MINUTES OF THE PLAN COMMISSION
PUBLIC MEETING
March 5,2018

I.

CALL TO ORDER
The Plan Commission Public Meeting was called to order by President Thomas Anderson at
6:00 P.M. at the Schererville Town Hall, 10 E. Joliet St, Schererville, IN.
A. Pledge of Allegiance
The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.
B. Roll Call
Roll Call was taken with the following members present: President Thomas Anderson,
Vice-President William Jarvis, Secretary Gary Immig, Mr. Dave Jaroszewski, Mr. Drew
Thomas, Mr. Dale Rudd and Mr. Tom Kouros. Staff present: Town Manager Robert
Volkmann, Planning Coordinator/Office Manager Denise R. Sulek, Attorney Alfredo
Estrada, Town Engineer Robert Csanyi, and Councilmen Dave Dejong and Tom Schmitt.
Absent was Recording Secretary Norma Hollingsworth Rico.
C. Approve Minutes of the Plan Commission Public Meeting of February 5, 208
Mr. Dale Rudd made a motion to approve which was seconded by Mr. David Jaroszewski
and carried 7.0.

II.

PUBLIC ACTION AND PUBLIC HEARINGS
A. P.c. Case #17-12-17
CATONA ADDITION
General Location:
Petitioner(s):

1246 & 1226 Schilling Dr.

John & Karen Catona

Request: Secondary Approval of a 2.Lot (R.I) Residential Subdivision
Development Plan
President Anderson introduced correspondence from Robinson Engineering stating that
they reviewed the Final Plat dated February 15,2018, and found the subject property to
be in substantial compliance with the Ordinances of the Town of Schererville.
Mr. Gary Torrenga from Torrenga Engineering in Munster represented the Petitioners.
Mr. Torrcnga stated that during the last two months they have been discussing Catona
Estates which is two residential single.family lots on the north side of Schilling Dr. Mr.
Torrenga added that he received approval from the Town Engineer and that they were
looking for the Secondary Approval from the Plan Commission.
President Anderson asked if there were any changes since the Primary Approval; and Mr.
Volkmann replied there were none. There being no questions from the Board Members,
President Anderson asked for Course of Action. Mr. Tom Kouros made a motion to
approve P.c. Case #17.12.17 subject to all State, Local and Federal Regulations, and
that all fees be paid to the Town of Schererville. This was seconded by Mr. Drew
Thomas and carried 7.0.
B. P.c. Case #18-3-2
LOT 3, K & C DEVELOPMENT
General Location: 770 I U.S. 41/10904 Drenth Dr.
Petitioner(s):

