MINUTES OF THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS MEETING OF

SEPTEMBER 10, 2025

257-2001 — CALL TO ORDER

Chairperson Rosenthal called the regular meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. in the Board Chambers at 101 Green
Street on September 10, 2025.

257-2002 — ROLL CALL

Roll Call: AYES: Baranski, Tonne, Einsweiler, & Rosenthal
NAYS: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Spivey, Behlke, & Monahan
The motion carried.

Upon roll call, the following members were present: Jim Baranski, Bill Tonne, Desiree Einsweiler, & John
Rosenthal.

Absent: Bill Spivey, Brandon Behlke, & Steve Monahan,
Also present, were Jonathan Miller, Sam White, and Joe Nack.

257-2003 — ESTABLISHMENT OF QUORUM

Chairperson Rosenthal announced a quorum of board members were present to conduct city business.

257-2004 — PUBLIC COMMENTS

None

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

257-2005 — APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES OF THE REGULAR ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
MEETING OF AUGUST 13, 2025.

Discussion: None

Motion: Einsweiler moved, seconded by Tonne to approve the minutes of the regular Zoning Board of Appeals
meeting of August 13, 2025.

The motion was carried by voice vote.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

25S-02 FINDING OF FACT: Reading of the finding of fact on a request for a Special Use Permit to allow a 6
room Small Inn at 105 S. High St., which is currently a 5 room Bed and Breakfast.




Rosenthal read the conclusion, determination, and decision for a Special Use Permit to allow a 6 room Small
Inn at 105 S. High St., which is currently a 5 room Bed and Breakfast.

Motion: Baranski moved to approve the finding of fact on a request for a Special Use Permit to allow a 6 room
Small Inn at 105 S. High St., which is currently a 5 room Bed and Breakfast, seconded by Tonne.

Discussion: None
Roll Call: AYES: Tonne, Einsweiler, Baranski, & Rosenthal
NAYS: None

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Spivey, Behlke, & Monahan,

The motion carried.

NEW BUSINESS

Nack swore in those wishing to testify.

25V-048 PUBLIC HEARING: : Owner and Applicant: Timothy and Laura Gaffney, Request for a variance
in the front setback of 912 Fourth St. from 16’ to 8’ in order to construct an accessory structure.

Baranski motioned to open the public hearing, seconded by Einsweiler
Motion carried by voice vote.
Speaking in favor of request:

Tim Gaffney, 912 Fourth St. I would just like to build a shed. The side yard is a hill so it need to go in the
Setback. Thank you.

Speaking against the request:

No one

Baranski motioned to close the public hearing, seconded by Tonne.

Motion carried by voice vote.

Discussion: The house is already over the line and the hill explains the rest.

Motion: Baranski made a motion to forward a positive finding of fact to the city council to allow the variance
25V-048 in the front setback of 912 Fourth St. from 16’ to 8” in order to construct an accessory structure,
seconded by Einsweiler.

Baranski read through the Approval Criteria & Recommendation for a variance.

Approval Criteria & Recommendation for Variance:

1. Hardship unique to property, not self-inflicted. There are exceptional conditions creating an undue
hardship, applicable only to the property involved or the intended use thereof, which do not apply



generally to the other land areas or uses within the same zone district, and such exceptional
conditions or undue hardship was not created by the action or inaction of the applicant or owner of
the property, is unique & not self inflicted.

2. Special privilege. The variance will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is denied
to other lands or structures in the same zoning district; Does not

3. Literal interpretation. The literal interpretation of the provisions of the regulations would deprive
the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district and would
work unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant; it does

4. Reasonable use. The applicant and the owner of the property cannot derive a reasonable use of the
property without the requested variance; they can’t

5. Minimum necessary. The variance is the minimum necessary to make possible the reasonable use
of land or structures; yes

6. Compatible with adjacent properties. The variance will not be injurious to, or reduce the value of,
the adjacent properties or improvements or be detrimental to the public health, safety or welfare. In
granting a variance, the decision-maker may impose conditions deemed necessary to protect
affected property owners and to protect the intent of this code; yes, it is compatible

7. Conformance with the purposes of this code. The granting of a variance will not conflict with the
purposes and intents expressed or implied in this Code; if is

8. Conformance with the Comprehensive Plan. The granting of a variance will not conflict with the
goals and principles in the adopted Comprehensive Plan. Is in conformance

Roll Call: AYES: Tonne, Einsweiler, Baranski, & Rosenthal.
NAYS: None
ABSTAINED: None
ABSENT: Behlke, Monahan, & Spivey.

Motion carried

OTHER BUSINESS

None

257-2006 — ADJOURNMENT

Motion:Tonne moved, seconded by Einsweiler to adjourn.
The motion carried on a voice vote.

The meeting adjourned at 6:37 p.m.



Respectfully submitted,

Sue Simmons
Zoning Secretary



