
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS  

MEETING 

May 26, 2021 

The regular monthly meeting of the Oregon Board of Zoning Appeals was called to order by 

Chairman Michael Rowe.  Other members present included Dave Golis, Ron Vuketich, David 

Andrus, and Bill Reed.  Also present were Building & Zoning Commissioner James Gilmore and 

Acting Secretary Alex Schultz. 

The meeting was called to order at 5:00 p.m. 

Mr. Vuketich moved to accept the April 28, 2021 regular meeting minutes as submitted.  

Seconded by Mr. Reed.  All members were in favor. 

The following items were on the agenda: 

 

W-1664-21 Waiver of Ord. 069-2020; Section 1155.02(b) relating to fences.  The location is 

1933 Garner Avenue.  The applicant/owner is Shari Olm. 

  

 Shari Olm, 1933 Garner Avenue, came forward and stated she is requesting a 

variance on her newly installed fence for the fence posts with solar lights that are 

higher than six feet.  She then provided pictures of them to the Board. 

 

 Chairman Rowe said in the past when we have had fence height issues, we have 

forced people to comply with the code and reduce the fence height. Posts were 

never an issue.  He recalled one project in particular where the fence was lowered, 

and the fence posts remained higher due to the transitions of the fence. 

 

 Mr. Gilmore commented that the post is part of the fence and there may be 

occasion on the transitions where you might have to give a little bit of leeway, but 

it is still part of the fence.  He recalled one waiver in the past that was granted 

over on Wheeling Street where they hung flowerpots off the fence posts. 

 

 Mr. Vuketich asked if the definition of a fence post be changed when you put 

lights on top of it making it a light post. 

 

 Mr. Gilmore replied he did not believe so; he thinks it is still a post and is still a 

part of the fence.  He is not saying that it should not be allowed, it is just how it is 

interpreted. 

 

 Ms. Olm added that in the pictures you can see the grading and how unlevel the 

ground is.  As a result, the contractors chose to make the fence different heights, 

so it looked level.  Then they put lights on top of the posts, which causes your eye 

to be drawn right to the lights.  It is for aesthetics, as well as safety and security. 

 

 Chairman Rowe stated the other issue we have is with the light on top and 

whether it exceeds the allowable level. 

 

 Mr. Golis asked if the fence panel was within the legal limit. 

 



 Ms. Olm responded yes; they are all six feet. 

 

 Mr. Gilmore clarified that it is just the post height including the lights.  He added 

that he thinks the problem is what is appropriate, a foot or five feet above the 

fence.  So, you must have a limitation and that is at the fence line.  And, if the 

Board feels it is appropriate and looks right and does not inhibit the use of the 

next-door neighbor then that is the judgement it should be.   

 

 Mr. Reed said he has looked at a lot of vinyl fencing, and the panels are slightly 

shorter than six feet, but they have a fancy cap on top of the post that usually 

sticks two or three inches above the fence.  So, most of them are exceeding six 

feet.  But, once again you are talking about a six-foot fence and just with the 

differential in grade you can have a foot difference from one to the next. 

 

 Mr. Gilmore explained we always measure six foot right adjacent to the fence.  

Three feet out on each side is what we consider grade. 

  

 Chairman Rowe asked if they were any other questions from the Board or if 

anyone in the audience wished to speak for or against this matter. 

 

 Mr. Schultz advised we had a voice mail recording from neighbor Kenneth 

Jeffries and then played it for the record during which he expressed his opposition 

and asked the Board to consider ruling that she has to be in compliance with the 

zoning requirements for fencing. 

 

 Tammy Miner, 1918 Garner Avenue, stepped forward and voiced her support of 

the posts and the lights. 

 

 Chairman Rowe clarified that we are not here for the lights, we are here for the 

height of the posts only so if there is a light issue in the future that can be brought 

up to the Building and Zoning department and they can address it using a light 

meter.   

 

 Mr. Golis asked the applicant if she would be opposed to blocking out the light on 

Mr. Jeffries side of the fence. 

 

 Mr. Gilmore intervened stating several people have solar lights on their fence 

posts and reiterated that we are not here for the lights, so he really does not want 

to address that.  We are here only for the height of the posts.  

  

 Chairman Rowe asked if there were any other questions from the Board. 

 

  Angie Walker, 1381 Blandin Avenue, came forward to make some general 

comments. 

 

 Chairman Rowe asked if there were any further questions from the Board or if 

anyone else wished to speak for or against this matter.  There were none. 

 

Mr. Vuketich made a motion to approve W-1664-21.  Seconded by Mr. Andrus.   

All members were in favor. Variance was approved by a vote of 5-0. 



 

W-1665-21 Waiver of Ord. 182-2006; Section 1155.04(b)(2)(A) relating to private swimming 

pools.  The location is 1141 Grasser Street.  The applicants/owners are Jake & 

Autumn Walkowiak. 

   

Jake and Autumn Walkowiak, 1141 Grasser Street, stepped forward and stated 

they are asking to have their pool be three and a half feet away from the property 

line for a one-and-a-half-foot variance. 

 

Mr. Gilmore commented that the side yard setback for a house is five feet, but an 

accessory building is only three feet.  This is accessory to the use; it just happens 

to be a pool instead of a shed.  That being said, he did not write the code and he 

does not know where they came up with those numbers or the reasoning behind 

them. 

  

 Chairman Rowe asked if there were any questions from the Board or if anybody 

who wished to speak for or against this matter. 

 

 Jean Blachowski, 2503 Pickle Road, came forward and stated she has no problem 

with it. 

 

 Chairman Rowe asked if there was anybody else who wished to speak for or 

against this matter.  There were none. 

 

 Mr. Golis made a motion to approve W-1665-21.  Mr. Vuketich seconded.  All 

members were in favor.  Variance was approved by a vote of 5-0. 

  

With no further business the meeting adjourned at 5:27 p.m.   

   

        Alex Schultz, 

        Acting Secretary 