Kenneth S. Drenth

Request: Primary Approval ofa U.S. 41 Commercial Corridor Overlay District
Development Plan
President Anderson read correspondence from Robinson Engineering stating they
reviewed the Site and Engineering Plan dated February 27, 2018, and found them to be in
substantial compliance with thc Ordinances of the Town of Schererville.
Mr. Ken Drenth stated that they are seeking Primary Approval for the development on
Lot 3 of K & C Subdivision; and that hc had drawings of the proposed warehouse for the
Mi-Box containers along with the proposed mini-storage buildings. President Anderson
asked for confirmation that the warehouse building would be temperature controlled. Mr.
Drenth replied that was correct. President Anderson asked the square footage, and Mr.
Drenth replied 15,000. Mr. Drenth explained that the overhead door was on the north
wall, with signage on the west wall.
President Anderson asked for questions from the Board Members. There being none, he
opened the matter to the floor. There being no questions or comments from the !loor, it
was returned to the Board. Mr. Jarvis asked Mr. Drenth what his plans were for lighting
on the building, and asked if there would be any poles. Mr. Drenth said that there would
be no poles; but they would have small wall packs on the building that would be facing
down. Mr. Jarvis asked for confirmation that the lighting would not be bleeding over into
the neighbors; and Mr. Drenth replied they would not. Mr. Jarvis asked if the building
would be sprinkled. Mr. Drenth replied that it would be as it is required. Mr. Rudd asked
if there would be any type of street lighting. Mr. Drenth replied that there were street
lights on the Subdivision Plan.
Mr. Jarvis then asked where the closest fire hydrant was. Mr. Drenth pointed out that
there was one by the entry to the cul-de-sac on the north side of the road; and also one in
the center of Lot 3. Mr. Jarvis inquired about the one by the cul-de-sac; and Mr. Drenth
explained further that it was right where the curve starts, and basically at the end of the
detention pond; and that there was also one at the corner of Route 41.
Mr. Immig asked if there were two levels of storage on the inside of the warehouse. Mr.
Drenth replied that it was a single level; and that the inside walls would be metal. Mr.
Drenth added that it would be a wide open clear span; and that he would be stacking the
Mi-Box containers inside there. Mr. Immig asked why it needed to be climate controlled.
Mr. Drenth said that in the winter, they will keep it at 50 degrees or so to keep it at a
steady temperature; but that it would not be air-conditioned in the summer.
President Anderson asked if there was any additional signage other than shown on the
rendering. Mr. Drenth replied no. Mr. Jarvis asked if there would be a floor drain. Mr.
Drenth replied there would be one !loor drain with a triple-catch basin. President
Anderson asked if there would be a gate leaving off of the cui-dc-sac which Mr. Drenth
confirmcd.
Mr. Thomas asked if Mr. Drenth anticipated selling Lots 1,2 and 4. Mr. Drenth replied
just Lots I and 2. Mr. Thomas asked about the signage for those lots; and Mr. Drenth
said it will have to be detennined at the time. Mr. Drenth added that he is keeping Lot 4;
and that once Lot 4 is developed, he would want to put a monument sign there showing
Mi-Box and U-Lock in the back.
Mr. Immig asked Mr. Drenth ifhe knew what was in the boxes, and asked if someone
might put something in there that he may not want such as explosives, flammables, or
chemicals. Mr. Drenth replied that although he does not watch them load the boxes, the
contract would read that it is not allowed just as the contract reads for the mini-storage
buildings.
President Anderson asked if Staff had any questions. Mr. Csanyi stated that he wanted to
add to what Mr. Drenth had indicated. Mr. Csanyi said that this does not affect Lot 3 in
this approval; but that they did request that an additional fire-hydrant be installed at U.S.
41 and Drenth Dr. Mr. Csanyi added that Mr. Drenth did indicate that, and that it was
also on the plans.

Mr. Volkmann asked Mr. Drenth if the warehouse would be a staff-only access building;
or if one renting a box would be able to go in there. Mr. Drenth said they would let a
customer have access, but they would have to call ahead so his staff could access the unit
and bring it to ground level. Mr. Drenth added that typically with Mi-Box, people do not
need access to their containers; and that the public would not be allowed in that
warehouse without making an appointment.
Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve P.C. Case # 18-3-2 pursuant to all State, Federal,
and Local Regulations, and that all fees payable to the Town of Schererville are current.
This was seconded by Mr. Rudd and carried 7-0.

c. P.c. Case

#17-7-11

AMBERLEIGH ESTATES
General Location:

Petitioner(s):

12905 W. 77lh Ave. (South side of 77lh Ave., near intersection
of77lh Ave. and Howard Castle Dr.)

Chris Kovich

Request: Primary Approval of a 78-Lot (R-I) Residential Subdivision with
Waivers of the Storm Drainage Control Ordinance No. 1708 & 1708A,
Title X, Section 8: Entitled: General Detention Basin Design
Regulations
Item B: The maximum planned depth of storm water stored (without a
permanent pool) shall not exceed four (4) feet.
Item C: All storm water detention facilities shall be separated by not less
than twenty (20) feet from any building or structure to be occupied.
Item L: Provide thirty (30) feet of maintenance easement measured from
High water line around perimeter of basin.
and a Waiver as required by Subdivision Control Ordinance No. 1095, Title
Design Standards. Section 3, Paragraph J, Entitled: Right-of-Wav
(Requesting 50-foot right-of-ways)

V-

President Anderson stated that he has correspondence from Robinson Engineering stating
that they have reviewed the Site and Engineering Plan Revision dated February 23, 2018,
to the subject property, and found that they are in substantial compliance with the
Ordinances of the Town of Schererville. The correspondence further stated that the
approval is contingent upon the Town receiving the forty (40) foot by twenty (20) foot
granted easement document fully executed. President Anderson confirmed with Attorney
Estrada that this was not advertised as it is a continuation of the hearing.
Mr. Gary Torrenga from Torrenga Engineering represented the Petitioner Chris Kovich
for Amberleigh Estates. Mr. Torrenga said that they have been discussing this for a
number of months; and that they have finally come to an agreement with the Staff, the
Town Engineering, and Mr. and Mrs. Kegebein who are offsite to the west.
Mr. Torrenga stated that Outlot C in the northwest comer is the detention area that drains
into a pipe that exists on the Kegebein property. Mr. Kegebein came to the Plan
Commission and stated that his pipe was somewhat damaged and wanted the Petitioner to
fix it. Mr. Torrenga explained that not only would they fix the pipe, they will tie into the
catch basin from the east side of the Kegebein's driveway, and that they will maintain the
entirety of the pipe from the Kegebein's east property line to their west property line.
Mr. Torrenga said that the Kegebeins were kind enough to go along with that; and that
they are in the process of granting the Petitioner a twenty (20) foot easement. Mr.
Torrenga said that they did get the signatures on those, but that they haven't had them
notarized. Mr. Torrenga added that they have an approval from the Town Engineer; that
he believes they have done everything requested by the Town; and that they are asking
for Primary Approval this evening.

President Anderson asked if there was discussion at a previous meeting about access of
the northwest cul-de-sac for emergency vehicles. Mr. Torrenga replied that yes, that
there was discussion of getting out onto 77lh Ave. at least in the event of an emergency;
and that they have provided access on the east side of the detention pond and on the west
side of Lot-3 7, a twenty (20) foot access and utility easement that gets out to the 77lh
Ave. right-of-way. Mr. Rudd asked if this was similar to what was provided in Mr.
Kortenhoven's subdivision which is for emergency vehicles only. Mr. Torrenga replied
that

it

was the same thing.

President Anderson asked if there were any questions from Board Members. Mr. lmmig
referred to the ,vater from the west that goes into the catch basin, and asked ifafter that it
continues through another culvert or if it ends there. Mr. Immig elaborated that on Outlot
C, they are talking about an easement for the catch basin and after it goes into that if it
continues or stays there. Mr. Torrenga pointed out the Kegebein property and the
existing culvert with a pond at the end of it and that the water goes into the pond and
travels downhill. Mr. Torrenga further explained that they are asking for an easement to
take care of the entirety all of the way across.
President Anderson said that they show a twenty (20) foot easement, and asked if it
would be paved and a bower at the end like the one at Apple Tree. Mr. Torrenga replied
that they don't yet have a plan, but that it would be done unobtrusively. Mr. Torrenga
said that it would probably be done with blocks where the grass can still grow out of
them so it looks very natural. Mr. Torrenga added that they would rather not have
pavement in there, and that they would make sure that you can still get out after their
street is in; and that you have 77lh Ave. not only with an easement but with the proper
support for a vehicle to make that move. Mr. Rudd said that he would assume it would
be the samc as thc one at Kortenhoven's leaving the curb. Mr. Torrenga replied that there
is no curb on 77lh Ave., and that they will put in a roll-curb along the cul-de-sac so that it
is easily mounted. Mr. Torrenga added that it will be like getting into a driveway.
Mr. Jaroszewski said he still had concerns about only one entrance. Mr. Jaroszewski
stated that he was at CYS the other day at 3:30 P.M. and noticed approximately twenty
cars headed south on 41 then turning right behind CYS and heading west on 77lh• Mr.
Jaroszewski said he would still like to see a second exit. Mr. Jaroszewski pointed out the
possibility of one-hundred-sixty cars from the proposed subdivision; and all of the traffic
he saw when it wasn't even lunch-time. Mr. Jaroszewski recognized the emergency
entrance for police, fire and ambulances; but expressed that with the increased traffic
generated from this subdivision, they still needed a second pennanent entrance; and that
there could be a rcal problem in this area without one. Mr. Torrenga replied that he
appreciated Mr. Jaroszewski's thoughts; but that they opted against that mainly because
the road he is discussing could not serve hardly anything, mostly going through
undeveloped properties and an existing lake. Mr. Torrenga added that what they opted
with at the Plan Commission was the second exit otf of 77lh Ave. in an emergency form.
Mr. Torrcnga further stated that he has done a lot of developments that have a lot of
houses and a lot of apartments or condominiums; and that as far as thc single-family
aspect of it, even where he lives with four-hundred houses, he has never seen a backup.
Mr. Torrenga said that if you are trying to get in or out right at 5:00 P.M., you may have
to sit there a couple of minutes, but that was not a big deal at least to him. Mr. Torrenga
said that this was the option that they discussed and agreed upon at the Plan Commission
previously.
Mr. Thomas stated that he would have to agree with Mr. Jaroszewski. Mr. Thomas said
that at the Kortenhoven Subdivision, there are forty plus lots that have not been filled up;
and that at Saratoga therc are eighteen empty lots; and that Tara has sixty-two empty lots,
and seventy-five with this subdivision. Mr. Thomas said you have potentially another
two-hundred-tifty houses times two is five-hundred cars. Mr. Thomas said there needs to
be some kind of a study. Mr. Thomas further stated that he was there at 2:00 P.M. the
other day, and traffic was backed up really bad.
President Anderson asked if there were any questions from Staff. Attorney Estrada stated
that for the definitive for the Petitioners presenting the Easement for Storm Water and
Surface Drainage signed by Chris Kovich, President of the Amberleigh Community
Association, and William D. Kegebein and Susan Kegebein, was that it was not notarized

properly as required by Indiana law. Attorney Estrada stated that we will have to reexecute this and record a proper easement. Attorney Estrada added that the one presented
to the Board was not property executed because it failed to be signed in front of a Notary
Public and be notarized. Attorney Estrada said that he did not believe it was a condition
of approval, but wanted to bring that to the Board's attention. President Anderson stated
that any motion would be contingent upon having a notarized copy of the easement
agreement.

President Anderson asked if there was any kind of special insurance required for crossing
the pipelines and digging around the pipelines. Mr. Torrenga replied that they have
permission from all of the pipelines and have sent them all of the plans and everything.
Mr. Torrenga added that that action began to take place about four months ago. Mr.
Volkmann interjected that any of the contractors or anyone that would be working on the
site would be required to have proper insurance and they would be registered with the
Town and provide their certificates of insurance. Mr. Torrenga added that shortly after
that question came up in this room and was going to be one of the requirements for
approval, he attended a NIPSCO given luncheon and presentation over at Tri-Town
Safety Village. Mr. Torrenga stated that he remembers is was very hot and that this has
been going on since mid-last summer.

There being no fllrther questions, President Anderson asked for Course of Action. Mr.
Thomas made a motion to deny. This was seconded by Mr. Kouros. Mr. Volkmann
interjected that they need to enter into findings if they are going to make a motion; and
clarified that you need to have a reason. Mr. Thomas said that he could spend a couple of
hours here. Mr. Volkmann explained that as it relates to the Ordinance, Mr. Thomas
needed to cite the provision of the Ordinance that he was denying based on the Petition.
Mr. Thomas then pointed out all of the variances that were granted, and said that we have
standards and that they have granted numerous variances for this, and questioned why we
have standards to follow. Mr. Thomas added that we can't have everyone who comes in
here wanting a variance and needs variances just to pass a plan. Mr. Thomas said that he
knows this went before the B.l.A.; but that they didn't have the authority as the Planning
Commission to accept or reject. Mr. Volkmann explained that they do have the authority;
but that when they deny it they should have findings based on the Ordinance as a reason
that they are denying. Mr. Volkmann further explained that they were granted the
variances that they requested by the B.l.A.; and that it is the waivers that they are
requesting for the Plan Commission to decide upon.
President Anderson deferred to Attorney Estrada who stated that the B.l.A. has granted
the variances and that the B.l.A. attached certain conditions. Attorney Estrada added
that Mr. Jarvis and Mr. Kouros are the liaisons to the B.l.A.; and that it was Mr. Jarvis
who made the motion at the B.l.A. level and he attached certain conditions to the
granting of the variances sought by the Petitioner. Attorney Estrada said that member
Thomas seeks to have a motion to deny the Petition of the Primary Approval of the
Petitioner; and his basis for that is because of the amount of variances granted by the
B.l.A. Attorney Estrada stated that he does not believe that is a proper reason to seek
denial. Attorney Estrada further stated that ifhe wishes to seek denial, he needs to find a
reason based in Ordinance to find as a Finding of Fact to deny this Petitioner's Petition.
Attorney Estrada said that the Petitioner is seeking various waivers with his Petition; and
those are under the authority of the Plan Commission whether to grant or not. Attorney
Estrada stated that the authority to grant the variances to the loning Ordinance lies with
the Board of loning Appeals; and that they granted those with reasonable conditions.
Mr. Kouros addressed Attorney Estrada and said that two weeks ago when everything
flooded, Arnlani on Austin and 77'h was closed down for a couple of days, and asked the
Town Manager for conlirmation. Mr. Volkmann stated that he believed it was just a few
hours and that it was clear by the end of the day. Mr. Kouros said that originally they set
this up with one of these emergency only entrances onto 77'h Ave., and now that has
flooded. Mr. Kouros said that now no emergency can get in to it, and people cannot get
out of it, and people cannot get into it. Mr. Kouros said now this Petitioner is coming
before us for the exact same thing, with an entrance on 77'h Ave. and emergency exit and
entrance on 77'h, and the same situation happens. Mr. Kouros asked Attorney Estrada if
he was telling him that this could not be reason enough to deny the Petitioner. Attorney
Estrada replied that the Plan Commission rcserves the right to require additional items or

documents be presented to the Commission based upon discussion; and that hasn't been
asked of the Petitioner. Mr. Kouros replied that they certainly have been asking the
Petitioner to come up with a second entrance. Attorney Estrada said agreed, but it hasn't
been asked in Mr. Thomas' motion.
Attorney Estrada said that before the Board now is a motion that is improperly set; and
that they have the authority as the Commission to require additional documentation to be
presented upon discussion of the Plan Commission. Attorney Estrada stated that he
understands that the Plan Commission discussed whether there should be a second
entrance to this subdivision back in November which was when this conversation first
came up. Attorney Estrada said that there was discussion with the Petitioner, and he and
the Board at that time from what he understood, agreed to an emergency exit and
entrance in lieu ofa second entrance and exit. Attorney Estrada further stated that if the
Board finds it today at Primary Approval, we are still at the Primary Approval Hearing,
that more documentation needs to be presented to them to make a determination, that is
within their discretion. Attorney Estrada explained that what the Board has in front of
them today is a motion to deny based upon the variances granted at the B.Z.A.
Mr. Kouros then asked if the motion to deny were to be based on the emergency exit and
the exit both being on 77'h; and since it is known that 77'h does flood once in a while; and
that they have heard from the audience that the road has flooded time and time again, if
that were enough to deny the Petition. Attorney Estrada asked for confirmation that Mr.
Kouros was asking if that was a reasonable Finding of Fact for denial. Mr. Kouros
replied yes. Mr. Kouros added that there is a woman that lives across the street who is
always saying that road is flooded, but he didn't know if she was in attendance tonight.
Mr. Kouros asked if that was good enough for Attorney Estrada. Attorney Estrada stated
that it wasn't his decision. Mr. Kouros asked if that was good enough to deny it; that and
with both the main entrance and the emergency entrance being on 77th; and after
witnessing what we just witnessed two weeks ago on another project with one of these
emergency exits, if Attorney Estrada found that good enough to be part of a motion.
Attorney Estrada asked if Mr. Kouros meant that it was to be part of Mr. Thomas'
motion, and Mr. Kouros replied correct. Mr. Volkmann interjected that he would say no
because it does not cite the particular section of the Zoning Ordinance upon which he was
basing the denial. Mr. Volkmann said he needs to have a basis based on an Ordinance
section for denial. Mr. Volkmann further stated that Mr. Thomas' motion was based on
too many variances; but the Board of Zoning Appeals granted those variances. Mr.
Volkmann said that is not a basis for denial, because those variances are actually
imbedded now as Variances to the Zoning Ordinance to those particular standards that
they requested. Mr. Volkmann said that he believes the challenge is that post
development, the development drainage system addresses some of those flooding issues;
and so that consideration has to be given. Mr. Volkmann further stated that right now
77th Ave floods he believes on the property in the area to the west because there is no
control of the storm water and comes offofthe site unabated. Mr. Volkmann said what
the Petitioner is proposing to do is retain that water and release it at a two-year rate. Mr.
Volkmann added that it is hard to use a storm such as we had last week as a basis for
design currently, because that storm exceeded all of our design criteria.
Mr. Kouros said that we have a subdivision that we are forcing into an area that has one
entrance for seventy homes, you have this emergeney-only entrance, and you have a
traffic situation with all of these cars on 77'h Ave. Mr. Kouros questioned that this wasn't
good enough reason for a member of the Board to make a motion to deny. Attorney
Estrada said that was not the question; and that we are at the stage of whether they meet
the Zoning Ordinance or they don't. Attorney Estrada said they did not meet it at the first
hearing because they needed specific variances; but they have had those variances
granted. Attorney Estrada said that what he and Mr. Volkmann need in order to deny is a
Finding of Fact that they do not meet Schererville's Zoning Ordinance. Attorney Estrada
said from what he understands, Mr. Kouros has concerns about drainage and concerns
about safety. Mr. Kouros said that was right. Attorney Estrada then said that they all fit
those concerns in the plat at the Primary Approval stage, so they meet the Zoning
Ordinance. Attorney Estrada added that they do not meet certain other Ordinances, and
that is why they are requesting the waivers, for those portions of the other Ordinances.
Mr. Kouros asked what the Petitioner was not meeting with the other Ordinances for
which they are seeking waivers. Mr. Volkmann replied that for most, they are design

