STILLWATER BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

Regular MEETING OF May 1, 2025

IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE OKLAHOMA OPEN MEETING
LAW, THE AGENDA WAS POSTED April 29, 2025

IN THE MUNICIPAL BUILDING AT 723 SOUTH LEWIS STREET

Members Present: Staff Present:

1 Landford-Loftis .ammy Ewir  City Attorney

1 Sexton David Barth, Dev. Serv. Director
Roblame r Joshua Brown, Development Coordinator

Ally Holle-Maged, Admin. Assistant
Members Absent:

Guests:
Gabriella Mosquera, James Walker

CALL MEETING TO ORDER.
Mrs. Hi  2-Maged, Admin. Asst. calls meeting to order at 5:30 pm.

2. INTRODUCTION OF MR. ROB LAMECKER

3. Election of Chair:

exton nominates Mr. Landford-Loftis as Chair
c Langford-Loftis Sexton | Lamecker Vacant Vacant

Yes Yes Yes

Time: 2 minutes
4. Election of Vice Chair:

. Landford-Loftis Nominates Mr. Sexton as Vice Chair
' Roll Call: Langford-Loftis Sexton | Lamecker Vacant Vacant

Vac Vac Vac

Time: 2 minutes

5. PUBLIC HEARING:
{ ait  ndford Loftis swears in speakers for the Public Hearing:
Gabrie 1 Mosquera, James Walker, Joshua Brown, and David Barth are sworn in.

a. Request for a VARIANCE (VAR25-01) to Chapter 23, Sec. 23-211(1)(e)(2) for the Parking and Loading
Design Standards for parking area setbacks for property addressed as 600 E. Hall of Fame Avenue in
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.Sextona =z Ms. Ewing, Asst. City Attorney, whether a condition of approval could require the applicant to
move the sidew :that borders the property, even though the sidewalk is not located on the applicant’s
property. Ms. Ewing, Asst. City Attorney, responded that such a condition could be imposed.

Mr. Lameker observed that requiring the sidewalk to be moved might raise concerns with ODOT, especially if

ie sidewalk ends up encroaching in the other direction. Mr. Barth responds that he did not believe the
setback on the opposite side would be a concern; however, because approval from ODOT would be required,
there is always the ossit ty that the request could be denied.

(air Langford >ftis stated that he views this variance request as providing more of a benefit to the applicant
than relieving a hardship.

Mr. Lameker agreed, saying he did not see anything peculiar about the property that would justify a variance,
and that it appeared to be a business advantage rather than a zoning hardship.

Mr. Sexton acknowledged that the applicant is trying to address an operational issue on an existing site but said
that legally he did not believe the request meets the criteria for granting a variance.

Chair Langford-Loftis then invited staff to return and present findings and alternatives.

Mr. Brown presents criteria and alternatives, which are:
I IA FOR APPROVAL
The Board of Adjustment must find that each of the following four criteria have been met based on
evidence and testimony received from the applicant and during the public hearing. Such approval may
be granted in whole, in part, or with reasonable modifications and conditions.
The application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would create an
unnecessary hardship;
(2) Such conditions are peculiar to the particular piece of property involved;
(3) Relief, if granted, would not cause substantial detriment to the public good, or impair the
purposes and intent of the ordinance or the Comprehensive Plan; and
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(4) The variance, if granted, would be the minimum necessary to alleviate the unnecessary
hardst
+ TERNATIVES:
The Board of Adjustment has the following alternatives of action:
1. Find that each of the criteria for approval of the request is met. The Board will explain how each
criterion is met in order to approve the variance(s).
2 ind that each of the criteria for approval of the request is met by imposing modifications or
conditions to ensure that the criteria are met. The Board will explain how the criteria are met to
grant partial, conditional, or modified approval of the variance(s).
3 ind that one or more of the criteria for approval of the request is not met and deny the request.
4. Table the discussion to a certain date to allow for additional information to be presented.

RECOMME! ATION:
Staff has reviewed the application, letter of justification and other submitted materials, and is of the






