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Zoning Board of Adjustment 
Wednesday July 13, 2011
MINUTES
Andrew Kohut, Zoning Board Attorney
PRESENT: Harold DeYoung, Lyle Cookson, Ronald Black, Robert Schlossberg, Valerie Costa, Tom Lawler, Peter Ng, James Levis, Mark Skerbetz Zoning Officer
Absent:  Robert Teunisen, Al Ruhlmann.
Meeting called to order by Chairman De Young at 8:00pm

Flag Salute
Sunshine Statement
Open Public Meetings Act – Adequate notice of this meeting has been provided by sending notices on December 24, 2010 to the Ridgewood News and on December 24, 2010 to the Bergen Record and by positioning on the bulletin board in the lobby of the Borough Hall and by filing notice of same with the Municipal Clerk.  For safety sake I would like to remind all members of the public who are here that there are three emergency exits clearly marked one to my left, one to my right and then a rear exit behind you.

AGENDA

2011-12 Jennifer & Francisco Chacon, 266 Olympia Drive, Block 910/Lot 28, Build in-ground swimming pool & paver patio

Harold DeYoung – swears in Mr. & Mrs. Chacon and reads from letter of denial.

Andrew Kohut – For the record a letter was sent to the board by a Mr. & Mrs. James Clohessy along with a video.  That letter and video were distributed to the board erroneously.  The board is not allowed to consider, if you were not here, we would not be allowed to consider just this letter.  You will be allowed to speak and ask questions, but we can’t rely on this letter.  Furthermore, we can’t rely on that video.  It’s the applicants application they were not able to view it, it’s prejudicial it is not allowed. I have instructed the board not to consider this video when deciding your matter.  I will ask the board right now, does anyone on the board have a problem with not having any issues with your ruling on this based on the application that is here tonight.

And to the applicants do you have any questions on what I just explained?

Jennifer Chacon – No.

Chairman De Young – Just so everybody understands the proceeding will start with the board and the applicants discussing the project and at some point during the evening I will close the proceedings to the board and open to the public.

Chairman DeYoung – Let me read from your letter of denial.  Tell us about your project and why you need this variance.

Jennifer Chacon – We are seeking to put in an in-ground 23 by 11 ½. 5 feet deep fiber glass swimming pool; along with paver patio surrounding the pool and going from the back of the house to the pool.  We are putting this in for our family’s enjoyment.  I have a 2 year old son and have another one due in 3 weeks and it prevents me from going outside of the home.  We would like to have the convenience of having our own pool so our children can enjoy it.  We are not planning on doing anything else.  The pool takes 2 days to install.  It will be no disruption to the neighbors.  We have already spoken to the neighbors directly next to us because we are going to have to use their property to get the machinery in the back of our property and we have written consent from them that they have no issues with it.

Chairman DeYoung – This will be a pre-fab pool?

Jennifer Chacon – Yes.  They will dig the hole, they will put the pool in there will be 6 feet of stone around the pool and we are going to have a different company do the pavers.  It is going to be a salt water pool; it is going to have a cartridge filter which does not require back washing.  There is no back washing necessary.

Mr. Cookson – On the package we received there is a fence drawn in, but on the main drawing it was not.  What is the difference between the two?

Jennifer Chacon – I am not sure why that was, there is a fence already there and there was existing fence and we replaced it with a 6 foot vinyl privacy fence it is already taken care of.  They put in cement for the post on the one side of the house, it’s the west side of the house because when we put the pool in they are panels that go between the posts and they are going to have to take the panels out to get the machinery in there.  As soon as they are done putting in the pool, they will cement those posts on the west side of the house.  We have a dog so we needed the fence up.

Mr. Cookson – This house was re-done recently.  Did you buy it and have it re-done or did a builder redo it and then you purchased it?

Jennifer Chacon – It was re-done by a builder and then we purchased it from him.

Mr. Cookson – Your house already is a certain amount of coverage.  With the proposed patio you are here for impervious coverage variance.  Your patio is pretty big.  How did you come to a patio of this size when you are already near your limit?

Jennifer Chacon – We were thinking that it would extend from the back of our house to the pool.  We don’t want the pool too close to the house just for my own preference with the children.  I don’t want them to have easy access.  Rather than put another fence around the pool that we could have a patio where we could put a table or grill and then we could put a small fence around that area so that if my children do get out they don’t have access to the pool.

