
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
HATTIESBURG BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

PUBLIC HEARING STAFF REPORTS 

September 3, 2025 



 

 

Board of Adjustment Agenda 

September 3, 2025, 3:30 PM 

Jackie Dole Sherrill Community Center (Dining Room) 

220 W Front Street 

 

I. Business Meeting 

  1. Review and approval of September's meeting agenda   

  2. Review and approval of the minutes of the August meeting 

  3. Planning Report 

  4. Chair's Report  

  5. Introductions 

II. Public Hearing 

  1. Presentation of Petitions for Public Hearing 

  

A. Annie Kimbarugh, Property Owner, requests variances from the minimum requirement of 10 
ft of green space to allow for 3ft, from the maximum fence height in a front yard of 4ft to 
allow for 6ft, and from the requirement of sidewalks along public streets to instead allow for 
0ft of sidewalk along public streets for a property located at 1516 Florida Avenue (PPIN 
21775, Forrest County, Ward 4).  

  

B. Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, Representative, request a 
variance from the minimum requirement of 5 stacking spaces in a restaurant with a drive 
through to instead allow for 0 and a variance from the residential buffer minimum of 200ft to 
instead allow for 0ft for an R-1B zoned property located at 1300 N Main Street (PPIN 14508, 
Forrest County, Ward 2).  

III. Other Business 

IV. Adjournment 
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MEMORANDUM 
            
TO: All Interested Parties   
FROM: Planning Staff      
DATE: August 26, 2025 
SUBJECT: September 3, 2025 - Hattiesburg Planning Commission and Board of 

Adjustment 
 
The Hattiesburg Planning Commission will meet in regular session at 1:00 PM, 
Wednesday, September 3, 2025, in the dining room of the Jackie Dole Sherrill 
Community Center.  
 
Virtual Meeting Attendance Option for the Planning Commission 
Join the meeting now  
Meeting ID: 296 437 185 947 2 
Passcode: bv3YA9qw  
Dial in by phone  
+1 929-346-7084 
Phone conference ID: 716 995 575#  
 
The Board of Adjustment will meet in regular session at 3:30 PM, Wednesday, 
September 3, 2025, in the dining room of the Jackie Dole Sherrill Community Center.  
 
Join the meeting now  
Meeting ID: 213 358 594 324 3  
Passcode: SA7wy9Gt  
Dial in by phone  
+1 929-346-7084 
Phone conference ID: 867 054 102#  
 
If you have any questions regarding the agenda or need information related to the 
virtual meeting option, please do not hesitate to call the Planning Division at  
(601)-545-4599 or email at planning@hattiesburgms.com.  
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MINUTES OF THE 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE  

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 

August 6th, 2025 

  

Board Members Roll Call:  

Members Present: 

1. Shawn Harris, Chair 

2. Brandon Williams 

3. Sandi Boykins 

4. John Eye 

5. Herman Dungan 

6. Stacey Ready, Secretary 

7. Richard Conville 

8. Bernard Green, Vice Chair 

 

Members Absent: 

9. Jessica Cathey 

10. James Hughes 

11. Vacant Seat 

 

 

Staff Present:   

1. Cory Long, Planning Manager 

2. Nathan Satcher, Senior Planner  

3. David Miller, Esq. 

4. Wiley Quinn, Director of Urban Development 

5. Meridian McDaniel, Planner I 

             

  

Chair Harris declared the Board of Adjustment meeting open and in session at 3:34 p.m. 

 

AGENDA REVIEW 

A motion was made to accept the agenda for the August 2025 meeting.  

 

Motion: 

Made by Brandon E.J. Williams to approve the agenda 

Second: 

Made by Herman Dungan 
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Vote:  

 

Board Member Yea Nay Other 

John Eye X   

Richard Conville X   

Bernard Green X   

Shawn Harris X   

Brandon Williams X   

Stacey Ready X   

Herman Dungan X   

Sandi Boykins X   

Jessica Cathey   ABSENT 

James Hughes   ABSENT 

The motion to approve the August 6th meeting agenda was passed by an 8-0 vote.   

 

MINUTES REVIEW 

A motion was made by Stacey Ready to approve the minutes with corrections from the May  

7th Meeting.  

