MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF
ZONING PUBLIC MEETING
January 22,2018

I.

CALL TO ORDER
The Public Meeting of the Board of loning Appeals was called to order by Chainnan
Michael Goldasich at 6:00 P.M. at the Schererville Town Hall, 10 E. Joliet S., Schererville,

IN.
A. Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.
II.

COMMISSION

BUSINESS

A. Introduction of Members
Chairman Michael Goldasich introduced the following members: Vice Chairman Tom
Kouros, Secretary Joe Skvarek, himself Chairman Michael Goldasich, Mr. William
Jarvis, and Mr. Frank Camilli.
For the record, Staff in anendance: Town Manager Robert Volkmann, Planning
Coordinator/Office Manager Denise Sulek, Secretary Nonna Hollingsworth Rico, Town
Attorney Alfredo Estrada, and Councilman David Dejong.
B. Election of Officers
Mr. William Jarvis made a motion that all Board Members stay in the same position for
the year 2018. This was seconded by Mr. Frank Camilli and carried 5-0.
C. Appointment of Anomey
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to appoint Anorney Estrada from the law firm of Burke
Costanza & Carberry. This was seconded by Mr. Kouros and carried 5-0. Chairman
Goldasich congratulated Anorney Estrada who thanked the Board and said he appreciated
the appointment.
D. Approve Minutes of the Board of zoning Appeals Meeting of November 27, 2017
A motion for approval was made by Mr. Tom Kouros and seconded by Mr. Skvarek and
carried 5-0.
E. Findings of Fact:
I.

B.l.A. Case # 17.8-14 12905 W. n'h Ave. (Proposed: Amberleigh Estates)
Petitioner(s): Chris Kovich
Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title IV, Section 4,
Paragraph A (Minimum Lot Depth 125' - Requesting 120')
APPROVED W/AGREED UPON CONTINGENCIES (4-1) 11/27117

2. S.l.A. Case #17-8-15 12905 W. nIh Ave. (Proposed: Amberleigh Estates)
Petitioner(s): Chris Kovich
Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title IV, Section 4,
Paragraph C (Minimum Front Yard 30' - Requesting 25')
APPROVED W/AGREED UPON CONTINGENCIES (4-1) 11/27/17
3.

B.l.A. Case #17-8-16 12905 W. nIh Ave. (Proposed: Amberleigh Estates)
Petitioner(s): Chris Kovich
Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title IV, Section 4,
Paragraph D (2) (On each corner lot there shall be (2) two side yards, the side
abutting the street having a width of not less than 30' - Requesting 20')
APPROVED W/AGREED UPON CONTINGENCIES (4-1) 11/27/17
Attorney Estrada stated that the Findings of Fact had not been prepared yet due to a
need for clarification of the contingencies placed upon the Petitions and which will

bc discusscd undcr Old Busincss at tonight's mccting. Attorncy Estrada askcd that
Chairman Goldasich cntertain a motion to postpone to the next scheduled mecting.
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to postpone all three Findings of Fact until the ncxt
meeting which was scconded by Mr. Camilli and carried 5-0.
F.

Correspondence
There was nonc.

III.

