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ZBA16-14

A request for a Variance from Section 501.A of the
Zoning Ordinance to allow for a 3-foot side yard setback
along the west property line in lieu of 15 feet for property
located within the Ranch and Estate (R&E) Zoning
District

322 West 49" Street, generally located along the
northeast corner of the intersection of Ernest (or Earnest
Street) Street and 49" Street

1.57 acres

Specifically being 1.57 acres of Block: 2, Fair Ground
Gardens Addition, West 136' of East 261.2' of Block 2
136 X 505



General Information

Zoning: Ranch and Estate (R&E)
Existing Land Use: Single-Family Residence
Future Land Use: Rural

Surrounding Zoning/Land Use:

North: | Ranch and Estate Single-Family Residences
(R&E)
West: | Ranch and Estate Single-Family Residences
(R&E)
South: | Ranch and Estate Lake View Bible Church
(R&E)
East: Ranch and Estate Single-Family Residences
(R&E)
District: SMD#2 — Marty Self
Neighborhood: Riverside

History and Background:

The applicants applied for a Variance on July 1, 2016, for the expressed purpose
of enclosing an existing carport. The 2,134-square foot home and the 528-square
foot carport itself were both built in 1957. The applicants bought the property in
June 2016. The current Zoning Ordinance mandates a 15-foot side yard setback
in the Ranch and Estate (R&E) Zoning District and the 1954 Zoning Ordinance at
that time called for a 20-foot side yard setback. The 1954 Zoning map does not
show Ernest Street so it appears it was built after 1954 and it is probable it was
built after 1957 when the home was built in its current location. The land acquired
for the 50 foot right-of-way of Ernest Street cut into the 20 foot side setback leaving
just a 3 foot side setback. The carport is within the existing building footprint under
the same roofline as the rest of the home and shares to two walls on the southwest
side of the home. The south side of the carport has a low brick wall which serves
as planter. The carport opens west onto Ernest Street, a public local road, that
runs the entire length of the lot. The street leads to an unpaved surface path with
vegetation providing secondary access to the land behind the subject property, the
neighboring property to the west across Ernest Street, and rear access to the
property abutting to the north at 5015 Grape Creek Road. The enclosed carport will
be converted into a bathroom, pantry, and utility area. The proposed enclosure



walls are proposed to be made of Acme brick made to match the existing
brickwork. The brick will then be painted “Champaign Bubble” by Kelly Moore
Elastromeric in a flat sheen. The south elevation will have a 4 foot by 4 foot
window. The plantation shutter color will be Natural Pumice. The west elevation
will have a 5 foot by 6 feet 8 inch door.

Analysis:

Section 207(F) of the Zoning Ordinance requires that an applicant for a Variance must
show that a hardship exists and that the Zoning Board of Adjustment make an
affirmative finding that each and every one of the following six (6) criteria are met.

. Special circumstances exist that are peculiar to the land or structure that are
not applicable to other land or structures in the same zoning district and are
not merely financial.

The current house, with attached carport, was built in 1957 with a western side
yard setback of 20 feet. When Ernest Street was constructed, it appears that
additional land was needed. Some of this land was acquired from the subject
property. As a result, the property was left with western side setback of 3 feet.
This also left the property with a lot width of 130 feet, less than the required 150
feet mandated in the R&E Zoning District. The carport was also constructed in
1957 and is an integral part of the house. Only one other home was constructed
abutting Ernest Street, and none with a side setback requirement adjacent to
Ernest Street, making this situation particularly unique.

. These special circumstances are not the result of the actions of the
applicant.

The home was built in its present location in 1957 and the applicants bought the
property in June of 2016. Again, the property has been within the City limits since
at least 1928. The house appears have been built within the then 20-foot side
setback at the time, but much of the land on west property line was acquired as
right-of-way for Ernest Street. As a result of the construction of Ernest Street, the
property was left with a 3-foot side setback.

. Literal interpretation and enforcement of the terms and provisions of this
Zoning Ordinance would deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed
by other land in the same zoning district, and would cause an unnecessary
and undue hardship.

The house was built in 1957 in its current location and configuration. As a result
of the construction of Ernest Street, the house, including the attached carport, was
left encroaching within the 15-foot side setback. If Ernest Street would not have



been built, the applicant would have been able to enclose the carport without
seeking a Variance. Literal interpretation of the Zoning Ordinance and the
enforcement of the 15-foot side setback would appear to deprive the homeowners
from being able to improve, and utilize, their property in a manner consistent with
other homeowners in the area who would wish to do the same. The proposed
improvement would use the existing roofline and impervious base constructed in
1957. No increase in the overall footprint of the home is being projected.

