
MINUTES OF THE BOARD OF 
ZONING APPEALS PUBLIC MEETING 
January 23,2023

I. CALL TO ORDER

The Board of Zoning Appeals Public Meeting was called to order at 6:00 P.M. by Chairman 
Tom Kouros.

A. Pledge of Allegiance

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

II. COMMISSION BUSINESS

Roll Call was taken with the following members present: Chairman Tom Kouros, Vice- 
Chairman Michael Davis, Secretary Rick Calinski, Mr. Eric Kundich and Mr. William Jarvis. 
Staff Present: Town Manager James Gorman, Director of Operations Andrew Hansen, 
Planning & Building Administrator Denise Sulek, Acting Recording Secretary Megan Schiltz, 
Attorney Christian Bartholomew from the firm of Burke, Costanza, & Carberry. In the 
audience was Councilmen Caleb Johnson and Thomas Schmitt.

A. Introduction of New Members

There are no new members on the Board

B. Election of Officers

Mr. Jarvis made a motion to elect Mr. Tom Kouros as Chairman which was seconded 
by Mr. Calinski and carried 5-0.

Mr. Jarvis made a motion to elect Mr. Michael Davis as Vice-Chairman which was 
seconded by Mr. Calinski and carried 5-0.

Mr. Jarvis made a motion to elect Mr. Rick Calinski as Secretary which was seconded 
by Mr. Davis and carried 5-0.

C. Appointment of Attorney

Mr. Jarvis nominated Attorney Alfredo Estrada of the firm of Burke, Costanza, & 
Carberry which was seconded by Mr. Kundich and carried 5-0.

D. Approve Minutes of the Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting of November 28, 2022

Mr. Michael Davis a motion to approve which was seconded by Mr. Jarvis and carried 
5-0.

E. Findings of Fact:

1. B.Z.A. Case #22-11 -27 7427 Taylor St.- Robert & Consuelo Del Como 
Petitioner(s): Robert & Consuelo Del Como
Developmental Variance - To allow 6-foot high fence to extend 8 feet over the 
building line (Corner Lot) APPROVED (3-0) 11/28/22

Mr. Davis made a motion to approve which was seconded by Mr. Jarvis and 
carried 5-0.

2. B.Z.A. Case #22-11-28 31 W. U.S. 30 - Advance Financial Federal Credit Union
Petitioner(s): Vanadco Signs - Tim Overmyer
Developmental Variance - To allow a free-standing sign on a lot that is only 
151.91’ wide APPROVED (4-0) 11/28/22

Mr. Jarvis made a motion to approve which was seconded by Mr. Calinski and 
carried 5-0.



in. PUBLIC ACTION AND PUBLIC HEARINGS

A. B.Z.A Case #22-11-29 31 W. U.S. 30 - Advance Financial Federal Credit Union

General Location: 31 W. U.S. 30 - Piazza Trenta, Lot 2

Petitioner(s): Vanadco Signs - Tim Overmyer

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title XIX, 
Section 6, Paragraph 1 (4)

Purpose: To allow portions of the display areas of the free-standing sign larger than 
24 sq. ft. and a programmable message display area of over 15%
(Requesting 40 Sq. Ft. for each display area and a programmable message display area 
of over 15%)

Mr. Tim Overmyer with Vanadco Signs located at 10625 State Road Argos, IN 
represented the Petitioners. Mr. Overmyer had a sign demonstration per the request 
by the Board on November 29th 2022. Mr. Overmyer sent out certified letters on 
December Is', 2022 to the required property owners. Advance Financial Federal 
Credit Union also sent out personal invitations. The demonstration was performed on 
December 15, 2022. Mr. Overmyer provided the Board with pictures from back 
where the properties were, with a light reader with the average reading at .03%. There 
were three residents that showed up for the demonstration. All agree that the sign is 
not obtrusive.

Mr. Overmyer then showed the Board a video of the demonstration. Mr. Kouros 
verified with Attorney Bartholomew who confirmed no notices needed to go out. Mr. 
Jarvis stated that the brightest thing in the video were the street lights. Mr. Davis took 
notice that Mr. Mark Reichert of 61 W. Lincoln Drive, was the only resident who had 
objected at the November meeting that signed in for the demonstration; he then asked 
if they had received any confirmation from him. Mr. Overmyer stated that Mr. Jerry 
Gomez, the President of the Credit Union, had spoken to everyone individually. Mr. 
Gomez of 7023 Dove Drive, stated that those individuals that showed up did not have 
any issues or concerns with the sign. Mr. Jarvis then thanked Mr. Overmyer and Mr. 
Gomez on having the demonstration. Mr. Jarvis then asked if the sign would be 
dimmed down a certain percentage at midnight. Mr. Overmyer informed him that the 
brightness dims down automatically with the darkness starting at dusk; from 100% at 
full sunlight, down to 3% at full darkness.

There being no further questions from the Staff or Board, Mr. Davis made a motion to 
approve B.Z.A Case #22-11-29. This was seconded by Mr. Jarvis with the discussion 
that it fits all Federal, State, and Local Regulations; that the approval is not hindrance 
to the health, safety, or welfare of the people in the community; and does not effect the 
values of the properties in the surrounding area. Mr. Davis accepted these 
amendments. This motion was carried 4-1, being denied by Mr. Kouros.

B. B.Z.A. Case #22-11-30 438 Hilbrich Dr. - Sanjin Cancar

General Location: 438 Hilbrich Dr. - Lake of the Meadows, Lot 25

Petitioner(s): Jefferson Electric, LLC - Rob Walsman

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No 1797, Title XVII, 
Section 22, Paragraph C (3)

Purpose: To allow 488.3 Sq. Ft. of roof-mounted solar (80 Sq. Ft. Maximum)

Mr. Kouros verified with Attorney Bartholomew that Proofs of Publication are in 
order due to the fact that they stand from previous appearance before the Board. 
Petitioner and Homeowner Sanjin Cancar stated this is the second time presenting 
before the Board for the solar panels, making this the third version of the solar system 
he is trying to implement. Mr. Cancar said there was some confusion during the first 
presentation on solar shingles vs. panels. As a result, they ended up designing a 
highly inefficient system because the northeast and west sides do not get much sun 
exposure. This would explain the number of panels needed to be placed on the roof to 
get efficiency, which gets under 10 kw. Mr. Cancar provided the Board members an



overview shot of how his home would look with the panels along with adjacent 
neighbors’ views, which was requested by Mr. Calinski at the previous public 
meeting. Mr. Cancar stated with 28 panels, it is under the threshold of how much they 
can produce. He then stated that the overview shot provided shows the northeast side 
of the house, showing 25% of the panels, with the rest being on the backyard side. Mr. 
Davis asked about the panel facing the neighbors’ house to the west, and if he had 
spoken to the neighbor to see if they are okay with it. Mr. Cancar stated that he had 
spoken with all his neighbors and no one seems to have any objections.

Mr. Kouros then opened the matter to the floor. Mr. Kent Duncan of 349 Hilbrich Dr. 
stated that he lives a few houses down the street from Mr. Cancar, and that from his 
driveway he can see the panels clearly; With this being a comer house, it is a clear 
view from the homes on the other side as well as the cul-de-sac behind him having a 
clear view of the back of the garage when they come out. Mr. Duncan believes that 
these panels are unsightly, and that they do make solar shingles which may cost more, 
but would look better with the aesthetics. He then reminded the Board that this is an 
R-l subdivision, and the homeowners spent extra money to buy a lot to live in an 
attractive subdivision. He then stated that he objects due to the fact that if boxes start 
going up on houses, this would drive the value of the property down as well as the 
looks. Mr. Paul Hudetz of 325 Hilbrich Dr., also representing his son from 417 
Hilbrich Dr., objects to the unsightliness of the solar panels. Mr. Hudetz says he 
believes that although solar is good for the environment, it is not appropriate at every 
location; as a homeowner who has lived there for 22 years, there are different 
covenants and standards in regards to building in that area- which is there for a reason.

With there being no further comments from the floor, Mr. Kouros brought the matter 
back to the Board. Mr. Jarvis asked what the reason was for the change from shingles 
to panels. Mr. Cancar responded that the main problem is that with this being a comer 
lot, no matter what he is facing the street. He then stated that with the size of the 
shingles being relatively small, he would need to pay over $100,000 to get any 
production out of them. He then said that the panels are designed in such a way so 
that they have a higher efficiency for specific angles, making this the main reason.
Mr. Jarvis then asked if the conduit and wiring would be interior. Mr. Cancar said that 
not only will that be interior, there will also be a backup battery power wall in the 
basement.

Mr. Kouros asked Mr. Cancar if the dark black color being depicted in the picture 
provided would be the actual color. Mr. Cancar stated that it is a darker color, and he 
is currently in the process of replacing the roof to black to improve the way it would 
look with the black panels. Mr. Kouros stated that he does concur with the 
remonstrators with that there does look like there is a problem with the roof so a tarp 
was placed up there; he continued that in his own personal opinion he believes it 
hinders the surrounding neighbors. Mr. Davis asked what the timeline will be with 
replacing the roof. Mr. Cancar responded that he is installing the new roof tomorrow. 
Mr. Davis then asked if he was aware of the residents who communicated their 
concerns. Mr. Cancar said that no one surrounding him or in the cul-de-sac has 
expressed any concerns, adding that the cul-de-sac will carry most of the panels with 
20, and this side with only 8. Mr. Jarvis then asked, that to his understanding, the rest 
of the roof is going to be changed to black to blend in, so not to have a contrast like 
what is seen in the provided photos. Mr. Cancar stated he went with the dark color so 
that it blends in.

Mr. Kouros asked Attorney Bartholomew that if the petitioner changed the roof color 
so that it is not as noticeable as it is depicted in the photo, can this get deferred again 
for the next meeting. Attorney Bartholomew said that he does not see why it couldn't 
get deferred again, since he has been here before but with a different proposal. Mr. 
Kundich asked if a variance would be required for the west side yard, but not for the 
rear. Mr. Gorman stated that there would need to be a variance because part of it is on 
the side as well. He then commented that he is unsure if the black shingles will be the 
exact same color as the solar panels, adding that the images are computer generated.

Mr. Kouros wanted to make the Board aware that along with Case #22-11-30, they are 
also hearing Case #22-11-31: to allow several roof-mounted solar panels to be 
installed facing side yards West and Northeast. Mr. Jarvis asked what the color of his 
shingles currently, and if adding the panels if approved would affect the new roof in 
any way. Mr. Cancar stated that the roof is currently gray and that he does not believe 
that adding the panels after will hinder it anyway; he will be changing the roof 
regardless if this gets approved or not. There being no further questions or comments



from the Board, Mr. Jarvis made a motion to defer B.Z.A. Case #22-11-30 to the next 
scheduled meeting. This was seconded by Mr. Davis and carried 5-0.

C. B.Z.A. Case #22-11-31 438 Hilbrich Dr. - Sanjin Cancar

General Location: 438 Hilbrich Dr. - Lake of the Meadows, Lot 25

Petitioner(s): Jefferson Electric, LLC - Rob Walsman

Request: Developmental Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797, Title XVII, 
Section 22, Paragraph C (1)

Purpose: To allow several roof-mounted soalr panels to be installed facing side yards 
West and Northeast

On discussion see above. Mr. Jarvis made a motion to defer B.Z.A. Case # 22-11 -31 
to the next scheduled meeting. This was seconded by Mr. Calinski and carried 5-0.

