PLANNING AND ZONING
Cerro Gordo County Courthouse

220 N Washington Ave Mason City, 1A 50401-3254 (641) 421-3075
Tom Meyer, Zoning Administrator FAX (641) 421-3088
Michelle Rush, Assistant Zoning Administrator plz@cerrogordo.gov

Brittney Friederich, Assistant Zoning Administrator

Staff Report
Board of Adjustment
Variance Request
August 25, 2026

Case No.: 26-09 Hearing Date: August 25, 2026

Request: A variance request to remove the existing dwelling with attached 3-season porch and
construct a new two-story dwelling in the same footprint related to the west side yard setback
and front yard average setback.

Applicant: Owner:

Ron Loudenburg, Meints Construction Aldridge Revocable Trust
801 6™ Ave S 6610 NW 84 Circle
Clear Lake, IA 50428 Johnston, IA 50131

Property Address: 4621 Wesley Dr, Clear Lake, IA 50428

Brief Legal Description: Lot 193, CLMC, Clear Lake Township

Zoning: R-3 Single Family Residential District

Background
The property contains a dwelling with an attached three-season porch measuring

approximately 28 feet by 34 feet. The dwelling was constructed in 1948. At its closest points,
the existing dwelling is approximately 1.5 feet from the west side lot line at the southwest
corner, where a 6-foot setback is required, and approximately 12.6 feet from the front lot line
at the northwest corner, where a 13.7-foot average front-yard setback is required.

The contractor previously requested variances to allow the existing dwelling to be raised so the
footings and foundation could be repaired or replaced, a new basement could be constructed,
and a 10-foot-by-10-foot covered deck could be added to the rear of the dwelling. On April 28,
2026, the Board of Adjustment approved variances allowing a 1.5-foot west side-yard setback
and a 12.6-foot front-yard setback. A zoning permit for the approved project was issued on
April 29, 2026.



According to the contractor, after the dwelling was raised and portions of the structure were
exposed, it was determined that remodeling and preserving the existing dwelling was not
feasible. The contractor states that the conditions requiring replacement could not reasonably
have been determined before the dwelling was raised and portions of its walls were opened.

The property owner now proposes to construct a new two-story dwelling within the same
approximately 28-foot-by-34-foot (952 square feet) footprint occupied by the previous
dwelling. The peak height would increase from approximately 18 feet to 23 feet. New basement
footings have been constructed within the original footprint.

Because construction of a new dwelling is a material change from the repair and remodeling
project previously approved, a new variance application is required. The current application

must be evaluated independently under the standards in lowa Code section 335.15(4).

VARIANCE REQUEST

Structure Request(s) Requirement(s)

6-foot side yard setback

Two-story dwelling 1.5-foot west side yard setback required per Article 11.68

12.6-foot front yard avg setback | 13.7’-foot front yard avg

Two-story dwelli
wo-story awefling required setback per Article 6.11

Findings of Fact
1. The Aldridge Revocable Trust is the owner of the property.

2. Ron Loudenburg of Meints Construction is the contractor and applicant acting on behalf of
the property owner.

3. The property is zoned R-3 Single-Family Residential.
4. A single-family dwelling is a permitted principal use in the R-3 District.

5. The previous dwelling and attached three-season porch were constructed in approximately
1948 and occupied an approximately 28-foot-by-34-foot footprint.

6. The previous dwelling was located approximately 1.5 feet from the west side lot line at its
closest point and approximately 12.6 feet from the front lot line at its closest point.

7. On April 28, 2026, the Board of Adjustment approved variances allowing a 1.5-foot west
side-yard setback and a 12.6-foot front-yard setback for a project involving the raising,
repair, and remodeling of the existing dwelling.

8. A zoning permit for the previously approved project was issued on April 29, 2026.

9. The contractor reports that, after the dwelling was raised and portions of the structure
were exposed, it was determined that retaining and remodeling the existing structure was
not feasible.