 

Motion: 

 Made by Stacey Ready 

Second: 

 Made by Brandon E.J. Williams 

 

Vote:  

 

Board Member Yea Nay Other 

John Eye X   

Richard Conville X   

Bernard Green X   

Shawn Harris X   

Brandon Williams X   

Stacey Ready X   

Herman Dungan X   

Sandi Boykins X   

Jessica Cathey   ABSENT 

James Hughes   ABSENT 

 The motion to approve the May 7th meeting minutes was passed by an 8-0 vote.   

 

PLANNING REPORT 

The Planning Division staff gave a report.  
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CHAIR�S REPORT 

No report from the chair.  

INTRODUCTIONS: 

Board of Adjustment members and Staff introduced themselves. 

 

PUBLIC HEARING: 

    

Item A: Anointed Word Ministries, Property Owner/Applicant, and Clifford Lockhart, 

Contractor/Representative, request a variance from the requirement of the minimum 200ft 

separation from the nearest lot line of any residential use to allow for 94 ft separation and 

a variance from the requirement of a maximum of 40% of the sign as a electronic reader 

board to allow for 58% for a sign located at a R-3 zoned property at 748 W 4th Street (PPIN 

26614, Forrest County, Ward 4).  

 

Discussion and Vote: 

Staff introduced the case. 

 

Presented by:  

• Clifford Lockhart 

Proponents: 

• None 

Opponents: 

• None 

 

Motion: 

Bernard Green motioned to recommend approval of the requests based upon literal 

interpretation and conforming to the purpose of the code.  

 

Second: 

Made by Sandi Boykins 

 

Vote:  

Board Member Yea Nay Other 

John Eye  X  

Richard Conville X   

Bernard Green X   

Shawn Harris X   

Brandon Williams X   

Stacey Ready X   
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Herman Dungan  X  

Sandi Boykins X   

Jessica Cathey   ABSENT 

James Hughes   ABSENT 

The motion to recommend approval of the request was passed by a 6-2 vote.  

 

 

Item B: William Carey University, Property Owners/Applicants, Grant Guthrie, Property 

Owner/Applicant, John Anglin, Engineer, and Kevin Lewis, Architect, request a variance 

from the requirement of the maximum fence height in a front setback of 4ft to allow for 6ft 

for an R-3 zoned property located at 198 Magnolia Ave (PPIN 13692, Forrest County, 

Ward 5).  

Discussion and Vote: 

Staff introduced the case. 

 

Presented by:  

• Kevin Lewis 

Proponents: 

• None 

Opponents: 

• None 

 

Motion: 

Richard Conville motioned to recommend approval of the request.  

 

Second: 

Made by Brandon E.J. Williams  

 

Vote:  

Board Member Yea Nay Other 

John Eye  X  

Richard Conville X   

Bernard Green X   

Shawn Harris X   

Brandon Williams X   

Stacey Ready X   

Herman Dungan X   

Sandi Boykins X   

Jessica Cathey   ABSENT 

James Hughes   ABSENT 

The motion to recommend approval of the request was passed by a 7-1 vote.  
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OTHER BUSINESS:   

Item C: Robin Magee, Applicant/Property Owner, Petra Café III, LLC, Property Owner, 

and Greater Solutions LLC, Representative, request a variance from the maximum capacity 

of 80 people in restaurants to instead allow for a maximum capacity of 99 for a B-2 and R-

1A zoned properties located at 6060 Hwy 49 (PPIN 16705, 16707, 16717, & 16719), Ward 

4, Forrest County).  

Discussion and Vote: 

Staff introduced the case. 

 

Presented by:  

• DeShawn Davis 

Proponents: 

• None 

Opponents: 

• None 

 

Motion: 

Stacey Ready motioned to recommend approval of the request.  

 

Second: 

Made by Brandon E.J. Williams  

 

Vote:  

Board Member Yea Nay Other 

John Eye  X  

Richard Conville X   

Bernard Green X   

Shawn Harris X   

Brandon Williams X   

Stacey Ready X   

Herman Dungan X   

Sandi Boykins X   

Jessica Cathey   ABSENT 

James Hughes   ABSENT 

The motion to recommend approval of the request was passed by a 7-1 vote.  

 

OTHER BUSINESS:   

 

Business Closed 

Motion: 
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Herman Dungan motioned to adjourn the meeting.  

Second: 

Made by Richard Conville  

 

Vote:  

Board Member Yea Nay Other 

John Eye X   

Richard Conville X   

Bernard Green X   

Shawn Harris X   

Brandon Williams X   

Stacey Ready X   

Herman Dungan X   

Sandi Boykins X   

Jessica Cathey   ABSENT 

James Hughes   ABSENT 

The motion to adjourn was passed by an 8-0 vote.  

 

The Board of Adjustments adjourned the meeting at 5:01 pm  

    

 

______________________________ 

Stacey Ready, Secretary 

 

 

      

Cory Long, AICP, Planning Division Manager 
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September 2025 BOA Item: A 

Green Space, Fence Height, and Sidewalk Variances 

Annie Kimbarugh, Property Owner 

  

 
 

Board of Adjustment 

Case Fact Sheet 

 ______________________________________________________________________________  

 

Names of Petitioner: Annie Kimbarugh, Property Owner 

  

Address of Property:  Tax Parcels   PPIN:  Ward: 

1516 Florida Avenue  2-038D-16-055.00  21775       4 

    

 ______________________________________________________________________________  

 

Request:   Green Space, Fence Height, and Sidewalk Variances 

 

Purpose of Request: Annie Kimbarugh, Property Owner, requests variances from 

the minimum requirement of 10 ft of green space to allow for 

3ft, from the maximum fence height in a front yard of 4ft to 

allow for 6ft, and from the requirement of sidewalks along 

public streets to instead allow for 0ft of sidewalk along public 

streets for a property located at 1516 Florida Avenue (PPIN 

21775, Forrest County, Ward 4).  

     

History / Background: The applicant met with staff in a pre-application meeting in 

June of 2025, where they discussed the development of an 

outdoor event space to add to the existing Sycampore Oaks 

Event Venue located at 1516 Florida Avenue. The applicant 

wants to include an outdoor area with a pergola, a gathering 

space, and an 8-foot perimeter fence. The proposed 8ft 

fence would technically be in the front yard of the parcel, 

since it is a corner lot and there is no primary structure on 

the parcel.  

 

During the meeting, outstanding items from the parking lot's 

development were also discussed. The parking lot was 

developed without the required and site-plan-approved 10ft 

green space buffer and sidewalks along public streets. Staff 

advised the applicant that the outstanding items that were 

included on the approved site plan would still need to be 

completed. The applicant inquired about her options to not 
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September 2025 BOA Item: A 

Green Space, Fence Height, and Sidewalk Variances 

Annie Kimbarugh, Property Owner 

finish out the outstanding items and the staff discussed 

options, including the variance process for both the fencing 

and the green space. Staff discussed the sidewalk's fee-in-

lieu program and the sidewalk's variance process.  

  

  

Applicant Summary: See Attached 

 

Applicable Regulations:  

 

SECTION 7 Table 7.1 Design Standards 

   
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     

     

Present Zoning:  B-3  Community Business 

 

Present Use:   Parking Lot 

 

Future Land Use:   Community Business Corridor  

 

Surrounding Zoning  

and Land Use:  North: B-3 Community Business  

    South: B-3 Community Business  

    East: B-3 Community Business  

    West: B-3 Community Business  

 

Letters or  

Concerns stated:  The Planning Division Office has not received any letters or 

other written communications regarding this case as of 

finalizing this report.  
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September 2025 BOA Item: A 

Green Space, Fence Height, and Sidewalk Variances 

Annie Kimbarugh, Property Owner 

Option:    Recommend approval or denial of the variances from the 

minimum requirement of 10 ft of green space to allow for 3ft, 

from the maximum fence height in a front yard of 4ft to allow 

for 6ft, and from the requirement of sidewalks along public 

streets to instead allow for 0ft of sidewalk along public streets 

for a property located at 1516 Florida Avenue (PPIN 21775, 

Forrest County, Ward 4).  

 

    Basis for Approval (12.4.1.1):  

  

Approval Criteria. A variance is not a right, but a privilege 

that property owners meeting the following criteria may 

request. These criteria are to be used to consider all 

variance requests. It shall be the burden of the applicant to 

prove that the request meets these criteria: 

 

I. Hardship. 

• The hardship is unique to the property and is not or will not 
be caused by the actions or inactions of the applicant. 

• There are exceptional conditions creating an undue 

hardship applicable only to the property involved or the 

intended use which do not apply generally to the other land 

areas or uses within the same zoning district. 

 

 II. Special Privilege. A variance shall not confer any special 

privilege that is denied to other lands or structures in the 

same zoning district.  

 

 III. Literal Interpretation. The literal interpretation of the 

provisions of the regulations would deprive the applicant of 

rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same 

zoning district and would cause unnecessary and undue 

hardship on the applicant. 

 

 IV. Reasonable Use. The applicant cannot make reasonable 

use of the property without the requested variance. 

 

 V. Minimum Required. The granting of a variance is the 

minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use 

of the land or structure. 

 

VI. Conformance with the Purposes of this Code. The 

granting of a variance will not conflict with the purposes and 

intent expressed or implied in the Land Development Code.  
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BOA Item: A 

 

SUBJECT PARCEL 

1516 Florida Avenue— Variance Request 

Annie Kimbarugh, Property Owner, requests variances from the minimum 

requirement of 10 ft of green space to allow for 3ft, from the maximum 

fence height in a front yard of 4ft to allow for 6ft, and from the require-

ment of sidewalks along public streets to instead allow for 0ft of sidewalk 

along public streets for a property located at 1516 Florida Avenue (PPIN 

21775, Forrest County, Ward 4).  
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Property Area 
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Surrounding Area 
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Site Plan 
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September 2025 BOA Item: B 

Drive Thru Stacking Spaces and Residential Buffer Variances 

Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, Representative 

  

 
 

Board of Adjustment 

Case Fact Sheet 

 ______________________________________________________________________________  

 

Names of Petitioner:  Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, 

Representative 

  

Address of Property:  Parcel:   PPIN:  Ward: 

1300 N Main Street   2-029F-04-067.00  14508  2 

 

 ______________________________________________________________________________  

 

 

Request(s):   Drive Thru Stacking Spaces and Residential Buffer Variances 

 

Purpose of Request: Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman,  

Representative, request a variance from the minimum 

requirement of 5 stacking spaces in a restaurant with a drive 

through to instead allow for 0 and a variance from the 

residential buffer minimum of 200ft to instead allow for 0ft for 

an R-1B zoned property located at 1300 N Main Street (PPIN 

14508, Forrest County, Ward 2).  

     

 

History / Background: The applicant is requesting a zoning amendment and 

variances for the property situated at 1300 N Main Street to 

facilitate its reactivation as a drive-thru restaurant. Historically, 

the building was occupied by Church’s Chicken, a drive-thru 

fast food establishment. The neighboring properties include 

commercial entities such as Compadres Market, as well as 

residential areas. The property is also located in the North 

Main Historic District.  

 

 

They are presently seeking a zoning change and variances for 

the property. It is situated within the R-1B zoning district, 

designated for single-family residences, which prohibits 

commercial restaurants. Although the property previously 

operated as a restaurant, it has been vacant for over six 
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September 2025 BOA Item: B 

Drive Thru Stacking Spaces and Residential Buffer Variances 

Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, Representative 

months and has consequently has lost its legal nonconforming 

status. The applicants are requesting two variances: one to 

relax the requirement for stacking spaces for the drive-thru, 

and another to reduce the residential buffer to neighboring 

residential properties.  

 

The Board of Adjustment should consider the impact a drive-

through has on neighboring residential properties including 

sound, smell, as well as visual impact. Additionally, drive-

throughs will add an increase in vehicular traffic to this 

corridor.  

 

 

    

Applicant Summary: See Attached 

 

Applicable Regulations:  

 

 

SECTION 4 Zoning Districts Established   

 

4.5.10 B-2 Community Business District: The purpose of the 

B-2 District is to provide for retail and personal service uses in 

locations convenient to residential neighborhoods consistent 

with comprehen sive planning policies. This district is 

consistent with the Neighborhood Business District in the 

Comprehensive Plan. 