Mrs. Costa – I noticed your name is misspelled wrong on the plan.  Did you know that?

Jennifer Chacon – The plan from the engineer – no I didn’t notice.

Mr. Black – It shows on the drawing that there is a seepage pit is that existing or is it something that is going to be installed.

Jennifer Chacon – It is existing.

Mr. Black – Do you have any sump pumps in your basement?

Jennifer Chacon – Existing.

Mr. Black – When there is a lot of water from rain do you find the sump pumps pushing out a lot of water?

Jennifer Chacon – No.  I have not noticed anything in particular.

Mr. Ng – The patio are the blocks laid in concrete or sand?

Jennifer Chacon – On sand, however, if the patio is an issue it was brought to my attention that if we put 12 inches of crushed stone underneath it, it would make the area pervious rather than impervious it would allow for the water to drain.  If the size of the patio is an issue I would offer that as an alternative

Chairman DeYoung – Mr. Skerbetz is that an issue?

Mark Skerbetz – Not for zoning purposes, but for drainage.  That would be helpful.  How big is the pool?

Jennifer Chacon – 23 in length by 11.6 feet in width and 5.3 feet deep.

Peter Ng – Do you understand the term hardship?

Jennifer Chacon – Yes.

Peter Ng.  I understand you have small children, and you want to enjoy your children going into the pool, however, as the town has a zoning and our point of view we look at hardship as the land.  For instance if my property is undersized and I need to do something to accommodate my families living quarters, Then perhaps we look at the issue as a hardship.  I am trying to understand and I hear from you that I need to keep my family safe around the pool because I have a child; therefore, it is an inconvenience I cannot go out.  I just want to make sure that you understand what a hardship is?

Jennifer Chacon – I understand this is more of a convenience factor.

Mark Skerbetz – There are two types of C Variances, one is for hardship, but there is another C Variance, which is called a floating C, which means they do not have to have a hardship in any case.  They can just come here because this is what they want to do.  The board has to weigh the benefits.  Most of the variances are because it is a hardship.

I do want to bring to the boards attention, based on the size of the pool and the size of the improvement the pool would increase the impervious coverage over 3%, where the total pool and patio increasing it about 14%.

Mr. Schlossberg – Everything seems straight forward.

Mr. Lawler – What is the size of the seepage pit?

Jennifer Chacon – 1000 gallons.  

Mr. Lawler – Can you tell me the different area drains, you mentioned the sump pump does the sum pump go into the seepage pit?

Jennifer Chacon – No.  It goes into the street.

Mr. Lawler – What does go into the seepage pit and are there area drains that feed directly into the seepage pit?

Jennifer Chacon – It is the rain water from the roof.  Maybe my builder can answer that.

Earl Erlichman (builder) – Fort Lee, New Jersey Quality Construction.  – Is sworn in.  Only the 4 inch pipes go into seepage from the roof.  Nothing else.  The sump pump takes the water out of the French drain and the footing drains to the street.

Mr. Lawler – As it relates to the patio itself and the fact that it would be impervious coverage where would that water that would normally seep into the ground would that just disperse into the ground or go into the seepage pit?

Jennifer Chacon – It would go into the existing seepage pit.

Mr. Lawler – Did the engineer say by chance, would the water from the house itself, the roof as well as the patio where that will be draining into the seepage pit – do we have anything from the engineer stating that the 1000 gallons seepage will be able to accommodate that drainage from both the patio and the house.

Jennifer Chacon – If you don’t have it I am guessing that I don’t have anything, but I could get it and as an alternative if for whatever reason that it is unacceptable, the pool company did advise that in the past they have had to dig additional seepage pits.  That they would wrap in fill with stone just to accommodate the pool and patio area.

Mark Skerbetz – Has the borough engineer been out there?

Jennifer Chacon – Yes.

Mark Skerbetz – About drainage, existing conditions and proposed.

Jennifer Chacon – I don’t know if he has been out there for proposed.

Mark Skerbetz – Has he looked at your plan?

Jennifer Chacon – Yes, everything was sent to him.

Mark Skerbetz – Are you aware that he has to approve your plan should the board approve you variance?