OLD BUSINESS
A. Clarification ofthc contingcncies placcd on thc agreed upon conditions of approvals for
B.Z.A. Cascs # 17-8-14, # 17-8-15, and # 17-8-16 for Amberleigh Estates
Attorncy Greg 130uwer from the firm Koransky, 130uwcr, & Poracky located at 425 Joliet
St., Suite 425, Dyer, IN., represcnted the developer, Mr. Chris Kovich. Also in
attendance at tonight's mecting were the developer for this project Mr. Chris Kovich, Mr.
Mike Visconti with NAPCO, and Deina Hashimi with the Vinyl Siding Institute.
Attorney Bouwer thanked the Board for the opportunity to come here tonight and stated
that they were here for clarification of two points that the B.Z.A. raised at the last
meeting; as his client did not understand the full import of them, and wanted both
conditions made more definite.
Attorney Bouwer said that the first condition needing clarification is the percentage of
brick that is required; and added that it is not feasible to do the entire fa9ade with brick.
Attorney Bouwer said that from a builder's standpoint, the clcvations that are paralic I to
thc street would be thc primary considcration. Attorney Bouwcr questioncd the B.Z.A.'s
intention of describing brick and whether it included stone and masonry products.
Attorney Bouwer also questioned the requirement of no vinyl or aluminum siding
because currently most of the homes in some of the better subdivisions in northwest
Indiana have a premium vinyl product that is being utilized. Attorney Bouwer said they
need clarification on the type of materials that will be permitted in the Amberleigh
Subdivision; and added that they would like to include the premium product that the
representatives in that industry will be showing the Board such as shake and scallop
treatments on the houses. Attorney Bouwer shared pictures of sample homes that are
utilizing these siding materials giving an indication of what types of homes would use a
combination of brick and stone.
Attorney. Bouwer reiterated that they need clarification on type of product but more
importantly what percentage; and added that what they would seek is a 40% minimum on
the front fa9ade which would allow them to accomplish what they want to do for the
builders. Attorney 130uwer then pointed to an example of a hip over the garage that
couldn't support masonry. Attorney Bouwer said they are requesting flexibility for a
good look consistent with the Board's requirements that will satisfy everyone's desire to
have a beautiful subdivision.
Mr. Jarvis said that he made the motion and apologized for not making it clear so that it
was understood by Mr. Kovich. Mr. Jarvis explained that his intention was to avoid
having all the same exact homes; and to have homes with equal quality as some of the
surrounding subdivisions. Mr. Jarvis added that stone was in the back of his mind at that
point; and that it was not his intent to try to create a second noor fa9ade on a home with a
hip roof without a brick foundation that wouldn't last but a couple of years before it
would fall down; and added that the best way would be to look at be the product samples
and pictures they provided and find out if the Board finds them acceptable. Mr. Jarvis
said that the pictures he has seen so far are good looking homes; and that he could see a
restriction of 40% of stone or brick or some material of that type just to give it variety.
Attorney Estrada asked Mr. Jarvis ifhe was clarifying the second condition as agreed
upon with the Petitioner, brick on the front to mean brick, stone, or material of that type
at a 40% minimum. Mr. Jarvis replied yes. Attorney Estrada asked the Petitioner ifhe
agreed with that condition. Attorney Bouwer and Mr. Kovich both replied yes.
Mr. Jarvis said they should show the examples to the Board and leave them with the town
as accepted products so that the inspector can make sure that the builders are following
the guidelines as set forth by the B.Z.A. Attorney Bouwer thanked the Board and said