 

4.5.10 B-3 Community Business District: The purpose of the 

B-3 District is to provide for retail, personal service, and offices 

in locations with convenient access to the community 

consistent with comprehensive planning policies. This district 

is consistent with the Community Business District in the 

Comprehensive Plan. 

 

SECTION 5    Use Regulations 

 

5.4.36 Restaurants With and Without Drive-Through 

Service. 

  

 5.4.36.4 No part of the active use area of a drive-through 

restaurant, including the drive-through, menu, and window, 

may be located closer than 300 feet to a lot containing a legal, 

conforming residential use   
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September 2025 BOA Item: B 

Drive Thru Stacking Spaces and Residential Buffer Variances 

Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, Representative 

 

 

SECTION 7    Standards of Design 

 

 7.12.16 Stacking Space.  

  

 7.12.16.1 Number of Spaces Required. In addition to 

required parking spaces, drive–thru facilities shall provide a 

minimum of five stacking spaces per drive–thru facility, 

window, or bay, with the following exceptions: the space 

directly in front of the facility, window, or bay shall not count 

towards meeting the stacking requirements.  

  i. Fast food restaurants shall have an  

  An additional five stacking spaces. A  minimum 

of five of the total stacking spaces shall be located at 

or prior to the ordering station.  

 

 ii. Non–automated car washes shall only be required 

to have two stacking spaces per bay, one of which is 

located for use as a dry down area.  

 

 iii. Automated car washes shall be required to have 

four stacking spaces per bay.    

 

  iv. Freestanding ATMs shall only be  

  required to have two stacking spaces.    

 

 7.12.16.2 Location. Stacking spaces shall be located 

entirely outside of a required driveway or parking aisle 

needed to access required parking spaces.  

 

 7.12.16.3 Size. For the purposes of determining compliance, 

stacking spaces shall measure 9 x 18 and shall be illustrated 

on site plans.   

  

 

Present Zoning:  R-1B Single Family Residential 

 

Present Use:   Vacant Building 

 

Future Land Use:   Neighborhood Business Corridor  

 

Surrounding Zoning  

and Land Use:  North: R-1A Single-Family Residential  

    South: B-3 Community Business District 
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September 2025 BOA Item: B 

Drive Thru Stacking Spaces and Residential Buffer Variances 

Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, Representative 

    East:  B-2 Neighborhood Business District 

    West: R-3 Multi-Family Residential 

  

Letters or  

Concerns stated:  The Planning Division Office has not received any letters or 

other written communications regarding this case as of 

finalizing this report.  

 

Option: Recommend approval or denial of the request for a 

variance from the minimum requirement of 5 stacking spaces 

in a restaurant with a drive through to instead allow for 0 and a 

variance from the residential buffer minimum of 200ft to 

instead allow for 0ft for an R-1B zoned property located at 

1300 N Main Street (PPIN 14508, Forrest County, Ward 2).  

     

    

    Basis for Approval (12.4.1.1):  

  

Approval Criteria. A variance is not a right, but a privilege 

that property owners meeting the following criteria may 

request. These criteria are to be used to consider all 

variance requests. It shall be the burden of the applicant to 

prove that the request meets these criteria: 

 

I. Hardship. 

• The hardship is unique to the property and is not or will not 
be caused by the actions or inactions of the applicant. 

• There are exceptional conditions creating an undue 

hardship applicable only to the property involved or the 

intended use which do not apply generally to the other land 

areas or uses within the same zoning district. 

 

 II. Special Privilege. A variance shall not confer any special 

privilege that is denied to other lands or structures in the 

same zoning district.  

 

 III. Literal Interpretation. The literal interpretation of the 

provisions of the regulations would deprive the applicant of 

rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same 

zoning district and would cause unnecessary and undue 

hardship on the applicant. 

 

 IV. Reasonable Use. The applicant cannot make reasonable 

use of the property without the requested variance. 

38



September 2025 BOA Item: B 

Drive Thru Stacking Spaces and Residential Buffer Variances 

Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, Representative 

 

 V. Minimum Required. The granting of a variance is the 

minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use 

of the land or structure. 

 

VI. Conformance with the Purposes of this Code. The 

granting of a variance will not conflict with the purposes and 

intent expressed or implied in the Land Development Code. 
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BOA Item: B 

 

SUBJECT PARCEL 

1300 N Main Street— Variance Requests 

Alfredo Sandoval, Property Owner, and Stephen Stetleman, Representa-

tive, request a variance from the minimum requirement of 5 stacking 

spaces in a restaurant with a drive through to instead allow for 0 and a 

variance from the residential buffer minimum of 200ft to instead allow for 

0ft for an R-1B zoned property located at 1300 N Main Street (PPIN 

14508, Forrest County, Ward 2).  
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Site Aerial 
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Surrounding Area 
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Surrounding Area 
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FOR VARIANCE APPLICANTS: 

The Board of Adjustment has the responsibility to hear and make recommendation on requests for 

variances to the requirements of this Code (per Section 11.4). Section 12.4.1 Variances are departures 

from the standards of the Land Development Code, except land use, which will not be contrary to the 

public interest and where, owing to conditions peculiar to the property and not as a result of the action of 

the applicant, a literal enforcement of this Code would result in unnecessary and undue hardship. 

The following conditions must be met before a variance can be recommended. 

Approval Criteria. 

A variance is not a right, but a privilege that property owners meeting the following criteria may request. 

These criteria are to be used to consider all variance requests. It shall be the burden of the applicant to 

prove that the request meets these criteria. Use this worksheet or format your own to demonstrate the 

following criteria. 

1. Hardship. (a) the hardship is unique to the property and is not or will not be caused by the 

actions or inactions of the applicant. (b) There are exceptional conditions creating an undue 

hardship applicable only to the property involved or the intended use which do not apply 

generally to the other land areas or uses within the same zoning district. 

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

2. Special Privilege. A variance shall not confer any special privilege that is denied to other lands 

or structures in the same zoning district. 

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

3. Literal Interpretation. The literal interpretation of the provision of the regulation would deprive 

the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district and 

would cause unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant. 

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

4. Reasonable Use. The applicant cannot make reasonable use of the property without the 

requested variance. 

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

The subject property’s configuration and existing site constraints create an exceptional

condition that makes development without a drive-through unreasonably difficult.

Unlike other parcels in the same zoning district, this property has limited frontage and

circulation options. A drive-through is necessary to accommodate the proposed use

and ensure safe vehicle flow. The hardship is not the result of  any action by the

applicant, but rather due to the lot’s dimensions and location characteristics.

Approval of  this variance does not confer a special privilege. Similar businesses within

the district and surrounding corridors are permitted drive-through facilities when lot

conditions allow. This request only enables the subject property to function

comparably to others in the same zoning classification.

Literal interpretation of  the Code would prohibit the installation of  a drive-through

and thereby deprive the applicant of  rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in

the zoning district. Without a variance, the property cannot feasibly support the

intended commercial use, creating unnecessary hardship and restricting economic

viability.

The property cannot be reasonably used for its intended commercial purpose without

the inclusion of  a drive-through. Customers expect this feature, and the absence would

severely limit the site’s competitiveness and operational efficiency.
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5. 

6. 

Minimum Required. The granting of a variance is the minimum variance that will make

possible the reasonable use of the land or structure.

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

Conformance with Purpose of this Code. The granting of a variance will not conflict with the 

purposes and intent expressed or implied in the Land Development Code. 

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

12.4.1.2 Conditions of Approval. In recommending the granting of a variance, the Board of Adjustment

may require appropriate conditions and safeguards in conformity with this Code. Violation of such

conditions and safeguards, when made a part of the terms under which a variance is granted, shall be

deemed a violation of the Code. The recommendation of the Board Adjustment shall be presented to the

City Council for final action. 

The request is limited strictly to the minimum variance needed to allow a drive-

through lane and stacking area. No additional dimensional relief  is sought.

The variance aligns with the intent of  the Land Development Code by promoting

orderly growth, safe traffic circulation, and economic development. The site plan

incorporates appropriate buffering, traffic management, and design standards so that

granting the variance will not conflict with the health, safety, or welfare of  the

community.
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