Jennifer Chacon – Yes. 

CLOSE THIS PORTION OF THE MEETING TO THE BOARD

OPEN TO THE PUBLIC

James Ciohessy, 195 Beech Drive South.  Swears in Mr. Ciohessy. – My observation since the Chacon’s moved in is the seepage pit is overflowing onto the back of our property coming to the fence and going 3 or 4 feet beyond that.  It has happened on two occasions once when it was not occupied, and I told the builder about it, but he told me it was my problem.  The second time it happened it was on June 17th we had a very heavy rain that night and I went out early in the morning and I observed that the water had come beyond the fence 3 or 4 feet onto my property and it was a good 2-3 inches deep.  While I was standing there observing it I was sure that it was being pumped in because the water was rippling not just rainfall it was surging in like there was a pump pushing it in.  Eventually is subsided, but it took a day or 2 for the water to disappear from the scene.  I am afraid that every time there would be significant rainfall that the seepage would overflow and I am the victim.  I have no opposition to people enjoying a pool, but if the drainage situation is a problem and I think a pool will make matters much worse.

Mr. DeYoung – This is a recent problem?

James Ciohessy – I have lived at this address for 33 years and I have never experienced it before.  It is all due to this new construction.  An engineer should really evaluate if the seepage pit is doing its job.  I think an answer given at the table tonight was that water from the roof and down spouts was only being routed to the seepage pit and other water is being routed to the street.  This water is supposed to go out to the sidewalk.  There is a little tiny opening about 2 inches in diameter on one side of the house and this is suppose to evacuate excess water I assume, but my observation on June 17th  was that this water was coming an overflow coming from the seepage pit and it was being propelled by a pump.

Mr. DeYoung – Because of the movement of the water?

Mr. Ciohessy – There is something pushing it.  It wasn’t just gravity.  I just feel unless there is some significant evaluation of the present drainage problem, maybe a regarding of the property or they have to put in another seepage pit in.

Herb Flishman – 189 Beech Drive South – is sworn in.  I have had the privilege of being Jim and Lina’s neighbor for years we have been there a few years before them and I would like to thank them for welcoming our new neighbors to town.  As they may not be aware we have been here for a long time and we have observed on our property, which is right next to theirs and diagonally across from the property in question that the water problem in the area has become progressively worse over the years.  We had to put French drains in our basement some time ago and we noticed that the pump is being activated more and more frequently then it every was before.  Which means that the water problem in the area is becoming worse and worse as time progresses.  The mere fact that our new neighbors have a pump in their house shows that there is a preexisting water problem water problem in the area to begin with and it is our opinion that we don’t want anything to occur in the neighborhood if we can prohibit it or prevent to make the water problem any worse and that is our concern.

What happens to that water after it goes into the drainage pit?  Does it disperse?  I don’t know the mechanics of that, but my position is that we don’t want to do anything in that neighborhood that is going to exacerbate the problem.

 Earl Erlichman – The pumping of the water from the sump pump to the seepage pit was altered and re-routed to the street in mid-May as per Mr. Costa was on the property with myself when there were some complaints registered in the building department from a gentleman and my son was there that day with Mr. Costa and so was the realtor and he told me just to re-route the sum-pump to the street and that is what we did.  There is no pump inside the seepage pit.  

In answer to the other gentleman’s question, it disperses in a very even way because there are many holes in the large 1000 gallons

Iris Fleishman – is sworn in.  189 Beech Drive South.  Last year we had a flood in our house because the power went out and my sump pumps did not work.  We had to run out on a Sunday and find a generator.  What happens if the power goes out who is going to get the water?  I cannot put on my generator unless my husband is there.  

A pool with small children is dangerous if they don’t have a fence around the pool how are they protecting the children?  

Andrew Kohut – That is not an issue.

Iris Fleishman - THAT IS AN ISSUE!

Andrew Kohut – It is not an issue for this board.

Mr. Ciohessy – I want to make a comment in regards to something the builder said.  He said that the water was re-routed in May.  My evidence was from June 17th where I stood there and I could see that the water was being pumped in significantly so it was not being re-routed at that time.

