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​​          GRANT COUNTY SOUTH DAKOTA

PLANNING AND ZONING OFFICE

210 East 5th Avenue

Milbank, SD 57252-2499

Phone: 605-432-7580
Fax: 605-432-7515
Minutes from the meetings of Grant County Board of Adjustments and Planning Commission 
March 11th, 2024
Board of Adjustment members present:  Nancy Johnson, John Seffrood, Tom Pillatzki, Steve Spors, and County Commissioner Bill Tostenson (for County Commissioner Mike Mach) 

Alternate(s) present: Don Weber, Jeff McCulloch.
Board of Adjustment members absent: Mark Leddy Mike Mach and James Berg
Others present: Doug Fraasch, Joyleen O’Farrell, David Gulk, Bruce Granquist, Brian Granquist, Daria Liebe, Alex Liebe, Dean Wellnitz, Bill O’Farrell, Steve Pendergrass (City of Milbank), Todd Kays (First District), and Steve Berkner (Grant County Planning Commission officer.)

Meeting Date:  Monday, March 11th, 2024
Meeting Time: 4:00 P.M. In-person in Courthouse Community Room.

1. Vice-chairwoman Johnson calls the Board of Adjustment to order at 4:00.
2. Johnson seats alternates Weber and McCulloch to fill in for Leddy and Berg who are absent.  
3. Johnson asks if any member has anything to add to the agenda with none being offered.
4. Johnson makes an invitation for anyone present wanting to address the meetings with an item not on the agenda with no one responding. 

5. Johnson asks for a motion to approve the agendas with Pillatzki making the first motion and Weber making the second. Motion passes 7-0.
6. Johnson asks for a motion to approve the Board of Adjustment minutes as submitted from the January 16th, 2024, Board of Adjustment meeting which was made by Tostenson with McCulloch making the second. Motion passes 7-0. 
7. Johnson asks if any seated board or commission member if they think they need to recuse themselves from any discussion topics on the agendas, or from voting on an agenda item with no one responding.

8. Johnson calls for a motion to be made to consider the Variance Request for Bruce Granquist Conditional Use Permit, VAR01302024, a 33’ frontage road variance to build 67’ from the township road right-of way. 

Motion made by Tostenson with a second made by Pillatzki. 
During Kays staff report he said that the Granquist 33’ variance setback request was to better accommodate existing features of the 5.7-acre farmstead that had been vacated for years.

Kays said that according to information provided by the applicant that his intentions were to build a new home and leave the existing shelterbelt intact, avoid new construction where older structures had been recently removed, where possible use parts of the existing septic system and leave room for future accessory buildings.

Kays PowerPoint presentation for the Granquist staff report showed current pictures of the farmstead, recent aerial photography showing where older buildings existed before being torn down and a layout rendering of where new construction would take place if the variance was granted.

Kays staff report also included permission from the Troy Township Supervisors that they were in favor of the 33’ setback variance from their township road, 471st Avenue.   

At the conclusion of Kays staff report he reminded the board that to grant a variance the applicant needed to prove a “hardship,” where “unique circumstances” to that request supported their final decision.
Johnson opened the public hearing for comments inviting Granquist to make any additional remarks different from the staff report where Granquist said that his family had owned the property that completely surrounded the farmstead for years where he now wanted to build a new home.

Granquist also said that it was important to him to maintain as much of the existing shelterbelt as possible and that the building site he had picked that needed a setback variance was the highest spot on the farmstead.

Granquist concluded that he had grown up just south of the location and that he was familiar with the challenges of living on 471st Ave in Troy Township, a minimum maintenance road. Granquist concluded his comments saying he would be available to answer questions if needed.
Johnson then asked three separate times for any public comments “in favor” or “against” the setback variance request. Hearing none, Johnson then invited board discussion where main topics included the challenges of living on a minimum maintenance road, how best to balance variance request as they relate to existing shelterbelts and the challenges of rehabbing old farmsteads.
Board member Seffrood thought that granting the setback variance request made sense from Granquist’s point of view but that he two major concerns about if the existing septic tank and drainfield was going to be used that would it be in compliance with current SDDANR standards, and how close the existing shelterbelt was from the road where it was right up to the road ditch where it had to be contributing to deep snowdrifts.
Seffrood thought that in the future maybe it was time to amend the County’s zoning ordinance where conditions could be added to granting future variances and Conditional Use Permits where it would be required that the applicant clean up existing dilapidated structures and bring existing shelterbelts closer to compliance.
Tostenson thought that idea made sense but asked that maybe it was time to aggressively enforce all required frontage road shelterbelt setbacks where any property in violation of those standards be made to at least attempt to being closer to compliance. 
With no more meaningful discussion Johnson asked for any amendments to the original motion where none was offered. Johnson asked Kays to read the Finding of Fact granting the 33’ variance request.
Johnson called for a rollcall vote which passed 7-0.

9) At 4:23 Johnson calls for a vote to adjourn. That motion was made by Seffrood and seconded by Weber and passes 7-0.
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