
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS  

MEETING 

March 23, 2022 

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 Inspector Mark Kelly and IT Coordinator JT 

Schmitt. 

 

The meeting was called to order at 5:02 p.m. 

Mr. Andrus moved to accept the January 26, 2022 regular meeting minutes as submitted. 

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

The following items were on the agenda: 

  

W-1675-22 Waiver of Ord. 219-1973; Section 1153.01(d) relating to area exceptions. The 

location is 3355 Sunset Drive. The applicant/owner is Joseph Shank. 

 

 Joseph Shank, 3355 Sunset Drive, came forward and stated he would like to add a 

pool to their new home build, and it is within one hundred feet of Coy Road. He 

thinks it is actually about seventy-five feet. 

  

 Chairman Rowe asked if Paul Roman had looked at this and if he had any 

comments. 

  

 Mr. Kelly replied yes, and he had no issues with it since the neighboring lot had 

the same issue. 

 

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

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

were none. 

 

Mr. Vuketich made a motion to approve W-1675-22. Seconded by Mr. Golis. All 

members voted in favor. Variance was granted by a vote of 5-0. 
 

W-1676-22 Waiver of Ord. 069-2020; Section 1155.02(b) relating to fences. The location is 

3131 Pickle Road. The applicant/owner is Andrew Lucas. 

 

 Andrew Lucas, 3131 Pickle Road, came forward and stated he would like to ask 

for a variance to increase a six-foot privacy fence to seven feet. 

 

 Chairman Rowe stated it is a pretty rare occasion where we allow the taller 

fencing. Usually, it has been a case where we have dealt with a varying grade 

situation. 



 Mr. Lucas responded that his neighbor had a pool installed that is about a foot 

above grade, which essentially turned his six-foot privacy fence around his 

inground pool into a five-foot fence. The new pool is about three and a half feet 

from his property line and is at the same depth as his pool. He just wants his 

privacy back. 

 

 Chairman Rowe confirmed that the neighbor raised the grade and inquired 

whether it had been reviewed by Paul Roman’s office. 

 

 Mr. Kelly said that it is still being worked on, but he believes there is a drainage 

issue.  

  

 Mr. Golis stated regardless of what the outcome is with the drainage issue, the 

applicant’s main issue is with privacy because the height of the pool deck is not 

going to change. 

 

 Mr. Lucas answered that is correct. 

 

 Mr. Reed asked if he plans to purchase a seven-foot fence or just raise the existing 

fence. 

 

 Mr. Lucas replied that he plans to replace the fence. 

 

 Mr. Reed asked when he hangs the new fence if he is going to establish the 

bottom from the same elevation as the existing fence. 

 

 Mr. Lucas stated he is going to put it to the ground.  

 

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

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

 

 Michelle Shaffer, 3121 Pickle Road, came forward and stated she is not really 

opposed to the 7-foot fence if all panels are complete panels with the top and 

bottom of the fence being uniform, the good side of the fence is faced toward her 

property, and that if the rocks next to the fence need to be moved it is a shared 

expense. 

 

 Chairman Rowe stated this Board cannot say anything about cost that is 

something she will have to determine with her neighbor. There is nothing in the 

code about which side of the fence faces the neighbor’s property, and the 

applicant has already insinuated how the fence is going to be installed.  

  

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

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

There were none. 

 



Mr. Reed made a motion to approve W-1676-22 with the stipulation that the 

height of the fence not exceed seven feet above the lowest grade next to the fence, 

and the top of the fence to maintain levelness. Seconded by Mr. Andrus. All 

members voted in favor. Variance was granted by a vote of 5-0. 

  

With no further business the meeting adjourned at 5:26 p.m.   

   

        Lee Scheanwald, 

        Secretary 


