
BZA Packet 
 
May 15, 2023 
 
Hello All, 
 
Enclosed please find your packet for the meeting of May 15, 2023.  
 
We have: 

• 3 new cases 
 
If you receive any citizen inquiries regarding these cases the proposed plans 
may be viewed by going to: 
www.mtnbrook.org 
- Calendar (upper right corner) 
- Board of Zoning Adjustment (May 15, 2023)  
- Meeting Information (for agenda) and Supporting Documents (to view 
proposed plans and/or survey select link associated with the case number) 
 
If you have any questions about the cases please don’t hesitate to give me a 
call at 802-3811 or send me an email at slatent@mtnbrook.org … 
 
Looking forward to seeing you on Monday! 
 
Tyler 
 
 

http://www.mtnbrook.org/


MEETING AGENDA 
CITY OF MOUNTAIN BROOK 

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT  
May 15, 2023 

PRE-MEETING: 4:30 P.M. 
REGULAR MEETING: 5:00 P.M.  

 
MEETING TO BE HELD IN PERSON AT CITY HALL AND VIRTUALLY USING ZOOM VIDEO 

CONFERENCING 
(ACCESS INSTRUCTIONS ON MEETING WEBPAGE) 

 
NOTICE 
 
Any variance which is granted today expires and becomes null and void one year from today unless 
construction is begun in less than one year from today on the project for which the variance is granted. If 
construction will not be started within one year from today, the applicant may come back in 11 months 
and ask for a six-month extension, which the Board normally grants. 
 
Any variance which is granted, regardless of the generality of the language of the motion granting the 
variance, must be construed in connection with, and limited by, the request of the applicant, including all 
diagrams, plats, pictures and surveys submitted to this Board before and during the public hearing on the 
variance application. 
 
 

1.   Approval of Minutes:   April 17, 2023  
 

2. Case A-23-15:   Daniel and Sara Morris, property owners, request a variance from the 
terms of the Zoning Regulations to allow additions to be 33 feet from the primary front 
property line (Beech Street) and 14 feet from the secondary front property line (Beech 
Lane) both in lieu of the required 35 feet; and to be 11 feet from the side property line 
(north) in lieu of the required 12.5 feet. -241 Beech Street 
 

3. Case A-23-16:  Reid and Maggie Fisher, property owners, request variances from 
the terms of the Zoning Regulations to allow a new single family dwelling to be 39.8 
feet from the rear property line (north) in lieu of the required 40 and to allow the 
building coverage to be 26.6 percent of the lot in lieu of the maximum allowed of 25 
percent. -2930 Surrey Road 
 

4. Case A-23-17:  Craig and Justyn Millar, property owners, request variances from 
 the terms of the Zoning Regulations to allow a detached accessory structure 
(treehouse) to be located in a front yard (instead of behind the front building line) and 
to be 30 feet from the secondary front property line (Wimbleton Road) in lieu of the 
required 40 feet. -3703 Dunbarton Drive 
 

5. Next Meeting:   June 19, 2023 
 

6. Adjournment 
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Report to the Board of Zoning Adjustment 

 

A-23-15 

Petition Summary 
Request to allow additions to be 33 feet from the primary front property line (Beech 

Street) and 14 feet from the secondary front property line (Beech Lane), both in lieu of 

the required 35 feet; and to be 11 feet from the side property line (north) in lieu of the 

required 12.5 feet.   

 

Scope of Work 
The scope of work includes an addition to the rear of the single family dwelling as well 

as new porches along the primary and secondary fronts.  

 

Variance Request for Setbacks 
Nexus: The hardships in this case are the corner lot configuration, narrow lot width, and 

existing design constraints of the non-conforming house. The orientation of the house on 

the lot is also skewed at an angle.  These appear to be reasonably related to the variance 

requests.  

 

Also, as it relates to the narrowness of the lot, the Sec 129-53 of the zoning code 

recognizes a lot width of less than 70 feet (in Res-B) to be of exceptional narrowness; so 

much so that special provisions are made for side and secondary front setbacks.  The 

allowable secondary front setback is 14 feet; however, the special provision is only 

strictly applicable when the primary front property line is opposite a dedicated alley in 

the rear.  This front-alley configuration is not present on the subject property, so the 

required secondary front setback is 35 feet; however, the requested 14-foot secondary 

front setback is modeled after this provision. 