that they had to go baek and get input from the builders to get to this point; and that they
are happy with the variances and they are thankful for the town staff having met with
them to talk about this; and the Town's pro-business attitude which is good for the home
owners and the builders and developers in this town.
Mr. Camilli asked if the four pictures provided represented the quality of the material but
not the 40% quantity. Attorney Bouwer replied that was correct; and that he wanted to
clarify that he was talking about the facades that are parallel to the street, the front
elevation that is parallel to the street; so that if there is a potential in-cut, it would not be
part of the calculation. Mr. Jarvis said that was correct and that as far as the siding, it
would have to be a premium type siding not aluminum or anything like that. Chairman
Goldasich said that answers the question about the premium vinyl siding. Mr. Jarvis said
if Attorney Bouwer could show examples of the product it would be helpful.
Attorney Bouwer distributed examples of the product; and stated that the shared pictures
demonstrate what is being used in the market place at the present time; and also the
premium vinyl 'product currently being utilized in the market place. Attorney Bouwer
added that the pictures are of homes in a particular subdivision where the lots are bigger
and fit a bigger house with a price point of $450,000 plus and that they are using this
premium vinyl product. Attorney Bouwer said that they are seeking clarification of
premium products; and that most of the products are referred to as premium. Attorney
Bouwer further stated that since 2009, he has been drafting covenants for subdivisions
and addressing municipalities with regard to this specific requirement; and what they call
premium is a gage of .044 or better with a long lasting finish that will hold up over time.
Attorney Bouwer asked Ms. Hashimi from the Vinyl Siding Institute to talk about what is
going on in the industry. Ms. Diena Hashimi with the Vinyl Siding Institute 1201 15thSt.,
Suite 220 Washington, DC. thanked the board for the opportunity to make her
presentation. Ms. Hashimi said that they are the trade association that represents the
manufacturers of vinyl and polymeric siding; and that they sponsor two certification
programs: One for installers, and one for certified products. Ms. Hashimi said that about
98% of the vinyl siding on the market is actually certified under the VSI Product
Certification Program which basically means that vinyl siding products in today's world
are certified under an ASTM Standard to make sure that the product complies with
product performance and color retention. Ms. Hashimi added that this is not the vinyl
siding that one is used to seeing from fifty years ago. Ms. Hashimi said the product
manufacturing has come a long way with the acrylic and that it is really resistant to UV
fading. Ms. Hashimi said they talked about using a product that is a .044 thickness which
is a little higher than what has been used for projects in the past; but that the product
offerings in their industry no matter what the thickness, have really come a long way and
will hold up to the standards that they are looking for in their community.
Ms. Hashimi asked that as far as the language is concerned in this agreement, if they
could be very specific about including vinyl siding as one of the recommended and
pernlitted products so that it is very clear. Mr. Jarvis stated that he had said premium
vinyl siding. Attorney Estrada said that what he had written down was premium type
siding including premium vinyl siding with a gage of .044 or higher; and asked Mr. Jarvis
if that is what he intended as his condition. Mr. Jarvis said that was correct. Attorney
Estrada then asked if the Petitioner would agree to that condition. Mr. Kovich replied
yes. Ms. Hashimi said they will show some of the product offerings that are available.
Mr. Camilli asked what the recycled content of their product was. Ms. Hashimi replied
that some of their manufacturers actually have products that are made with postconsumer recycled content. Ms. Hashimi said that the great thing about using PVC is
that there is very little waste or scrap produced in the manufacturing, and that any
leftover PVC can be ground up and mehed and reused again in the manufacturing
process. Ms. Hashimi said that from creation to end of life it is a product that can be
recycled and one that you won't find it in a landfill. Ms. Hashimi said that vinyl is a
product that has properties that allow for air now and you don't need to paint it; and that
from a macro prospective, vinyl is a very sustainable and friendly product in the market
place. Mr. Camilli asked if there was a certification or standard from their institute for
consumer recycled content. Ms. Hashimi replied that it was not included as part of their
certification program; and explained that their program was for quality, for performance,
and also for color retention. Ms. Hashimi added that they are certified under the ASTM
Standards relevant to the product; and that there is one for vinyl, one for polypropylene
siding which is a polymer, and for insulated siding.

