
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

October 9, 2007 

Minutes 

 

Members Present: Wayne Bradshaw 

 Scott Hay  

 Morton Langholtz  

 Brad Carter 

  

Alternates Present: Rick Waldraff 

  

Staff Present: Jon James, Director of Planning & Development Services  

 Ed McRoy, Assistant Director of Planning & Development Services 

 Kyle Thomas, Assistant City Attorney 

 Rodney Fletcher, Residential Plans Examiner 

 

Item One: Call the Meeting to Order: 
Mr. Bradshaw called the meeting to order at 8:30 AM and declared a quorum present. 

 

Mr. Hay gave the invocation. 

 

Item Two: Approval of the Minutes 
The minutes of the September 11, 2007, meeting were unanimously approved. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw read the opening statement for the Board of Adjustment. 

 

Item Three: Special Exception/Variance Requests: 

 

a. BA-2007-53 

A public hearing to consider a request from Mayrn and Mauricio Saucedo, for a Special Exception to 

locate a carport in the front yard setback in a RS6 Zoning District. Legal description being Crescent 

Heights, Block J, Lot 6, Abilene, Taylor County, Texas. Located at 1441 Burger Street. 

 

Mr. Zack Rainbow presented the staff report for this case.  This property and the nearby properties are 

developed with single-family homes.  The applicant proposes to construct a 25’ x 19’ carport 

extending from the existing garage.  The carport would be about 8 feet from the front property line and 

23 feet from the curb on Burger Street. The front setback from the property line is 20 feet in RS-6. 

 

Staff recommends approval as the request meets the criteria necessary to approve a special exception. 

 

THE FOLLOWING 3 CRITERIA MUST BE FOUND IN THE AFFIRMATIVE TO APPROVE 

THIS REQUEST: 

 

1. THE PROPOSED USE IS COMPATIBLE WITH THE AREA: 

There are carports located at 1465, 1425, 1410 and 1418 Burger Street that appear to be within the 

front setback. There are also many other carports located within the general vicinity of 1441 

Burger Street. 

 

2. THERE WOULD BE NO SIGNIFICANT NEGATIVE EFFECT ON PUBLIC 

FACILITIES: 
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Staff anticipates no negative effects on public facilities from a carport at this location. 

 

3. THE REQUEST IS IN HARMONY WITH THE INTENT OF THE REGULATIONS: 

The intent of this regulation is to allow carports in front yards only in areas where such structures 

already exist.  This provides for uniform and consistent development in areas with no front 

carports while providing an opportunity for property owners in areas with carports to make 

similar improvement to their properties.  Since this proposed carport is in an area with similar 

front carports, the proposal is consistent with the intent of the regulation.  

Mr. Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 

 

Ms. Maryn Saucedo stated that the special exception is being requested for the purpose of constructing 

a garage to provide protection from the weather for their vehicles and to improve the home. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Col. Langholtz moved that the Special Exception for BA-2007-53 be approved based on the 

findings in the staff report.  Mr. Carter seconded the motion and the motion carried by a vote of 

five (5) in favor (Bradshaw, Carter, Hay, Langholtz and Waldraff) to none (0) opposed. 
 

b. BA-2007-54 

A public hearing to consider a request from AEP Texas North Company, agent Greg Blair, for a 

Special Exception to locate an electric substation on property zoned as AO Zoning.  Legal description 

being A0831 Sur 12 L A L SW/4, Tract 7, Acres 11.86, Abilene, Taylor County, Texas. Located at 

2418 Waldrop Drive. 

 

Mr. Zack Rainbow provided the staff report for this case.  The land uses for this property and the 

property to the west are utilized for electric substations. The rest of the surrounding properties are 

mostly used for farming and ranching with associated rural residential homes. 

 

Electric substations are found at locations throughout Abilene and are allowed as a permitted use in 

HC, LI, and HI zones.  A substation in any other zone requires a Special Exception to determine if it is 

compatible with the surrounding land uses.  This location is not near neighborhoods, businesses or a 

community enhancement corridor.  The Comprehensive Plan’s Future Land Use Map shows this area 

to be restricted open space, thereby reducing the likelihood of it being rezoned and developed.  For 

these reasons staff believes this request is compatible with the surrounding land uses. 

 

Property owners within 200 feet of the request were notified.  One (1) comment form was returned in 

favor of the request and one (1) in opposition. 

 

Staff recommends approval based on the unique circumstances of this case. Those conditions being the 

property’s remote location, the fact that surrounding properties already contain electrical substations, 

and the purpose of the project is to provide a service that benefits the public.   The Board of 

Adjustment is permitted to grant a Special Exception with the condition that a six (6) foot opaque 

fence be erected around the substation. 

 

1. EFFECTS ON PUBLIC FACILITIES: 

Staff anticipates no negative effects on public facilities from the proposed use. 
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2. RELATIONSHIP TO THE INTENT OF THE REGULATION: 

The intent of the regulation is to assure that electric substations are located in areas that are 

appropriate and safe.  In this situation, there are no apparent safety concerns and the request is 

compatible with the area. 

 

3. REQUEST ANALYSIS: 

The applicant proposes to construct an addition to the rear of an existing electrical substation. 

This property is an ideal location for an additional electrical substation because the property 

and nearby properties are already being used for electrical substations. In this instance it is also 

a good location for an electric substation because of its remote location, which may be less 

controversial than other locations.  
 

Mr. Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Jerry Paulson, Agent with AEP Texas North Company, stated that the request today is to expand 

the existing substation on Waldrop Drive.  The current one (1) acre substation will be expanded by 

approximately three (3) acres.  The reason for this expansion is the growth of wind farms in Taylor and 

Nolan Counties and because of the growth in south Abilene.  Mr. Paulson stated that they have spoken 

with all the landowners affected by this request. 

 

Mr. Joe Brylanski, who owns property directly across the street from the current substation, stated that 

he met with a representative of AEP and he has no problem with this expansion. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Col. Langholtz moved that the Special Exception for BA-2207-54 be approved based on the 

findings listed in the staff report with the addition that a six (6) foot opaque fence be included in 

the plan to surround the location.  Mr. Waldraff seconded the motion and the motion carried by 

a vote of five (5) in favor (Bradshaw, Carter, Hay, Langholtz and Waldraff) to none opposed.  

 

c. BA-2007-55 

A public hearing to consider a request from Northland Investment Corp. (PBA Country Club Villas), 

agent Karrie Rasor, for a variance to allow a larger monument sign in a RM-2 Zoning District. Legal 

description being Ridgemont Addition, Section 3, Continuation 1, Lot 102 (N Part), Acres 11.07, 

Abilene, Taylor County, Texas. Located at 4450 Ridgemont Drive. 

 

Mr. Rainbow stated that the request is for a variance to allow a larger monument sign in RM-2 

(residential multi-family) zoning.  The applicant proposed to replace the current legal nonconforming 

monument sign with a larger monument sign.  The proposed sign would be 10.8 feet in height and a 

total area of 129 square feet.  Section 23-161 of the Sign Regulations states that the maximum area of 

permanent non-portable signs is 20 square feet in RM zoning and the maximum height of monument 

signs is eight (8) feet.  The intent of the Sign Regulations is to provide uniform and consistent 

development within the different zoning districts. The proposed sign would be inconsistent with signs 

other multi-family properties would be permitted to construct and, therefore, would not be in harmony 

with the intent of the Sign Regulations. 
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This property and the properties to the north and south are developed with apartment buildings. The 

properties to the west are single family residences, and there are general commercial properties to the 

northeast, southeast, and west.  

 

Property owners within 200 feet of the variance request were notified.  Two (2) comment forms 

were received in favor of the request and three (3) were received in opposition of the request. 

 

Staff recommends denial. The request does not meet the criteria necessary to approve a variance 

because there is no hardship in this case.  

 

THE FOLLOWING 3 CRITERIA MUST BE FOUND IN THE AFFIRMATIVE TO 

APPROVE THIS REQUEST: 

 

1. THERE ARE CONDITIONS PECULIAR TO THE LAND: 

There are no conditions peculiar to the land.  
 

2. STRICT APPLICATION OF THE REGULATION WOULD RESULT IN A NON-

FINANCIAL HARDSHIP: 
 Staff could find no hardship in this case. 

 

3. APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST WOULD NOT HAVE A NEGATIVE EFFECT ON 

THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, OR WELFARE: 

Staff anticipates no negative effects on public health, safety, or welfare.   
  

Mr. Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 

 

Ms. Karrie Rasor, Manager of Country Club Villas, stated that the proposed sign will be an upgrade 

for the property – marble sign surrounded by brick.  Ms. Rasor stated that she had requested that the 

new sign be the same size as the current sign; however due to the brick surrounding the sign, the 

size of the sign was increased. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Col. Langholtz moved to deny BA-2007-55 based on the finding in the staff report.  Mr. Carter 

seconded the motion and the motion failed by a vote of three in favor (Bradshaw, Carter and 

Langholtz) to two opposed (Hay and Waldraff).  The motion failed due to the lack of four (4) 

affirmative votes. 

 

Mr. James stated that the motion put forward did not pass; therefore, technically nothing has 

been accomplished and recommended that an individual voting no on the previous motion 

make a motion to approve the sign. 

 

Mr. Waldraff moved to approve BA-2007-55 with the condition that the replacement sign be 

the same height as the existing sign and based on the finding in the staff report with the 

exception of Item 1. (THERE ARE CONDITIONS PECULIAR TO THE LAND) as there is an 

existing sign at this site, the requested sign would replace the existing sign (same size as 

current), and would definitely be an upgrade to the sign.  Mr. Hay seconded the motion and 
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the motion carried by a vote of four (4) in favor (Bradshaw, Carter, Hay and Waldraff) to one 

(1) opposed (Langholtz). 

 

d. BA-2007-57 

A public hearing to consider a request from James M. Thompson, for a 1 foot variance to the 7 foot 

maximum fence height requirement in RS-8 Zoning. Legal description being Hedges Addition, Section 

2, Block 8, Lot 14, Abilene, Taylor County, Texas. Located at 180 Hedges Road. 

 

Mr. Zack Rainbow presented the staff report for this case.  The request is for a one (1) foot variance 

from the seven (7) foot maximum fence height in a residential single family zoning district.  Section 

23-306.5. (4) of the Zoning Ordinance states, “Fences shall not exceed seven feet in height between the 

rear property line and the building setback line.”  The property in question is a single family residence. 

There are other single family residences to the east, north and south. There is an office complex, hotel 

and restaurant to the west. 

 

The applicant proposes to construct an eight (8) foot tall privacy fence around the rear property line 

and southwest corner of the property. There is an existing seven (7) foot fence around the rear yard. 

Catclaw Creek runs along the rear of the property.  The applicant is requesting the variance in order 

to reduce the noise and view of the hotel and restaurant located behind the property. Most of the 

adjacent properties have been granted variances to construct fences that are higher than 7 feet (ex: 

BA-2501 and BA-3800). 

 

Property owners within 200 feet of the request were notified.  Four (4) comment forms were 

returned in favor of the request and one (1) comment form was returned in opposition of the request. 

 

Staff recommends approval with the condition that the variance only applies to the fence as it is 

proposed. 

 

THE FOLLOWING 3 CRITERIA MUST BE FOUND IN THE AFFIRMATIVE TO 

APPROVE THIS REQUEST: 

 

1. THERE ARE CONDITIONS PECULIAR TO THE LAND: 

 The property is peculiar being that it is located on the bank of Catclaw Creek. 
  

2. STRICT APPLICATION OF THE REGULATION WOULD RESULT IN A NON-

FINANCIAL HARDSHIP: 

 There is a 4 story hotel and office complex directly behind and to the west of the property. This 

could be considered a hardship. 
 

3. APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST WOULD NOT HAVE A NEGATIVE EFFECT ON 

THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, OR WELFARE: 

Staff does not anticipate any negative effects on the public from the 8 foot fence. 
 

Mr. Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Mike Thompson, proponent, stated that he is requesting the increase in fence height to provide 

privacy for his backyard from the hotel and the Winters Freeway. 
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Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Waldraff moved to approve BA-2007-57 based on the findings in the staff report and with 

the condition that the variance only applies to the fence as outlined in the staff report.  Mr. 

Hay seconded the motion and the motion carried by a vote of five (5) in favor (Bradshaw, 

Carter, Hay, Langholtz and Waldraff) to none (0) opposed. 
 

f. BA-2007-59 

A public hearing to consider a request from Donald E. Lenhart, for a Special Exception to locate a 

carport in the front yard setback on property zoned RS-6. Legal description being Green Acres Section 

2, Block 26, Lot 16, Abilene, Taylor County, Texas. Located at 2117 Briarwood Street. 

 

Mr. Zack Rainbow presented the staff report for this case.  The request is for a Special Exception to 

locate a carport in the front yard setback in an RS-6 zoning district.  This property and the nearby 

properties are developed with single-family homes. 

 

The applicant proposes to construct a 12’ x 26’ carport extending from the existing garage.  The 

carport would be about 12 feet from the front property line and 24 feet from the curb on 2117 

Briarwood. The front setback from the property line is 20 feet in RS-6 zoning districts. 

  

Property owners within 200 feet of the special exception request were notified.  Seven (7) comment 

forms were received in favor of the request and none (0) were received in opposition. 

 

Staff recommends approval as the request meets the criteria necessary to approve a special exception. 

 

THE FOLLOWING 3 CRITERIA MUST BE FOUND IN THE AFFIRMATIVE TO APPROVE 

THIS REQUEST: 

 

1. THE PROPOSED USE IS COMPATIBLE WITH THE AREA: 

There are carports located at 2134, 2155, 1902, 1855 and 1820 Briarwood that appear to be within 

the front setback. There are also many other carports located within the general vicinity of 2117 

Briarwood Street. 

 

2. THERE WOULD BE NO SIGNIFICANT NEGATIVE EFFECT ON PUBLIC 

FACILITIES: 

Staff anticipates no negative effects on public facilities from a carport at this location. 

 

3. THE REQUEST IS IN HARMONY WITH THE INTENT OF THE REGULATIONS: 

The intent of this regulation is to allow carports in front yards only in areas where such structures 

already exist.  This provides for uniform and consistent development in areas with no front 

carports while providing an opportunity for property owners in areas with carports to make similar 

improvement to their properties.  Since this proposed carport is in an area with similar front 

carports, the proposal is consistent with the intent of the regulation. 

 

Mr.  Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 
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Mr. Andrew Vasquez stated that Mr. Linhart requested that he speak for him at this meeting.  Mr. 

Vasquez stated that he and Mr. Linhart will be constructing the carport, if approved. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Hay moved that Special Exception BA-2007-59 be approved based on the findings in the 

staff report.  Mr. Carter seconded the motion and the motion carried by a vote of four (4) in 

favor (Bradshaw, Carter, Hay and Langholtz) to none (0) opposed.  

 

g. BA-2007-60 

A public hearing to consider a request from Jesse and Debra Vasquez, agent Rick Martinez, for a 4 

foot variance from the 25 foot rear setback in RS-8 zoning. Legal description being University Hills 

Addition, Section2, Block J, Lot 10, Abilene, Taylor County, Texas. Located at 1717 Smith Drive. 

 

Mr. Zack Rainbow presented the staff report for this case.  The request is for a four (4) variance to the 

required 25’ rear setback in a residential single family zoning district.  Section 23-312 of the Zoning 

Ordinance requires a 25-foot rear setback for RS-8 zoning districts.  The subject parcel and all other 

surrounding parcels are developed with single-family homes. 

 

The applicant requests a four (4) foot variance to the 25 foot rear setback in RS-8 zoning. They are 

requesting the variance in order to construct a 20x50 foot addition to their home.  

 

Staff could not find any hardship in this case or peculiarities to the subject lot. If the applicant 

reduced the size of the proposed addition by 4 feet, they would still be able to meet the required 25 

foot rear setback. 

 

Property owners within 200 feet of the request were notified.  One comment form was returned in 

favor of the request and one was returned in opposition.   

 

Staff recommends denial as the request does not meet the criteria necessary to approve a variance.  

 

THE FOLLOWING 3 CRITERIA MUST BE FOUND IN THE AFFIRMATIVE TO 

APPROVE THIS REQUEST: 

 

1. THERE ARE CONDITIONS PECULIAR TO THE LAND: 

There are no conditions peculiar to this property. 
 

2. STRICT APPLICATION OF THE REGULATION WOULD RESULT IN A NON-

FINANCIAL HARDSHIP: 

Staff could determine no hardship in this case. 

 
  

3. APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST WOULD NOT HAVE A NEGATIVE EFFECT ON 

THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, OR WELFARE: 

Staff foresees no negative effects on public health, safety, or welfare from variance at this 

location.   
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Mr. Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Jesse Vasquez stated that he has owned this home since 1985 and proposes to expand the size of 

the home so that he and his family will have additional living space and office space for counseling.  

Mr. Vasquez stated that reducing the expansion by four (4) feet will impact the size of the bathroom 

and increase accessibility to this area. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Col. Langholtz moved to approve BA-2007-60 based on the fact that there are conditions 

peculiar to the land (Item 1.) in that the size of the lot and the size of the needed addition 

require a variance be granted.  Items 2. and 3. of the staff report remain as submitted.  Mr. 

Hay stated that under Item 2. a hardship would occur by not allowing the proponent to have 

the space required for the proponent’s counseling work.  Also, this addition will not be visible 

due to the location and fencing – it will have no impact on the neighborhood.  Mr. Hay 

seconded the motion and the motion carried by a vote of four (4) in favor (Bradshaw, Carter, 

Hay and Waldraff) to none (0) opposed. 
 

h. BA-2007-61 

A public hearing to consider a request from Betty Hardwick Center, agent Jenny Goode, for a Variance 

to allow a 20 foot high on-site sign and a Variance from the 10 foot setback from the property line on 

property zoned Office. Legal description being Haystack, Block B, Lot 302 Rep, Abilene, Taylor 

County, Texas. Located at 2626 South Clack Street. 

 

Mr. Zack Rainbow presented the staff report for this case.  The request is for a 36 square foot variance 

to the 36 square foot maximum area in Office zoning to allow a 72 square-foot sign and an eight (8) 

foot variance to the 12 foot maximum sign height in Office zoning to allow a 20 foot sign.  A 10 foot 

variance to the 10 foot front sign setback in Office zoning to allow sign to be placed on the property 

line. 

 

Section 23-161 of the Sign Regulations states that the maximum area for an on site identification 

sign in Office zoning is 36 sq. feet, the maximum height is 12 feet, and the minimum setback is 10 

from the property line. 

 

The subject parcel and the parcel to the north are developed with office buildings. The parcels to the 

east are retail stores, and the parcel to the west is an apartment complex. 

 

The applicant proposes to construct a 6 x 12 foot double faced, internally illuminated identification 

sign. The requested sign would be 20 feet in height and have no setback from the property line. The 

strategy behind the ordinance is to reduce or avoid sign clutter in low intensity high quality districts 

such as the Office district. Staff could find no hardship in this case, and believes that a sign in 

compliance with the existing ordinance will provide effective visibility.  

 

Property owners within 200 feet of this request were notified.  No responses were returned either in 

favor or in opposition of the request. 
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Staff recommends denial as the request does not meet the criteria necessary to approve a variance 

because there is no hardship in this case.  

 

THE FOLLOWING 3 CRITERIA MUST BE FOUND IN THE AFFIRMATIVE TO 

APPROVE THIS REQUEST: 

 

1. THERE ARE CONDITIONS PECULIAR TO THE LAND: 

There are no conditions peculiar to the land.  
 

2. STRICT APPLICATION OF THE REGULATION WOULD RESULT IN A NON-

FINANCIAL HARDSHIP: 

 Staff could find no hardship for this request. 

 

3. APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST WOULD NOT HAVE A NEGATIVE EFFECT ON 

THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, OR WELFARE: 

Staff anticipates no negative effects on public health, safety, or welfare.   
  

Mr. Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 

 

Ms. Jenny Goode, Chief Executive Officer at the Betty Hardwick Center, stated that their request is 

to install a sign much larger than permitted by the current sign regulations allow.  Ms. Goode stated 

that they were quite surprised by the regulations when they applied for a permit.  Ms. Goode pointed 

out that the signs to the north and to the south on Clack Street and across the street on Danville are 

in line with the sign being requested.  A sign under the current regulations would not be visible from 

the freeway due to the height of the freeway and the speed of the traffic on the freeway. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Hay moved to approve BA-2007-61 under the following conditions: 

 1. Conditions Peculiar to the Land – The location of the Betty Hardwick Center 

and other businesses in the area – there are other signs that area that are taller and are 

needed because of the elevation of the adjacent roadway causes this business to be at a 

disadvantage. 

 2. Non-Financial Hardship – The elevation of the freeway cause these businesses 

on the south side to be at a disadvantage for full advertising exposure. 

 3. Negative Effect on the Public Health, Safety, or Welfare – None based on this 

request. 

Mr. Bradshaw seconded the motion and the motion failed by a vote of two (2) in favor 

(Bradshaw and Hay) to two (2) opposed (Carter and Langholtz). 

 

i. BA-2007-62 

A public hearing to consider a request from McMurry University, agent Brad Poorman, for an 8 foot 

variance to the 10 foot building setback in CU (College/University) Zoning. Legal description being 

A0004 SUR 92 Benjamin Austin, Tract AKA Lot 1, Blk. A, McMurry Campus, Acres 39.4.  Located 

at 2302 Hunt Street. 
 

Mr. Rainbow presented the staff report for this case.  The request is for an 8 foot variance to the 

required 10 foot setback   The parcel is zoned CU (College/University) and the surrounding parcels are 
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zoned CU and RM-3 (Residential Multi-Family).  Section 23-312 of the Zoning Ordinance requires a 

10 foot building setback for CU zoning.  The subject parcel and most of the surrounding parcels are 

part of the McMurry University campus.  The rest of the parcels are multi-family uses. 

 

The Applicant proposes to construct bleachers on the south side of the property along the tennis 

courts. The parkway is 4.8 feet and the building setback from the property line is 10 feet.  The 

applicant wants to construct 18 feet x 22 feet bleachers extending 8 feet into the building setback 

and 7 feet from the curb. 

 

Staff recommends denial in this case as staff could find no hardship to grant a variance and there are 

other sides of the tennis courts where the bleachers could be located. 

 

THE FOLLOWING 3 CRITERIA MUST BE FOUND IN THE AFFIRMATIVE TO 

APPROVE THIS REQUEST: 

 

1. THERE ARE CONDITIONS PECULIAR TO THE LAND: 

There are no conditions peculiar to the subject parcel. 
 

2. STRICT APPLICATION OF THE REGULATION WOULD RESULT IN A NON-

FINANCIAL HARDSHIP: 

Staff could find no hardship for the request. 
  

3. APPROVAL OF THE REQUEST WOULD NOT HAVE A NEGATIVE EFFECT ON 

THE PUBLIC HEALTH, SAFETY, OR WELFARE: 

Staff foresees no negative effects on public health, safety, or welfare from variance at this 

location. 
  

Mr. Bradshaw opened the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Brad Poorman stated that McMurry University is experiencing a great deal of growth at the 

current time and they are in the process of improving campus facilities.  Stands and bleachers are 

being added to the tennis courts to enable McMurry to hold American Southwest Conference Tennis 

Tournaments.  McMurry is also in the early stages of a design for expansion of the Science 

Building.  The footprint for the expansion of the science building prohibits the University from 

placing the bleachers on the north side of the tennis courts. 

 

Mr. Rick Weatherl, architect for this project, stated that this is not so much of a land issue as it is a 

peculiarity of the improvement that must be made in order to meet ADA accessibility codes.  If 

these ADA codes were not required, a variance would not be required. He also noted that outdoor 

seating should face to the north or south in order to avoid spectator’s looking into the sun.   

 

Mr. Bradshaw closed the public hearing. 

 

Mr. Hay moved to approve BA-2007-62 based on the following findings: 

 1. Conditions Peculiar to the Land 

  Planned expansion of the Science Building prohibits location of the seating to 

  the north 

  Southern viewing areas 
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 2. Hardship: 

  ADA regulations will not allow meeting setback requirements 

Col. Langholtz seconded the motion and the motion carried by a vote of four (4) in favor 

(Bradshaw, Carter, Hay and Langholtz) to none (0) opposed. 
 

Mr. Hay moved to adjourn the meeting and the motion carried unanimously. 

 

Mr. Bradshaw adjourned the meeting at approximately 10:15 AM.  

 

 

  

 

 

Approved: ______________________________, Chairman 


