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[ . a i presents criteria, alternatives and staff recommendation which are:

CRITERIA 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.
(1) The a] lication 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
(4) The variance, if granted, would be the minimum necessary to alleviate the unnecessary
hardship.

ALTERNATIVES:
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. Find that each of the criteria for approval of the request is met by imposing modifications or
cor tions to ensure that the criteria are met. The Board will explain how the criteria are met to
grant partial, con tional, or modified approval of the variance(s).
3. Find 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.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff has reviewed the application, letter of justification and other submitted materials, and is of the
opinion that the applicant meets all four criteria required for granting a variance. Staff recommends
approval of this request.

Mr. Lamecker moves to approve the variance request, Mr. Sexton seconds the variance to Chapter 37,
Section 37-135:

(1) The application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would create an unnecessary
hardship; Due to the Stillwater Fires.

(2) Such conditions are peculiar to the particular piece of property involived; Due to the unknown
location of utilities as well as the size and shape of the property.

(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; There is no detriment to the neighbors. Due to there
not being objections from neighbors.

(4) The variance, if granted, would be the minimum necessary to alleviate the unnecessary hardship. The
minimum necessary being an allowance for up to a 24% grade for the first ) feet from the street approach.
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The board acknowledged the tragedy and complexity involved in rebuilding post-wildfire; noted that these
kinds « variances are justified due to hardship and not a self-imposed design flaw; and expressed appreciation
for the thoroughness of the application and anticipated similar requests from other property owners in the