Mr. Camilli referred to the request to include vinyl siding in the language and asked ifit
would be proper to define it as siding that meets the specifications of the institute or the
ASTM Standards. Mr. Jarvis replied that would be fine, but that the thickness is what
gages a better product. Mr. Jarvis said that if there is a standard they can use; it could be
discussed with our attorney. Ms. Hashimi said that they could provide language to show
that the product used is certified under the VSI Certification Program which means it is
certified to conform to its relevant ASTM Standards, depending on the product, is the
ASTM 3679.
Attorney Bouwer asked if they could show the samples. Chainnan Goldasich said after
the meeting, they could show the samples and leave them with Staff.
The developer, Mr. Kovich, said that at the last meeting there was an accommodation for
what is called Smart Side or Hardie-Board. Mr. Kovich said that if an individual wanted
to use Smart Side or something that isn't vinyl and that offers a premium appearance or
product on their house, he doesn't have a problem with that; but wanted the Board to
keep in mind that the Masonite or Smart Side or Hardie-Board tends to chip or scratch,
and that it has to be painted and caulked which is a maintenance issue that you don't have
with vinyl. Mr. Kovich also pointed out that with the Masonite, Smart Side and HardieBoard, the warranty is fifteen years; and that with vinyl it is lifetime. Mr. Kovich also
pointed out that vinyl locks but there is a drainage behind when it rains; and that the other
products have a tendency to harbor mold which you don't have with vinyl. Mr. Kovich
said that educated buyers know these things and have a tendency to go towards the vinyl.
Mr. Kovich said that there is a limited color pallet on the Smart Side and the Masonite;
and that the vinyl is guaranteed to hold the color. Mr. Kovich also pointed out that Tara
Subdivision has a specific prohibition against any Masonite product.
Chairman Goldasich asked if there was anything else. Attorney Bouwcr said that he
believes they have defined or clarified sufficiently through the exchanges and that they
feel comfortable with the clarifications of the Findings. Attorney Bouwer thanked the
Board.
Attorney Estrada said that there were two clarifications made, and that it would be proper
to entertain motions to accept those clarifications as presented by Mr. Jarvis as follows:
J)

Mr. Jarvis made a clarification that his condition which was accepted by the
Petitioner was that his intent was that the clarification to be premium type
siding including premium vinyl siding with a gage of .044 or higher; and

2)

regarding clarification on the condition of brick on the front, his intent was
brick, stone, or material of that type at a 40% minimum of the facades
parallel to the street which was also accepted by the Petitioner.

Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve the clarifications of the two above-mentioned
conditions. This was seconded by Mr. Skvarek and carried 4-1 with Mr. Tom Kouros
casting the no vote.
IV.

PUBLIC ACTION AND PUBLIC HEARINGS
A. B.Z.A. Case #18-1.1 5781 U.S. 30
Lot 3, Burr Street Crossing - Proposed: South Shore Jaguar/Land Rover
General Location: South side of U.S. 30, West of Burr St.
Petitioner(s):

Serra Works of Schererville, L.L.C.

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title XIX,
Section 6, Paragraph J (J)
Purpose: To allow a 21 '-713/16" Height X 6'.1011/16"
Width Free Standing Sign
on site (Maximum Size Allowed: 18' Height X J 2' Width)
Chairman Goldasich confirmed with Attorney Estrada that the Proofs of Publication were
in order.
Mr. Kirk Cordill, Dealer Principal of BMW of Schererville, 1400 Indianapolis Blvd.
represented the Petitioners. Mr. Cordill thanked the Board for their time to entertain this

application for a variance and said that Schererville has been very good to them. Mr.
Cordill further stated that they are making another substantial investment in the area
which will create more jobs. Mr. Cordill added that they are happy to say that this will be
the second Land Rover/Range Rover in the entire State of Indiana.
Mr. Cordill said they are asking for a variance on the height and width for their main
pylon which will be standing basically at U.S. 30 and the service drive that divides Lots 3
and 2 on these parcels. Mr. Cordill explained that the corporate JD and the faculty
standards are driven by the manufacturer; and that this is one of the newest designs for
Jaguar/Land Rover.
Chairman Goldasich said that because both Petitions are related, he would read the
second one into the record; that they can be discussed together, but that the votes would
be taken separately.
B. B.Z.A Case #18-1-2 5781 U.S.30
Lot 3, Burr Street Crossing - Proposed: South Shore Jaguar/Land Rover
General Location: South side of U.S. 30, West of Burr St.
Petitioner(s):

Serra Works of Schererville, L.L.C.