Michele Callari, 205 Beech Drive South. – I don’t care if they put a pool in their back yard my only concern is the water from one observation I purchased the home back in 2009. 2011 turned into a McMansion we were there for the construction we never had any water in our home prior to the construction of that home.  As soon as the soil was displaced we started to get water in our basement and in our backyard.

Ernestine Latery 210 Beech Drive South – As I understand the zoning law is a 10 feet from the property line on one side and 10 on the other and 10 from the back.  It doesn’t matter how close to your house according to the rules that you have.  

Andrew Kohut – Let me explain.  An applicant files an application and it goes to Mr. Skerbetz.  Mr. Skerbetz is our zoning cop.  He analyses all the applications and finds if they are in accordance with the ordinances or not.  When they are not in accordance with the ordinances or they are in accordance with the ordinances.  When they are not in accordance with the ordinances, he tells the applicant these are the things you need a variance for.  

He analyses this pool and everything that has to do with the pool and found that there is only one variance needed and that is impervious coverage.  I am looking at the plan itself and it meets the 10 foot requirements.  This is reviewed by the town before it gets to this point.

Iris Fleishman – So what is the issue about their patio being so big?

Andrew Kohut – That is why they are before this board they are over on impervious coverage when water can’t seep through the ground.

Chairman DeYoung – Any property in River Edge you could cover up to 35% of your land area with impervious coverage.  Currently, their property is under that counting the house, etc.  With this addition they would be over.  They are here asking for a variance from that 35% to go over and that is what we are discussing.

Iris Fleishman – I agree with what Peter Ng said that this is not a hardship case.  We have a pool in town.  Everybody would like to have an in-ground pool and they don’t meet the requirements, I don’t see that as a reason.  If they do need a variance then something like that should not be considered.  We all get water in our basements.  So why are we adding more to the problem.

Mr. Ciohessy - From Robert Costa the engineer he came to visit me at my house and he told me if I notice a ripple coming from the water it is definitely overflow from the seepage pit.  He zippered his mouth after that, but he did say that to me.

Jennifer Chacon – We are new to the neighborhood so I don’t know what the conditions were before, or what they are now, but one gentleman mentioned that this has been progressive issues over the years.  I can understand their concern that they never had this problem before, I don’t know if it just starting happening now, we have only been in our home 1 month, but if it has been progressive over the years who is to say that it is our property that is causing this.  What sort of drainage do they have on their property?  I don’t see any proof here that it is being caused by our property as it exists.  When we did take out the old fence and put in the new fence and removed some dead bushes the grading of the property sloped down into this gentleman’s backyard and we did some work and it is no longer sloping down.  I don’t know the topography of the land, I don’t know if their homes are lower than ours or ours is lower than his.  I think there could be a million different reasons as to why this is happening.  When I was made aware of this of the situation I did call Mr. Costa and I spoke to the builder and I was told by both of them that this issue was taken care of prior to us occupying the home and that inspections would not have been able to be passed if there were problems and that anything that was observed or anything that was needed to be done had to begun prior to us getting into the home.  It is a 1000 gallon seepage pit, we have had heavy rains, but I am not an engineer or an expert but 1000 gallons if we really get that much rain just in our yard that 1000 gallon seepage pit would be overflowing.  To me logically it doesn’t add up.

Earl Erlichman – The neighbor from behind said Mr. Costa said there was a ripple he also came out in May and in front of my son and realtor we walked the property and he said there are all old leaves that fell down in October all along the whole property line in the back was all leaves he said that it shows that water is not flowing over there.

Jennifer Chacon – Another issue that the neighbor’s think that just by putting in a pool is going to add to the drainage issue.  I was advised that yes, you are going to be taking out 80 tons of soil to put in this pool, but you are also going to be putting in 80 tons of stone, which will absorb the water.  The water from the pool is going to evaporate and where is the rain water going to go?  The pool water will never be drained from the pool due to the make of the pool.  It is a fiberglass pool with 6 feet of crushed stone around the pool puts pressure on the structure of the pool and if you remove the water the pool will lose its structure so the water will always stay in.  If for whatever reason we had to drain the pool the water would be drained into the sewer.

Chairman DeYoung – Obviously, there has been a water situation maybe developing for some time in the neighborhood.  I don’t know if anyone is saying that this new house or construction that happened on that property is causing that problem, but it is certainly a concern that any changes to this neighborhood that creates more coverage or might hinder drainage and increase the problem for the whole neighborhood.  You have to understand where now you are under the 35% limit you are now going up to covering ½ your property and it is a lot and it’s that kind of thing that spurs the concern.  I don’t think anyone is saying that this new construction caused the problem, but it creates some concern in a lot of minds of your neighbors apparently that is might increase the problem.

Jennifer Chacon – I am not an expert, I had to call a bunch of people to get some information as to the drainage issues and does the pool cause any further drainage issue.  And from the experts that I spoke to they advised me that it would not cause any further drainage issues and that the neighbors shouldn’t be concern about that because if we need to dig another seepage pit, we will dig another seepage pit.  If we need to put 12 inches of stone under the pavers so that the rainwater can be absorbed we will put that underneath the pavers.

Chairman DeYoung – Mr. Skerbetz did add that any drainage issues we are aware now or might come up in the future Mr. Costa would have to examine and sign-off on it before all the approved. 

CLOSE TO THE PUBLIC

REOPEN TO THE BOARD

Mr. Black – The pool is not the issue the problem is the total amount of impervious surface that is being covered.  We are going over 14% of what is recommended by the town engineers and if we do have some issues water problems presently and going over 14% can possibly create an issue.  The pool itself is going to capture the water and it is going to evaporate, but everything that surrounds it including the pavers in the front and all the proposed patio in the back.  Is there any way that you can try to conform or bring is somewhere nearer to what is the maximum of impervious coverage for this piece of property.

Jennifer Chacon – I think that would leave us without any patio.  I guess it would only allow us to put the pavers around the pool.  You said impervious so I am just going back to that.  Mr. Costa advised me that if we put 12 inches of stone underneath the pavers, that it would make that pervious coverage and not impervious.

Chairman DeYoung – Physically, but by zoning code.

Mr. Black – We are here for Code purposes and we try to accommodate hardships for people that need it for the code to be adjusted for them.  I am just asking if you can be flexable in regards to minimizing the amount of problems that we have by taking the impervious that you are proposing and bringing it down to be near the maximum.

Jennifer Chacon – I understand that there is a maximum, we are just talking a limit issue, but as far as putting in more paver stones and if we are not talking pervious versus impervious or drainage or anything like that, I am not looking to put anything gaudy up or anything like that I am just looking put pavers leading up to the pool.

Mr. Black – I am concerned about water being absorbed into the ground so that other problems would not arise because now we have increased the amount of surface that is being covered and not allowing the water to percolate. 

Jennifer Chacon – Correct, but that is when we go after the 12 inches of stone.

Andrew Kohut – There are two issues generally with impervious coverage and one is drainage and if you have all this area of non-impervious coverage there is draining issues.  The other issue is you just have all this impervious coverage on a piece of property.  The argument is always made well I could just put stone underneath and the water can seep through so then there should be no impervious coverage requirement and you could just have 100% impervious coverage and just put stone underneath and the water will seep through.  To just say we will put stone underneath it isn’t always the case.  I am just letting you know it is not a simple answer of we will just put stone underneath or we will put seepage pits then any property could have no drainage issues if you put enough seepage pits on the property.

Peter Ng – A few years ago we had an applicant with similar issues, the way I look at it personally, stone absorbs a lot of heat in the summer time.  We all have AC trying to cool our houses and in the evening when the sun is down that is when that is when the stone releases the heat and, therefore, any surrounding area absorbs the heat and in this case it would be your house.. I don’t know what your financial condition or how you pay your electricity, but it is a global issue.  We as individuals have the concern about how to utilize our utilities.  In your situation when the pavement in the front and in the back of your house when the heat starts releasing your house will absorb that heat.  Then you have to pay additional utility to cooling the house.  What I am saying has nothing to do with zoning, but it is my concern as a citizen.

Mrs. Costa – My concern is with the drainage and the grading and your neighbors and that is creating more of a problem that is already there.  I have nothing against a pool either.  My other comment is if someone is going to testify or someone is going to make a comment or answer a question they should stick to the facts their testimony was and make sure it is not repeat what someone says.  Mr. Costa is not here tonight to say what he said or didn’t say what Mr. Erhlickman said.  I don’t think that should be on the record because if he wants to testify for something he did, something that he said, he cannot testify for someone else.  Whether Mr. Costa did or did not say something about drainage that is not for him to say.