 

Standard Hardships Required 
The subject request appears to meet the following hardship standards: 

 

Section 129-455 of the municipal code outlines the hardships that the board may consider 

as justification for the granting of a variance:  

 

a. exceptional narrowness  

b. exceptional shallowness 

c. irregular shape   

d. exceptional topographic conditions  

e. other extraordinary and exceptional situations or conditions of such parcel which 

would result in peculiar, extraordinary and practical difficulties (existing design 

constraints).      

 

 

Applicable findings for any motion to approve should be read into the record of 

minutes.  The Board may determine that the following findings are applicable to this 

case: 

 



1. That special circumstances or conditions apply to the building or land in 

question, and  

2. That these circumstances are peculiar to such building or land, and  

3. That these circumstances do not apply generally to other buildings or land in the 

vicinity;  

4. The condition from which relief or a variance is sought did not result from action 

by the applicant;  

5. That the granting of this variance: 

a. will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property; 

(since the proposed additions and alterations are mostly in line with the 

existing dwelling); 

b. will not be detrimental to the streetscape; (in that the streetscape is 

inconsistent with regard to primary front setback and the adjacent house is 

considerably closer to Beech Street than what is proposed along the 

primary front). 

c. will not increase the danger of fire; 

d. will not increase noise;  

e. will not the risk of flooding or water damage;  

f. does not merely serve as a convenience to the applicant; 

g. is in harmony with the spirit and intent of the zoning ordinance. 

 

Impervious Area 
The proposal is in compliance with the allowable impervious surface area. 

 

Subject Property and Surrounding Land Uses 
The property contains a single-family dwelling, and is surrounded by same. 

 

Affected Regulation 
Article IV, Section 129-52 Area and dimensional requirements 

 

Appends 
LOCATION: 241 Beech Street  

 

ZONING DISTRICT:  Residence B District  

 

OWNERS:  Sara and Daniel Morris 
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Variance Application - Part I 

Project Data 

Address of Subject Property 2--'J,\Q J or (P j ~ 
Zoning Classification ~,devsi\ o.\ b 
Name of Property Owner(s) 1bJ l1J'b M~h:iz. 
Phone Number M-j(Y-> · d 14 E~.C.,l½3rt>~- (':on---, 

NameofSurveyor t~lr\ee,R,i~ Vf'SlG-N G'Qoov 
PhoneNumbe~ 26!-1v~ ·4(58 Email ~lcimwy/t,,b~, ~ 
Name of Architect (1f appltcablefT1vcb ---ratect-vrs, LLG. 
Phone Number 2.c6. f?OZ:3120 Email l,)1 [ h AfY'-<2:~hJ, r\C.D!YfMles 'Cnrr--. 

I&> Property owner or representative agent must be present at hearing 

Please fill in only applicable project information (relating directly to the variance request(s): 

Ri ht Side Setback 
Left Side Setback 
Right Side Setback (ft): 
For non-conforming narrow 
I ots in Res-B or Res-C: 
Less than 22' high ➔ 
22' hi or reater ➔ 
Left Side Setback (ft): 
For non-conforming narrow 
lots in Res-B or Res-C: 
Less than 22' high ➔ 
22 ' hi or reater ➔ 

LotC 
Buildi 
Other 
Other 

f'I L 

Proposed 
Develo ment 

0 
0 

3 
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MEMORANDUM 
To: The City of Mountain Brook Zoning Board of Adjustment 

From: Frank C. Galloway Ill J-L~ 

Dat e: April 21, 2023 

Subject: Variance Application for 2930 Surrey Road (the "Property") 

Please allow the enclosed materials to serve as Reid Fisher's submission for variances 
for the Property. Specifically, Mr. Fisher asks for a variance of the rear setback (39.8 feet in lieu 
of 40 feet), and the Lot Coverage for structure from 25% to 28.5%. Additionally, to the extent a 
variance is needed to build on a "Residence A" lot (1) 75% +/- feet wide, and/or (2) that is only 
12,904 square feet in size, such variances are also requested. 

The basis for the requested variance is set forth in Part II of the Application. Principally, 
t he subject plated lot is too small (43% of minimum Residence A lot size), and too narrow (75% 
+/- of the minimum Residence A lot width). Accordingly, in order to construct a house on this 
size of a lot in Residence A, variances are appropriate and needed to construct a residence. In 
this case, the variances sought are modest relative to the size and width of the lot, and the 
proposed residence is in keeping with the surrounding neighborhood. 