Request: Dcvelopmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title XIX,
Section 9, Paragraph A (I)
Purpose: To allow fascia signage to be located on the North, East, and West
facade of the building in excess of 150 Sq. Ft. (Requesting: 287. I7 Sq ..Ft.)
Mr. Cordill explained that these are similar circumstances as these are the facility
requirements and corporate JD from Jaguar/Land Rover/Range Rover as part of the
facility and signage requirements.
Chairman Goldasich confirmed with Attorney Estrada that the Proofs of Publication were
in order.
Mr. Jarvis asked if their name would be on the monument sign. Mr. Cordill replied that
the way it was envisioned was that it was going to be on the building and not the pylon.
Mr. Cordill added that it is under consideration; and that if they do, it would be on the
third panel down and simply say South Shore. Mr. Cordill said at this point and time, this
is the way the renderings are done. Mr. Jarvis asked ifit would add to the square feet at
that point. Mr. Cordill replied that it would only be on the pylon sign and not on the
building signage. Mr. Jarvis explained that they have to consider the total square footage
which Ms. Sulek confirmed. Mr. Cordill said at this time he would say to leave it out.
Mr. Jarvis said they can always come back and just wanted him to be aware of that.
Chairman Goldasich opened the meeting to the public portion. Ms. Barbara Dakich from
1732 Wintergreen Ct. said that she is the President of Brandon Wood Lakes Townhome
Association; and that this dealership is going to affect them greatly as it will back up to
their property. Ms. Dakich said they have several concerns about this and that they are
aware they are just here for the signage this evening. Ms. Dakich further stated that she
didn't know why the Board would allow larger signs; that there are enough signs now;
and that she didn't think they should be allowed to have a larger sign than the
requirements are for everyone else. Ms. Dakich added that they will be very impacted by
this as it will back onto part of their subdivision; and that they are seeking a tree line or
something of that nature. Ms. Dakich also stated that the lights from a car dealership are
high and very bright and will adversely affect a whole row of houses. Ms. Dakich said
that this needs to be looked at and that they need the protection, and that the Board needs
to protect them. Chairman Goldasich replied that there have been meetings for that at the
Plan Commission Level.
Ms. Dakich said they were not notified of this meeting or any others, and that they need
to be notified as they have a big stake in this. Chairman Goldasich replied that the Proofs
of Publication and notifications were made; and that he personally received phone calls
from residents as a result of said notifications. Ms. Dakich said she did not get noticed
and that she did not get one. Mr. Volkmann explained that the notification via certified
mailing would go out to her if she lived within three-hundred feet; and that if she lived
beyond that, she would not get the legal notice. Ms. Dakich said she understands that,
but that she still should get noticed because she is the President of the Townhome

Association. Mr. Volkmann said that we would not know that. Ms. Dakich said we
know it now. Mr. Volkmann stated that the notice was sent to the Homeowners
Association addressed to 1722 Wintergreen per the list from the Assessor's office. Ms.
Dakich said she is at 1732 Wintergreen.
Mr. Michael Williams from 1776 Wedgewood Ct. said that his property backs up to that
piece of undeveloped real estate. Mr. Williams said that he hasn't heard any discussion
tonight about what kind of lighting and how it will affect them and how far the property
will extend past. Mr. Williams added that he knows there is road that splits down the
middle of that. Chairman Goldasich explained that tonight's meeting is just for two
variances concerning the signage. Mr. Goldasich said that there are Plan Commission
meetings where a lot of these issues are brought up; and asked if Mr. Jarvis could fill
them in on the Plan Commission meeting.
Mr. Jarvis said that the lighting was discussed for the dealership; and that the lighting
they have set for this property is mostly all up-lighting or down; and that none of it would
bleed over into their property. Mr. Jarvis added that he was going to discuss the signage
lighting in just a moment. Mr. Williams said that he was going to ask what kind of
lighting was on those signs next, and he thanked Mr. Jarvis.
Chairman Goldasieh returned the matter to the Board. Mr. Jarvis asked Ms. Sulek for
confirmation that they talked about buffering on the back side of the property at the Plan
Commission. Ms. Sulek replied that they did. Mr. Jarvis said that there is buffering
between the dealership and the properties behind it. Mr. Williams asked what type of
buffering would be used. Mr. Jarvis deferred the question to Mr. Cordill who said that
they had Hubinger do the landscaping plan for the property which included a tree line
along the back side; and that she did a nice job with it. Mr. Cordill added that they are
pretty proud of the BMW facility; and that as nice as that facility is, this one will be even
nicer.

