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1.  Attendance:
-     Members Present:  Mrs. Pam Curtis (Chairperson), Mr. Terry Barnes (Vice Chairperson), Mr. Steve Oiness, Mr. Mike Chaloupka, and Mr. Rick Croasdale (Secretary).
· Members Absent:  Mr. Chuck Sweeney, Mr. Zack Zimmerman 
· Member Vacancies: None
· Staff Present:  Mr. Jim Wieringa (Building Inspector), Mr. Troy Weatherby (Managing Director) and Mr. Dale Long (Acting Board Representative)
· Guests Present: Mr. Kyle Steckler, BLA Member appealing two fines.

2.   Mrs. Pam Curtis opened the meeting at 6:02 pm and introduced the guest submitting the appeal for fines he received for violation of not removing equipment from the road surface (rule 511, $400) and failure to use warning indicators where required (rule 509, $200).   Permit was issued on, 7 Nov 2018 for construction of a concrete area on the right of way next to the road.  Fine letters submitted on 5 Dec 2018 and 2 Jan 2019.

3.  Old Business:  None

4.  New Business:  Appeals (1 ea)

a.  Appeal: Mr. Steckler submitted an appeal on 30 Dec 2018 to forgive the fines he received as mentioned above.  He briefed that he was unaware that the pickup sized flatbed truck, borrowed from a friend’s family to aid in hauling materials and any equipment to the construction site, was left there by the driver and parked overnight on the roadway.  He stated it was probably because there was no place on the shoulder to put it due to the layout of the land.  He had considered the truck as a personal vehicle and not equipment as stated in the rules and had no materials or equipment on the pavement nor had plans to do so. 

b.  Discussion:  Mr. Steckler  was then excused and the committee discussed the situation with the building inspector and managing director which resulted in the following observations:

-  Fine 511 specifies that equipment must be removed from the road surface at the end of the day and the committee agreed with Mr. Steckler that the truck was not equipment.

-  The truck did not block more than half of the road as also specified in rule 511, but was facing in the wrong direction. 

-  There were other similar instances where private and commercially owned vehicles were left on the road right of way overnight, but directed by security and/or our staff to remove them.  No construction violation fines were levied according to the discussions.  

-  This was the first instance of a construction violation committed by Mr. Steckler.

-  Mr. Steckler was aware of the rules evidenced by his signing the building permit.

-  Rule 509 does not define the term “where required” is.

-  Rule 511 does not specifically define what “equipment” is nor “half the road” is.  For example, is a pickup truck considered construction equipment when it hauls materials and is the “road” considered the paved area or the full road right-of-way to the lot line? 

- No permission was requested from the Board by Mr. Steckler to allow equipment or materials to be stored on the road right-of-way because he had not planned to do so.

c.  Motions:  Based on the observations above, Mr. Barnes made the following two motions:

*    1.  Recommend the Board change the construction violations of Rule 511 and Rule 509, to a parking violation, Rule 106, and fine Mr. Steckler accordingly.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Chaloupka and passed by the committee.

*    2.  Recommend the Board form and task a special committee (or taskforce) to review and update the handbook, especially the Building Code.  Examples are rule 509 and 511 wording as mentioned above.  Motion was seconded by Mr. Chaloupka and passed by the committee.
5.  Adjournment:  A motion was made at 7:05 pm to adjourn, seconded, and approved.