10.The applicant proposes to construct a new two-story dwelling within the same
approximately 28-foot-by-34-foot footprint occupied by the previous dwelling.




11.The proposed dwelling would be approximately 1.5 feet from the west side lot line, where a
6-foot side-yard setback is required.

12.The proposed dwelling would be approximately 12.6 feet from the front lot line, where a
13.7-foot average front-yard setback is required.

13.The proposed west side-yard setback represents a 4.5-foot deviation from the applicable
requirement.

14.The proposed front-yard setback represents a 1.1-foot deviation from the applicable
average setback requirement.

15.The proposed peak height would increase from approximately 18 feet to approximately 23
feet.

16.New basement footings have been installed within the footprint of the previous dwelling.
17.The variance application was filed on July 31, 2026.

18.Any construction undertaken before final approval of the current variance application was
performed at the property owner’s risk and does not, by itself, establish practical difficulty
or support approval of the variance.

ANALYSIS
The requested variances involve dimensional limitations and are governed by lowa Code
section 335.15(4). Under that section, the property owner must establish that:
1. The variance will not be contrary to the public interest;
2. Literal enforcement will result in practical difficulties in making a beneficial use of the
property permitted by the Zoning Ordinance;

3. The spirit of the ordinance will be observed and substantial justice done;
4. The practical difficulties are unique to the property and are not self-created; and

5. Granting the variance will not significantly alter the essential character of the surrounding
neighborhood.

The Board of Adjustment is authorized to grant variances under Section 24.4(A)(3) of the Zoning
Ordinance. The Board may impose reasonable conditions directly related to the requested
variances to ensure compliance with the ordinance and mitigate impacts resulting from the
reduced setbacks.

The required Standards of Review per lowa Code Section 335.15(4)

1. Granting the variance is not contrary to the public interest.

The proposed use of the property as a single-family residence is consistent with the purpose of
the R-3 District. The requested variances would allow the new dwelling to occupy substantially
the same footprint and maintain the same minimum front and west side-yard setbacks as the
dwelling that previously occupied the property.



The front-yard deviation is approximately 1.1 feet. The west side-yard deviation is more
substantial, but the proposed dwelling would not extend closer to the west lot line than the
previous dwelling. The record presently identifies no interference with public access, traffic
safety, utilities, or another specific public interest. The increase in peak height from
approximately 18 feet to 23 feet does not require a height variance, although the Board may
consider whether the increased mass of the new structure creates an additional impact
relevant to the reduced setbacks.

Conclusion: On the present record, continuation of the existing residential use and building
footprint does not appear contrary to the public interest. This conclusion is subject to any
evidence presented at the hearing concerning drainage, fire access, utilities, visibility, or impact
on adjoining property.

2. Owing to special conditions of the property, a literal enforcement of the Ordinance will
result in “practical difficulties” to the property owner in making a beneficial use of the
property allowed by the Zoning Ordinance.

A single-family dwelling is a permitted beneficial use of the property. Literal enforcement of the
6-foot west side-yard setback and the 13.7-foot average front-yard setback would require the
proposed dwelling to be reduced in size, shifted from the longstanding building location, or
redesigned. The requested front-yard deviation is approximately 1.1 feet, while the requested
west side-yard deviation is approximately 4.5 feet.

The proposal would continue the historical placement of a residence without expanding the
prior footprint toward the affected lot lines. Conversely, the application proposes an entirely
new dwelling, and the Board may consider whether a reasonably sized dwelling could be
designed within the required setbacks or with a lesser variance. The applicant should provide
evidence concerning the lot dimensions, usable building area, and limitations on relocating the
structure closer to the west side lot line or narrowing the structure.

The basement footings already installed cannot independently establish practical difficulty
because construction undertaken before variance approval was at the property owner’s risk.

Conclusion: If the Board finds that the property’s dimensions and existing site constraints make
a compliant or less nonconforming design impractical, the criterion may be found satisfied. The
Board should determine whether the applicant has adequately shown why a compliant dwelling
or a modified footprint is not reasonably feasible.

3. The spirit of the Ordinance is observed, and substantial justice is done by granting the
variance.
The purposes of residential setback requirements include maintaining adequate separation
between structures, preserving access to light and air, protecting neighboring properties,
maintaining the general development pattern of the neighborhood, and providing reasonable
access around buildings.



The proposed dwelling would remain within the same approximate footprint and would be no
closer to the affected lot lines than the previous dwelling. The front-yard deviation is limited,
and the location continues the established residential placement on the property. The new
structure would, however, be taller and may have greater mass than the previous cabin. The
Board should consider any evidence that this difference in the size of the structure increases
impacts associated with the reduced west side-yard setback.

Conclusion: If the Board finds that the proposed height and design do not create material
additional impacts, allowing continued use of the historical footprint would balance the
purposes of the setback regulations with the property owner’s permitted residential use.
Conditions prohibiting any closer encroachment and addressing projections and drainage would
help preserve the spirit of the ordinance.

4. The practical difficulties faced are unique to the property at issue and not self-created
(e.g., lot shape, topography, prior lawful platting).

The setback difficulty arises from the size and configuration of the lot, the longstanding
placement of the dwelling constructed in 1948, and the relationship between the established
building footprint and the current setback requirements. These physical circumstances are
specific to this property and were not created as part of the present application.

On the other hand, the present application concerns construction of a new dwelling. The owner
generally has greater control over the size and placement of new construction than over repair
of an existing structure. The applicant’s preference to reproduce the former footprint, the cost
of redesign, and the existence of newly installed footings cannot, standing alone, make the
difficulty unique or non-self-created. The east side setback is more than 6’ and could the
structure have been moved closer to the east side lot line to lessen or eliminate the west side
variance request.

The applicant initially sought to preserve the existing dwelling and obtained setback variances
for that work. According to the contractor, the need for replacement became apparent only
after the structure was raised and concealed conditions were exposed. The applicant should
present evidence identifying those conditions, explaining why they could not reasonably have
been discovered earlier, and addressing whether a compliant or less nonconforming
replacement design was evaluated.

Conclusion: The Board should evaluate the request as though the new basement footings had
not been constructed. If the Board accepts the contractor’s account and finds that the lot
configuration and historical building location—not the premature construction or a
design/location preference—are the principal causes of the difficulty, it could find this criterion
satisfied.

If the Board finds that the need for the requested variance results primarily from choices made
after replacement became necessary or the structure could have been moved towards the east
side lot line to be in compliance with the zoning code, the criterion may not be satisfied.



5. The variance will not significantly alter the essential character of the surrounding
neighborhood.

The property has historically been used for a single-family dwelling, and the proposed use will
remain unchanged. The new dwelling would occupy substantially the same footprint and
maintain the same minimum front and west side-yard setbacks as the previous dwelling.

The proposed structure would be two stories, and its peak height would increase from
approximately 18 feet to 23 feet. Although that height is permitted by the ordinance, the
additional height and mass are relevant when considering neighborhood character and the
effect of the reduced setbacks. The record presently contains no evidence that the design
would be inconsistent with other residential development in the area or would significantly
affect the neighborhood’s character.

Conclusion: Because the use and footprint would remain substantially unchanged, the Board
could find this criterion is met. The Board should nevertheless consider the surrounding
building pattern, spacing between structures, and any site-specific evidence presented by
neighboring property owners.

Staff Conclusions

The application requests permission to construct a new dwelling within substantially the same
footprint and at the same minimum front and west side-yard setbacks as the previous dwelling.
The proposed use would remain single-family residential, but the replacement dwelling would
be a new two-story structure with a greater peak height than the former cabin.

The record contains facts relevant to each of the five criteria in lowa Code section 335.15(4). In
evaluating the application, the Board should consider the historical location of the dwelling, the
dimensions and configuration of the property, the extent of the requested setback deviations,
the feasibility of a compliant or less nonconforming design, the circumstances that led to
replacement rather than repair, and any effects of the proposed structure on adjoining
property and the surrounding neighborhood.