Mr. Jarvis asked if at the south side of the property which is the back side, if the signage
lighting would be off by 10:00 P.M. Mr. Cordill replied that there is really no rear facing
signs back there. Chairman Goldasich said that the variance request states they arc
located on the north, south, east, and west. Mr. Cordill said that on the building you have
east and west and the pylon is perpendicular to the road which also faces east and west.
Mr. Cordill added that out of the variance application, none of those signs face south.
Mr. Jarvis said he was confused with the fascia signage which is on the north, south, east
and west facades of the building. Mr. Cordill further explained that there is nothing back
there and that there is a Jaguar/Land Rover sign that faces north towards U.S. 30, and
then one Jaguar sign that faces east towards Burr, and then another Land Rover sign that
faces west towards the service road. Mr. Jarvis asked for confirmation that there are no
signs that face towards the subdivision; which was confirmed by Mr. Cordill.
Mr. Camilli asked about the signs lighting and if there were any floods. Mr. Cordill
replied that there are no floods and that they are internally lit and kind of self-illuminated.
Mr. Cordill added that the sign itself is a dark material, so that it will really be the brands
as far as Jaguar and the leaping cat that will really stand out. Mr. Camilli then asked if
there will be LED big screen lights such as they are using on commercial facilities. Mr.
Cordill replied that as far as LED lighting for the parking facilities yes, but as far as big
screens outside, no. Mr. Camilli asked if there had been any change in the zoning for this
parcel. Mr. Volkmann replied no.
Mr. Cordill pointed out that as far as the pylon and fascia signage; U.S. 30 is a divided
highway and because they are not directly at the light, these signs will help them for
identification purposes. Chairman Goldasich asked ifit was standard that their signs are
this tall. Mr. Cordill replied yes.
Mr. Kouros said that he remembers their landscaping plan and that the buffer was quite
extensive; but that his focus was on the lighting. Mr. Kouros asked what type of lighting
would be on the building for security; and asked if they were planning any type of
lighting on the building that would hinder the residences there or if it would be all pole
lighting. Mr. Cordill replied that the majority would be the pole lighting with down-draft
lighting. Mr. Kouros asked if there would be any boxed lighting on the building or
anything like that. Mr. Cordill replied that if there is, it would be minimal; and added
that if you look at the current BMW store, it is very similar to that.
Mr. Jarvis said that as a point of clarification, the hardship for requiring the additional
signs is that the manufacturer requires them to have them on the buildings. Mr. Cordill

replied yes, and that they have to get approval from the manufacturer to build the facility;
and that if they don't meet the requirements, they don't get the approval. Mr. Jarvis said
in other words, no approvals, no Land Rover in Schererville. Mr. Cordill replied that
could be.
Mr. Camilli asked for clarification on the size of the sign which was addressed.
Mr. Kouros made a motion to approve B.Z.A. Case # ]8-]-1. Mr. Jarvis seconded the
motion with the stipulation of being subject to State, Federal and Local Regulations.
Attorney Estrada interjected that as a point of order, there was previous discussion of
whether a third sign on the pylon would affect the square footage; and that after
discussing this with Staff it was detennined that it would be allowable per the Zoning
Ordinance. The vote was then taken, and the motion carried 5-0.
There being no further questions regarding B.Z.A. Case # 18-]-2, Chairman Goldasich
asked for Course of Action. Mr. Kouros made a motion to approve subject to all State,
Federal and local Regulations, and that all fees are paid to the Town of Schererville. This
was seconded by Mr. Jarvis and carried 5-0.

v.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:54 P.M.

Respectfully Submitted:

