VILLAGE OF WILLIAMS BAY

250 Williams Street | PO Box 580 | Williams Bay | WI | 53191 | vi.williamsbay.wi.gov
Phone: 262-245-2700

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS (ZBA) MEETING
TUESDAY, APRIL 18, 2023 AT 6:30 PM

The following agenda items may be considered for Discussion, Consideration, or Action

. Call to Order

Il. Roll Call
. Pledge of Allegiance

V. Minutes
A. Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes of March 21, 2023

V. Variance Application

A. Motion to Open Public Hearing - All interested in this matter are invited to attend
APPLICANT(S): Michael & Lisa Weiler (Owners), Martin Murphy (Agent)
TAX KEY NUMBER: WOP 00216
STREET ADDRESS: 44 Orchard St, Williams Bay, Wl 53191
Applicant requests a variance to zoning code section 390.0212, SF-6 Village Residential District to allow a
rear yard setback of 13 feet 6 inches (30 feet required) to construct a single-family residence with
attached garage.

B. Motion to Close Public Hearing

C. Consideration and possible action on recommendation of Variance

VI. Adjournment
George Vlach
Chairman

Requests from persons with disabilities, who need assistance to participate in this meeting or hearing, should be made to the
Village Clerk’s office in advance so the appropriate accommodations can be made.

Posted: 04/12/2023 5:00 PM
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VILLAGE OF WILLIAMS BAY

250 Williams Street | PO Box 580 | Williams Bay | WI | 53191 | vi.williamsbay.wi.gov
Phone: 262-245-2700

UNOFFICIAL MINUTES
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS 3/21/2023 MEETING
TUESDAY, MARCH 21, 2023 AT 6:30 PM

. Call to Order
Trustee George Vlach called the meeting to order at 06:35 pm.

Il. Roll Call

Present: Trustee, George Vlach, Trustee, Robert Umans, Commissioner, Matt Robbins
Also Present: Zoning Administrator, Bonnie Schaeffer, Administrator, David Lothspeich
Excused: Commissioner, Dennis Costello, Commissioner, Tom Lothian

I, Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was recited by all.

Iv. Minutes

A. Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes of 1/17/2023

The motion to Approve the Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes of 1/17/2023 was initiated by Trustee Robert
Umans and seconded by Commissioner Matt Robbins. Unanimously carried.

V. Variance Application

A. Motion to Open Public Hearing - All interested in this matter are invited to attend
Trustee George Vlach explained the procedure for the public hearing.

Trustee Vlach opened the public hearing at 06:38 PM.

B. APPLICANT(S): Patricia Purcell Trust (Owner), Atty. Philip Steigerwald (Agent)

TAX KEY NUMBER: WWUP 00018

STREET ADDRESS: 249 Constance Blvd, Williams Bay, Wl 53191

Applicant requests a variance to zoning code section 390.0209, SF-1 Low Density Residential District and

Section 390-0505.1(3) Permitted Intrusion into Required Shore Yards to allow a shore yard setback of 53

feet 2 inches (125 feet required) to install a stone patio
Attorney Thomas Gardner explained that he was representing Patti Purcell on this variance request. Attorney Gardner
described the location of the property as being just west of Dartmouth. Attorney Gardner explained that the property
was improved by John Engerman approximately two years ago and there was a variance granted at that time to allow
construction of the current home within the 150 foot setback. Attorney Gardner further explained the current home
was constructed at a 75 foot setback as approved. Attorney Gardner explained that the proposed structure they are
requesting this variance for is a flat patio with a built-in bench consistent with the patio that is immediately next door
which was also recently built. Attorney Gardner explained that when reading the Ordinance on variances, the
landscape architect, Brian Culliton, thought that the 25 foot section that is allowed for a flat patio would come from the
75 feet that had already been approved. Attorney Gardner explained that they feel the proposed patio will not affect
the sight lines of the neighbors nor will it impact the neighboring properties. Attorney Gardner explained that the
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materials which will be used are bluestone pavers. Attorney Gardner introduced Brian Culliton from Cullition Quinn
Landscape Architecture, Chicago, IL.

Brian Culliton explained each slide in the slideshow. Culliton explained that the first slide shows the 150 foot setback
and where the house lies relative to that setback. Culliton went on to explain that the first slide also shows the 75 foot
setback which basically is where the existing staircase abuts to. Culliton explained that the lower patio is 20 feet from
the 75 foot point on the lower staircase. Culliton explained that the slide also shows a 25 foot, which they perceive as
the allowable terrace line based on that 75 foot shoreline setback. Culliton explained that slide number two shows
when they were working on this project. Culliton explained that slide number three shows the proposed rear terrace
plan showing the setbacks. Culliton explained that slide number four shows that the majority of the neighboring
properties fall outside of that 150 foot setback with houses as close as 47 or 48 feet. Culliton explained that a number
of the houses have terraces within the 75-foot zone. Culliton explained that slide number five shows some existing
conditions, such as the neighbor's completed terrace which extends within a few feet of the proposed terrace. Culliton
explained that the property on the hillside has a raised terrace and spa that extends well past the proposed terrace that
is shown on the slide. Culliton pointed out several properties on the slide that were all within the 75 to 100 foot mark.

Commissioner Matt Robbins asked if all the properties being pointed out were in line with the proposed patio.
Culliton explained that yes, you could see on the slide they were all in line.

Trustee Vlach questioned if Culliton knew when those homes were built or if he knew if a variance was requested at the
time they were built.

Culliton explained that he did not know.

Trustee Vlach explained that the Zoning Board of Appeals didn't know then when those houses were built. Therefore,
they don't know if they were built before the ordinance passed.

Culliton agreed that was correct for most of the properties but pointed out that one of the properties was built at the
same time as Patti's house.

Trustee Vlach verified that Culliton was speaking about the house at 251 Constance Blvd.

Trustee Umans, Culliton and Purcell discussed that the retaining wall is necessary due to water entering the property
from the slope down from the neighbor's house.

Trustee Umans gave a brief description of the history of the properties in that area.
Trustee Vlach explained that the retaining wall was approved.

Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that anything that was not included in the application will need to be
provided to be included with the request. Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that they could be emailed to her.

Patti Purcell explained that her family had been coming to Wisconsin for a long time, since she was a child. Purcell
explained that her and her late husband rented property on Buena Vista. Purcell explained that when the house across
the street from the one they rented was listed for sale, her and her late husband purchased the house. Purcell
explained that her husband passed away a few years ago from cancer after 50 years of marriage. Purcell explained that
the house they owned had stairs which were dangerous for her at her age, living alone. Purcell explained that is why
she sold and purchased the land where her current home is. Purcell explained that at the time the home was built she
had no idea that there had been a variance request on it. Purcell explained that her children and grandchildren visit in
the summer and she would like to have a place to put a table and chairs so that her family can have a place to eat when
they are visiting. Purcell explained that when her family visits in the summer it is her happy time because she is not all
alone. Purcell explained that when the house was built she was told by the builder that she would be able to add a
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patio. Purcell explained that she didn't feel that her patio would obstruct anyone's view and that, as far as she was
aware, none of her neighbors were opposed.

Trustee Vlach discussed a letter that was written by Philip Steigerwald from Attorney Gardner's office. Trustee Vlach
explained that the letter stated that a patio is essential for the ordinary and customary enjoyment of properties like this
one. Trustee Vlach also explained that the letter further stated under the hardship heading that without the benefit of
the patio the applicant will be deprived of one of the essential aspects of lake living. Trustee Vlach questioned Purcell
whether or not the home had a front deck.

Purcell explained that there was a small deck in the front.

Trustee Vlach asked Purcell to explain how not having a paved area is going to deprive her of the essential aspects of
lake living.

Purcell explained that her porch is teeny. Purcell explained that due to the lot size she was only able to have a master
bedroom, a little powder room, a laundry space, a kitchen and a little screen porch. Purcell explained that you can't fit
very many chairs on the screen porch and there is no way you could fit a table on the screen porch to feed her family.
Purcell explained that she loves the property but really has no space to place a table to feed her family.

Trustee Vlach questioned why Purcell needed to feed her family on the lake side and why the patio needed to be paved.
Trustee Vlach further questioned Purcell why she couldn't just put a table back there.

Purcell explained that she would like the patio paved to keep the table level. Purcell explained that she still has
problems on her property with water and if the patio were not paved she wouldn't be able to use it after it rained
because it would get muddy and the chairs would sink into the grass. Purcell again explained that if they were able to
pave the patio, she could use it as a place to feed her children and grandchildren. Purcell explained again that she didn't
feel that the patio would obstruct anyone's view. Purcell explained that both the property to her left and the property
to the right have a patio.

Baird Allis, Purcell's son-in-law, explained that Purcell's mobility could be an issue and it would not be safe for her to be
walking on wet, soggy grass. Allis explained that it would be safer for Purcell to have a flat, grated, hard-surfaced patio.

Purcell explained that she was in a bad car accident two years ago and has had trouble walking ever since. Purcell
explained that she has injuries that have not gone away, so she wants a comfortable, safe space to live in. Purcell
explained again that in the summer her family visits and that time of year is so wonderful for her.

Trustee Vlach mentioned the letter written by Philip Steigerwald stating that were the applicant not constrained by a
set back requirement, there would be nothing to prevent the patio from being built. Trustee Vlach questioned the
attorneys' offices' beliefs in zoning set backs, or if they believed it should be okay.

Attorney Gardner explained that he believes there should be set backs. Attorney Gardner explained that set backs
prevent the piggy move up type situation from happening. Attorney Gardner explained that set backs prevent
obstructed views and things of that sort. Attorney Gardner explained that they understand that this could be a concern
around the lake. Attorney Gardner explained that in this case the purpose of the setback isn't harmed by having the
patio. Attorney Gardner explained that the water situation on this property makes the situation unique and the pavers
could help in that regard.

Trustee Robert Umans explained that he visited the property and took some pictures which he had printed up and
would like to have be part of the application.

Trustee Vlach gave permission to have them added.

Trustee Umans handed out the pictures. Trustee Umans explained that the pictures are similar to the pictures on the
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slideshow. Trustee Umans explained that he went through the letter written by Philip Steigerwald and wanted to point
out a section which stated that many neighbors have similarly situated fixtures. Trustee Umans explained that the
house to the east does not have a patio. Trustee Umans explained that he did not check to see if the neighbor at
251 Constance Blvd had gotten a permit for the patio but, many of the houses in Dartmouth Club are older and the
houses with patios could have been built before the setback was in place.

Purcell explained that the neighbor did not get a permit because they were also told by the builder that it would be
fine to put a patio in there.

Trustee Umans explained that anything that was built more than 12 years ago would have fallen under the old setback
rules. Trustee Umans explained that in the letter written by Philip Steigerwald it stated that all neighboring land owners
affirmatively support or have stated no objection. Trustee Umans questioned Zoning Administrator Shaeffer how she
knew a patio was being built?

Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that she had received either a phone call or an email. She couldn't recall
which from a neighbor.

Trustee Umans questioned if the neighbor was complaining.

Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that was correct.

Trustee Umans explained that the document written by Philip Steigerwald was then false.

Attorney Gardner explained that at the time the letter was written they didn't know who had made the complaint.

Purcell explained that she was told that somebody complained about a dead tree being removed. Purcell explained that
someone a few houses down complained about the tree, stating that the tree didn't look dead.

Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that she had written opposition that would be discussed later in the meeting.
Purcell explained that the tree complaint was the only complaint she was aware of.

Attorney Gardner explained that they did state to the applicants' knowledge and Purcell wasn't aware of any other
complaints.

Trustee Umans discussed further the letter written by Philip Steigerwald. Trustee Umans discussed the brief history of
the builder, John Engerman, and the fact that John had a reputation for being well respected and conscientious about
the environment. Trustee Umans explained that several lots in the area started out as tent cities. Trustee Umans
explained that these lots were small, narrow lots that were affordable. Trustee Umans explained that the tents were
replaced with small cabins which were then replaced by bigger cabins that have since been replaced by houses. Trustee
Umans explained that the point of the 150 foot setback is not to ensure people have the proper view, the setbacks are
to create a buffer between the lake and any development. Trustee Umans explained that the further back the
development is the less chance for pollution to get to the lake. Trustee Umans explained that there are organizations in
the area that care about the health of the lake. Trustee Umans explained that when Purcells house was built, John
Engerman was very conscientious of the natural water flow so he built the new house, on the same footprint as the
previous house.

Purcell explained that she was not aware of all the technicalities, she explained that she bought a drawing of a house to
be built. Purcell explained that John Engerman told her she could build a patio.

Trustee Umans explained that chairs sinking into the grass and even mobility issues are not considered a hardship.
Trustee Umans explained that the hardship only applies to the land. Trustee Umans explained that, in his opinion, the
lake is part of the environment and that being only 53 feet away from the lake would be considered an impact on the
environment.
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Zoning Administrator Schaeffer read aloud the Wisconsin State Statute about variances. Zoning Administrator Schaeffer
explained that when she writes her report she takes things directly from the state statutes. Zoning Administrator
Schaeffer explained that in this case she found that most of the information in the application was unique to the
property owner and that was unique to the way the home was placed. Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that
when they requested the variance two years ago they created their own hardship because if the property owner
wanted a patio it should have been included with the original variance request. Zoning Administrator Schaeffer
explained that she looked at the neighboring properties' patios but couldn't tell when they were built. Zoning
Administrator Schaeffer went on to explain that upon looking, she felt the proposed patio encroached further than
most of the patios in that line. Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained in her report she stated that in her opinion,
there was not much basis for a hardship or unique circumstance.

Trustee Vlach asked if there was anyone present who would like to speak in favor or in opposition. There was none
present. Trustee Vlach asked Zoning Administrator Schaeffer if there was any correspondence speaking in favor.

Zoning Administrator Schaeffer stated there were not.
Trustee Vlach explained that there was one correspondence in opposition.
Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that she received the correspondence the day before.

Purcell questioned if there was any correspondence received from Mike, who said he would be sending something in
favor.

Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained they had not but agreed that it would make sense that he would not be in
opposition.

Trustee Vlach read aloud a letter in opposition from Robert and Melissa Herrman, 257 Constance Blvd. Trustee Vlach
questioned if the applicant had anything to say in rebuttal.

Attorney Gardner explained that he felt everything had been covered. Attorney Gardner explained that they
understood the points that were made but still felt that the request was consistent with the purpose of the ordinance.

C. Motion to Close Public Hearing
Trustee George Vlach closed the public hearing at 07:38 PM.

D. Consideration and possible action on recommendation of Variance

Trustee George Vlach explained that everything in the presentation was very detailed, which makes it simpler for the
Zoning Board of Appeals. Trustee Vlach explained that he asked very specific questions about how not having a patio
would affect the lake life and found that the response was to talk about other homes. Trustee Vlach explained that
other than 251 Constance we don't know if those were built before the last master plan, which would make those
properties legal. Trustee Vlach explained that when he asked about how it would affect the lake life or enjoyment of
the lake, he didn't feel an adequate hardship was met. Trustee Vlach explained that when he visited the property he
was in agreement with Zoning Administrator Schaeffer that, without taking specific measurements, that it appeared
closer to the lake, and encroaching on that setback. Trustee Vlach explained that he would be voting no.

Trustee Umans explained that he did not see that there was a hardship. Trustee Umans explained that while mobility
was an issue, it didn't count as a hardship. Trustee Umans explained that with previous variance plus this request, it
would leave only 53 feet, which he felt was too close to the lake. Trustee Umans explained that the lake takes priority.
Trustee Umans explained that he would vote no.

Commissioner Matt Robbins explained that he was in agreement with what Trustee Vlach and Trustee Umans had

spoken about. Commissioner Robbins explained that this is an area where cottages were built 100 years ago before
there was even electricity and they are a foot off of lot lines, which requires the Zoning Board of Appeals to deal with
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these types of requests often. Commissioner Robbins explained that the Zoning Board of Appeals needs to be
consistent. Commissioner Robbins explained that he appreciated why Purcell would want this variance. However, he
felt that this variance comes down to wants versus hardship. Commissioner Robbins explained that he would vote no.

Trustee Vlach asked Zoning Administrator Schaeffer if a denial of this variance request would affect the needed
retaining wall.

Zoning Administrator Schaeffer explained that the retaining wall is for stability of the slope, so it would be a necessity,
so there would be no need to worry.

Trustee Vlach, Zoning Administrator Schaeffer and Purcell discussed the retaining wall and the hopes that it will help
keep the area drier.

The motion to deny the variance was initiated by Trustee Robert Umans and seconded by Commissioner Matt Robbins.
Unanimously carried.

VI.  Adjournment
The motion to adjourn was initiated by Robert Umans and seconded by Matt Robbins at 07:48pm. Unanimously carried.

These are not official Minutes until approved by the Governing Body.
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APPLICATION OF A VARIANCE

(Requirements per Zoning Ordinance Section 18.1215)

Applicant name: Lisa Weiler c/o Martin Murphy
Applicant address: 630 S. Lakeshore Drive, Fontana, WI 53125

Applicant phone number:  312-933-3200
Address of subject site: 44 Orchard, Williams Bay

Current zoning of subject site:  SF-6

Current land use of subject site: _Vacant Lot

Written description of the proposed variance: _Applicant seek a varaince to reduce the rear

yard setback from 30' to 13'6" to accomodate an attached 2 car garage.

Written justification for the proposed variance (or attach as a separate sheet): _ See attached

Requirements
o Map of the subject property showing its general location in relation to the Village as a whole.
o Map of the subject property at a scale of not less than 1” equals 800 feet showing:

m  Current zoning of the subject property and lands within 200 feet of the subject property and the
jurisdiction(s) that maintains that control.

®  All ot dimensions of the subject property.
®  Graphic scale and a north arrow.

o Names and addresses of the owners of all lands within 2C0 feet of subject property as they appear on the
current tax records of the Village of Williams Bay.

o Site Plan of the subject property as proposed for development (see Site Plan application requirements),

Dated this /(fdayof M’V‘L ,2023

Respectfully submitted,

(Signature of AWQnt)

Application of a Variance 1
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Record of Administrative Procedures for Village Use

O 00 oo oo o o g

Application form filed with Village Clerk

Application fee of $ 5C¢ received by Village Clerk
Reimbursement of professional consultant costs agreement executed
Certification that application is complete by Zoning Administrator
Evaluation report prepared by Zoning Administrator

Notified Neighboring Property Owners (within 200 feet)

Notified Neighboring Township Clerks (within 1,000 feet)

Class 2 legal notice sent to official newspaper by Village Clerk

Class 2 legal notice published on and

Zoning Board of Appeals public hearing

(Within 30 days of certification application as complete by Zoning Administrator)
Review/ action by Zoning Board of Appeals

(Within 30 days of public hearing)

Date: &,’;/ s /2 3By: £15
Date: 03//3/2 3By M5
Date:
Date:
Date:
Date:
Date:
Date:
Date:
Date:

Date:

Application of a Variance
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ADDENDUM A
JUSTIFICATION FOR THE PROPOSED ORDINANCE:

Applicant seeks an area variance (setback adjustment) to permit the construction of an attached
garage versus a detached garage.

For a detached garage, the required setbacks are 10’ from the house, 10’ from the neighbors to
the west and south, and 30’ from Center Street.

For an attached garage, the required setbacks are 18’ from Center Street using averaging, 30’
from the neighbor to the west and 10” from the neighbor to the south.

The proposed attached garage would be 13°6” from the neighbor to the West and 11°2” from the
neighbor to the South and 30°8” from Center Street. As a result, an attached garage would
actually be further away from the neighbors than a detached garage would be. It would also be
more functionally useful to the homeowner since they could enter and exit the garage without
having to go outside. It would also be more uniform since there would be one structure instead
of two and there would be less concrete, because you would not need a sidewalk from the house
to the garage.

In this case, unnecessary hardship exists because compliance would render conformity with such
restrictions “unnecessarily burdensome.” Compliance would require the erection of two
structures instead of one adding to the cost of construction and would require additional building
materials and unnecessary costs. To determine whether the unnecessary hardship standard is
met, the zoning board should consider the purpose of the zoning ordinance in question, its effects
on the property, and the short-term, long-term, and cumulative effects of granting the variance.

The purpose of the setback requirement is to create more separation and not less between
neighbors. In this case an attached garage would serve that purpose better than a detached
garage would. An attached garage would make the property more functional than a detached
garage. The long and short-term effects of granting the variance is that granting the variance
would be more beneficial to the owner and would create greater separation between the
neighbors.

Unique physical property limitations prevent compliance with the ordinance. The unique
hardship in this case is a result of the property being located on a corner lot requiring 3-30°
setbacks instead of two and the lot dimension of 66 x 132.

Page 10 of 19



Page 11 of 19

(82200

L4800

o} o

(GZZ00MdOM]
d-

.

¥9 53 n_O M




L4011

“ON_i33HS

zzoz/TT/1
va

zogol
ON 4D3COud

[osry_|

8607-£2L (297) 300

L2169 NISROOSU "NYOHN13
0" 14N0D AYMOON £

ONUIAYNS ~ JUNLDILHOUV — ONIIINIONI

‘ONI_'SIIVIOOSSY ® NISNVH ‘Siduvd

L84 X08 '0'd

9885~£7L (292) ¥4

133418 VB 112

20865 W ‘ALID vEND
Y33 TIVHOIN % ¥SD
— A8 QRYIQUO MuOM -

I AVE SHVITIM

1615G

13YLS QYVHOHO ++
ASAINS AAVANNOY

0842 'S7d S3900H 'V HIHAOLSKHD

SRUM ALNHA QYIHHIA0

SV @3QY0IR = foodd
@IV
wozfie/n 706 urun = o
*40343H MUYNHONIE = 4
3Uv0 3HL NO¥J ¥V3A 3INO NIHUM OI3N3HI FUL 3HL TUNVAVNO ¥0 “J9VOLON ‘ISVHOUN U/SAU £1L X 8L X B/
OHM 3SOHL OSTY ONY ‘ADM3d0¥d 3HL 0 SNINMO IN3S3¥d 3HL 40 35N 3HL 304 JAVN 135 dva3y NOMl =
S| AJAYNS SML 'SARVONNOH HORAIXA SU ONV ALN3ONd 3HL 40 NOLVOOT ONY 37S SHNOLNOD GNYT SNUSKG = . _
IHL SAOHS ONY JOT3HL NOUVINISIAGEY 4L V¥ SI VA 3006V IHL IVHL ONY NOLOZHIO 00 /T QNn0d e oW = @
AW M3ONN CGANNS NI38 SYH ALM3dONd (BENOSIA 3A0BY 3HL IVHL A0 AFRNIH | NOUVATT GNNOYD ONUSKG = & ONNOJ INFWANOW =  [8]
*ONAONA YHOM SNOAIAMNS 3HL INASINA3Y LON 00 HOMM SNOUVELV IAVH anN3931
AYN SNVAN ¥3HLO ANV AS S30D NI (3Y NI JUUYNOIS ONY TV3S TYNIOWO SNOAINS
FHL MOHS ATdd¥ TIM ZUVOLLNID ONIMOTIOS 3HL HOMM OL dV SIHL 40 S3d0D 3LON
o
161
L0C s 59
] P 0L *.o,,on%f E
P s -6 . 2, B
o i 61EL M 00,0006 S ks
‘.\ N 5 _ S.
/ = ey = S
L3 ool I snonpizag, ;)
I
J e e ZMoEBS L
; =
1 L8 snonpikG, v i 97l
s _ ﬁ T
o snossjuon. ¥® oz snosguog 64 PP Iy 1 :
9 pnoseen R L VE ErBmieD ﬁ“\ ouvd--. SELQSS -
- e QA0 * 1
o T - _— S
M 6 T //=\ W 05946 /3 .
2|2 (30vd UTONOD =
8% e B oo L % SLLE 4/4 - o o2 S
m M g § e | ] . 2ONICISIM N ﬁ,w “ss L sreneera.0r | g
- ERS - , Gl ows \, Q3S0dodd . &
Zn g3 21 wosod U "\ =2 [T
27 iy 2} @¥In00 | . g51 -
=z m o - [“Feormsac i ]
m P i 3 A xT piid
— 22 | S5 © g
,m %& bososiu00 BT 4 i N ,
WA VLYY 3LVR T | | ; i ) /
o A /
1 i b — —— ‘ S sromomen 2t /
{ zZoc — T T OovEDs gt o/
! | (s30v oz0) - o6/
| z¢ sobsspueg B L 13 0s.8008 i d S
! 915018 ‘I 107, P R
GIA3ANNS SANVI =t M SNAPP[ET, CEPInPISSa, 2t
i h T oSt
| FLIT 3 LSLSEE N *
i s9 S99
0 {002¢L 32.0000.06 Nj SO 98 s
\ z8 s g +eg e -
K 8 sronAd30, 9¢
AN sronpi2ag, Zo
(W0 3am 99)
JONVNIGHO ¥3d YOVEL3S 08 WOWININCIOVALSS DAY S'i€  =2/6%L 13341S ¥3IN3O o
9%y =T X0W ‘Lt 107 LELLE=A
£08 = 91 000 ‘¥ 107 .
0 = YOVALIS 1334IS Q¥YHONO 2
NOVEISS O 081 =2/.6GC g g
194 =1 %0070 Z 107 S 2
£6L=91 %00 Z 107 atsss §s
A1 = YOVBI3S (TS M3 £5552 V2
OV VIS J8vk JoVEV oemT
9-45 = ONINOZ AVS SHYITIM EECIE
NISNODSIM ‘ALNNOD HLYOMTIVM ‘AVE SWYITIM 40 3OVTIA mw%m g
=388z
i
g
g

AJAINS 40 1V'1d

1SV3 91 39NV ‘HL¥ON | NMOL ‘L NOWO3S 30 +/1 3N 3HL 40 /1 MS 3HL NI G3LVO01

NOLLIGQVY ANOOJ3S SAVITIIM ‘9L 0078 ‘L 101

Bun 2080 INIVIVNZORGING1F 0Id Tk

Page 12 of 19



N |

‘on 133 WO 4= P/ YOS L TR LR R e S
NOILVAZTZ 2dis LHD ! !
coze . ___ T
o o o o o o o ] == ="
L o o
2z COoOoooos
— 1 T
Eloim® } [ o o o
2 me e —
2328 -
2|3 =3
3 (=] Wm RETRECTA
238 OB ]
o140
m
=
slsi s
ci
z/m
L=
@
m
X3
g
&
2 EHEA
9
WO = B/ ETYOS
NOILYAFTZ INOa

i e

EEEESCS Y

e T A e

sy
onEe A

wuiaLeyIBuBsapboniey 0624-9.8618

Pomrs

e :_,l)‘

:

T s

ZaE AT

d

i LBLES IM ‘AVE SAIVITTIM
133418 QUVHOHO ¥

o d3T1EM 13VHOIN B VST

04 JON3AIS3Ad MAN

o

-53DIAMIS NOISAQ ¥ ONILIVEC.

ONI ‘SLA3ONOD
NOISIA DNy aH

preEes u«ifw N:.f ma

Page 13 of 19

oE




A

“ON L33HS

€222

NOLLVAZNE 30IS 1437 8 W3y

YO ADNIAISTH M3IN

HATAM TIVHOIN % VSI

LBLES IM 'AVE SWVITTIM - 133H1S QHVHONO bp

TMIOCYE

K=

WO = w1 ETvos
NOIVAZTZ 3dle 1437

A@EsiNesn

358 w5

e

$E5a wEEi

e

JeuiapeydBub sapbuwey 062.-824-610

al

LS3DIAMIS NOISIA ¥ ONILIVYO.

ONI ‘BLdIDONOD
NDISIA DNIWY2

Rae

R i A\ 4%
NOILVYATIS 2v3

=

prencrerT

WIEE A

Fripmy

>55E woF L

B

Page 14 of 19



€

ON L33HS

€e-LeT

Uva

NV1d ¥OOT4 NIVIW
“¥O04d ION3AISTH MIN

HATNIM TIVHOIN B VSI

LBLES IM 'AVE SIWVITTIM - 133¥LS QYVHONO p¥

al

N

D

TuraeBub sspbuwel 0644829518
.SADIANSS NOIS3Q ¥ ONILAVEQ,

ONI 'SLa3DNOD
NDISHA DNIWY 24

e

(GICN STV TSt 4 8% FDVRYD { e 1
FUIGTI A T i
P Ay Lol ._ o 5 s .M v _
29 #0074 M3cdain 7 S o8 T
& $29t BOOTH Nivii - = = T fr .u
P R [ & * " [
5. Iay SNSRI T = : . S L H
el diE ) ! e e v :
e » NEroLI o -
NyI2 20O NIV N i ¥
i . i 8
N - i N
L i
i & " o
i) " 3
g gy : ” TNz e (i 5 RoNOd
" oo sNAT [ w7 asemaos
.* > i RIS A A i e=RE
3 i & N
" g -
r T N N &
[EEEpeevEy i o N
il i £
‘i -
- B -
B . g
B ST i . o
‘ tue
y " - 1
8 TGN "
| O == o
Y s .
BT 7 0 ¥
o ¥ :
w5 v = 5 4
N i Ezread
o
L :% HOCHTEE HEIsTH s
4 N 3
Oilve AINIA0D &
o EEE I3 -
)
= i
1 ﬁnu4
e i S Ly i
ST TR e “. e
e o
G Kk
=2 s

Page 15 of 19



14

ON £33HS

€e-L2-C

NYd J00¥ ¥ ¥OOT4 ¥3ddN

'HO4 FONIAISIY MaN

SITNIM TIVHOIN B VS

LBLES IM 'AVE SINVITIM - 133HLS QHVHONO v¥

o)

i

uiapey@ub sapbuiiel; 0644-8/8518
SIDIANIS HOISIA ¥ ONI LAV

ON| ‘8LdIDNOD
NOISAA ONIWY 244

ravaN seTNy
AL BT P
57 A0 LA T
5508 43 3573 I

22 Tam GHEENIIE T

LN

WO L=/ FVOS
NV SO0 aidddn

cE

el GIGRIBEY IS
YD v TOTTUns
DU SONTHAIAC @i

TION FEITN
DA mCle 2008 I8

£2395 SHIHUDVANTI.
33 53T 400N

THON

O 1= 8/ FTrOs
NV 2003

g

.‘\ oot
ooy .— =
— ;
e
. % woosaTa
N
M
= b
o
S
=
i Ca WOONAIT
s
...... . )
_ Ao _
£

WOl 2 FTYDE

v-v NOILDHS vIIdAL

- v 8 e GuImITIG
D TATHD £ MIAS
T TG > MAT TBATND 0

SR e
s e
1 S s
Ny
- - s e
ey
)
S e
- HeSre
T NI w00 e
T T T T ek T emvm s
; e 55T
[ ——
i
s s B i
-
- voevars s
a3 [l
pEESp
O
> anri
SO0 EUIWUSTANYH 2

A SSRAL Ni

ek IO 0O
TINTINONG T -

- Fagv NGO

:‘ uus“mu.‘&u:.._

BT EAPTING ST
DT 21 ¢ LT %s NIAD

O 4=/ FITSS
STNPLIA JVLS VDAl

¥ 48 DEwStw Tt STI™
DI DA TG AT,

A3 N 9% NP 9531 XON

SATaNPS NTTYg TS
T TINGTITS ST

Page 16 of 19



G

‘ON 133HS

€2-12-C

™04 IONIAISTH MaN

NVTd ONIOVYHE 2 NOILVONNOL

ST TEIM TIVHOIN B VSIT

L6LES IM 'AVE SWVITTIIM - L133HLS QHVHONO vy

dl

0

uisheBub sapbupuey 0612820618
S3DIANES NOISIA ® ONILIVHO.

DNI ‘'SLaATDINOD
NOISAA DONJWvyad

¢

i s o5 ooy e

s pu oo 7003 #I0

THian | S0rZr

o S pu jatey

o,

o By

Spr s | P By | ohe 1RaG

e (T
iy 5581 DU 4o

B 948 i '
v PO

Buncring siaw,

U deapom W AT 51 - ISP OIad R - B U wGuopay
T Tuweo o o1 ook
T a3 pua 551 o 0
1 i o ot ey
] s | e

=(05¢ 1/¢ 30w
apon v oy

15,28 o

1 spsuked g 6 L0
U5 DS oS
G PG il

urmdong s

P R T

wm TE e

g B8 50 o A

YT AT

B P o 7oy iy

T Sengs o 505

pRuans | pREen | Shniows | e bunt

20 312085 6 4 94 (<t
R ‘042 oM ‘B
ar

0 e (435 Tt
oo =)

T - tapem

T B sery

B = i
ATLIAIBT0 » AL BATSE T MIaD
T NG ¥ WIAD AT T
sTIvn Tamonos
IAD T HUsTAN] 9 e
ekt e AGTRD —
579G 67 BNICSs 99T
P 2%ERES - B - -
WO = W7/ FIVOS o b
ooy omoom EAN
s 0 TR S Nv7< NOILYAdNno= g - rriac b
aton
12005a 3D
s 59 Loy snd
] S3m o s
= srcar N H
i v roaon R
T ASWINGT 7l
SNCCs £ pin.08 Mane
A
I U Y---
4
vt @ e Gy /o :
[N »vra A s .
23AC Ty IINCT = =]
mSa e 1
4 5
=3
© L N Y
7 N3 16010 wiw e =t
L qprme 9 ramin me—
M3 NN eTH O .
e G 2aNNED S
/ S
4 RPN T
A3 Be o
Tmwsees &
T3s N TSt X
2357 £t me .-
H ST I — ;
L = el = . = d i
M. T
ey =
o =g =

OO G 0neT g - aMsEM 1 adueney

Page 17 of 19



APPLICANT(S): Michael & Lisa Weiler (Owners), Martin Murphy (Agent)

TAX KEY NUMBER: WOP 00216

OFFICIAL PUBLICATION

FOR THE
VILLAGE OF WILLIAMS BAY
Walworth County, Wisconsin

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

FORA

VARIANCE APPLICATION

BEFORE THE

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

April 18,2023 at 6:30 PM
Village Hall Council Room
250 Williams Street

STREET ADDRESS: 44 Orchard St, Williams Bay, Wl 53191

Applicant requests a variance to zoning code section 390.0212, SF-6 Village Residential District to allow a

rear yard setback of 13 feet 6 inches (30 feet required) to construct a single-family residence with

attached garage.

All interested in the above matter are invited to attend. Copies of the application are on file at the
Village Hall and are available for public inspection during regular office hours on Monday, Tuesday,
Wednesday, Friday from 8:30 am — 5:00 pm and Thursday 8:30 am — 12:00 pm.

Tina Kolls
Village Clerk

Published March 30, 2023 and April 6, 2023

Please do not print contents below the line!

Date submitted for publication: 03-22-2023
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VILLAGE OF WILLIAMS BAY
Office of Zoning Administrator

Evaluation Report
Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting
April 18,2023

April 6, 2023

APPLICANT(S): Michael & Lisa Weiler (Owners), Martin Murphy (Agent)
TAX KEY: WOP 00216
STREET ADDRESS: 44 Orchard St, Williams Bay, Wl 53191

Applicant requests a variance to zoning code section 390.0212, SF-6 Village Residential District to allow a
rear yard setback of 13 feet 6 inches (30 feet required) to construct a single-family residence with
attached garage.

Per Section 390-1215.D(2)(a through f), Variance, | have reviewed the request and provide the following
comments for your consideration:

e The hardship is not peculiar to the subject property. However, the attached garage is
essentially in the same location as a conforming detached garage.

e Although the requested variance is not essential to make the subject property developable,
a garage is a permitted use in the SF-6 District.

e The proposed development does not appear to have any substantial impact on adjacent
properties.

e The development will have no substantial impact on the neighborhood's character as it is
consistent with location and size of development on adjoining lots. The property was first
divided and developed prior to passing the current applicable zoning regulations.

e The proposed development does not conflict with the Village Comprehensive Plan.

Respectfully submitted,

Bonnie M. Schaeffer
Zoning Administrator

250 Williams Street | PO Box 580 | Williams Bay | WI | 53191 | USA | williamsbay.org
Email: zoning@williamsbay.org | Phone: 262-245-2700

Page 19 of 19


mailto:zoning@williamsbay.org

	I. Call to Order
	II. Roll Call
	III. Pledge of Allegiance
	IV. Minutes
	A. Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes of March 2
	Unofficial Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes of 3212023


	V. Variance Application
	A. Motion to Open Public Hearing - All interested in 
	Weiler Application
	04-18-2023 ZBA NOTICE Weiler
	Weiler ZBA Eval 04-2023 

	B. Motion to Close Public Hearing
	C. Consideration and possible action on recommendatio

	VI. Adjournment