The applicant bears the burden of proving each of the five statutory criteria. The Board must
independently determine, based on the complete hearing record, whether the evidence
satisfies every required criterion. If any single criterion is not proven, the variance must be
denied.

Under lowa law if the Board cannot make affirmative findings on all five statutory criteria,
the variance should be denied.

Recommended Conditions if Approved:
1. The variances shall apply only to the construction of the new dwelling & attached rear
covered deck in the application materials reviewed by the Board.

2. The new dwelling shall remain within the existing 28'x34’ footprint unless a smaller area is
achieved during construction.



3. Stormwater, roof drainage, grading, and construction activity shall be managed on the
property and shall not be directed onto adjoining properties in a manner that creates a
nuisance or drainage impact.

4. Any material change in size, location, height, use, or setback encroachment shall require
review by the Zoning Office and may require further Board approval.

5. All other applicable zoning, building, sanitation, floodplain, and permitting requirements
shall be satisfied before construction.

BOARD DECISION
The Board of Adjustment may consider the following alternatives:

Alternatives
1. Grant the requested variances subject to any conditions as deemed necessary by the
Board.
2. Grant relief less or different from the requested variance by modifying the requested
variances.

3. Deny the variances.
The following motions are provided for the Board’s consideration:

Provided motion of approval:

e | move to adopt the staff report as the Board’s findings and to approve the variances as
requested by Meints Construction, on behalf of the Aldridge Revocable Trust, subject to
the following conditions:

1. All construction shall comply with the Site Plan submitted on February 19, 2026.

2. No construction shall begin until a Zoning Permit has been issued by the Planning
and Zoning Office.

3. The construction shall follow all recommended conditions in the staff report.

Provided Alternate Action:
e | move to adopt the staff report as the Board’s findings and to approve the variances
with the following changes (list changes).
1. No construction shall begin until a Zoning Permit has been issued by the Planning
and Zoning Office.

Provided motion of denial:

e | move to adopt the staff report as the Board’s findings and to deny the variances as
requested by Meints Construction, on behalf of the Aldridge Revocable Trust for the
following reasons:

The request does not meet the criteria in lowa Code Chapter 335.15.
[STATE ANY OTHER REASONS FOR DENIAL]




EXHIBITS
e Exhibit 1: Figures 1-5 photos
Exhibit 2: Variance Application dated July 31, 2026
Exhibit 3: 2021 Plat of Survey
Exhibit 4: House plans
Exhibit 5: Parcel Highlight

Figure 1
Existing house from Wesley Drive with eastern 4-foot wide 3-season porch removed




Figure 2
est lot line from Wesley Drive

Figure 3
Looking at rear of house




Figure 4
east lot line from Wesley Drive

.

Figure 5
Basement




VARIANCE APPEAL
APPLICATION

Date Filed Date Set for Hearing Case Number:

semtcant Name: MEIS (DS Buldhure hone: QLD U ORI R
Mailing Address: §(1} LoTh e S Qi LG, (A HDYTY

Property Owner Nameglme\cmha A'\CLWL’{Q@ Phone: 1D 94 $-3705 EMail
property owner adaress: \JLV 1D NW_ 4y Tohnchun, 18 A3l

Property Description (Not to be used on legal documents): parcel # * U0 LIMWSUDID  rownship (001 v Lk

property caresss UL WISHU DY (o U, 18 BOUD g @-3

Brief Legal Description:

Lias  Mamodist Cump

Project Description Decision Date:

Variance(s) Reguested (As cited on results from denied Zoning Permit Application)

Criteria Justifying Variance under Standards for Review {You may add more details in the Additional Information)

L NOY gvanting vaxiance wovd vonder progeiy welss-

1 T06t g 0 vpdate propoiry T make sate.

2 Locohon 15 4qung +o bc_"-m e Same 50t on Propeehy.

L. Sthpadks osz same A5 They have bein. | |

R Tne OV“VQQ@C‘ Shrveture Wil net have any Viegeonve 0fect
N QU Sadvs oF m;jvxmrhwi- :

tamthe (] Oowner [0 Contract Purchaser [ Other (Explain) Cﬂfm'ﬂ,(jﬂ?‘f

of the property affected.

who makes the accompanying applicetion; and that the infogmation provjded is true and korrect and actual construction will proceed in accordance
with the purposes herein stated antl anyl conditjong and/or r&uﬂ/‘mments he Board of Adjdstment may stipulate. The Planning & Zoning staff and

so/given pé€ripission to ener the aboye property in reViewing this Application.
| { =31 2o
7 \ ()\-(AL (N\ Date /) <
v d

\/\Y

|, the applicant, being duly sworn, depose and say that | am the owner, or, that | am authgrized and empowered to make affidavit for the owner,
Board of Adjustment members arj %‘

Applicant Signature




-,
"

|

LOCATION:

SURVEYOR:
PREPARED BY

REQUESTED BY: DERRICK D. ALDRIDGE
PROPRIETORS: DERRICK D. AND

(7 ¢

RETRACEMENT PLAT OF SURVEY |

LOT 193 CLEAR LAKE METHODIST CAMP,
CERRQO GORDO COUNTY, IOWA

A. ALDRIDGE
JOSEPH A. SNETHEN, PLS #23133

CLAPSADDLE—GARBER ASSOCIATES, INC.
R CITY, IA. 50385

: 515-832—-1932
M

g
3
Bod

EX. BLDG.

{MEASURED FROM
E. SIDE OF TREE)

= s nar

Doc. #: 2021-4568

Type: ISUR Pages: 2 06/16/2021 09:54 AM

R: $10.00 - Tf: $0.00 - M: $1.00 - Tc: $1 - N: S0
Pymt: Check

AnnMarie Legler, Cerro Gordo County Recorder

340 TRUNK OF
DOUBLE TREE

(E. SIDE OF NE
TAUNK IS 0.2+ E.
OF PROPERTY
LINE)

the related

and
by me

n —
a (=] — —
26'% TR 329 - 3 L\
(MEASURED FROM c & W 1 9%
E. SIDE OF TREE) g & ¥ {
O- T I o=
‘ E*\/) % L 30°3 TRUNK OF
o DOUBLE TREE
DETAIL ¥ (MEASURED FROM
=5 S. AND E. SIDES
OF SW TRUNK)
0 15

Scale: Feet

that this land surveying document
survey work was

VIOTILINY

e

=1
[—Bar
I—Bar_w/ ill

T—Bar_in_1

l Stoinless Steel Wcluher (#5543)

e STLRSE

gible Stainless Steel Washer

T-B

1.D. lron_Pi
ar w/ Stainless_Steel Washer (#5543)

in_1

Found

'v-‘ D

13644

0.D. lron Pi
* 0.D. lron_Pi
T—Bar w/ Stainiess Steel Washer
in PCC.

0.6"_deep.

e Iron Rered in PCC

=L

A Al 1101 Pliee Dlasdia Cannad lean




=
ooV

“OH 133HS

13305 43103
BTN L33HS

3L¥a NOISI3Y

SS3¥AAY 133r0dd

dSNOHIMV I94RIaTV

W T L TN RO O e b 3

¢TSI €0 U0NONISUO) IO/puUy
HULISd JOJ JON - 33S MIINSY

[ETERR

o e o,

[rs) .

TR e

2 -
o 2

10
[

1]

dNo¥O Nols3a M3V




i
LIV

*ON 133HS

= L0 = L8 =/ -t =4/ P
auvaos : NV1d 4008 ONLSIX3 @ 40014 ¥3ddn ONLLSIX3 @ 40074 NIV ONLLSIX3 Q

o

ixvia
e
a5
auva 3nssi
o 1337589 = =
et > 9
s T e I T ——t—r - <
[ ) [ i ! i = F_
| ! I |
>0 V | | | Ll o
2238 ! | i ! =z i
=, I | g3 -1
= = _ | “ | | i g -
b allw) _ A . | i
. i | iz «
ge | ! I T IV3ED 1
O+ > H | i | | - i E 5
2+ Q9 | | | ITHEREN LE I
4 o ! | ! | nEE
330 | I j
SS m ! r=—- ! I .
W | —t | — |l | = x B
50 »n 9 | ~— T |l i i i i
22 W | IR
ox M | | —
"S- , | 1
- 1 1 1 -
T.M | | | [ R
= ! _ L .
| 1 |
N ! | ! [
[\ M | | | [
1 | | 1
m | | L
i | | Iy
L | _ | 0
I
L T S ; 7i o
11 ! [
| | i
| —-
n T ! e
I A i X .
m i SN [ 4 b i
[ , \ [
14 . N I
S B N
L S
i K\\\\\J\\\\<\\\\\/u/~
v 2 |
= =

VeI sr sie
5208 VIaAlLD

W0y MoIs1euI Y
QTTANAS VSR MmN ObRT

dNO¥SO NOISIA ¥ITTV :

©



AT ]
A4

‘ON 133HS

A DN
3N 133HS

L0 =4
NOLLYAITI LHOIY ONLSIX3 @ zo:<>u._m [Py uz.m,m_vm @

3U¥a NolsIAaY

- ToTTSH g T 1 P! :
Y|||II\|I|1]4I|||I4UH,.>|HHI‘\ ?‘wﬂ:.ﬂﬁﬂll|l|||l||‘ I||'I|I|III|I|H4AIZH~HI\'
5 [Niminil
sy wpy Lyl -
¥308 gl
EERE | prSTEYy
> U _______
So = | iagad]
2<.0O EZZ D
N e
OM:._ e s R i i et ot St e
JSD e e T e A e e e — e M T TR )
O
STy
Qg
7
gz 9
co X
A~ M
= ey
eg W
=3 e e R T = Shy | [ R PNV P T M g e SRS FE— e — T T T T T T TIVR ReTISRT
S
o3
|
v
N
N

ASNOHIMV1 394ia1V

D=4 = 4/t
m. K e /4
NOLLYATT3 dV3d ONLLSIX3 Q NOLLYATT3 LNOY4 ONLSIX3 @

- LF_I i

e e e e T it el i 5

10308
IIL

dNO¥O NDIs3Q ¥ITY



L'ev

“ON 133HS

aLva NOISIY

8@
ERVTEL]
faied
“ON 103r0Ed

SS3¥AAY 153(0Y¥d

ASNOHIMVT I0dNATV

22" ST €0 UOIDNIISUOD JO/PUY
L34 10} 10N - 135 MaINSY

SE0S VI IAD

QZT AN YS WIS M avHT

> -
c Z
o

dNO¥D NOIS3IA IV

©

d0014 ¥3ddn MIN

04 = 4/t

O = 3/l

NIV M3N

L

WSOm0 = B/

ININ3ISVYE M3N

s = =
E4 N
i)
:_ \
|
I
|
T h
.| WO0§ |
7
e

s




L'V

‘ON 133HS

SHOI¥AITS HOWIL A
JWYN L3NS

L-b =/ O = 3N
NOLLVAFTI LHOI M3N @ NOLLVYATTI 1437 MAN @

3170 NOISIAZY

31v0 3nsS|

o 50

y30UN8

CoDE=]

> 9

2z 3|2

S -

ppdlle)

) -

o% » H

2 9|4
fu s

£5 39

SRl 0)
S8

o —.—.—

3 |
s

S A

m

o

(o

@)

m

b0 =/ L4 =4/
NOLLVATT3 dv3d M3IN @ i N NOLLVYAFTI LNOY4 M3IN @

e e, e e St ———— = e

TERETR T T T

dNO¥YD NOISIA ¥INV



UOoIINIISU0Y JO/PUY @
US4 10} 10N - 185 MalAsY W

ss3yaay 1Haroyd B

3snoHaxv aoarav i Gl

A5.1

10
otranns Horut
dNO¥S N9ISB3A ¥ITIY =235k

NV DXTEROR PEPSCRCTIVES

SHEET NAME
SHEET NO.

L SRR 19 RS R B0 BT IS

-




o 74
NOILO3S ONIQNNE M3N @

STV
A0 €5 34 Of T BN TS T

.-w‘g..Uﬂll|MI|l|l|l|‘I|’I|||l.|.||.|||

swey sy
33078

Y 8L
/IN00Y ATIRYA

TR T T

G s e

SS3WAAY 123(0Yd

NWIad 10} 10N - 195 MaInaY

NOOY 1¥349

T2 ST €0 uondNIISU0) JO/pUy I

N
|
|
|
|
|
I
|
|
]
]
|

O = 4/
.. NV1d 4004 M3N @

ASNOHIAMVT A9dlbav

W

N00Yd YNNE

R
1

T S

\\\\\\\\

\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

dNO¥D NOIS3IA ¥ITTVY =




e
Ld

“ON L33HS

5-swvi3a
3NN LT3HS

3L¥Q NOISIAY

$53¥aqv 1D3r0yd M

ASNOHAMV1 F0dRIA1V

22" ST €0 UORINISUOD JO/PUY W
W34 Jo} 10N - 135 MaInsY I

dNO¥O NOIS3IA ¥ITIV :

i

SO NI
S 18 €% 4 Of ST O TS T

S3dAL ¥3Av3H @

WG B4 C@RCA 38 NS
STOWAIOS ARY 0¥ SWI3D JTEBAS SV 800U Y
SHOLVATD HORGLG ‘A0 T30 O ¥ 1 HGKS W1

WONG 4 GLEE 33 TN0S
SHIN/BI00 AN W STYL30 DSBS SNV W0 aw
SIIVATT M0RG1G 'ATHO T30 ORAL ¥ 9 IO W30 @

NOLLO3S TIVM HONVY 'dAlL

®

0MNg Bd G120 38
TNOHS SENVEBU AN G STI3) IEEBHE S 00U
Y SHOUVATTD JORELA A0 TYA3D YKL ¥ S1 MIGS 130

1V13a JONVIVA TV JldAL @

TOHS SIS0 Y G STHLI ITNEIS S 80U
Y SHOLVATD HDROLG AT W30 TOMAL ¥ SI MACKS L3O

("O'N'n) 3IxVY TV IIdAL

©

NOLLO3S TIVM AYOLS—C "dAlL

00Ng 104 @R 39
VOHS SAIMYERIITN ANY O STYLX) FORBAS SNV W0U

(O SNOUYATT YORELG 'ATD VLI WAL ¥ S NS W30 O

("O'N’'n) 3AV3 TV IIdAL

0TING 104 @A\ 18
TIGHS SN ANY OV SWI31 TS SNV d 300U
QY SHOUYATTS ¥0RGLA ‘A0 WI30 TYOIUL ¥ S1 RAOKS W10

W00NG Wd O 39
VO SIONGRIS AN O STY130 DSBS SHW H00U

dINY0O HOIM3LXT “dAL

©®

O SHOUYATD 206GDG A0 130 YU ¥ SIINOKS WL30 @

(‘O'N'n) 3AVA Q3dOTS TVOIdAL




4d—SO QOHLIN ONIOVYE @ NOILO3INNOO TINVd TIVM om_o,ﬁmmmU

e a2 o OMIMYULL CHNEN00TS OL WITWIYA HIWA KOLLDINNOD TANVA TIYA 030VYE
el o 0 oy Svemn et e

