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Board of Adjustment Minutes

Development and Business Services

Center

1901 South Alamo

February'4,2019 1:00PM l90l S. Alanro

Board of Adjustment Members

A majority of appointive Members shall constitute a quorum.

Roger F. Martinez, District 10, Chair
Alan Neff, District 2, Vice Chair

Donald Oroian, District 8, Pro-Tem

SethTeel, District 6 | Dr. Zottarelli, District I lMaria Cruz, District 5 I Phillip Manna, District 7 |

George Britton, District 4 | Henry Rodriguez, Mayor I Kimberly Bragman, District 9 | neba I'1.

Malone, District 3

Cyra M. Trevino I

I

Alternate Members

Jorge Calazo I Arlene B. Fisher I Eugene A. Polendo

Roy A. Schauffele I Vacant

l:00 P.M. - Call to Order, Board Room

- Roll Call
- Present: Dr. Zottarelli, Cruz, Rogers, Malone, Polendo, Neff, Manna, Britton,

Rodriguez, Fisher, Bragman, Trevino, Martinez
- Absent: Teel, Oroian

- Gabrich Barha and Maria E. Murray, SeproTec translators were present

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS MAY BE CONSIDERED AT ANY TIME DURING THE
REGULAR BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEETING:

Public Hearing and Consideration of the following Variances, Special Exceptions, Appeals,

as identified below
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Pledgr of Alltgirrnrr

Itenr # lU

\Iotion

BOA- I tt-gU)O-l -1: A request hy J Rolando Guajardo for a 145 square fbot variancc liom tht-

2(D square foot arca limitation lo allou a neu' multi-tenant sign to hc.1.l5 squarc fcet. ltrate'd
at 20-14 Austin High$ay. Staff rccommends Approval. (Council District 2)

Staff stated l9 noticc's uere ntailed to propen) ou'ners uithin 200 feet.0 returned in faror. and

0 rctumcd in opposition and no regi\tered neighborhood association.

Andre* Perez. Chief Sign In\pector. answered all questions tiom thc Board of Adjustment.

N{ark Weinstcin. \tatcd hi\ tanrill- and business partners have ou'ned the properl} li)r 15}eurs.

Aftcr gctting panially hurncd. they heavily invested in the propen)'and are no\^' rcquestinS il
snrall digital sign.

Thc lollon'ing ('ilizens appeared to speak,

Danicl N{ircllcs. 13019 l.cgcnd Cavc. spoke in faror

Motion: Mr. Oroiun ntadt'a Mr. Oroian made a molion lo Jppro\e tht'case BOA- ltl-9fi10-l-l

Regarding Appr-al No BOA-18-9fi)033. u for a 145 square tbot variance lionr thc' 2(X) square

lbot area limitation to allo* a new multi-tenant sign t() he 3-15 square feet. situated at l0-l'l
Austin Highu ay". applicant bcing J Rolando Guajardo.

I nxNe that the Board o[ Adjustment grant the applicanl's requc\t tor thr' \ariance to the

suhject prol--rty ar dercrihed abor c. because the testimon) prese ntr'd (o us. und the I ct\ lhi.rt

ue harr' dctcrrnined. shou thal the phyrical character of this propcrty" i: ruch that a literal

cnlorcentcnt of thc pror isionr ol the UniIed Development Code. as lmendcd. *ould rcsttlt in

ln unnecc\\arY hartlrhrP.

Speciticalll. \.\'c llnd lhat:

l. l'ht, tttritutt t, l.r 2t,t e,.rrrtn lttLtusc stit! enlirtentenl ol this urtiLlc pnhiltit: ut\ rc'd\ttnul'|.'

t)plnrtnnit\ trt pnnifu,tukquutc, .si1ps on tlu, sitt', tttrtsitlering tht uniquc leulurct rtl r.t silt' ;rult

tts it\.!irtutt.\itttt\. Iukl\fltltitt8. .,r l(,pogntph\'; ol

2. .l doit (4 th., t(ri(tn&' tould pn .4thlt 1u.s., tt (cs\dtion of ltgitinwtt. lt)tt.t!\ttukli g adtr'(

r'tttrunen'iul u.\t' (l llk'lr(tPerl\': nd

The applicant is replacing an existing non-conforming multi-tenanl sign uith a neu

multi-ienant sign with digital led scroen at the top. The applicant states that thel u'ill also

be removing the three €xisting Poles on the property'

('hlir Manincz askc'd tirr motion lirr itenr #BOA- 18-9fin3.1 as prcscntr'd.
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A. (irunting, tlk'reridtltt rhn': rtot pnrridL'tlte,ttltltliturtt vitlt u sltt,t itl privilegL'nttt t,rtlltd hr
t htr.t sintilurly .tittrutel rr 1uitntitIly:imiIurly siluuted.

l'he request is not out of character uith the surrounding commercial properlies and the sign
uill not block other business uithin immediate vicinitl.

I). (inu iu,q tlt t dt'iLt,tt .' v ill mt ltuye' (l .r{r/rrt{r,lfi(l/h ulrtr:t irttltutl t,n ntiuhfutrirtQ IDtIr(rliL'\.

'I'he proposed variance will not have an adverse impacl on neighboring properti€s as many of
the properties surrounding the subjecl propert). or other commercial properties havt signs
similar in height. l'urther. the applicant is remoring other poles on-site,

In Favor: NetJ. Cruz, Brrtton, Rodriguez. Schuaflele. Dr. Zottarelli, Makrne, Bragnran. Mann:r,
Trevino, Maninez.

Opprrscd: \onc

Motion Grante(l

Item # 6

l\Is. Cruz recused herself from Board of Adjustmenl case B()A ltl-9fi)029.

BOA l8-9(XX)19: A requc'\t ht Gahricl Elizondo tirr u ltl" rariance lronr thc 5' \erbtcl
rcquiremen( to:rllo$ for a \tructure to bc -l'J" from the sidr. property linc. k,.-ated at 2.lJ Jcnntngr
A\L'nue. Staff rccommend\ Approral. (Council Disrricr 5t

StatT stated 3l notices *'ere mailed to propeny ouners rr'ithin 2ff) lcer. I returnetl in turor. and
I relurned in opposition and no regi\rered neighborhtxrd associati!)n.

Gabriel Elizondo,2.1-{ Jennings Ave, requested the accessory srructurc to be huilt in rhe same
footprint as the old strucrure. correcr the flooding issue tor his daughtcr to live.

l'he proposed nerr multi-tenant sign uith digital LtiD screen at the top uill be replacing an
erisling non-conforming. multi-tenant sign. The applicant rrill suffer an unncccssar)
hardship if the variance is nol approved. The propertt onner requires signage in order lo
promote the business.

-1. Alier su,kil.g t,rtt: or ntt)t'L' ()l the lirulinqs stt .lirth in :uhporugntphs t l) uud t1). tht Bounl
.littd.,; tlrut:

(-. Orunting tlu' turiLutL t' t ill nr sult:tLtrttirJlt t ortllit t rtith tht stttttd pttrpttsr'.s ol thit art fu.

'lhe requested variance does not conflict nith the statcd purpose of the chapter. The
requested incrca-se of the square fintagc provides reasonable limils on signage to hclp
preserre economic cornerstones. l'urther. the request uill not crcatc traflir hazards h1

confusing or distracting nn)torists. or h1 impairing the drirer's abilill to see pcdestrians.
obstacles. or olher vehicl€s. or to read traffic signs.

Sr'cond: \ls ('ruz
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Thc' Follou ing Cilizens tppeared to speak

Erne st Vara. 147 Cln alicr. spokc- in oppositirrn
(iloria Vara, 1.17 Cavalier. )"ieldcd tinl!'to Ernest Vara
Alan Tou nsc'nd. l-l-1 tA'alton. yiclded time to Erncst Vara

\lotion
Chair lvlanrnez asked for a motion tbr item BOA- l8-9fiX)19. as prcs!'n(ed

Dr. Zrttarelli made a molion for BOA l8-9(XX)19

Regarding BOA- l8-9fiX)19. a r!'que\l tbr a l'lt" r'ariancc liom thc side 5' sethack requircment
to allo$'a dr.'tached structure to hc l'.l" awly ttonr the rcar property linc'. situated at 24-1

Jennings Arcnue. applicant being. Catriel Elizondo.

I move that the Board ol Adjurtnrcnt granl thc applicant's requc\t for thc \ariance\ to the

\ubjcct properly as descrihed ahove. hecausc the testimony presented lo us. and the tact\ that

ue have ddcrminr'd. \hor\ that thc ph1'sic l character oi thi\ propcn!' i,' such that a literal
cnlorcemcnt of the pror isions oI the lrnified Del'elopnrcnt Code. as amendcd. urruld rcsult in
xn unnecess ry hardship.

l. 'l'ht tdridnt.' i\ n(tt &tttr r\ tu, th( ltubl ( inttrtst. The public intcrest is definr:d as

the general health. safrtl. and nelfare of the puhlic. In this case. the rariance is not
contrar) to the puhlic interest as the slructure nill not creatc $atcr runoff on the
adjacent propert] and n ill not injure the rights of the adjacent properl) o\r ners.

). l)ua n, Vu'r'iul <tmlitiortt, u lilentl o t,t(.'nt(tl rtl tltL' rtnlitttuttt' rtralcl r<'rull in
m u k' ( t.\.ut r\ lru nl t li p.

An unnecessarl hardship would result from the enforcemenl of the ordinance as stricl
enforcement would require the owner of the propertl to demolish and rebuild the
structure in question.

.1. 8r trarrtil,q tht rttriuu e, tht tri7i1 rl tlrc rtnlinux t, n ill lx, ,ltserve'Lt ut.l .\ lr.\ltutti l
jt,rtit'r, x ill bc' &nu'.

Substantial justice uill be done as the r€quested sethacks rvill still proride for a safe
development pattern. The request provides fair and cqual acccss to air and light. and
provides for adequate fire separation,

Spcciticalll'. * t"' llnd that:

1. I'he vuritnt e v ill rutt uullutri:r the optrut u ol u utt otln,r thur tlut.st, u.st,t sptt ilicullt
uutfutri:e,d in tht dilrict in r'hir.h tht rtqnL.* litr u yuriun<t it hrL ed.

The variance trill not authorize the operation of a use other than lhme uses specifically
authorized in the zoning district.
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,i. Sll, lr vtritnce \ ill n(,t \ulr:\tLutliullt itt jure lht uplttryriult' ust rtl ul.iot t'rtt t ('ttl()nnitt{
pr(\t(rl\ (,r ulIr,r tln' tttt'rtliul durut l(r ()l lht dittrit t irt t h h tlu' 1tn'pcrlt it lr'cttttd.

In older neighhorhoods sur:h as this, it is common for accessory unils to be located within
the rear sctbacks established b1 the current Unified l)evelopment ('ode. The requesl u'ill
nol detract from the charatter of the district. The unit in question is in the rear !'ard. not
affecting the pubtic right-of-na!. The struclure in question does nol injure the adjacent
propert].

6. Tht plight of llu, olner ol the Prqr.'rt\'jor thich llu' wtriant<' is sttught is lut' ttt uniqut
('ir(urnsl. tt cs e.risting on lh( Prqr(rl\', ttnd the uniqw t irr].uttslrtrtt ts werL' (,t t r(dt(d l,\'
tl.lt' tnt nt'r tl llrc pn\tt'rtt drt(l dru turt nerelt lituutiul, und urt' nrt rlue kt or lhL' resull ttl
gencrul ttnulititn$ i rh( di ri( t in * hlh th( pr(\r.'rtl is ltnttled.

The unique circumstance existing on the propert]'is that the structure in question is

already in place.

Motion: Dr. Zottarelli milde a motion for Approval

Second: Mr. NetT

In Falor: Dr. Zottarelli. Ncll. Trerino. Manna. Braglnun. Malone. Britton. Rodrigucz. Fisher

Schauftcle. It{artinez

Opposed: None

Recused: Cruz

Motion Granted

'l'he Board recessed at 2:09pm and rcturned at 2: l9pm. NIs, ('ruz returned to lhe
meeting.

((trntinued from 0l/l-l/l9t BOA-18-9finll: A request hy Jesus Nlontiel for a J9.9(,i rarianec
fronr the 50q,; front 1'ard inrpen'ious corer limitation to allou' 99.99i of the front yard to be

corered in intpervious co\er. located at -1709 West Salinas Strect. StalT recomnrcn(ls Denial.
(('ouncil Districl 5 )

StatT stated 3 I not ict s s e.rc muiled to prol,!-rtv ou ncrs s ithin l(D fect. I returned in tar trr. and

-1 returncd in opposition antl no responsc from thc Prospcct Hill Nc'ighhorhood Arrrrciltion.

Chair l\{artincz asked lirr a nlotion lirr e ase BOA- lll-9(XX) 1.1. as prc\cnted

Itenr # I

Jesus Montiel and Armandia Lopez, 7.ltt S. San Dario. did not knou he needed a p^-rmit and
had alread_"'begun uork. They are asking 7O% percent cover in the tiont. They did not \r'an( t()

park in the hack becausc' it is too dangerous t'or the Kids to plal in thc liont 1'ard.
\ftrtion
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Dr. Zottarelli nrade a molion lirr BOA l8-9fiX) l-l

Rc'garding Appeal No BOA- ln-9(XX)l . a requ!'st lirr a {9.9% r'ariancc l-ront the 50? front

lard inrJrervious cover linritation to allou'99.97. ol-thc front vard to be covered in impervitrus
co\er. situated at 3709 \\'c'st Salinas Street. applicant heing Jesus Montir'I.

I mo\.c that the Board o[ Adjustment grant thc applicant's reque\l lbr the viriances to lhc'

suhject propeny as descrihcd above, because thc lestimony presented to u\. and the tacts that

we have determined, show that the physical charactcr of this propcny is such that a literal
enlbrccment of the provisions of the Unified Devclopment Code. as amended, *ould resul( in

an unncccssary hardship.

L The rurionce i.\ ,tt)l u,ntrdr| l(t tlrc ptlrli( ittt.'r(st

The impervious col'eragt limilation preserles storm $ater management h1' reducing
runoff and increasing storm \rater travel times. The subject proptrtt alkrus the $at('r lo
drain into lhe side open green area located \,rithin the propert). 'l'he variance request

rould not hc contrarl lo the public interesl.

1. I)ut' trt sJre<'iul <tutditittttt. a littrul tnlirnttnent ol lhr orLlintutt t' ttotltl result irt

tttttt& (:rdrt h rd.\hip.

Literal enforcement would require the ouner to remole aboul 19'9ch oI concrete in the
front yard.

-t. Br grunting the tttriant'e. the spirit ol- lhe rtnlinunte tvill he rb.vrved atrd substtntiul
jrtsti,z *ill fu done.

The spirit of the ordinancc is thc inlenl of thr crde. rather than thc slrict lettcr of the lan.
The intrnl of the impervir)us coverage limitatkrn requirements is to prerent $ater
flmding and lo pres€rve the character of the contmunil]'.

1- The ttriurk'e x'ill nol uutfuri:t th! op. rolit)tt o.l u use othar thart lhose uscs spt<ilitullt
uuthori:<'tl in the distrit in whi<h lhe requcst.lir u turirtnce is kxated.

The variance uill not authorize lhe operation of a use othcr than those uses sptcificalll
authorized in the zoning district.

.5. .tlclr tariunce till not substuttiallr injurt the uppropriute nst rl uljuen! turlitrnint
lu'op.,rtt ttr aller lhe es.stnlitl churutler ol tht tlistrict in *hith llk lrrt,Jr(rr\ i: lotuled.

The imperr ious co\ erage mitigates the amounl of slornt u ater rtlained rtn-site.
'l'hereforc. lhe requeslcd r ariance u ill not injure adiaccnt propertt os ners.

Specificalll'. tt'e tlnd that:
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6. 1'lu, plight o.l tlte o\'rrcr ol tht pnrpertt.lirr rl.lti<-h the wtriunt t' it soughl it due kt rtrtitlut
(ir(um.\lunces tlisling ut lh.' pnrpert\, tuul lht unique t in unxlrtttri,s )rer( nol L reutcd br lhe
lttrtter ql lh( pn)farl\ .utl rc ol nrcrL'lt.litttuttiul. ttrul ure' nol dtfi' tt, (,t'th<' rttr l ol gtnentl
t rnuliti<ttts in tlu, distrit t in l.lhit h lh( proftrt\ i:i ltrulul.

The unique circumstance in this casr is that the requested rariance still miligales rater
issues uith the inrperrious col'eragc *ceeding the 509? limitation.

Motion: Dr. Zottarelli madc a motion to approve rhe case BOA-18-9 X)13

Mr. Rodriguez mlde a

amcndmcnt.
nlotion to rcduce up to 70% cover. Dr. Zottarelli accepted the

Second: Mr. Rodriguez.

ln Favor: Rodriguez. Dr. Zrttarelli, Cruz. Neff. Malone. Schauffele, Maninez

Opposed: Trevino, Manna. Bragman. Britton

Motion Failed

Itenr # l (Continued tiom 0l/l,l/l9t BOA- l8-900026: A requc:',t by Laurie Cassidy for a \ariance front the

Form Based Zone Districr (T-4) regulations tha( restrict parking within the tirst luycr to nllo\r the

propeny to he developed uith parking spaces in the first l/-3 of tht'Iot depth. located at 715

Camden Street. Staff recommcnds Approval- (Council District | )

Staff stated 2l noticc's u'ere nrailed t() propeny owners u'ithin 200 {eet, I returned in favor, and

0 retumed in opposition and no commcnt from thc f)ountown Residcnts Ass(xiation.

Kelin bve, 116l0 Ll.S Hur 281. He cxplained the need for the rariance and their hardships

and need for enrergency access.

The Follou ing Citizens appeared to speak

\lolion
('hair Ilartinez aslcd tbr ;l nr()ti()n li)r lhc \ irrianlc in casc BOA- Il'i-9(XI)16. as pre\r'ntr-Ll

Motion: Dr. Zottarclli madc a motion to appro\e the \arilncc in casr' BOA- ltt-9fi)026

Regarding Appeal No BOA- 18-900016, a reque\t fionr the Form Based Zone tT--l) regulations
that reslrict parking u'ithin thr' t-rrst laver to allo$'the propcrty to he developed uith parking
spaces in the first l/-1 of the lot depth. situated at 715 Canrden Street. applicant being Laurie
Cassidy.

Piltti Zaiontz, San Anlonio ('onscrt alion Socictl. spoke in oppo\iti(tn.
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Spccificall.v. $'e find that

l. Tht vuriunct i\ nol 1t)nfrur\ ltt lhe p tlk inttrt'st.
The public interest is defined as lhe general health. safetl'. and welfare of the public. ln
this case. the proposed project is intending to rederelop an e\isting structurc \r herc
parking is located nithin the first la1er. The eristing huilding has been at tho samc
location since 1920. according to llexar (irunll Appraisal Dislricl. u'ell hefore lhe ['orm
Ilased Zonr uas adopted. If granted. this request uould be in harnlonl with the spiril and
purpose of thc ordinancc.

2. DuL' kt rpe<'iul rtudititmr. t littrul .' .1(tr( (m(nl tl lht' ttrtlinunL t tr truld rL'.wlt in
lrri[('( ('.iJ(lr-\ lu r<l Shi 1t.

l,iteral enforcrment ol' the ordinance tvould not allou the on ner of the propert! lo
redevelop the building as proposcd. The building *rruld have to he demolished or movcd
to the front of the firsl larer lo complv lvith this ordinance.