Enclosures 

1 
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Report to the Board of Zoning Adjustment 

 

A-23-16 
 

Petition Summary 
Request to allow a new single family dwelling to be 39.8 feet from the rear property line 

(north) in lieu of the required 40 feet, and to allow the building coverage to be 26.6 

percent of the lot in lieu of the maximum allowed of 25 percent. 

 

Scope of Work 
The scope of work for this site entails a proposed new single family dwelling.   

 

Requests for Variances for New Construction, Generally 
Note ** It may be worth revisiting the fact that the zoning code should not be 

undermined by virtue of variance approvals that are not aligned with findings of true 

hardships as outlined by Section 129-455 below; especially where new construction is 

proposed and there is every opportunity to conform to the parameters set forth in the 

zoning code. 

 

Standard Hardships Required 

Section 129-455 of the municipal code outlines the hardships the board may consider as 

justification for the granting of a variance:  

 

a. exceptional narrowness  

b. exceptional shallowness 

c. irregular shape   

d. exceptional topographic conditions  

e. other extraordinary and exceptional situations or conditions of such parcel which 

would result in peculiar, extraordinary and practical difficulties (existing design 

constraints). 

 

Required Findings for Approval  

Section 129-455 of the municipal code indicates that before any variance is granted, the 

board shall consider the following factors, and may not grant a variance unless it finds 

that these factors exist (not all of these findings will apply to every type of variance, but 

should be used wherever they are applicable):   

 

Applicable findings for any motion to approve should be read into the record of minutes: 

 

1. That special circumstances or conditions apply to the building or land in question, 

and  

2. That these circumstances are peculiar to such building or land, and  

3. That these circumstances do not apply generally to other buildings or land in the 

vicinity;  

4. The condition from which relief or a variance is sought did not result from action 

by the applicant;  

5. That the granting of this variance: 



a. will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent    

property; 

b. will not be detrimental to the streetscape; 

c. will not increase the danger of fire; 

d. will not increase noise;  

e. will not the risk of flooding or water damage;  

f. does not merely serve as a convenience to the applicant; 

g. is in harmony with the spirit and intent of the zoning ordinance. 

 

The original Zoning Code – Year 1947 
It is often noted in variance applications for Res-A lots that the lot size or width is a 

hardship warranting relief form the required setbacks or lot coverage.  The following is 

an excerpt from the original adoption of the city’s zoning code in 1947.  Please note that 

the Res-A development regulations included a minimum lot size of 15,000 square feet, 

and the same front (40’), side (15’), and rear (40’) setbacks as are required today.  Also, 

the original regulations imposed the same lot coverage maximum (25%) as today’s code. 

 

What has changed is that over the years the city council has voted to raise the minimum 

lot size (as a means to discourage the subdividing of lots throughout the city) from  

15,000 to 17,000 to 22,000 to the 30,000 square feet we have today.  However, the 

minimum setbacks have not gotten larger along with the minimum lot size.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Please don’t miss this point:  The original zoning code implies that the same 

setbacks and lot coverage that are in today’s code were deemed appropriate in scale to a 

15,000 square foot lot that was 75 feet wide.  Thus, the notion that setback or lot 

coverage relief is warranted when a lot is less than 30,000 square feet or less than 100 

feet wide is not a justification for variance approval for such relief.   

 

Subject Variance Request for Rear Yard Setback 

Nexus: The applicant’s stated hardships of lot size and width do not appear to be 

reasonably related to this request.  

 

While it is true that the subject property’s lot size (12,904) is smaller than the original 

15,000 square foot lot/setback ratio, there is not a strong nexus between lot size and a rear 

encroachment request.  Had the lot been exceptionally shallow, then a rear yard 

encroachment may have been appropriate.  Given that the requested rear yard 



encroachment is 0.8 feet, it appears to be more a matter of convenience than an undue 

hardship.  

 

Variance Request for Building Area Coverage  

Nexus: The applicant stated that the lot size is a hardship related to the proposed 

coverage. It is not possible for a required percent of lot coverage to be reasonably related 

to a static lot size quotient.  In other words, 25% is 25%, regardless of the lot square 

footage.  Again, the zoning code anticipates that no more than 25% of the lot should be 

covered, regardless of the actual lot size. 

 

Findings for Denial of the Setback and Lot Coverage Requests 

Given that the lot size of the subject property is not peculiar to such land, and given that 

this same lot size applies generally to the majority of  land in the immediate vicinity, an 

approval of this setback request is not supported by the provisions of the zoning code, 

and an approval of such would  merely serve as a convenience to the applicant, and 

would not be in harmony with the spirit and intent of the zoning ordinance. 

 

Subject Property and Surrounding Land Uses 
The property contains a single-family dwelling, and is surrounded by same. 

 

Affected Regulation 
Article III, Section 129-34 Area and dimensional requirements 

 

Appends 
LOCATION: 2930 Surrey Road  

 

ZONING DISTRICT:  Residence A District  

 

OWNERS:  Reid and Maggie Fisher  
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Variance Application 
Part II 

Required Findings (Sec. 129-455 of the Zoning Ordinance) 

To aid staff in determining that the required hardship findings can be made in this particular 
case, please answer the following questions with regard to your request. These findings must 
be made by the Board of Zoning Adjustment in order for a variance to be granted (please 
attach a separate sheet if necessary). 

What special circumstances or conditions, applying to the building or land in question, are 
peculiar to such building or land, and do not apply generally to other buildings or land in the 

· · · · · 1 · surroundings)? . 

Was the condition from which relief is sought a result of action by the applicant? (i.e., self
imposed hardship such as: " . .. converted existing garage to living space and am now seeking a 
variance to construct a new garage in a required setback. .. ") 

~ t~l-lt%f .a 'td ,t~+fed °1;5 Dbdl'1iS·tcn ::to crede, 

How would the granting of this variance be consistent with the purpose and intent of the Zoning 
Regulations? 
rri6.ht.L:'., ~<l'(e V~1r\1r,,..o( crr,d i,)oukl re:sol+ 

~,sl(\e,-, . ~ IC"3 . ~<'-~ tf.. l~ 
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Report to the Board of Zoning Adjustment 

 

A-23-17 

Petition Summary 
Request to allow a detached accessory structure (treehouse) to be located in a front 

yard (instead of behind the front building line of the primary structure), and to be 30 

feet from the secondary front property line (Wimbleton Road) in lieu of the required 

40 feet. 

 

Scope of Work 
The scope of work includes the construction of a new treehouse in a front yard. 

 

Variance Request for Side Setback 
Nexus: The applicant states that existing design constraints, as well as the 

topography of the rear yard, are the hardships related to this request.  While it is true 

that the rear yard is small due to the placement of the house, it may not warrant an 

approval of the request to place a detached structure in a front yard. 

 

Standard Hardships Required 
While the subject property contains some of the follow lot characteristics, these may 

not be reasonably related to the request for a detached structure in a front yard: 

 

Section 129-455 of the municipal code outlines the hardships that the board may 

consider as justification for the granting of a variance:  

a. exceptional narrowness  

b. exceptional shallowness 

c. irregular shape   

d. exceptional topographic conditions  

e. other extraordinary and exceptional situations or conditions of such parcel 

which would result in peculiar, extraordinary and practical difficulties 

(existing design constraints).      

 

Applicable findings should be read into the record of minutes for any motion to 

approve.  The Board may determine some of the following findings are not 

applicable to this case: 

 

1. That special circumstances or conditions apply to the building or land in 

question, and  

2. That these circumstances are peculiar to such building or land, and  

3. That these circumstances do not apply generally to other buildings or land in   

the vicinity;  

4. The condition from which relief or a variance is sought did not result from 

action by the applicant;  

5. That the granting of this variance: 

a.   will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property; 

(since the proposed additions and alterations are mostly in line with the 

existing dwelling); 



b.  will not be detrimental to the streetscape; 

c.  will not increase the danger of fire; 

d.  will not increase noise;  

e.  will not the risk of flooding or water damage;  

f.  does not merely serve as a convenience to the applicant; 

g.  is in harmony with the spirit and intent of the zoning ordinance. 

 

      

It is anticipated that an approval of such variance for a front yard 

setback encroachment of 25% of the setback requirement: 

 
a. Could be detrimental to the streetscape (in that all other structures in the 

immediate vicinity maintain the required front yard setback). 

