46

Zovmwe  Boarp  Hawpsoox iy 2001

Decision of Zoning Board of Adjustment/Appeals

Town f Lt)aafrt/(,. &m@wscomsw
Applicationipetiton # _£au_(ba (le C’A eLsC .

FINDINGS OF FACT

Having heard the testimony and considered the evidence presented, the Board determines the facts of this
case to be:

Filing Date: 2/3/ 26
Affidavit of publication/posting is on file.
Hearing Date: 3/ "4 / 26

1. The applicant or appeliant is (name and address):
Stege Berhel . fheese sercho ats , Eau Golle Cheese
Presiclent '
2. The applicant or appellant is the @e@&efmor&gﬂgee of the following described property which is
the, subject of the application or appeal;

Nﬁw 114 of NE Kw, CityNiﬂag W ou 69 e , P‘E Wt County

known as (street address) ___A/ 476 5 State /7’(9_;/ 25 roasdl

3. The property is presently in use for C/)E.’e SE€ p POOOU c.'é'dwand has been so used continu-
ously since WI‘OK (985

4. The property includes a nonconforming structure/use described as /V /4

5. The property has been the subject of a prior appeallvariancefco:ﬁiﬁona( described as
A

6. The applicant or appellant proposes (brief project description/attach plans):
to cowstruct a bldy odd Fion Fha? E‘Xjfﬂ /s 42! &yvz/;ye. set back
7. The applicant or appellant requests: regu/src ments From Sou? vorre Lone,
Py An appeal of the zoning administrator's determination.
= A conditional use/special exception.
@ A variance.
(.08 Tndust-ol <I-1.6&. Vorcds |

...under Section7’ of the ordinance.

The features of the proposed construction and property that relate to the grant or denial of the application

or appeal are (refer o thg language/standards of the ordinance): .
wilenzuuve 7‘2& uf'-l LEngustrio 03‘5/1“:(. aM Ypon puelie 063-//“:{,

cversy/ buib/rﬂi? or ,_'ﬁmér/m‘a/ @é< m‘—y‘/e ﬁf“’,ﬁ"‘ﬁ/* in Fhe T-1 TouphssFrval
dishriet  rhal/ .1-'67/ Aacfé _)af‘dm Fhe Meﬁ’y line ot scd &f/fap%'sﬁ'ﬂ

a mini mum of 00 (fect. -
The yerionce r‘eau_gsﬂt is For :’ﬂm-sﬂmc,‘/fﬂy Q\!éuﬂ,d/a/:uy
oddidron nte Phe ot back by upte w2 From

South Praire Lone.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Based on the above findings of fact the Board concliudes that:

Appeal/interpretation — The order of the zoning administrator isfis not in excess of hisfher authority because

(or) The zohing administrator's interpretation of Section of the zoning code isfis not a correct interpre~
tation because 7 P
T
A / [ .
Variance ~ The vaﬁanw meet all three of the following tests:
A Unnecessary hardshi@ibmt present since strict application the terms of the zoning ordinance

uighit deny the applicant all reason S.I? u§ the property, becayse
4

o compete ja Fodeys mor cagoct at e ﬁc‘l(t’r-,f nerels 1o iwereese,
ﬁ% .!:gﬁ geggr«wlfrc Conivgeraofion 15 guch 7Thot Gome =F
The expgn¥ion needs Voo Pccor on Fhe neordh side.
B. ~ The hardship@rs-agt due to physical limitations of the property rather than the circumstances of the
appellant because
Jo meet PNR n‘aru"p;a'fv‘ j\egufftxm'—ﬂ-fff e _constiuction on
72t perth grde 33 nceded Fo ollield siorm  fater Yo ge % Fhe Sputh

C The variance \M be contrary to the public interest an@m observe the purpose of the

ordinance and do justice because

Alloviag e pparve~cé€ ﬂ’!’ef av? Corgse _unde /0/19161‘13 Dn

diping la AerS ol Sauth Frairt Lane , Zhe Soe /e wit? B rewoued

and Vangle Jrivewosy will be removtd making sauth froire Love Ssfer,
Conditional Use - The application for a conditional use permit does/does not qualify under the criteria of
Section of the ordinance because

A7 4

VA

ORDER AND DETERMINATION

On the basis of the above findings of fact, conclusions of law and the record in this matter the board orders:

Appeslinterpretation — The zoning administrator's order/interpretation of the zoning code or map is affirmed/
modifiedfreversed and the administrator is ordered to:
FivJ A
A

itienalLise — The requested Grianc¥comitiensi-use is GamEd/granted/granted-in-part subject

to following conditions:
1. £ A

2 /L
3 / VL

[4

The zoning administrator is directed to issue a zoning permit incorporating these conditions and certifying by
the petitioner/applicant’s signature that he/she understands and accepts the conditions.
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Expiration of permit. Any privilege granted by this decision must be exercised within £O_ months of the date of this
decision after obtaining the necessary building, zoning and other permits for the proposed canstruction. This period
will be extended if this decision is stayed by the order of any court or operation of law.

Revocation. This order may be revoked by the Board after notice and opportunity to be heard for violation of any of the
conditions imposed.

Appeals. This decision may be appealed by a person aggrieved by this decision or by any officer, department, board
or bureau of the municipality by filing an action in certiorari in the circuit court for this county within 30 days after the
date of filing of this decision. The municipality assumes no liability for and makes no warranty as to reliance on this
decision if construction is commenced prior to expiration of this 30-day period.

Zoning Board of A

Signed % //V -bé'w Attest —

Chairpersan Secretary
Dated: 7, / I / 2l
Filed: &917% [prers o7 W ou féf ﬁlé
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