Jennifer Chacon – I agree, the other thing I would say I think it is appropriate for him to say that because he was present.

Mrs. Costa – He cannot testify as to what Mr. Costa said or didn’t say.

Mr. Cookson – Looking at the plan here tax lot 19, which home on Beech Drive South is tax lot 19?  Tax lot 20? (show of hands) Tax Lot 20?  You said earlier that you did not know the grade of the land, but looking as this plot and I am assuming this plot is of the land today.  IS that correct?

Mark Skerbetz – This plan is based on what is there now and what is proposed.

Mr. Cookson – Looking at this in general the lot is nearly flat, but tends to grade near the back and focus the water towards Mr. Clohessy’s property.  There is a large discussion tonight about the drainage and the water moving onto the Beech Drive South side of the property.  No one has discussed any further measures you could take, as a home owner while you are having this work done, to try and adjust that to try and keep the water more on your property.  No one here is a grading expert, a drainage expert, we can only go by what we know as homeowners and residents of River Edge.  Some sort of regrading to direct the water back toward the front of your home, hopefully, not to the left or the right, something to direct the water away from Beech Drive South side.  I don’t know if that is something we can consider here and make that part of our resolution that it has to be done.  I know that the borough engineer is going to apply whatever requirements are required.

Mark Skerbetz – The existing property has already been approved for drainage.

Mr. Cookson – The existing property, but the proposed property has not.

Mark Skerbetz – The plan that they are showing has to meet the borough engineer’s approval with an improvement added with the pool and the patio.  That is already going to be taken care of should that be approved as it.

Mr. Cookson – Unfortunately, yes to get the permit it was approved, however, we have testimony from residents on the neighboring lots that say it is not equal to what is was it is worse.

Mark Skerbetz – I am going to speak to what the public has to say all I know is down in the Building Department there are certified plans that are approved that are approved for the existing conditions for the new building there.  When we get building plans we get 3 or 4 sheets a plot plan, floor plan, elevation plan and you get the drainage plan, which has you’re your ground elevations on.  Again, I am not an expert on drainage either, but sometimes the storms 2 year, 5 year, 10 year, 25 year storms, 50 and 100 year storm.  These are typically designed for 25 year storm if I am not mistaken, which come every couple of years.  We get a 100 year storm there is no there is no facility in town that is equipped to handle that.

Chairman DeYoung – If these improvements are made that would trigger a whole new set of approvals being made as far as drainage.

Mark Skerbetz – That is correct.  I could be wrong, but I believe these are only approved for the 25 year storm.  Maybe even less than that, more frequent storms have less water.  

Mr. Cookson – So if we approve this project and there is a point where you can’t add anymore seepage pits or anymore drainage and if we got to that point what happens to this project?

Mark Skerbetz – It would not be encouraged.

Mr. Cookson – Even if it is approved here something may have to be adjusted.

Mark Skerbetz – That is part of the approval process.  Before you issue a Building Permit drainage has to be approved.  If they get a variance approval for what they have here and if what we find out on further review that you can’t improve the drainage situation to compensate for the additional impervious coverage there will not be a permit issued.  This is one part of the process.  The other part is down stairs.  I do have a  comment.  You are coming in for the 48.6% now I just want to tell you that the board they can make three positions here, one being an approval as submitted, a denial as submitted or an approval based on what they feel is the proper approval.  They can say we are not going to give you 48.6% we will give you 42% and that would allow you to put your pool in plus some patio area.  When I asked you what your pool size was I came out with a rough number of what 3.2% of your coverage of your actual body of water.  Everything else is your patio.  The board doesn’t have to ask your permission, they don’t have to say yes, they can just go ahead and do what they want, but I am going to ask, would you be open to reducing your patio and get some sort of reduction getting closer to what the maximum is but get to where you could put your pool in and some sort of patio?  The issue is not coverage it is drainage.  Although drainage has to be approved before you get a building permit, maybe it will maybe it won’t.  To satisfy a lot of people for everybody to be good neighbors maybe it would be a good idea to reduce and redesign.

Jennifer Chacon – Yes. 