It is anticipated that an approval of such variance for a detached 

accessory structure (recreational structure) in front of the building 

line of the primary structure: 

b. Is not in harmony with the intent and purpose of the zoning code (since 

Chapter 129 was expressly amended in 2012 (Ord 1875) to prohibit 

recreational facilities in front yards). 

 

c. Could set a negative precedent for the allowance of other recreational 

structures in front yards (such as batting cages, basketball courts, tennis 

courts, and swimming pools).  

Impervious Area 
The proposal is in compliance with the allowable impervious surface area. 

 

Subject Property and Surrounding Land Uses 
The property contains a single-family dwelling, and is surrounded by same. 

 

Affected Regulation 
Article III Residence A, Section 129-34 Area and Dimensional Requirements; and 

Article XIX, General Area and Dimensional Requirements, Sec 129-314, Accessory 

Structures and Accessory Buildings on Residential Lots. 

 

Appends 
LOCATION: 3703 Dunbarton Drive      

 

ZONING DISTRICT:  Residence A District  

 

OWNERS:  Craig and Justyn Millar 
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eoseml!!)ls or jolot driveways over or ocrou sold land visible on tl}e surface· except os shown: thot there ore no eleetrlc or . telephone wjres 
(exc:tuding wires which serve the premises only) or structures or supports therefor, lndudlng poles. oochors ond guy wires. on or ~ver said 
premises .except os shown: that I hove consulted the Fed~ol Insurance Adminlstrotloo •Flood Hozord Boundary Mop• .and fou~ t-hot this 
properly Is not located in ·o spec:lol flood h~ord oreo•: lhot there ore. no encroochments on ~id lot except as shown md thol 
Improvements -ore localed as shown above. I hereby state lhot ·on ports of this sur,,ey and drawing how bffn com.pleted In occordonce 
with . the current requirements of lhe Stond~_lf..Prg_ctl~(Qr_S!trve~g In the Stale of Alobomo to the best of rny knowledge, Inf ollon 
and belief; occor-dln9 to my svn,ey of T 4 ·~£ 

·survey lnvolld If "ii~~-red. · . . 
Order'No.:_--=---~.__- · ourenee D. We)'9ond, Reg. P •. - f10J7J 
~er: JfJ"~~ £Jr/II~ Roy We)'9ond, Reg._ LS. #24973 . 

v 0)0?3C.. -0.S-O)~ 169 Oxmoor Rood. Homewood. Al 35209 · 
Rood Zone:~ Mop Number.~:..:-=-.c.•~'--',:a.- . '- Phone:.(205) 942-0086 Fox:(205) 94z.:.6o87 

· . · Co!>r.lQhl 0 
Nole (o) ~ tit._ - <ef the publlc ~ has !>Mn i,.ronnad b)I this - and -.:I - ~ -• r,o\ ab•ltoe1ed for eo....,_ • ond/or l'lgl,t.-of-""Y, •~d ar 
UN'IC0tdtd. 11,c, _,_..a - i,e,-oan i. -t.Jecl lo --lt>adt&. co.scmanla. --~ and,__ -t moy t.. r-n<1 In th. publlc ,_ ar SIM .,_.ty m,d/or di)<· (b)-l\11 
~ Oftd/at ongtn. en deed-/.-d map and oc\Ud l!IIIUS oth.,..b• nolU, (c) ~d portion• of foundollona. loollnvs. and/w other unchrground •lruc:tuns .,.,.. 
nol loc!>ltd 1.W>Mn ol...,.._ noted. W. do tK>I loclr fo.- unclet'grou,,d ,c,,w-a or Rip rncinhal. ~ (d) The .,..._ ncrll\ arrow bl baNCI on dttd/.-.c:«d m<iP, • 



Key: 
• MtJ.1 /Art C ().n 4 f y tr-~ e. I ~o - /001{.et t,.ll 

• m /A. f /,(Yl IA. YI hr st,ry t rt<- 1 .l• · 16 ,f td 

~: '] 5 h rnbs m ol/7 (,-1 fed h,i I ran, e fr,,.. ~Y-/Jf••" 

Y\eige. ,v).O-fett ~,,11. 

