ONEIDA COUNTY BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
MEETING MINUTES SUMMARY
SEPTEMBER 26, 2024 AT 9:00 A.M.
COMMITTEE ROOM #2, 2N° FLOOR
ONEIDA COUNTY COURTHOUSE

Members Present: Guy Hansen, Norris Ross, Mike Padzernik, Jeff Viegut, Dan Chronister

Members Absent: None

County Staff Present: Todd Troskey, Assistant Director; Erica Sauer, Program Assistant

Guests Present: See Sign in Sheet.

Chair Hansen called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. in accordance with the Wisconsin Open
Meetings Law.

Wisconsin Open Meetings Law statement.
Roll call of members.

Mr. Ross, “here;” Mr. Pazdernik, “here;” Mr. Viegut, “here;” Mr. Chronister, “here;” and Mr.
Hansen, “here.”

Approve the agenda.
Motion by Mr. Viegut, second by Mr. Padzernik, to approve the agenda. With all members present
voting “Ave,” the motion carried.

Approve meeting minutes summary of September 19, 2024. Motion by Mr. Padzernik, second
by Mr. Chronister, to approve the meeting summary of September 19, 2024. With all members
present voting “Ave.” the motion carried.

Public comment. N/A

Old Business:
a. Consider status of previous cases.
b. Update on zoning statutes and ordinance amendments.

Current Business:
a. Approve any available bills. None
b. Consider current and pending appeals to BOA.
i.  Mr. Troskey spoke to pending appeal.
c. Review/revise meeting/hearing calendar.
i.  October 3,2024 — Appeal #24-010
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10:00 a.m. Recess for onsite inspection. The Board will travel together to the inspection site at
6938 Bengs Road, further described as part of Government Lot 7, Lot 2, CSM V15 P3411, Section
10, T38N, R11E, PIN TL-490-3, Town of Three Lakes, to conduct an onsite inspection at
approximately 10:00 a.m., followed by lunch together at a place to be determined. No public
business will be discussed while traveling or at lunch.

1:00 p.m. — Hold a Public Hearing on the following appeal:

Appeal No. 24-008 of Thomas Vorpahl, appealing denied Zoning Permit #2400791, for
property located at 6938 Bengs Road, further described as part of Government Lot 7, Lot 2,
CSM V15 P3411, Section 10, T38N, R11E, PIN TL-490-3, Town of Three Lakes, Oneida
County, Wisconsin..

Roll call of members.
Mr. Ross, “here;” Mr. Pazdernik, “here;” Mr. Viegut, “here;” Mr. Chronister, “here;” and Mr.
Hansen, “here.”

Chair Hansen stated that the meeting would be held in accordance with Wisconsin Open Meetings
Law and be recorded. The Board of Adjustment asks that only one person speak at a time because
of the difficulty in transcribing when several people are talking at once. The Board of Adjustment
consists of five regular members and two alternates. Anyone wishing to testify must identify
themselves by name, address, and interest in the appeal and shall be placed under oath.

Chair Hansen swore in Thomas Vorpahl, Lori Vorphal, and Todd Troskey.

An onsite inspection was conducted at approximately 10:00 a.m. on September 19, 2024, at
property located at 6938 Bengs Road, further described as part of Government Lot 7, Lot 2, CSM
V15 P3411, Section 10, T38N, R11E, PIN TL-490-3, Town of Three Lakes, Oneida County,
Wisconsin. Board members were present at the onsite inspection along with Todd Troskey of the
Planning and Zoning Department, Thomas Vorpahl, and Lori Vorpahl.

Observations by the Board: The property boundaries were clearly marked on the north side, while
the remaining boundaries were indicated by the shoreline. The road and right-of-way were not
marked, but this was not relevant to the assessment. Sanitary facilities were adequately identified.
The outline of the proposed construction site had the north side of the dwelling marked and flagged
for the planned bedroom addition, while the south side was similarly marked for the proposed
screened patio addition in the same footprint as the existing deck. The distance from the proposed
structure to the ordinary high water mark was thirty-three (33) feet from the north corner and thirty-
five (35) feet from the south corner. The topography and condition of the land surface were good,
with silt fencing already in place to prevent erosion and debris. The existing structure on the
property is a cabin.