Andrew Kohut – You are the applicant it is your show.  You want to reduce it and the board agrees to do it than that is fine.  We cannot make you take a number.  We can’t force you to say 42%.  You are the boss, it’s your choice.  You make out the application and that is what it is.  If you think you would be willing to work with reducing that number and the board approves it we can move forward, but it is your call.

Pater Ng – I will make a motion to approve 2011-12 as submitted, seconded by Robert Schlossberg.

ROLE CALL VOTE

Valerie Costa, Ron Black, Tom Lawler, Harry DeYoung, Lyle Cookson – Vote No

Peter Ng, Robert Schlossberg.- Vote Yes

Motion failed.

Jennifer Chacon – Can I propose to reduce the size of the patio.

Andrew Kohut – What I am going to recommend is this, you talk with your engineer come up with a new and come back before this board next month.  I am not going to make you re-notice we will announce it now that you are coming back with an amended plan and we will go from there.  If the board wants what another option would be obviously that it was voted no and if the board doesn’t have any objections we could discuss some alternatives and re-open the hearings for a reduced number.  

Chairman DeYoung – I suppose that is an option, but this application was submitted and it was voted on tonight, now if we want to come back in a subsequent month with a new application for a new design that would be my suggestion.  We have the application, we had a good hearing on it, but it was voted down.  I new design, less coverage you have heard some of the concerns submit a new application of course we invite you to come back and submit a new application.  This application was voted on as submitted and the board made its decision and I am sorry it didn’t go the way you wanted it to, but it is done.

Mark Skerbetz – If you come back there has to be a substantial change in the plan meaning reduction.

Jennifer Chacon – I can come back next month without any further direction, maybe I will come back and that will not be acceptable either.  I don’t know if even 42% will be acceptable.  So we could come back next month and no that is not acceptable.

Andrew Kohut – If you come back with a new application and it is more in keeping with what this board wants, at the time you are going over the testimony and submitting your application whether there is any tweaking that could be done to have this board find in favor of the application we could do it at that hearing.

Peter – Ng – I am looking at your driveway that is a lot of area.

Chairman DeYoung – This matter is closed for tonight.  We are willing to waive your fee for your next submittal of an application.

Andrew Kohut – You are going to have to re-notice.

2011-09 Thomas & Sylvia Conlin, 894 Bogert Road, Block 204/Lot 1, Construct 2nd Floor addition

Ron Black makes a motion to approve the resolution, seconded by Peter Ng

ROLL CALL VOTE

Ron Black, Peter Ng, Lyle Cookson, Tom Lawler, Harry DeYoung, Robert Schlossberg – vote yes
 
Resolution was approved.

2011-10 Douglas Levine & Tracylin Teunisen Levine, 535 Bogert Road, Block 807/Lot 12 Construct 2nd floor addition.

Ron Black makes a motion to approve as well as making the proper additions, seconded by Lyle Cookson.

ROLL CALL VOTE 

Ron Black, Peter Ng, Tom Lawler, Harry DeYoung. Robert Schlossberg, Lyle Cookson – All vote yes

Motion is approved

2011-11 Seth & Linda Queler, 243 Valley Road, Block 1103/Lot 24 – Install garden shed

Lyle Cookson makes a motion to approve as written, seconded by Tom Lawler.

ROLL CALL VOTE

Lyle Cookson makes a motion to approve, seconded by Tom Lawler.

ROLL CALL VOTE

Ron Black, Peter Ng, Tom Lawler, Harry De Young, Robert Schlossberg, Lyle Cookson – All vote yes.

Motion is approved 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF JUNE 8, 2011

Mr. Black - Valerie was not with us at the last month so we need to change the attendance last month.

James Levis makes a motion to accept the minutes with the changes, seconded by Lyle Cookson.

ROLL CALL VOTE

Ron Black, Peter Ng, Thomas Lawler, Harry De Young, Robert Schlossberg, Lyle Cookson – all vote Yes to accept.

Chairman DeYoung we need to adjourn and go across the hall to watch a video for 15 minutes and I ask that everyone attend.

MOTION TO ADJOURN 9:30PM

Tom Lawler makes a motion to adjourn, seconded by James Levis

All in favor say Aye – All say Aye

(All attended to watch video for 15 minutes)


Respectfully submitted,



Marijane Brandau