.+. Br qrunting tht r rrlirrr( ('. tln' tltirit t)f lhr onliniru .' t ill lu' r'lt:trt tl Il .\ lr.\lttttlidl
jtstir will ltt Llorn'.

The intent of Form Based Zone District {T-4) regulations that restrict parking within the
first la1-er is to create a !isual character reinforcing communit! identit!. The parking
modification of the subject properl) nill not significantll- disrupt uniformitl and will not
injure the rights of adjacent propertl ox'ners.

1. Tfu vttitut.r'xill ru uullttri:t' tlllr't,lt'n itr tl u ust olln'r lhLm lhrtv.' u\t'.\ .\l,a iliitll\
uutlutri:L'l in tlru di.strit t in th hth('r.'qu(\lli,ruvuituu('isltrukd.
The variance uill not authorize the operation of a use other than those uses specificalll
authorized in the in the zoning dislrict.

,5. .Srrlr roriurtt't' lr'ill nr .ttrlt.ttuntiull.t ittjure tln'tppnrytriutL'trtt'rtl uljutnt trttlrrnin.q
Itr(,!vrt\ rr tltar tlrc ttv' tiul thtra ttr ol tltt ditrict in xltitlt tlu' pntlttrly it ltr ultd.
The redevelopment of lhe structure n'ill not detract from the neighborhrxrd as the issue is
related to pre-existing huilding form.

I.rhmarl {.2019

I nro\e that the Board ol Adjustment grant the applicant's requcst for the \ariance:' to the
subject propcny'as descrihcd above. hecause the testinrony presentcd to us. and thc fact\ that
ue have determined. \h()\ that thc physical character of this propenl is such that r lileral
enlbrcentent of the pnrvisions of thc Llnitled f)t'r'elopnrc'nt Code. as anrendcd. uould rcsult in
an unnecerrsarY hardshiP.

(t. The plilqht oJ tht o* ner ol tht propertr .lor l,l,'hit h lfu yuriuu t' is sarrgrlrl is due kt unique
circumslunce.s e.ristin.q rn the propert\', od the uniqut t in untslunces f erc n(,t < reattLl ht the
ov ntr ol tht pntpertt unLl ure ,rot nrcrel\' .linuk iul, utLl are not dtu' t(, ttr lhc' rtsull tl goterul
un<litirttts in the district in x'hich thc propertr i.s lu.utrd.
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Item # -l BOA l9-9fin25 a request by Jonathan Lira-Onega for a special e\ceplion to allou a one-oFrrator
heauty/barber shop uithin a home. ltn-atcd at 5898 Midcrown Drive. Staff rccommcnds Approlal.
tCouncil District 2t

Staff stated 22 notices u erc mailcd to property owncrs u ithin 2fi) feet. I returned in favor' and

2 returned in opposition and no response t'rom the East Villagc Neighborhood Assrrciation.

Johnathan Lira-Ortega. 5U98 Midcrou n Drive. staled the corncr lot rnakes it easy lbr his

customes to find, applicant stated he will live on thc Property and be by appoinlment only and

asked lbr approval.

'I hc tolkrrr ing ('itizrns appcared kr spcak.

Emilil Devno. -1827 Castle Rose. spoke in opposition
Jennings Y.R.. -18-18 Castle Rose, spoke in opporition

\ftrlion
Chair Maninez asked for a motion lbr item BOA- l8-900O25. as presente'd

Motion: Mr. Rodriguez nrade a nrotion to approle itcnr BOA- ltt-9tXill5

Regarding Appeal No BOA- l8-9m025. a requesl lbr a special exccption to allow a one-
operator b€aut)'/barber shop u'ithin a home. situated at 5898 Midcrown Drive. applicant heing
Jonathan Lira-C)rtc ga.

Specilicully. uc tind thar

.l The spct iLtl e.u eptiot will he in harnunrt lith tltc spirit antl purptttt, trJ' tht, t hupter

The unique circumstance in this case is the existing building has been in the same location
since 1920 and moving the entire structure would be challenging.

Second: Mr. Rodriguez

In Favor: Cruz. Dr. Zrttarelli, Trcr ino, Manna, Britkrn. Schaullele, lllalonc. Bragnran

Opporctl: RorJriguez. \r'fl. Nlart incz

Motion Failed

I molc that the Board o[ Adjustrnent grant the applicunt's rcquest f(]r thc specral excepti()n to
the subjc'ct pronerty a\ d!,\cribed ahove. because thL. tcstimon! pre\cntcd to us, and thc licts
thiit \r!' ha\e dctcrminr-d. \ho$ thar the phlsical character ol'this propcnl is such that a literal
enforcctttent of the pror isions ot the Unitlcd Developnrent (irde. as anrended. *ould rcsult in
an unneee\\arv hardship.
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'I'he spirit and purpose of the chapter. in this case, is rcprescnted ht minimum
rer;uirements to ensure that the operation of a one-operalor beauty/barber shop does not
negativell impact thc character of the communit! or the qualitl of life of neighbors. The
Roard noted that nothing about the home dislinguishes il from rtlhers in the comnrunitl.
The applicanl has fulfilled all rcquirements firr a onr-operator shop as established in the
I nified Devekrpment ('ode. Thc lloard finds that the special erccption is in harmonl rrith
the spirit of the chapter.

('. 'l ht, neighhorin.q ltntperlt will nt ltr substurttiullt itr.iured br sut h pn,pttsul u.tt'

'I'he requested spccial t,rception is nol liktll to negatirell inrpact Bdjaccnt prop€rtt
orrners bccause the home is in character lith those around it. The site does nol hare
anlthing risihle fronr thr slreel that rrould indicatt the presence of a htautl/harbt'r shop'

D. The sprtial !.\('(ptiul * ill n(,t olto the tssential < hdnu ter ti tht distrit t tnl kx rtliut
in thith the pntpcrtt .lirr lrhit h tht spt't ial ev tplit,tt i.r sott.I;ltl.

The requestcd special exctption is not likell to alter tht essenlial characler of the districl
as the propertt is still uscd. primarill. as a singlr-famill residcnce. I ronr the street. the
home is not unlike other homes in lhe communitr .

E. The special e. (pti(,n trill nt x'euken lha generul purprtsL tl lhe .lillri(t or tlv
rcgulotiuts herein estultlishel lor the specilia di.strit.

The primarl use of lhe dn clling remains a singlr-fanrill homr. 'l'he one-operalor
harbcr/heautl shop sill hare restricled hours. *hich are eslablished b1 the lloard of
Adjustment. 'l-he applicanl has mrl all other requirements eslablishcd br thc ['nified
Der elopment (irdr,

See ond: Ms. ('ruz

ln Favor: Neff. Dr. Zottarelli. Cruz. Rodriguez. Bragman. Malone, Trevino. Manna. Britton,
Schauffele. Maninez

Opposed: n*one

Molion Granted

Board of Adjustment

B. 'lhe puhlir *cllart unl rrnvtttitttt t' l.l.ill ht sult:tunliullt stnt'd.

'I'he applicant is requcsting that hr be allored ao hart heautl/barher shop *ithin his
home and this is his firil rrquesl for a special erception. Approring lhc requcst for the
special exception. $ith limited hours. rvill allon the applicant lo strre cuslomcrs in his

communitl and therefrrre the puhlic u elfare uill bc serr td.
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Item # .l BOA- | tt-gOOO-lJ: A request by Tanya Scisney lbr a special exception to allow a onc-of^-rator
heauty/barber shop within a home, located at I0lO3 Tippecanoe. Staff reconrmends Approval.
(Council District 4)

Staff stated 30 notices were mailed to property owners within 2fi) fect, 0 returned in fuvor. and

0 retumed in opposition and no response from the Heritoge Neighborhood Asscx-iation.

Tanya Scisney, 1030,1 Tippr66nnsc. asked for a rcnewal of here special exceplion and spoke of
how working t'rom honre helps with her medir-al condition. Her hours of operation are Monday

through Saturday from I Iam-7pnr.

No Citizens appedred tr) \peak

lftrtion
Chair Martincz asked lirr motion lirr item BOA- lll-9(XX)-1-1. as prescnted

Motion: Mr. Manna ntade- a motion t() approvc item BOA- l8-90ff)14

A. The spetial e-rrc1ttion will be in h,:nnotrt vith the spirit ond purpose tf the chupter

'l'he spirit and purpose of lht chapter. in this case, is rcpresented b1 nlinimum
requirements to ensure that the oprration ttf a one-operator htautl/barher shop dtrcs nol
negatirell impact the character of the communitr or th€ qualit.r of life of neighhors. The
Roard notcd that nothing about the home distinguishes it from others in lhe communill.
'l'he applicant has fulfilled all requirements for a one-operator shop as established in the
['nified Derelopment (ide, The Board finds that the spccial ertcption is in harmonl sith
the spirit of the chapter.

B. The puhlit *'elJlrt und t'ttyenierut * ill he :;ubstuntit lr stryed

'I'he applicanl has alreadl constructed the beautl/barber shop nithin hcr home and this
is her second request for a reneual of a special e\ception, Approving lhe request lirr the
sperial exception, nith limited hours, uill allon thc applicant to ser\e customem in her
r:onrmunilr and therefore the public nelfare lrill be scrred.

Regarding BOA- l8-9000-l-1. a reque\l for a reneual s1--cial exccption to allou'a one-opcrator

beauty'/barbcr shop within a home, situated at 1030-j Tippecant)e' applicant being Tanya

Scisney.

I move that the Board of Adjustnrent grant the applicant's request for thc spccial exceplion to

the subject prope(y as described ahove, because the testimonv presenled to us' and lhe lacts

that we have determined. shorr' that the physical character of this propeny is such that a literal
enlbrcement of the pror isions of the Unified Developm!'nt Code. as amended. '.rould result in

an unnecessary hardship.

Specificalll. ue find that:
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'l'he requested special erception is nol likell to negatilelt impact adjacent propert!-'
orrners because the home is in character uith thosc around it. The silc does nol have
anlthing visible from lhe strerl that nould indicate tht presence of a beautl'/barber shop.

The suhject propert! offers a drirewar capahle of providing an) necessar! parking for
the proposed use.

D. Th< :;pct iul .'.\((Ptitm *'ill ml ulle'r tht cssential clutrucltr ol the listrit t tuut lru'tttiorr

in ,lh,rlt thr.' pntlrcrtt.lir vltit lt tht specid tvtPtittrt ir r(,lr.(/ll

The requested special exception is not likell" to alter the essential characacr of the district
as the proprrtl is still used, primarill', as a single-famill residence' From the street. lhe
home is not unlike other homes in the community.

'l'he prinrurl use of lhe drr elling renrains a single-famill hrtme. The one'ope rator
barber/beaull shop nill hale rrstricted hours, rrhich arc established h1 lhe Board of
Adjuslment. 'l'he applicant has met all other requircmenls established b1' the t'nified
De r elopmcnt ('odc.

Second: Mr. Schauflelc

ln Favor: Manna. Schauffelc, Neff, Dr.7-nttarelli. Cruz. Rodriguez, Bragman. Malone.

Trcr ino. Britton. Martinez

Opposed: None

lllotion Grantcd

The Board of Adjustment recessd at 3:32pm and reconvend at -1:40pm.

Item # 5 BOA l8-9000.15 a requesl by Stew n Pofler lirr a special cxception to alltrr.r'a tot l of 2 shon tcrnt
rental {T-v1^- 2 } units. k t-atr.'d at 3 lti, Ball imore. Staff rec()nrnrcnds Approlal. (Council Districl l)

Staff stated 20 notices were mailed to propen! ou'ners u ithin 200 teet. 0 returned in laror. and

2 returned in opposition and therc is no rcsponse fronr the Dcnver Heights Neighhorhood
Association.

('. I'ht ncig,hboring ltntpert.r'rill not lx: tubsltutliullt injurel hv:;u<h ltrtryxxt'd ust.

F.. Tht spttittl ?xzlrliott ttill not 'n'u&en the gtnerul purP()se ol llv dislricl or the

regulutiotrs htrein estultlislvd lor tht speci.lic district.

Stcwan Poner, I l4l0 Helotes,

The Follou'ing Citizens appeared to speak.

Korling Duren. J22 Baltimore. spoke in favor.
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Chair Martinez asked for a motion lbr item BOA- 18-900O35. as presented.

Motion: Dr. izoltarelli madc a motion to appr()ve itenr BOA- ltl-9OOO35 as presented

Regarding Appeal No BOA- l8-90m35. a request for a special exception to allou a total of 2

short tcrm rental (TWe 2)units, situated at.1l8 Baltinlore. applicant hcing Steu'art Poner.

I move that the Board of Adjustment grant the applicant's request for the special exception to

the subject properly a\ described above, hc'cause the testimony presentr'd lo us. and the facts

that u'c hate deternrined, sho$' that the ph1'sical character o[ this propertf is such that a literal

enfirrcement of the pro,r isions of thc Unified Development Ccxlc. as amc'nded. urruld result in

an unnecessary hardship.

Specilicalll. sc tind that:

A. The spccial excL'pti()n $ ill not materiillll entlangcr thc puhlic health or saltt'l'.

The Roard finds that the request to operale th€ tno short term rcntals in unlikell ttr

materialll' endanger the public htalth. safetl', or nelfare''l'he propertl appears to be uell
kept. there is ample off-streel and on-street parking. and nothing about the house places

it out of character with those in the immediate ricinil.r'.

B. The spceial exccpti()n does not crcale a puhlic nuisanec.

The operation of these short term rentals is not likell lo cause a public nuisance. 'fhe

Board can find no record of previous Code Enforcement activities on this propertl-'

C. The ncighboring pnrpertr uill not hc \uh\tanlially in;urcd hr such proposed use.

The requested special exception is not likell' to negatilel) impacl adjacent propert!'
owners because the homes are in character with those around it.

D. Adequatt' utiliticr. lcccsr r()Jd\. st()nll drlin.rgt-. r!'crL'illlon. ()nen \pJec. .lnd ()ther

necc\\drv tacultier halc hccn or are being provided.

The site offers plentl of olT-street parking for guesfs of the short term rental and a t'ard
for open space. Further. nothing stood oul as a cause of increased flrxlding issues.

E. The applieant (lr o$ner tirr the special cxccPtion does not harc un)' prc\ i(ru\l)' rc\ ()ked

shorl tcrnl rcnlal liccnscr' conllrtned citationr' ttr ;rdjtrdic;rted ofti'nses ctrnriclions tirr
riolllions of ('hapkr 16. Aniclc XXII olthc Cit\ ('odc rrithin one lcar prior to the datc ()f the

applieation.

The applicant is seeking their first permil for the operation of tno Tlpe-2 shorl term

rentals. As suchr no previous permit has been revoked.

r' The sJrccitl crct'plion uill not alter the esrcntiai char'lctr'r trt thc distriet and ltrc'ttion

in tlhich the nrop!'n).' lor s hich thc special c\ecpli(rn l\ soughl.

\lotion
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The requested special e\ception is not likell to altcr the rssential character of tht districl
as the propert\ is still used. primaril). as a residence, l'rom the street. lhc home is nol
unlike other homes in lhe communit\,

Sccontl: \ls. ('ruz

ln Favor: Dr- Zottarelli. Cruz. Rodriguez. Trevino. Malonc. Manna. Bragman. Britton.
Schauffele. Maninez

Opposed: Neff

Ntotion Granted

hcm#7 BOA- 18-9fin30 a request hy Michael Lockwood for a 15' variance from the 30' rear setback

requirement to allo$' a structure to be 15' tiom the rear property line. lmated at 3'115 Martin
Luther King Drive. Staff recornmends Approval. (Council Di\trict 2)

Staff statcd tl notices u c.r!. mailed ro pr()pen)' o\{'ners u ithin 200 feet. I returned in tavor. and

0 returned in oppositron and no response lroln the Whcatle)- HeiShts Action Croup.

Al Alford. 3{ l5 Martin Luther King Drive. gave a dcscription of his organizatitln. He also gar e

the reasons fcrr the need of the variances and ho* the)' need for more needed room and asked

lbr the Board's approval.

Ntr Citizcns appcared to spcak

\Iotion

Motion: Mr. Schauffele ntlde a motion for approval on case BOA- lti-900010

Regarding Appeal No BOA- I8-90m.10. a request for a I5 r'ariance fronr the -30' rear sethack

requiremenl to alloq a structute to t)e I 5' au ay from lhc rear propcrlv line. situatt'd at ,l-l l5
Manin Luther King Drivc. applicant hcing ll'lichael l,rckwood.

I move that the Board ol Adjustnrent grant the applicant's reque\t tor the varianc.\ to thr'

subject proJrny as described abore. bccause the testintonY prerented to us. and thc tact\ that

we have determined. show that the physical character of this propeny is such that a literal
enforcement of the provisions of the Unitled Developnrent Code. as amended, u'oukl result in

an unnecessxr)' hardship.

Specitically'. we find that:

1. The ruriun<e i.\,t,1 ()ntrun kt tlrc publ inttrtsl

('hair lrlaninez asked tirr l motion for item BOA- I tt-9(Xnl0. a\ prc\cnted.
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The public interest is defined as the general health, safetl', and nelfare of the puhlic. In
this case, the 15 foot rear selhack is not contrar) to public interesl as thel do not
negatively impact any surrounding proprrties or the general public. The properl.v u'ill be
meeting the bufferyard requirements and is only asking to reduce the rear sethack
requirement. The Roard finds the requesl is not contrar!' to the public interest. Thc
setbacks required for the "('-3" dislrict anticipated uses for more than an organization.

5. I)uc to.tpr:riul ttrtdilirtttt. u litt'rrtl ( li,r(t k'nl ol lht onlinun<e xrrull rtsttlt itr

unrr.,(t.\ su r\ hu rrl thi p.

A literal enforcemenl of the ordinance nould resull in unnecessar)' hardship b-r

eliminaling a significant amount of developable space. l)nforcing the full requiremenl
removes developable space and the on'ner will probably need to reducc lhe parking
requirements to expand the building: which ma1' leave the devtlopment uith insullicient
space to develop as proposed.

-.1. Br' !<runti .q tlv \'ot'itut.,. tht tltirit r,l lhe rtrdin,n, r., v ill lt ritserve'd uul sultstunliul
juttit t, .rill lx, &nr,

In this case, the reduced rear sethatk requiremenl nill proride more space wilhout
affecting adjacenl prop€rties.

J. l'fu rrrlirtttr? ttill nol uulfuri:t' lh(' t\Yrulit)tt (,1 u u.\t'(,1h.'r lhLn lho:t tr.tt'r r7r'r i/it rtl/r
tuthrtri.-trl litr thc cliiril in rrhir.h tlu, ltntptrtr' litr vthich tltt' tttriunt t ir sottg,ltt is hxtlal.

The requested rariances u'ill not authorize the operation of a use on the subject properl!
other than those specificall! authorized in the zoning district.

-5. .lrr<,lr r riunL t vill tt,t \ulr\tdntiullr iniurt tlrc uppntpriutt u.tt' tl tt<ljutnt u)nlt'rntittg
pt'()pertt or dlt(r tht tsse'ntiul clwntttr ttl lht lislrit t in v hi< lt lht Pr(,ptrtt is lotttltd.

Although the applicant is seeking to reduce the rear selback required bl the code. the
provision ofa landscape bufferlard will still be met hy the project.