The trtehol.\!~ il 111-rktJ is /). ,,J11.,!t on) J/1\tl/ 

si"•rt wit~ lDrt~•di•J rOp'(. hr1l,e , 

;j( ~b,.~~ /5 }«ff.-•J tree./ ~/~o it< fl,, fr1/\f y1,rl._,,.,f 

I ab, /,J. 3-/o -f,,t , ,,.. sf ly (, ' or J,.,,,t,~ 
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STATE OF ALABAMA) 
JEFFERSON COUNTY) 

Closing 

I, Lourence 0. Wtond, o registered En,9ineer.- ·Lond Surve~/;~£'}: Weygond. o Re~stered Land Surveyor, hereby ·certify that 1 hove 
surveyed Lot _6_ • Block_ -=-J __ .f,il!.PJ.2.K..l:LL,£. ,EodR TH ~€croe . OS recorded 
In "Mop Volume_ ~. Page_~---• in the Office of the Judge of Probate, Jefferson County. Alabama; that there ore no rights-of-way, 
easements or Joint drlvewoys over or across soid land visible on tl)e surfoce · except as shown: that there ore no electric or. telephone w_ires 
(excluding wires which serve the premises only) or structures or supports therefor, including poles, anchors ond guy wires, on or over soid 
premises except os shown: thot I hove consulted the federal Insurance Administration "flood Hozord Boundary Mop" and found lhot this 
property Is not localed In "o speclol flood hozord oreo"; that there ore no entroochments on sold lot except os shown and that 
improvements ore located os shown above. I hereby stole that ·011 ports of this survey and drawing ho"'C been completed In accordance 
with the current requirements of the StondQUls. oLPr9.cllc~f_2,:_~rve)'fn9 In the Stole of Alobomo to the best of my kn"owledge,lmollon 
and belief; according lo my sur;vey of ___ ~L. -'4 -~..Qi. ~-=---, ~ 

·survey in~lid If no e ISfl,.jn red. ~ • - ~ ~ 
Order "No.:---- ,;~-- -ourence D. w:~ond, Reg. P .. - :y 110373 
Purchaser: ~r-:-:::-.z::-.:- Roy Weygond. Reg. L.S. #24973 
Address: tl.f,!/ZLLru.J.. CJr/Y<:' • 169 Oxmoor Rood, Homewood, Al 35209 
flood Zone:--~- Mop Number: _Q.JQ2:}~-~Q?-0)E. Phone:{205) 942- 0086 Fox: (205} 942'-0087 

Cop.,.-lQhl 0 
Nole: (o) No Utle MOrct\ of lhe public t.COf'd• hos be-, pe<formed by 1f'\ls nrm ond lond tho"M'I her•on wos nol ob1lroc1ed for eo11Nne-nb ond/ot dghta-of-woy, recorded or 
....-..:o,dcd. The pored $/lo;.. hctoon b sub~cl lo -Hlboch, coHMcnla. zonl,,g. ond rulrl<:llons lhol moy t.. found In Inc public fe<:<W"¢S of sold cO<Mty ond/or clly. (b) .,... 
bealngs Olld/ot on9lu, or• d .. d/re<:O<"d mop ond «luol uni••• olllerwbt notod. (c) Uodor9'ound portions of foundotlona. foolln~. r;nd/or othor l#'ldoro,ound stl\lc1urot wwo 
not toe_otod union oth~rwlse noted. W• do not look for Uflderground ••-• o, nip monholo co-.. (d) Tho snown north orrow Is boHd on dHd/record mop. · 



A-23-17



A-23-17



A-23-17



A-23-17



A-23-17


	Cover Memo 20230515
	Agenda 20230515
	NOTICE

	Case A-23-15
	A-23-15 Application
	A-23-15 Applicant Request
	A-23-15 Zoning
	A-23-15 Aerial
	A-23-15 Report
	A-23-15 Survey
	A-23-15 Photos
	A-23-15 Applicant Statement of Hardship

	Case A-23-16
	A-23-16 Application
	A-23-16 Applicant Request
	A-23-16 Zoning
	A-23-16 Aerial
	A-23-16 Report
	A-23-16 Site Plan with Dimensions
	A-23-16 Survey
	A-23-16 Applicant Statement of Hardship

	Case A-23-17
	A-23-17 Application
	A-23-17 Applicant Request
	A-23-17 Zoning
	A-23-17 Aerial
	A-23-17 Report
	A-23-17 Survey
	A-23-17 Drawings
	A-23-17 Applicant Statement of Hardship