. Granting the variance is the minimum action that will make possible the use
of the land or structure which is not contrary to the public interest, and would
carry out the spirit of this Zoning Ordinance and substantial justice.

The Planning Division believes that the proposed Variance is the minimum action
necessary to allow the applicants to enjoy the use of their house. The applicants
are not asking for any expansion to the carport footprint. With exception of the
Variance being sought, the property complies with the Zoning Ordinance in all of
aspects for the R&E Zoning District. The enclosed carport will use an existing
impervious surface and roofline. The finished enclosure will not appear to be an
addition to the house jutting outside the house’s building footprint. The matching
brickwork and painting will also help the enclosure to blend in with the rest of the
house.

. Granting the variance will not adversely affect adjacent land in a material
way.

The Planning Division does not foresee any adverse impacts if the requested
Variance was approved. A reduced setback would not impede the line-of-sight
along Ernest Street because the house forms the north wall of the carport and the
street does not have through traffic as it dead ends into dirt driveways or a public-
of-way overgrown with vegetation. Moreover, there are no underground utility lines
that run along Ernest Street. Only two homes abut Ernest Street so the impact to
other adjacent properties will be minimal. Lastly, staff has received no responses
to the public notification distributed within 200 feet of the subject property.

. Granting the variance will be generally consistent with the purposes and
intent of this Zoning Ordinance.

The proposed enclosed carport appears to be generally consistent with the Zoning
Ordinance with the exception of west side yard setback. The carport is not being
expanded any further beyond the present roofline. The proposed home
improvement would appear to further the stated purpose to “promote the beneficial
and appropriate development of all land and the most desirable use of land in
accordance with a well-considered plan,” per Zoning Ordinance, Section 104.1.



Notification:

On July 20, 2016, 9 notifications were mailed out within a 200-foot radius of the
subject site. As of July 27, 2016, there were zero (0) responses in favor and zero
(0) in opposition of the request.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff's recommendation is for the Zoning Board of Adjustment to APPROVE Case
ZBA16-14 for a Variance from Section 501.A of the Zoning Ordinance: to allow for a
3-foot side yard setback along the west property line in lieu of fifteen feet (15’) for a
property located within the Ranch and Estate (R&E) Zoning District for the purpose of
enclosing an existing carport, subject to the following two (2) Conditions of
Approval:

1. The applicant is required to obtain a permit from the Permits and Inspections
Division for the enclosed carport.

2. The extent of the Variance is limited to the expansion, as proposed, and limited
to the footprint of the existing carport.

Effect of Variance:

Per Section 207(H) of the Zoning Ordinance:

1. Issuance of a Variance shall authorize only the particular variation which is
approved in the Variance. A Variance shall run with the land.

2. Unless otherwise specified in the Variance, an application to commence
construction of the improvements that were the subject of the Variance
request must be applied for and approved within 12 months of the date of
the approval of the Variance; otherwise, the Variance shall automatically
become null and void. Permitted time frames do not change with successive
owners. Upon written request, only one (1) extension from the 12-month
period may be granted by the Planning Manager if it is determined that
conditions of the site and immediately surrounding area are substantially

unchanged.
Attachments: Aerial Map
Future Land Use Map
Zoning Map

Notification Map
Site Plan - Existing
Site Plan - Proposed Carport Enclosure
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Site Plan — Existing
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Site Plan — Proposed Carport Enclosure
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Existing South Elevation
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Proposed South Elevation
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Proposed West Elevation
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City of San Angelo, Texas - Planning Division
Application for Variance from Zoning Regulations

Name of Applicant(s): c ( i1 {' + / f!’l«:{ﬁ" o f SN
#Cwner [T Tenant [ Representative (Affidavit required)
Mailing Address: _‘w U/ W Telephone: 526 Ll ~ &Z‘? 2

City/State/Zip: Szl M ‘7/\’ 7577 Fax/other:
Email Address: fm. te ’apl‘f‘ISQ"l ('D@Qng L O

Subject Property Address and/or Location*:

) 322 W, H9TA St

Legal Description*:

gLK 7 FM%DA\V\‘Q\\M-' Fgl_‘\r 6r34ﬁé Q?ariens Ac:‘.ci _, ngbf@’_ﬁ
E26\.27 ok Rib2 13by 505 b-emé 157 ac.