6. T'fu pligltt ol lht rttntr rl th.' Pnrytnv lor ,l.hith thr vtrid t t it rotig/rl is lur kt uniqut
cirr untstrtttt t't c.rirlirt,g olr lh! pr()f(rl\, unl lht ttttitlu<' t irr umtluttr'r.'t \\(re ml (r&tlkl lt\ llv
ort nrr rl lht pnysvll tn:r.l trt rul nrt'relt linunt iul, untl un' ru .lu( l() (,r lhL rc'wlt rtl rltntntl
t ttnLlitiort.s in tfu di.tri l in lihich tl:lt' pr(tl(rl\ i: lor. tttcr.l.

The existing structure. if erpanded to the front or side. n ill remove parking spaces from
the site. The propert) has suflicient space to e\pand \rithout aflecting adjacent properties
and warranLs some relief to alkrx for dcvelopment.

Second: Mr. Rodriguez

ln Favor: Schautfele. Rodriguez. Trevino. Dr. Zottarelli, Cruz, Manna. Bragman. Malone
Brinon. Neff. Mlninez

Opposed: Nonc

Motion Granted

Iebruarl {,2019
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Itenr # ll BOA-l8-9m03I A request hy Juan Gabricl Aragon for I) a 9'variance lionr the |5' Type B
landscape bufferyard along thc e.L\t and south propeny lines to allo\r' lbr a hufferyard to be as

nalTow as 6', and 2) a l4' variance fronr the -30' rear setback requirement to allor,\'a structure to be

6' auuy fnrm the rear propenv line. and -3;a 2' r ariance from thc l()' side sethack requircnrent to
allou a structurc to he 8' a$'.r! fronr the east side property line. lcated at 920 Big Fbot. Staff
recomnrends Approval. (Council District 5 )

Staff srated 40 notices u'ere nrailed to propeny o*'ncrs u'ithin 200 feet. 0 returned in tlvor, and

0 returned in opposition and no Registered

Juan Cabriel Aragon.602 Saltlana, discussed his husiness in dctail and ti'i\hes lo add a uaiting
arca lirr his cu\tonlers. \1r. Aragon askc'd lor the Boards appror al.

'l'he lirlkrs ing ('itizrns appclred lo sptak.

Rohert Rivera. spoke in larrrr
Roger Morin. sJxrke in taror
AnnaBelle Valle. spoke in laror
Ernest Villa Franco. spoke in llvor
Carlor Loetta. spoke in far or
Robert Escohedo. spoke in far or
Glcn Donald Scncider, spoke in favor

Chair N'lartincu asked tbr a nrotion lirr itcnr #3 for BOA- l8rXXX)-i I . as prcscnted

\Iotion

Regarding Appeal No BOA-18-9000-31. a requc\( tirr lt a 9'rariance frr:nt the 15' Type B
landscape bufterlard along the east and south propcrt) line\ to allou ftrr a bufteryard to be as

narr()\.r' as 6', and l) a l.l' rariance tionr the -10' rcar setback rcquirement to allow a structure to

be 6' a*'al tronr the rear propen) line. and 3) a 2' rariancc from the l0 side rcthack

requiremenl to allo$ a structure to he ll' aual from the east sidc propertl linc. situatcd at 910

Big Foot, applicant heing Juan Gabric'l Aragon.

I nlolc that the Board of Adjustnrent grant the applicant's request lor the variances to the
subject property as describcd abore. hecause the testimon\ presented to us. and lhe fucts that
u'e have determined. show (hat thc physical characler of thir propeny is such that a literal
entorcement of the provisions of thc Unified Devclopment Code, as amcndcd, would rcsult in
an unnecessar) hardship.

Specifically, $e find thlt

I. The yuriurce is tu,l (rntrorl to the puhlfu interesl

Motion: Ms. Cruz made a nroti(ln for appror al for itent for BOA- I 8-9000-r I .
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'Ihe public interest is dcfinrd as lhe general health. safet]', and uelfare of lhe puhlic. ln
this case, the 6'buffer1'ard. the ll'side setback. and the '6 rear property are nol contrar!
to puhlic interest as ther do not negativell- impacl anl surrounding properties or the
gcneral public. The pnrpertl docs not currentll benefit from an1 bulTerlard from and
eren lhe rcduced huffrr.rard proposed hl lhe applicanl will enhance lhe propcrt). The
Roard finds the requests are not contrarl to the public interest.

). I)ut lt) \!r.'(iLtl trnlilirtrrs. u littnrl (ult)rLr t(nl ttl llu rtnlinttu<' trrtthl rttull rt
lrrlntrIr.!r/ \' hu rdshi p.

A literal enforcement of the ordinance nould rcsult in unnccessar] hardship b1

requiring the project to be redesigned to meet the required selharks and bufferyard
requiremenls. Enforcing lhe full requirement rcmoves delelopable space rvhich ma1
lcarc the developmenl \rith insullicient space lo {)perate lhe commercial use.

J. Bf llruli !1 tht turiunct, tfu spiril pl 1lv onlinuue vill lx'r'bwrt<Ll dnd sub.\tuntidl
jnstit t' rlill he dtnte'.

In this case. the reduccd buffer1'ard and sctback requiremenl uill improve the existing
property appearance and uould provide separation that is currently- lacking.

1. 'l'fu vuriunLz v ill (tt dulfutri:.' th( (,p(rdlit,n ol u use dlu'r lhut lhtt.tt u';es sltetilirullv
untfutrirl llt the.li\tr tinlh h t)rc pnryertt litr vhfuh the turidnr'( ir rrrrr(l/ i.s ltualal.
The requesled rariances uill nol authorize the operation of a use on the subject propertl'
other than those specificalll' authorized in zoning district.

-i. .Surlr llrridtu t till ru rultsttuttiullt in jure tlu, uppntpriutL' u\( tl d.li (.' l u\tlitruti !
Irr()p(rt.\ ttr drcr p L's:tnlitl t lurtu lt't' ol tht di:trict in v hith lh<' I)t t,l)L't l\ i: ht ttlcl.
Although the applicant is seeking lo reduce lhe hufferlard and selback required b1'the
code. the provision of a landscapr buffer1-ard r+ill still enhancr the communitr'.

(t. '[fu plieht ol tht'ortnL'r ttl thc'pr(tltrt\ lorrhiLh tlrc turiuntc' rrrorrqltl itduetutni<lrtL'
tirtuurkmter r,.ristitt,g 0lr thL, ltnytrtt, und tht uniqw (ir t|tslun<(\ \'r'tr'tt()l treuted hv lht
ortntr ttl tln' pr(Vert\ und drt nri nu'relt .lirttutt. itl. ind dre nol duc lo or llrc r(.\ult ol glnLr.tl
ctndititm: in the distri< t in r hth tht proyrt.r it ltx ukd.
The unique circurnstance in this case is the klt size which restricts the onncr's abilitl'to
devekrp without reducing the side setback and the buffer.r-ard, The propertl is narrou
and uarranls some relief lo alkls for developmrnt,

Second: Mr. Rodriguez

OpJxrscd: None

Motkrn Granted

Iloard of Adjuslment

In Falor: Cruz. Rodrigut'2. Trcrino. Dr. Zrttarelli, Nlanna, Bragman. I\'lllonc. Britton. ;.r.-cf[.

Schau ll'elc. Martinez

\lr. Rodriguez left the \lccting and uas replaced h1 \Is. l'isher at 5:09pm
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Itenr # !)

\ftrtion

BOA- 18-9000-32 a request by Jose J. Calzada frrr l) an 8' r'ariance from the -10' rear sctback
requircment to allow a structure to be 22' auav from the rear propeny line. and ?) a variance
requL'st lo alkrw for parking spaces to hc l(,!-ated in front of the struclure. located at 2927 TPC
Plrkway. Staff recomnrends Approval. (Council District 9)

Staff stated 22 notices were mailed to property ou ners u'ithin 200 feet. 0 returned in favor. and

0 returned in opposition and no registercd neighborhood association.

Jose J. Calzada.273l \\'inding Way. spoke of his previous request and explained he has

amende.d his request- He helieves this is his best option and asked tbr approval.

Chair Muninez asked for a motion tbr itern #J fix BOA- l tt-9ff)0-ll. as presentetl.

IMotion: Ms. Bragnran made a motion lilr approval for itenr for BOA- l8-9ffnll

Regarding Appeal No BOA-IE-9UX)-12. a requc\l for l) an 8' rariance fronr the -lO' rear

sethack rcquiremcnt t(r allo\\ a structure to bc 3l' aual frtxtt thc' rear propcrq' line. and l) a

variance request to allou' tbr parking spaces to he located in ltont of the structure, :'ituated at

2917 TPC Parku'ay. applicant heing Josr'J. Calzada.

I nrove lhal the Board of Adjustment grant thc applicant's requesl for the lariances to the

subject property as descrihed above, because the testimony presented to us. and the facts that

ue have determined. sho\r that the physical character of this propeny is such that a literal
enforcement of thc prorisions of the Llnitied De\eloPmenl Code. as anrended. rrould result in

an unnecessary hardship.

L l'fu r'uri ( i\ nt)t t\n ntr\ kt llv ptl>lit inttrr:l.
-I'he orrner of the proptrtl is trling to derelop a large torner that has krng been racanl.
\\'ith the adjacent residcntial use, the code triggers large buffrrlards. as $ell as sclhacks,

In order to make the site useable. the applicant requirrs some rclief. The parking located

in the front of thc structurcs and the 22' rear setback is not contrar) to public intercst as

it does not negatirel! impact an! surrounding properli€s or the gcneral public.

2. I)nt lrt rltt't iul ttnlilirtrtt t litt'rul t' l()r((nrcnl ti lhL' ttnlindtttt' tttmlLl rttrrll irr

rl/UI.,( ('1.r.1/-\ fut rr.l $ip.
..\ literal enforccment r,+ ould require parking spaces in lhe rcar of thc facilitl: a design

intended for urban *alkable communities. not the] l'erv suburban nalurc of lhis aroa.

.l Br grdnti g, the luriunte, the spirit ol.thc ortlinunte *ill be ,'hserted oul subsltuttiul

iustice will be dont.

No Citizens appeared t() speak.

Specilicalll. rrc llnd that.
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Aopror al of i\linutes

Itenr # ll Consideration and Approval on the Minutcs frorn Fehruary "1. 2019

Chair Martinez motioned ft,r approval of the minutes and all lhe Members voled in the

affirmative.

Second: Illr. Neff

In Fur or: I nanitrtott,'

Opposed: None

Motion Granted

The spiril of the ordinance is the intent of lhe requirement rather than the stricl letter of
the la$.'l'he applicant is abandoning previous rariances and will pursue slructurcs
smaller than S,(XXI square feet. To make this alternative work. thel need other relief.

1. -1 ht vtriutrLL \rill n(,t ttutlu,ria.' tlrc r\taruliort rl u usc ollrur lluut lltost' u.te.; :pcr ilicallt
authori:al ltrr tltt' di:trit t in v hit h tlt( lrn)lr.'rt\' l()r r h hthe 'uriuntt it soltg,ltl i:lrrttted.
The requested variances u'ill not authorize the operation of a use on the subjoct propert]
other than those specificalll' authorized bl the zoning district.

-i. Srrrlr vuriunt e \ ill t,t .\uhstetrliullt injurt llk' dppropriul( ust' ol ctdjut ent unlonnittl1

lrqt('rll t)r ullt'r lhL' tsrr.'ntitl chunu kr ttl lhL' tlistritt in thit h tht' pntptrlt i.v ltr.,,ttal.

The sizes of the proposed facilities are proportional with the size of the lot. The structures
will nol impose anr immediate lhreat of r*ater runoff or lire spread on sdjacent
properties due to 22' rear sethack and adhering to bufferyard requirements.

6. tht'plithl o.l tht rnne'r o.f the pntpt'rtt.liv th h tht vurid,t(t: is trtu,ght is drc kt uniqut'

tir<nnstLttttts e,.rislirr,q rlr lh( lrop(rl\, unll lhe uniqu( (inro sl.ttt( ts \(re nol truled bv llv
trtt'ner ol llrc pr(tp(rlr dnl dr( ol nu'rt'lt linutciul. und trt ttttt du(' lt) (,r lhe result rtl generul

conditittttt in thc distritt in x hiLh lh( pr(\r(rA i: lo<'utul.
The unique circumslance in this case is that the propert!. for nhich the rariances are
sought are due lo the substantial lol size compared to the proposed building sizes. The
structures nill be proportional in size with the lot and a 22' rear selback reduction will
not alter the nature of the site.

Second: Mr. Schauft'ele

In Faror: Bragman, Schauffele, Trevino. Dr- Zottarelli. Cruz, Manna. Illalone, Britton. Neff
Fisher. I\{artinez

Opposed: None

Motion Grantcd

lchruarr J,20l9



lloard of Adjustment Iebruarr {.2019

I)irertor's Report: Staff infornred the lloard of upcoming *ork session regarding Neu lloard
]Iember ()rientation and Short Term Rentals.

Adjournment

There heing no l'urther husiness. the meeting was adjourned al 5;30 p.nl.



lirard ol .\djustmtnt lehruarl {.2019

APPROVED BY:

DATE:

Al"l I:STED BY:

Chairnran

ve rL'tary

oR
Vice-Chair

DATE: 7