gz 175 0

T &7 X5 0 @ ST N I TV 10 ) 0 PG PRCARI a0 Bunygonss ot £o 438 PO orms T ey o — oy W
. o po PO\ p i e, |
i e s -\ Nl
4 g mmiew = __. o s o
2UYa NOISIATY £ o ot - Lot - TR — : m i 2 m
g o i VESTUTA e ot e e =
i _ e SR T
gt S — g ——
3uva3nssi &k ]
cctonior ot e v oy S g i p— T
Ol 1310k i
sy
¥30708

sty iy J \
0 ) 5 o P s Bt e 877 P . — vﬁ
] s o s TR
T S B o S| TERTIW
047 10 Ao o  Ta— e
" ) e Fo ol ﬁ / ) \w’ Awm
“ P E
1 Con v, i 8 e a1

Nouds
H

([ ]
>0 T V P |
322 TR o KRR e
<o <=
O=s m N Tawve
- ) G " oy zanu 3unou
ow 3 NO——
S+5lA iR ERES
NWN o == {
5520 | i |
s a|@ i 1
o= M i S s
Em m B ——
53 r camemdTTocs H L i
¢ > g : S— ﬁ\ b
N] P /%. protee, |
m s_a_ﬂs.aﬁ.ﬂ — _a
I WS
@
m

SNOLLIANOO dN3-SJ @

DHIHLYZHS SNONNLLNOD HLA SINIT TIV/A G3IVHE O SNOLLIGNOD aia

G POUTRSAS SOU] FEM POILI] J5] 57 lound wimiay

SLNIWININOIY %’EW_
[TH1vaHS KISNONNLLIG:

L0LZ05H IHNDI
N SHE = punod | W §10E = 100) | W 6T = §0) § IS o
-~ § NOLLIGNOD ON3
B I ol
o4 jo 86pa 9y ) povsise) Aipetes
i iy, 70
N ‘m mn
P8 POYISIYS S9UN 16M PIDRIQ XY 7 i@ IUMSI \\\ \\
e /n um
spoued Eanions poom L \\-._§
i

¥ NOILIGNOD GN3 € NOLLIGNOD GN3
SLDAINNOY 335

YNl TV 3N TIVI GI0VHA 40 ONA LY

"3V TIVA B33V NOPRNIN 51

abvad Lus _ D

_.Edzw“ 7 X
il i nm

—
9

_. §§
. > £
- e 1 NOLLIGHOD ON3
ol i I 3NM TV 030VES 40 ON3
: i e
o ),
= £ N
: m 7

7

z |- v7

= Q

& 4

(2]
@ :

o

c

i




e sroaa|
WQ om0 = /e @
SR STv1l3d ¥o3d
om0 T,
JNVN 133HS i:ll]:u“,-l!ﬂ.s”,! !
;
s 11 o38O S e e R
i
31¥Q HOISIASY :-d av”
T )
e
T
E = 3
T
"ON K :w
- o
¥307N8 .A “
(51 ) T
)
T2 V CE i
Q=0 )
52 5|C T
O= B (w) s
o e
o~ > H v T uc
27 ol o
259 1%
52 210 = —
sz a|@ iincil
3 "
gz |M T e
*3 T
HW g I [ _ _ T
.w/u v 7 7 irllﬁ : 7‘ FIA
™ A B s s e i o .
m - e o o >
o =
S SEOE NS08 B SINE 9 D V@B
—._.._ ()veizosy 200y

103r0¥d

R
= wg's I
z FLz
2 53 m
EE )
;"o
3 “m
= +|a
e | | | |
Tz
12
o . L
o = =
5
o




4a FYOHSHLNOS

'

v-22-50

200:9T

~  LV0;E01-CC-S0
7

| & -
| | 600;€TH522350

IO LY e 10 e 1122350 pes _\ _\ —

’




	Aldridge Staff Report Variance FINAL
	Recommended Conditions if Approved:

	Variance Application 7-31-26
	Survey
	Site plan
	Parcel highlight