D. B.Z.A. Case #23-1-1 5625 Burr Ridge Circle-
Rajesh Reddy Ryapaku & Swetha Talusani

General Location: 5625 Burr Ridge Circle-Burr Ridge Subdivision, Phase 3, Lot 100

Petitioner(s): Rajesh Reddy Ryapaku

Request: Development Variance as required by Ordinance No. 1797 Title XVII, 
Section 13, Paragraph A

Purpose: To allow construction of a 6-foot high vinyl fence to extend 8.5 feet over the 
building line on a comer lot

Mr. Gorman clarified that after visiting the site and reviewing the final survey, the 
measurements started at the wrong set back line; the variance is actually for the fence 
to extend 30 ft. over the building line not 8.5 ft. Mr. Gorman continued that there is 
25 sq. ft. between the property line and the edge of pavement on Burr St. Mr. Kouros 
verified with Attorney Bartholomew that Proofs of Publication are in order. Attorney 
Bartholomew added that in light of the discrepancy, the notices are compliant and 
sufficient given that the public were given notice and it is still a fence going over the 
building line. Mr. Gorman informed the Board that this was actually an internal error 
on the Towns part with the measurement, not the Petitioner. Mr. Gorman continued 
that both he and Mr. Hansen had gone to the site and seen where the petitioner had put 
stakes for the proposed fence along Burr St; it is in their opinion that there will be a 
little bit of a blind spot. Mr. Gorman also stated that there is a monument sign that is 
not in a blind spot; adding that if the Board were to consider moving the fence to the 
20 ft. line with the sign, there would not be a blind spot for traffic coming from the 
south. Mr. Kouros asked Attorney Bartholomew that if the Board considers that this is 
an issue, would they still be able to hear the case. Attorney Bartholomew responded if 
the Board determines that the legal noticing is an issue, then hearing the matter would 
not be appropriate.

Mr. Calinski wanted to verify that at staff recommendation for safety, the limit should 
be at 20 sq. ft. over the building line instead of 30 ft., being alOft. difference from the 
request. Mr. Gorman replied that it is his opinion only, if you were to do 10 ft. less, it 
would line up with the monument sign and there would not be a blind spot. Mr. 
Gorman stated that it is a tricky corner, and that the stop sign should probably be 
moved closer towards Burr St. as well. Mr. Calinski said that if legal feels they are in 
good standing order and at recommendation from the town, he would like to propose 
an approval with conditions. Mr. Kouros stated that before hearing a motion, he would 
like to hear from the floor.

Mr. Ryapaku of 5625 Burr Ridge Circle provided the Board with several photos and 
videos to show if the proposed fence would cause issue with a blind spot. Mr. 
Ryapaku showed in the video that drivers stop 10 ft. beyond the stop sign due to the 
blind spot, stating that his fence would not cause additional issues with the 30 sq. ft. 
Mr. Ryapaku stated the fence is needed for privacy because in the evenings there is 
clear visibility to the inside of the home.



There being no comments from the floor, the matter was brought back to the Board. 
Mr. Jarvis stated the 8.5 ft. is very restrictive, asking why the stop sign is so far back 
and not with the sidewalk. Mr. Gonnan replied there is a curve, if the sign were to 
move 15 ft. to the East it would be in the pavement.

Mr. Calinski made a motion of recommendation of B.Z.A Case #23-1-1 to amend 
proposal to allow 6 ft. high vinyl fence to extend a maximum of 20 ft. over the 
building line on the comer lot; recommendation based on not being hindrance or a 
challenge to public safety, morals, or general welfare of the community; based on staff 
recommendation about safety in the area and blocking view of drivers entering on 
Burr St. Mr. Jarvis made a motion to second with discussion, asking Mr. Gorman who 
confirmed, that there will be adequate sight at 20 ft. Mr. Gorman added that in his 
opinion he does not believe 20 ft. would not hinder motorists. Mr. Kouros asked Mr. 
Ryapaku if he accepts extending 20 ft. over instead of the 30 ft. Mr. Ryapaku 
accepted the proposal. Mr. Kouros repeated there was a motion to approve with 
conditions from Mr. Calinski which was seconded by Mr. Jarivs. The motion was 
carried 5-0.

IV. ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 7:04 P.M.

Respectfully Submitted:

Rick Calinski, Secretary