standards. Mr. Volkmann said that if you look at the Petition, the maximum depth of the
storm water storage without a permanent pool shall not exceed four feet; all storm water
detention field having twenty feet separation; and the maintenance easement; and the
right-of-way are all things for which they are asking consideration and waivers. Mr.
Volkmann said in not granting those, the Petition as it is before you would not be in
conformance with the Zoning standards. Mr. Volkmann said if you don't grant the
waivers as they are presented to you, it won't pass because it doesn't meet the design
standards.
Mr. Kovich, the Petitioner, said that when they started this back in October or November,
the question of a second entry way came up. Mr. Kovich said to answer that, they put in
a stub on the west side; and then the emergency entrance was put in which satisfied the
concerns of the Commission for the last four months. Mr. Kovich addressed thc Town
Enginecr Mr. Csanyi, and asked if he foresaw any problem with Ilooding in that corner
with the plans as they exist now with the easement from the Kegebeins. Mr. Csanyi
responded that the water will be held and then released at a specific rate so as to not cause
the potential existing issues with no retention on site. Mr. Kovich said he would take that
as thc water would be released more slowly. Mr. Csanyi said that was correct. Mr.
Kovich then addressed Mr. Kouros saying that Mr. Kouros is pointing out something that
occurred two weeks ago; and that he didn't know what the engineering was on that
project. Mr. Kovich added that he is looking at his engineer and the Town's engineer,
and he believes they have that problem licked. Referring to the other project, Mr. Kouros
stated that the other developer had a problem with it as well, and 77th was closed for a
day-and-a-half because of flooding. Mr. Kouros said that he would yield to the attorney
for an appropriate motion if someone wanted to deny this; and asked what would have to
happen. Mr. Kouros said that in other words, would it be acceptable if they were not
accepting the waiver of right-of-way to deny the Petition based on that. Altorney Estrada
replied that they would not be in conformance if the waivers are not granted, so the
Petition wouldn't survive. Mr. Kovich questioned what the issue with the right-of-way
was so it could be addressed.
President Anderson replied that at this point, we have a motion. Altorney Estrada
interjected that the motion would have to be withdrawn or start over. President Anderson
advised Mr. Thomas that his motion was deemed to be technically flawed; and that he
could state a point that would make it reasonable, or withdraw the motion and state a new
one. President Anderson said at this point the attorney is recommending against voting
on the motion as it stands. Mr. Thomas asked Altorney Estrada ifhe were to amend his
motion to not approve the right-of-way if that would be acceptable. Altorney Estrada
asked if Mr. Thomas was withdrawing his previous motion and re-stating another one.
Mr. Thomas replied that he was. Altorney Estrada advised President Anderson that the
best thing would be to get a motion to withdraw to clear the slate, then Mr. Thomas could
either present a new motion or not. Mr. Thomas made a motion to withdraw his
previous denial. Attorney Estrada asked who seconded the first one. Mr. Kouros replied
that he did. Altorney Estrada stated that Mr. Thomas has removed and withdrawn his
original motion to deny based on multiple variances that were granted by the B.Z.A.
Altorney Estrada asked Mr. Thomas which portion of the petition he was seeking to deny.
Mr. Thomas replied it was the three waivers. Attorney Estrada said he thought the proper
motion would be a motion to not grant the waivers as petitioned by the Petitioner, and
asked Mr. Thomas if that was what he was seeking to do. Mr. Thomas replied yes.
Attorney Estrada asked if he was specifically seeking not to grant the waiver of the fifty
(50) foot right-of-way. Mr. Thomas said yes. Altorney Estrada asked ifhe was willing
to grant the other waivers. Mr. Thomas replied yes. Altorney Estrada stated that should
be his motion then. Mr. Thomas said he would make a motion to deny based on the fifty
(50) foot right-of-way being denied, with the exception of Items Band C being approved.
Altomey Estrada asked about Item L. After re-reading the petition, Mr. Thomas said he
would change his motion to deny Items B, C, L, and the right-of-way. Attorney Estrada
clarified that we have a motion to deny the Petition and all waivers. Mr. Thomas said yes
he did, and asked if that were acceptable. Altorney Estrada said that was his motion and it
was an acceptable motion. President Anderson asked if there was a second, and Mr.
Kouros seconded the motion. Mr. Immig asked for discussion which was granted. Mr.
Immig asked if the Ordinance pertaining to the right-of-way was seventy (70) feet. Mr.
Volkmann replied that is was sixty (60) feet. Mr. Immig then asked for clarification that