Chair Hansen informed the Appellant(s) how the hearing would be handled. He stated that the
Board has to consider the three criteria that need to be met to grant a variance and the Appellant
should be sure to address those in their testimony.
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Chair Hansen stated that the procedure for the hearing would include testimony from the
Appellant, followed by testimony from the County, any public comment, and then back to the
Appellant and the County before closing the meeting to further testimony. The Board will then
deliberate. If they have any questions, they will ask them, and the parties should address only those
questions. The Appellant may stay for the deliberation.

Ms. Vorpahl began her testimony by outlining their proposed building plans, which include a 20
x 18' (360 square feet) addition to the cabin, providing a larger bedroom and bathroom. With this
addition, the home would still comply with the required side lot line setbacks. Additionally, they
plan to replace the existing 12° x 18’ (216 square foot) deck with a covered screened room,
maintaining the same footprint. This change would create an outdoor space that would
accommodate her medical condition.

Mr. Vorpahl began his testimony by explaining that the addition would create a crawl space for
storing plumbing and mechanical systems. He emphasized the importance of maintaining the
cabin's aesthetics and preserving its historic features. He then elaborated on Ms. Vorpahl’s medical
condition, specifically her allergy to insect bites, and referenced the medical briefs submitted with
the appeal. The screened porch would enable Ms. Vorpahl to enjoy the outdoors safely.

Mr. Troskey began his testimony by reading the staff report and discussing the Oneida County
Zoning and Shoreland Protection Ordinance (OCZ&SPO), specifically Chapter 9, Article 9.94,
which covers shoreland setbacks, exempt structures, reduced principal structure setbacks,
floodplain structures, impervious surfaces, and height restrictions. He noted that only certain
structures are permitted within seventy-five (75) feet of the Ordinary High Water Mark (OHWM).
The primary goal of NR115, and consequently the OCZ&SPO, is to protect public trust resources,
in this case, Deer Lake. He expressed concern that the proposed addition would increase water
runoff, leading to greater sedimentation and reduced nutrient filtration. The permit proposal is for
a five hundred and seventy-six (576) square foot addition, exceeding the allowable two hundred
(200) square feet. Converting the deck, which is currently an accessory structure, into a covered
porch would integrate it into the primary structure.

Chair Hansen requested clarification on the permissible two hundred (200) square feet for the
addition within in seventy-five (75) feet of the OHWM.

Mr. Troskey clarified.

The Board conferred with Mr. Troskey regarding allowances.
Chair Hansen allowed the appellants a chance to speak for rebuttal.
Mr. Vorpahl provided additional comments.

The Board conferred with Mt. Troskey and the appellants.

Chair Hansen closed the public portion of the public hearing.
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Chair Hansen spoke to the three (3) criteria needed to be met for the appeal and discussion was
had on if they will be met:

1. Unique Property Limitations: The curve and length of the shoreline create a unique
situation for the current location of the dwelling. The elevation of the dwelling prevents
the possibility of a full basement for the addition, leaving only room for a crawl space.

2. Unnecessary Hardship: Current dwelling is functional and livable even with the smaller
sized bedrooms.

3. No Harm to Public Interest: Additional square footage of the dwelling would add to
increased water runoff which could be managed with a storm water runoff plan.

The Board deliberate on the matter. Discussed the uniqueness of the property and location of the
current cabin as well as the historical factor.

Motion by Mr. Ross, second by Mr. Padzernik, to grant a variance for a two hundred (200) square
foot addition on the north side of cabin and for a two-hundred and sixteen (216) square foot
screened in porch in same footprint as current deck based upon the rationale of the medical
condition. Roll Call Vote: Mr. Padzernik, “Avye;” Mr. Chronister, “Aye;” Mr. Viegut, “Aye:” Mr.
Ross, “Aye,” Mr. Hansen, “Aye;” With all members present voting “Avye,” the motion carried and
variance is granted.

1:25 p.m. Chair Hansen adjourned the meeting.
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