Zoning: ‘P é‘ g

Specific Description of Request*: ] Q F
Brelose on “'f'wa des Ho wakfn o, , 10 al !OLJ a?b{ 4,
ﬂ ’%’”’} 556}\?5 NI ro}r \H*E NQM“W& 5VJ1:F shle Yoo sedbecle
nm_“ Ln he @MJ g fo 1

* use attachment, 1T
IWe the undersigned ackno ge that the information provided above is true gad coprect, and have read the statements

N/

ian 7 Dard

T,

£54ate (R ) Zomrj Dsmc.,

LS

* |understand that the Zoning Board of Adjustment is bound by criteria established by state law; | further understand that
my request is not guaranteed to be approved and that it constitutes an exception from regulations of the City of San

Angelo,

® /We the undersigned acknowledge that the information provided above is true and correct. i/We understand that any
variation{s} authorized by the Zoning Board of Adjustment will require me/us to obtain a building permit for that stated
variation within twelve {12} months of the approval date by the Board, unless the Beard has specifically granted a

longer period;

® Junderstand that all drawings, pictures, documents or other information used during your testimony to the Board must
be kept in the permanent files of the Planning Division; and

= [understand that any appeal of a decision made by the Zoning Board of Adjustment must be presented to a court of
record with a verified petition stating that the decision of the Zoning Board of Adjustment is iliegal in whole or in part
and specifying the grounds of the illegality. This petition for appeal must be presented within ten (10) days after the
date the decision is filed in the board's office.



| assert that my request for variance meets all of the required criteria based on my explanation(s) below:

",

b

Special circumstances exist that are pecuiiar to the fand or structure that are not applicable to other land or
structures in the same zoning district and are not merely financial;

Explanation: S5¢ee O:k‘\"a(iﬂ.eé-

These special circumstances are not the result of the actions of the applicant;

Explanation: lee QH“G_C Ll EJ-

Literal interpretation and enforcement of the Zoning Ordinance would deprive the applicant of rights commonly
enjoyed by other fand in the same zoning district, and would cause an unnecessary and undue hardship;

Explanation: Se< g ‘g‘ae Cuéc(,

Granting the variance is the minimum action that will make possible the use of the land or structure which is not
contrary to the public interest, and would carry out the spirit of the Zoning Ordinance and substantial justice;

Explanation: S €€ Q'('FG\(' L\C-:(

Granting the variance will not adversely affect adjacent land in a materiaf way; and

Explanation: __S €% o {'LGC L\QC\.

Granting the variance will be generally consistent with the purposes and intent of the Zoning Ordinance.

Explanation: e (-4 ‘Hﬁc ifkﬁé_

OFFICE USE ONLY

Case no.: ZBA lc, - ELJ Date of application: '7/ / L

Fully-dimensioned site plan: Eg Nonrefundable fee: § 2«-_ S 30 Date paid: JZ/ / / f

Date to be heard by ZBA: %/ / / {{

A ; 7
Received by: [ J\Ey(}rzx{ F@ ff Receipt Number: Y 7 35 é
Ordinance section(s} from which variance(s) is/are requested:

S0 59 A




1---- The special circumstance in this case is that the lot is smaller
standard lots in the COSA and that being 150 Feet. This lot is 130 feet
across.

2----These special circumstances are not the result of the owner rather the
house was built in its present position and the owner is not expanding it.

3~--- Because the current and original position of the house is within a few
feet of the current property line, the home owner would not be able to make
the modifications to the existing if the property line were to remain in its
current location. this would adversely effect the plans of enclosing the
carport and cause the goals of project to be out of reach leaving the
homeowner with an unusable property for their needs causing an undue
hardship.

4---- The variance is the minimum action possible that will enable the owner
to carry out the intended use for the home all the while keeping in harmony
with the zoning ordinance because there is no addition to the existing
footprint of the home and not effect the adjacent homeowners in any way.
The carport is part of the original structure which was built in 1957.

B There is no effect on adjacent land because there are no utilities in
=rnest street that could impede any service to near by homeowners. The
oroposed work do be done on the home is all within the current original
‘ootprint. The enclosure of the carport would not effect or impede and
adjacent property owners in any way.

3---- The house currently conforms to all zoning regulations beside the
‘ront vard or brobertv line setback rules. The house conforms to all set back

was done above board.
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Site Photos

South elevation West elevation
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