a yes vote would be an agreement for the denial. Attomey Estrada said that was correct,
and that it would be an agreement for denial based upon not granting the waivers that
were requested by the Petitioner. Mr. lmmig stated that a no vote is not in agreement;
and took the Roll Call as follows: Mr. Jarvis - No; Mr. Jaroszewski - Yes; Mr. KourosYes; Mr. Rudd - No; Mr. Thomas - Yes; Mr. Immig - No; President Anderson - Yes.
Attomey Estrada said that for the record, the vote was four to three to grant Mr. Thomas'
motion.
D. P.C. Case #18-1-1
BAILEY'S COVE
(PEACE LUTHERAN
General Location:
Petitioner(s):

CHURCH

& PROPOSED

RESIDENTIAL)

144 W. Parkway Dr.

Brian Jentsch, Trustee

Request: Secondary Approval of an 8-Lot (R-I) Residential and a I-Lot (IN)
Institutional Subdivision with Waivers of the Storm Drainage Control
Ordinance No. 1708/1708A, Title X, Section 8: Entitled: General Detention
Basin Design Requirements
Item B: The maximum planned depth of storm water stored (without a
permanent pool) shall not exceed four (4) feet.
Item C: All storm water detention facilities shall be separated by not less
than twenty (20) feet from any building or structure to be occupied.
Item L: Provide thil1y (30) feet of maintenance easement measured from
high water line around perimeter of basin.
President Anderson introduced correspondence from Robinson Engineering stating that
they have reviewed the Site and Engineering Plan dated March I, 2018. for the subject
property and found it to be in substantial compliance with the Ordinances of the Town of
Schererville.
President Anderson asked if anything had changed since the Primary Approval. Mr.
Volkmann said there were a couple of changes where they added some sidewalks where
they previously did not exist and they moved the fire hydrant around to the east side of
the street at the end of the cul-de-sac, and put an easement going out to the back so that
they could tie in any future development to the north. The Petitioner stated that they also
added an additional fire hydrant as well.
There being no questions from Board Members or Staft; President Anderson asked for
Course of Action. Mr. Rudd made a motion to approve P.c. Case # 18-1-1 contingent on
all State, Federal and Local Regulations and that all fees to the Town of Schererville be
paid. This was seconded by Mr. Jaroszewski and carried 7.0.
III.

COMMISSION

BUSINESS

A. Findings of Facts:
I.

P.C. Case # 17-8-12 Burr Street Crossing, Lot 3
(Proposed: South Shore Jaguar/Land Rover Dealership
Secondary Approval of a U.S. 30 Commercial Corridor Overlay District
Development Plan
APPROVED W/CONTINGENClES (6-0) 2/5/18
Mr. Rudd made a motion to approve which was seconded by Mr. Thomas and carried
7-0.

B. Correspondence
Ms. Sulek stated there was no correspondence.

..
IV.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:00 P.M.

Respectfully Submitted:

