

















Mr. Green - Okay.

Mr. Blankinship - Is the applicant available on Webex?

Ms. Deemer - Mitchell, you've been unmuted.

Mr. Blankinship - We cannot hear anything in the Board Room. I'm told he's
trying.

Mr. Green - Mr. Blankinship, maybe we should move on to the next case

until the applicant can get connected and then we can come back to this one.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, sir. | was just thinking the same thing. I'm told now he
is going to call in via phone. | guess his computer was having a problem. So, yes, we
will pass by 28 and come back to that. (Case continues on page 9).

The next case is Conditional Use Permit 2020, number 29, Bruce Olsen.

CUP2020-00029 BRUCE OLSEN requests a conditional use permit pursuant to
Section 24-12(h) of the County Code to allow short-term rental of a dwelling at 1700
Allegro Drive (Parcel 807-693-2736) zoned Agricultural District (A-1) (Varina).

Mr. Blankinship - I see there is no one in the room who intends to speak to this
case. So, Mr. Madrigal, you can present your report.

Mr. Madrigal - Thank you, Mr. Secretary. Good morning, Mr. Chair,
members of the Board. Before you is a request to allow a short-term rental in a one-
family dwelling zoned Agricultural. The subject property consists of an 11.2-acre parcel
with two dwellings on it addressed as 1700 and 1750 Allegro Drive. This property here,
or this home here, is the 1750 address, this is the 1700 address.

The 1750 home is the primary residence on the parcel and this is the property here at
1750. Thisis 1700. This dwelling was moved onto the property in 1999 as a result of the
construction of Pocahontas Parkway. This second home was moved onto the parcel as
a workman's quarters, which is allowed by the Zoning Ordinance.

In 2009 the property was lost in foreclosure. It was purchased by the bank in 2014 and
the current owner, Mr. Olson, acquired it in 2016. He currently lives in the home address
at 1750 Allegro Drive and intends to rent this home on Airbnb.

As previously mentioned, the code allows two dwellings on one property as long as one

of the homes is occupied by persons employed on the premises. While that might have
been the case when the home was moved in 1999, it is not the case today.
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Mr. Johnson - So there would be no fence around the pool.

Mr. Hanley - No. No fence right now, but because of the height it doesn't
require a fence.

Mr. Johnson - Okay. Can you tell me what's the height?

Mr. Hanley - The height is 52 inches.

Mr. Johnson - Okay. Okay. Thank you.

Mr. Green - Is there a cover for the pool?

Mr. Hanley - Yes there is. Yes.

Mr. Johnson - That's all that | have.

Mr. Green - Since we have concluded our questions, does anyone wish to

speak in support of this request?
Mr. Blankinship - I'm hearing none, Mr. Chair.

Mr. Green - Is there anyone to speak against this request? Public hearing
is now closed, and a motion would be in order. What is the pleasure of the Board?

Mr. Johnson - Mr. Chairman, | move that we approve the conditional use
permit subject to conditions recommended by staff. And the proposed pool will be about
100 feet from the two streets and 80 feet from the nearest house. And it would not have
a detrimental impact on the neighbors or surrounding people.

Mr. Green - This is a motion by Mr. Johnson to approve. Do | hear a
second?

Mr. Reid - | do.

Mr. Green - The motion was seconded by Mr. Reid. Is there any

discussion? All in favor of the motion say aye. All opposed say nay. Motion is approved.

On a motion by Mr. Johnson, seconded by Mr. Reid, the Board approved case CUP2020-
00028 DAVID N. MANLEY’s request for a conditional use permit pursuant to Section 24-
95(i)(4) of the County Code to build a swimming pool in the front and side yards at 101
Antioch Drive (BRADLEY ACRES) (Parcel 850-713-4293) zoned Agricultural District (A-
1) (Varina). The Board approved the request subject to the following conditions:

1. This conditional use permit applies only to the location of the proposed swimming pool
in the front yard. All other applicable regulations of the County Code shall remain in force.
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Mr. Green - Thank you. Does anyone else wish to speak in support of this
request? Does anyone wish to speak in opposition to this request? We will now entertain
a motion.

Mr. Reid - I move that we approve the conditional use permit subject to
the conditions recommended by the staff. They've operated here for the past eight years
and | don't think there's been any complaints. They appear to have enough parking and
this allows them to use the garden center for other items. The proposed term is not
detrimental to surrounding property and should be approved.

Mr. Green - There is a motion by Mr. Reid to approve. Do | hear a second?
Mr. Bell - Second.
Mr. Green - Motion was seconded by Mr. Bell. Is there any discussion?

All in favor of the motion say aye. All opposed nay. The motion is approved. Thank you.

On a motion by Mr. Reid, seconded by Mr. Bell, the Board approved case CUP2020-
00030 HOME DEPOT’s request for a conditional use permit pursuant to Section 24-
116(d)(1) of the County Code to allow a temporary sales stand at 6501 W Broad Street
(Parcel 768-742-3277) zoned Business District (B-3) (Tuckahoe). The Board approved
the request subject to the following conditions:

1. This conditional use permit applies only to the installation of a tent for the sale of
Christmas trees from November 2, 2020 through December 26, 2020. All other applicable
regulations of the County Code shall remain in force.

2. Only the improvements shown on the plot plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with the
applicable regulations of the County Code. Any substantial changes or additions to the
design or location of the improvements shall require a new conditional use permit.

3. The applicant shall obtain a building permit for the tent, and shall comply with all
requirements and conditions of the Department of Building Inspections.

4. The tent shall not interfere with approved landscaping islands or parking lot lighting.
All approved landscaping shall be maintained in a healthy condition.

5. A sign shall be posted on the exterior of the tent providing emergency contact
information and stating that trespassing is prohibited.

6. The tent shall be removed from the property no later than December 30, 2020, at which

time this permit shall expire.

Affirmative: Bell, Green, Johnson, Pollard, Reid
Negative:

(=24, |
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In conclusion, this is a four-bedroom home located off of Patterson Avenue. It has
adequate parking and only one home is within 100 feet. For these reasons staff does not
believe there would be substantial detrimental impact from this request, and thus
recommends approval subject to the conditions found in your staff report. This concludes
my presentation and if you have any questions, | would be happy to answer those. Thank
you.

Mr. Green - Thank you. Are there any questions from the Board of staff?
Mr. Blankinship, may | hear from the applicant?

Mr. Blankinship - All right. We understand the applicant is connected on
Webex. Ms. Geiss, are you able to hear and speak?

Ms. Deemer - Ms. Geiss you'll be unmuted now.

Ms. Geiss - Hello. Can you hear me?

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, thank you.

Ms. Geiss - Okay. Yes. My name is Meghan Geiss. Thank you so much

for your consideration. And just to reiterate the point that | do not allow for more than
seven guests on the property. I'm also very, very conservative in terms of who | open our
home to.

Airbnb is not a big fan of me because of the fact that | decline all requests where there's
an individual who has no reviews. | maintain five-star ratings as a host and | take that to
be of great value and the good relationships with both my neighbors that are aware of my
use of Airbnb. | really care about my residence and the people surrounding it, so | will
appreciate consideration of this matter, but will also respect any decision made.

Mr. Blankinship - Ms. Geiss, | apologize for mangling your name so badly.

Ms. Geiss - No. Believe me. You're doing just fine. It looks like Guise.
Mr. Blankinship - 'm sure I'm not the first.

Ms. Geiss - Yeah, just about every, single day of my life.

Mr. Blankinship - Not a problem.

Mr. Green - Are there any questions from the Board for the applicant.

Mr. Reid - Ms. Geiss, do you live in that home, or do you live on Forest
Hill Avenue?
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Ms. Geiss - So diverse?
Mr. Green - Yes.

Ms. Geiss - So we have, in terms of diversity, geographic diversity has
occurred where we have individuals that have come from Maryland, Pennsylvania,
different areas of Virginia itself. In terms of the guests themselves, | can't speak to -- in
great detail of how diverse they are as a population outside of what | have available to
me in terms of their profile picture. But | have had individuals stay that have had English
as a second language. Individuals of a variety of ethnic backgrounds.

When | say conservative and my high level of restrictiveness for who stays in my home,
that's based primarily on those reviews, because | want to make sure that the others
coming into my home has already demonstrated that they are good guests elsewhere.
And so when | say conservative it's not to target any particular population, it's to say -- |
want to have assurances that people that are coming into my home have already
demonstrated that they're appropriate in other homes.

Mr. Green - The other question | have is, because this whole Airbnb and
stuff is so new, what would happen if you got an application from somebody whose a first
time, you know, user of this service? How would you screen them?

Ms. Geiss - So that's a perfect example of what we're talking about here.
If they're a first-time user of Airbnb and they signed up and they request to stay at my
home, | have available to me when they put in a request -- for one thing | have no
automatic bookings, so | have to approve every single booking that comes my way.

So one of the things | look for is reviews. Okay? So if they have zero reviews, they just
signed up that day, request to book me, | literally have a little blurb that | copy and paste
that says, I'm so sorry, unfortunately we do not accept guest bookings from individuals
with no history of reviews. And then | wish them the best of luck.

This also includes individuals that are not new to Airbnb where those people have been
members of Airbnb since 2015 but have zero reviews. To me that sends up a lot of flags.
You've been part of this platform for multiple years, however you've collected no reviews.
That to me is a much worse sign indicating, hey, why weren't you getting any reviews, but
you've been a participant for four or five years. So | definitely would be very hesitant.

And I'm very honest. You have to give feedback to Airbnb as to why you're declining
guests, and | make it very clear. I'm uncomfortable opening my home to individuals with
zero reviews.

Mr. Green - So | get, well, I'm a parent of a college student who'll be
graduating from college. So | guess if | were to go to her location where she's graduating
and try to rent an Airbnb, because I've never done this before, | would potentially be
rejected from you.

September 24, 2020 19 Board of Zoning Appeals — BZA






On a motion by Mr. Reid, seconded by Mr. Bell, the Board approved case CUP2020-
00031 MEGHAN GEISS’s request for a conditional use permit pursuant to Section 24-
12(h) of the County Code to allow short-term rental of a dwelling at 7716 Patterson
Avenue (FOREST HEIGHTS) (Parcel 759-741-3719) zoned One-Family Residence
District (R-3) (Tuckahoe). The Board approved the request subject to the following
conditions:

1. This approval allows only the short-term rental of the four bedrooms in the principal
dwelling on the Property for up to seven persons at a time. All other applicable regulations
of the County Code shall remain in force.

2. This approval is subject to the County noise ordinance (Sec. 10-67 through 10-69),
registry ordinance (Sec. 20-280 through 20-282) and short-term rental development
standards (Sec. 24-13.01(b)).

3. All short-term renters shall park on the property. Access to and from the property shall
be right turn only off and onto Patterson Avenue.

4. No later than November 30, 2020, the applicant shall repair the driveway by filling the
low spots with compacted gravel.

5. The property owner or one of their designated emergency contacts shall respond in
person at the property within 30 minutes whenever necessary to resolve issues and
complaints arising in connection with the short-term rental.

Affirmative: Bell, Johnson, Pollard, Reid 4
Negative: Green 1
Absent: 0
Mr. Blankinship - All right. Next case is Conditional Use Permit 2020, number

33, Irene Ziegler.

CUP2020-00033 IRENE ZIEGLER requests a conditional use permit pursuant to
Section 24-12(h) of the County Code to allow short-term rental of a dwelling at 910
Sabot Street (WESTVIEW) (Parcel 767-737-7604) zoned One-Family Residence
District (R-3) (Brookland).

Mr. Blankinship - Ms. Ziegler is with us on Webex, so, Mr. Madrigal, you can
begin.
Mr. Madrigal - Thank you, Mr. Secretary, Mr. Chair, members of the Board.

Before you is a request to allow a short-term rental in a one-family dwelling. The subject
property consists of a single lot, 45-feet wide and 1,089-square-feet in area, which his
part of the Westview Subdivision which was established in 1926. The property is
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Although it appears that the applicant is a responsible host and managers her property
well, staff is concerned due to the dense nature of the neighborhood with compact lot
sizes, substandard setbacks, and limited parking. The proposed use could result in
substantial detrimental impacts.

Staff is also concerned that the property may not be the applicant's primary residence
contrary to the requirements and intent of the ordinance.

In conclusion, a one-family dwelling is consistent with both the zoning and the
comprehensive plan designations. The property is part of a neighborhood with smaller
lots and a dense development pattern. Several of the lots are non-conforming with
respect to lot area, lot width, and setbacks. The two adjacent dwellings on either side of
the property are within 9 to 12 feet distant. The property has two onsite parking spaces
at the rear of the lot and significant improvements would have to be made to
accommodate two additional parking stalls, as required by code.

The property owner has rented the home exclusively as an unhosted rental for the last
five years and does not appear to have lived at the property during that time. Although
she has stated that she will live at the subject property a minimum of 185 days per year
so that it qualifies as her primary residence, last year she purchased a home in the City
of Richmond and has been using that property as her primary residence. Based on the
facts of the case, staff recommends denial in this instance.

Staff has received one letter in support of this request, and it has been included in your
packets. And that concludes my presentation.

Mr. Green - Thank you. Are there any questions from the Board of staff?
Mr. Bell - Do you have any more information about the 185 days?
Mr. Madrigal - Basically, that's the minimum amount of time that you should

live on a property for it to be considered your primary residence. So | believe that's based
on tax code.

Mr. Green - Was there any evidence that she maintained that 185 days?

Mr. Madrigal - Not that I'm aware of. You would have to direct that to the
applicant to provide.

Mr. Green - Any additional questions for staff? Mr. Blankinship, we'll now
hear from the applicant.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, sir. We have the applicant on Webex.

Ms. Ziegler - Good morning. This is Irene.
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Mr. Madrigal - | believe she said that the first three years she did, but then
afterwards she did not. But now she intends to from here on out.

Ms. Ziegler - That is correct.

Mr. Blankinship - Ah. Good.

Mr. Green - Did you want to complete your presentation, Ms. Ziegler?
Ms. Ziegler - I'm hearing for the first time the objections to my application

the ways that | do not qualify for this and I'm surprised and disappointed. There's two
parking places in front of the house and two parking places behind the house. | have had
no complaints from my neighbors. In fact, two of my neighbors have used my home for
their relatives. | am a super host on Airbnb. Meaning that | exceed requirements.

My prices are high in order to discourage -- And, like the previous applicant, | do not
allow people with no, | guess, with no reviews to stay in my home.

| know that you're concerned that this is not my primary residence, and, in fact, itis. | get
mail there. Itis my primary residence on all my official paperwork. Taxes and so forth.

Living in this house for 185 days out of the year will be a change for me admittedly. But
when | am willing to do that in order to qualify -- obey the provisions.

Mr. Green - | think Mr. Pollard had a question for you.

Ms. Ziegler - Sure.

Mr. Pollard - She answered it.

Mr. Green - Okay. Thank you. Al right. Are you finished with your

presentation to us?

Ms. Ziegler - | think so. | mean, | don't know what else | need to address.
I'd be happy to answer any questions.

Mr. Madrigal - Fred, can you turn up the volume? It's hard to hear her.
Mr.E I- What percentage of the tin  do you keep it ted?

Ms. Ziegler - I'm sorry, was that a question?

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, ma'am. The question was, what percentage of the time

is the house rented?
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Mr. Green - Wait a minute. The motion was seconded by Mr. Johnson. Is
there any discussion?

Mr. Pollard - If  understand it correctly it has been going on for five years?
Mr. Johnson - Yes.
Mr. Pollard - So, to me, if it's been happening for five years and she has

not -- so, like was mentioned, the county's kind of catching up with Airbnb. And the orders
are kind of catching up. And so, to me, if she was kind of able to operate because there
was nothing specific on the books. And she hasn't had any complaints. And she said
even the neighbors were renting it out. So it sounds like the concerns, or far as the
parking, noise, how close it is, have already been addressed. And she sounds as if she's
making the accommodations as far as how long she going to be there and things of that
nature. | think it should be approved.

Mr. Green - Well back to staff. Were those concerns addressed when you
all moved to recommend approval? Was her parking addressed? | think you were
specific. And could you read the denial again, please? Staff's report?

Mr. Madrigal - Oh. Why we're recommending denial?
Mr. Green - Yeah.
Mr. Madrigal - Yes, sir. Essentially the property is in the neighborhood with

smallter lots and a dense development pattern. Several of the lots are nonconforming
with respect to lot area, lot width, and setbacks. Again, the two adjacent dwellings on
either side of the property are within 9 to 12 feet distance, so that's very close.

The property has two onsite parking spaces at the rear of the lot and, again, significant
improvements would have to be made to accommodate two additional parking stalls as
required by code and that would be onsite parking. So a total of four onsite parking. She
had mentioned the parking at the front of the lot. That parking is on street. And you can
see it here on the aerial.

So the parking is on the public right-of-way. You can see the roadway outlined here. So
between the roadway and the property line is where she's parking. So those two are on
street. They would not county -- there would have to be a total of four onsite parking stalls
per the code.

The property owner has rented the home exclusively as an unhosted rental for the last
five years as best as staff can tell. And, you know, it did not appear that she had lived on
the property during that time. Although she stated that she has lived there for the first
three years.
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Mr. Blankinship - All right. Can you tell us about the property, please?

Mr. Olsen - Well | purchased the property in 2016 and there were two
houses on the same parcel that had been that way for | don't know how many years. And
| renovated one house -- they were in foreclosure and | bought them and renovated them
both. And we rented a long-term lease on the property of 1700 for a couple of years. And
then when our tenant moved out we transferred it into an Airbnb and have been renting it
that way for about a year or so and we would like to continue. It sits all by itself and the
whole property is about 12 1/2 acres in Varina.

Mr. Green - Are there any questions for the applicant?

Mr. Johnson - Your main house, is that on the same property?

Mr. Olsen - Yes, sir.

Mr. Johnson - So that's not a guest house it's a rental house?

Mr. Olsen - Excuse me?

Mr. Johnson - The house that you are renting is not a guest house. Right?
Mr. Olsen - Yes. That's the guest house right there that you see. That
white house.

Mr. Johnson - Okay.

Mr. Green - Could staff explain to me if the rule now is that they have to

live in the house 185 days of the year and you have a main property and then this
particular property is adjacent or the subject property -- how does that work?

Mr. Madrigal - In this instance it's one lot. So there's two homes on the one
property. This is the primary dwelling where the applicant lives in and this is a second
dwelling that he's renting out. And this home was moved back, you know, when
Pocahontas parkway was improved. It was on a 1.1-acre lot and it got moved on to this
property and it was moved down with the understanding that this was going to be a
workman's quarters for people that reside there and work thereon the property. So when
it was moved on it's a full on, you know, dwelling unit, with a full kitchen.

You know, back then when it was moved on, the understanding was workman's quarters
and it was moved under those understandings. So now what's happened is that, you
know, he's purchased the property. He resides in this dwelling here. And then this is the
home that he wants to rent out. Because he’s got two units, or two dwellings, on the
property, the code doesn't allow for that. What it does allow is for a guest house to be
rented out with a conditional use permit. So he would have to convert the occupancy of
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Mr. Green - Okay. Before we move on to deferrals, | mean variances,
could we take just a quick three-minute break?

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, sir.

Mr. Green - Is that all right with the Board?
Mr. Pollard - All right with me.

Mr. Johnson - Yes, all right.

Mr. Pollard - I welcome it.

[Break in audio]
Mr. Blankinship - This is Variance 2020, number 16, Gibson M. Wright.

VAR2020-00016 GIBSON M. WRIGHT requests a variance from Section 24-9 of the
County Code to build a one-family dwelling at 8630 Gibbs Lane (Parcel 818-681-
7630) zoned Agricultural District (A-1) (Varina). The public street frontage
requirement is not met. The applicant proposes 0 feet public street frontage, where
the Code requires 50 feet public street frontage. The applicant requests a variance
of 50 feet public street frontage.

Mr. Madrigal - Thank you, Mr. Secretary. Mr. Chair, again, members of the
Board. This case was deferred from last month's meeting due to technical difficulties
preventing the applicant from participating in the public hearing. Also, testimony was
provided by Ms. Andrea Lett, an adjacent neighbor questioning the enforceability of a
reported private access easement and road maintenance agreement encompassing the
six properties that are served by the private road.

The deferral was necessary to allow the applicant an opportunity to participate in the
public hearing and to allow him to speak to his neighbor and resolve any disagreements
over the road maintenance agreement.

Staff has provided you with a copy of this document for your convenience. The applicant's
request is to build a one-family dwelling on an agricultural parcel with no public street
frontage.

The subject property dates t =k to the 1920s and was owr 1 by tt Gibbs family until

J10. The parcel is three acres in area. It is landlocked and heavily forested, sloping
down from a south to north direction at a rate of 6 percent. It is accessed by way of a
private road that serves six other lots. The applicant acquired the subject property and
the adjoining lot to the west in 2010.
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Mr. Wright - | do.
Mr. Blankinship - Thank you, sir.

Mr. Wright - Mr. Secretary, Mr. Chair, members of the Board, | apologize |
wasn't here at that last meeting, but I've tried to get on the Webex and I'm here to tell you
that's a pretty complicated tool there. And | couldn’t get through. | apologize to Ms. Lett
who was here, the neighbor. | did hear her concerns and I'd like to address those. Of
course, | sold her that property and she bought it without reservation. She knew that road
maintenance agreement was there. Itis recorded. Another house has been built recently
right up a street utilizing the same road.

We've had several variances on this. And the reason is, to market the property is kind of
chicken and the egg. You know. To put a house on there and sell a house to a buyer,
you know, you can't really offer for sale unless you can build on it. So that raises a big
guestion mark. So it's been tough to market it. And then we've had a few sales that have
fallen through, through the timing situation, so I've had to come back and back.

But in response to one of her objections was the house was too close to the property.
This was sort of an arbitrary siting of the house we would need to put on there. But the
house will be the exact location determined by the purchaser, or the builder. And there's
a drainfield -- we've had it perked. It does perc for a conventional drain field. So the
house could relocate.

It is consistent with the A-1 zoning setbacks. And | think that's 50 feet on each side, 50-
foot front, rear. But anyway, we can certainly stay within those guidelines and in the A-1
ordinance.

With respect to the road maintenance agreement, it's enforceable. It's recorded. | had
not heard anything from anybody. Have not been assessed | don't think. The road
coming down to it is actually in good shape. That's not the road there, is it? | was out
there yesterday. Got macadam on it.

Mr. Madrigal - The picture's probably a month old, if not that.

Mr. Wright - Well, no. It's hard surface. But in any event I've not had a
chance to speak with Ms. Lett, but based on her concerns about the road maintenance,
that's just something that we'll have to have a meeting of the neighbors if that's something
she thinks would be appropriate. So I'm bound by it just like she is. | don't think | have
to contribute till | actually build a house on the property, but | can certainly adhere to it.
So are there any questions from the Board?

Mr. Green - The only question | have is that | remember this case. And |
think one of her biggest concerns, and I'm not sure if she's on Webex or not that she could
address it, was the proximity of the house to her house. But you seem to say that that
could be dealt with.
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Mr. Johnson - Yes. That's my concern. Thank you. Thank you, Mr.
Secretary.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, sir.

Mr. Green - Are there any other questions for the applicant? Does anyone
else wish to speak in support of this request? Does anyone wish to speak in opposition
of this request? Okay. We can move to a motion. Public hearing is now closed and a
motion will be in order. What is the pleasure of the Board?

Mr. Johnson - Mr. Chairman, | move that we approve the variance subject to
the conditions recommended by staff and the lot was created before the requirement of
the public street frontage was adopted and there is no other reasonable use for the
property. The recorded maintenance agreement protects the neighbors against damage
to the roads and | do not think that there will be any detrimental impact. The tests are
met as stated in the staff report.

Mr. Wright - Excuse me. | may be speaking out of order, but | have one
thing to say | forgot. In the conditions there was a condition that the house plans
submitted with the ordinance be adhered to built just like that, or else we have to go for
another variance. That was really just a typical house that we might put on there and it's
really up to the ultimate buyer to build a house that would obviously comply with the
zoning restrictions and limits size, et cetera, et cetera. So I'd like to strike that from the
conditions. I'd be happy. | appreciate that.

Mr. Blankinship - Mr. Johnson, it's your motion, do you have a response to that?
Mr. Johnson - Could you clarify that again? I'm --
Mr. Blankinship - Well the condition number two recommended by the staff

specifies the plat as well as the building plans that were submitted with the application.
And those would be binding on the applicant as drafted. He has asked to be relieved
from that -- this specific building plan.

Mr. Wright - Right.

Mr. Blankinship - So that if his client changes building designs, they could do
that without coming back to this Board.

Mr. Wright - Exactly. Thank you.

Mr. Johnson - Oh. Okay. Thank you. | agree. Yes.

Mr. Blankinship - You're amenable to that? So your motion is to strike condition

number two? Or modify condition number two to allow for that flexibility?
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Mr. Green - Thank you. Are there any questions from the Board of staff?
We'll now hear from the applicant.

Mr. Blankinship - Mr. Chair, we have both Mr. Futrell who is the owner and
applicant, and also Mr. Swinson, who is the representative on Webex.

Mr. Swinson - Good morning, Board. My name is Anthony Swinson.

Mr. Blankinship - Yes, sir.

Mr. Swinson - And I'm here to answer any questions.

Mr. Blankinship - Well if you could begin by giving the Board a brief presentation

on what it is you're requesting and why.

Mr. Swinson - Yes. We're requesting a variance to relax the rear setbacks
in order to build a single-family home. This home that we're looking to build is conducive
to the neighborhood. It's a rancher in style. We're right in the neighborhood of 900 to
1,100 square feet, which is conducive to the neighborhood. It meets the requirements of
the R-4 zoning. I'm open for any other questions.

Mr. Pollard - Mr. Futrell, are you familiar with the conditions?

Mr. Swinson - I'm Anthony Swinson. Yes, | am. Yes, sir. | am aware of the
conditions. And they will be addressed and followed.

Mr. Pollard - Thank you.

Mr. Green - Are there any additional questions for the applicant? You said
someone else was on there that wanted to speak?

Mr. Blankinship - Yes. That was the representative, Mr. Swinson. Mr. Futrell,
you're also on the line? | guess the applicant is only following along and allowing the
representative to speak for him.

Mr. Green - Does anyone out there wish to speak in support of this
request? Does anyone wish to speak in opposition to this request? The public hearing
is now closed and a motion would be in order. What is the pleasure of the Board?

Mr. Pollard - I move that we approve the variance subject to the conditions
recommended by the staff. Although the property owner was compensated with the
highway taking the larger portion of the property has already been developed. There is
no other reasonable use for this small piece of property. Unless the variance is granted,
the land will remain vacant.
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