting to order. 
 
1. Case #2-17 – 218 S. First Street – Joe Marceil 

Chairman Freres opened the public hearing for comment.  There being none, the public hearing was closed for comment.  Owner 
Joe Marceil was present to explain his request.   
 
A motion was made and seconded to deny 

 
Motion unanimously passed. 

 
There being no further business to come before this Board, motion was made and seconded to adjourn.  So ordered. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Jacob Maas 

Zoning Administrator 
 

Any person or persons, jointly or severally aggrieved by any decision of the board of appeals, or any taxpayer, or any officer, department, 
board or bureau of the municipality, may, within 30 days after the filing of the decision in the office of the board of appeals, commence an 
action seeking the remedy available by certiorari.  The court shall not stay proceedings upon the decision appealed from, but may, on 
application, on notice to the board of appeals and on due cause shown, grant a restraining order.  The board of appeals shall not be required 
to return the original papers acted upon by it, but it shall be sufficient to return certified or sworn copies thereof.  If necessary for the proper 
disposition of the matter, the court may take evidence, or appoint a referee to take evidence and report findings of fact and conclusions of law 
as it directs, which shall constitute a part of the proceedings upon which the determination of the court shall be made.  The court may reverse 
or affirm, wholly or partly, or may modify, the decision brought up for review. 
 
NOTE: These minutes are uncorrected and any corrections made thereto will be noted in the proceedings at which these 
minutes are approved. 
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