
IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT AND OTHER APPLICABLE FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS,
ALL PUBLIC HEARINGS AND MEETINGS HELD OR SPONSORED BY THE CITY OF BETTENDORF, IOWA, WILL BE ACCESSIBLE
TO INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES.  PERSONS REQUIRING AUXILIARY AIDS AND SERVICES SHOULD CONTACT
BETTENDORF CITY HALL AT (563) 344-4000 FIVE (5) DAYS PRIOR TO THE HEARING OR MEETING TO INFORM OF THEIR
ANTICIPATED ATTENDANCE.  TEXT TELEPHONE (TTY) IS AVAILABLE AT (563) 344-4175.  IN ADDITION, PERSONS USING
TEXT TELEPHONE HAVE THE OPTION OF CALLING VIA THE IOWA COMPASS VOICE/TTY BY DIALING (800) 735-2942.

NOTICE TO THE AUDIENCE.  PLEASE REMEMBER THAT IF YOU ARE INTERESTED IN MATTERS ON THE AGENDA THAT WILL
HAVE SUBSEQUENT MEETINGS, IT IS YOUR RESPONSIBILITY TO NOTE THE DATES, TIMES, AND PLACES.  NO FURTHER
LETTERS OR REMINDERS WILL BE SENT.  OF COURSE, IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS ABOUT ANY GIVEN MATTER, DO
NOT HESITATE TO CONTACT THE PLANNING DEPARTMENT IN THE CITY HALL ANNEX, 4403 DEVILS GLEN ROAD,
BETTENDORF, IOWA (344-4055).

MEETING NOTICE
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

MARCH 12, 2009
5:00 P.M.

PLACE: Bettendorf City Hall Council Chambers, 2nd Floor, 1609 State Street

1. Roll Call: Eikenberry _____, Howe _____, McElhiney _____, Stelk _____, Voelliger _____

2. Review of Board Procedures.

3. The Board to review and approve the minutes of the meeting of February 12, 2009.

4. The Board to hold a public hearing on the following items:

a. Case 09-006; 6036 Shawnee Court (R-1) - A request for a variance to reduce the
required rear yard setback from 40 feet to 30 feet and to reduce the required
front yard setback from 35 feet to 30 feet, submitted by Steven Zelle.  (Deferred
from meeting of February 12, 2009)

b. Case 09-012; 743 Grant Street (R-2) - A request for a variance to allow a 6-foot
high fence within a front yard, submitted by Sidney Rognoni.

c. Case 09-013; 5733 Appleton Road (R-2) – A request for a variance to reduce the
required side yard setback from 10 feet to 5 feet and the combined side yard
setback from 15 feet to 10 feet, submitted by Anthony Hofman.

d. Case 09-014; 730 – 800 Tanglefoot Lane (C-6) – A request for a variance to
reduce the front yard setback from 50 feet to 20 feet, submitted by Plantation
Development.

e. Case 09-015; 730 – 800 Tanglefoot Lane (C-6) – A request for a special use
permit to allow a drive-up window , submitted by Plantation Development.

f. Case 09-016; 6021 Emery Court (R-1) – A request for a variance to allow an 8-
foot high fence within a front yard, submitted by Monte Coy.



The following are minutes of the Bettendorf Board of Adjustment and are a synopsis of
the discussion that took place at this meeting and as such may not include the entirety
of each statement made.  The minutes of each meeting do not become official until
approved at the next board meeting.

MINUTES
BETTENDORF BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT

FEBRUARY 12, 2009
5:00 P.M.

Chairman Stelk called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m.

Item 1.  Roll Call

PRESENT: McElhiney, Stelk, Voelliger
ABSENT: Eikenberry, Howe
STAFF: Connors, Fuhrman, Soenksen

Item 2.  Review of Board Procedures.

Item 3. The Board to review and approve the minutes of the meeting of January 8,
2009.

On motion by Voelliger, seconded by McElhiney, that the minutes of the
meeting of January 8, 2009 be approved as submitted.

ALL AYES

Motion carried.

Item 4.  The Board to hold a public hearing on the following item:

a. Case 09-006; 6036 Shawnee Court (R-1) - A request for a variance to reduce the
required rear yard setback from 40 feet to 30 feet and to reduce the required
front yard setback from 35 feet to 30 feet, submitted by Steven Zelle.

Stelk asked if there was an affidavit of publication.  Soenksen stated that notice of public
hearing had been received.  Notice and affidavit of publication are Annex #2 to these
minutes.

Soenksen reviewed the staff report.  Staff report is Annex #3 to these minutes.

Stelk asked if there was anyone present wishing to speak in favor of the request.

Steve Zelle, the applicant, stated that when the subdivision was designed, an R-1 zoning
designation had been chosen to allow for higher-priced homes and larger lots.  He
indicated that he had overlooked the loss of ground resulting from the regional storm
water detention area dedicated to the city.  Zelle explained that the restrictive covenants
for the subdivision require a minimum house size square footage.  He indicated that the
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depth of the proposed house has been reduced to 45 feet which does not allow
enough room for a deck.

Voelliger asked if the proposed house would intrude further into the front yard than the
existing home to the north.  Connors explained that it would extend further but that it
might not appear so because of the configuration of the cul-de-sac.

Voelliger asked for clarification regarding the details of the ordinance that was recently
passed with regard to irregular front yard setbacks in R-1 districts.  Connors explained
that there was an amendment to the ordinance with regard to the R-1 district which
allows a developer to either use staggered setbacks or use the required setback if a
certain percentage of the house is offset.

Stelk asked if this type of request would be necessary for all of the lots in the subdivision.
Zelle indicated that this would be the only lot which would require this type of variance.
Voelliger commented that the lots on the other side of the street are also very shallow.

A brief discussion was held regarding the utility easements and setback requirements
for the lots in the subdivision.  Voelliger commented that he feels that the applicant has
established a hardship.  McElhiney disagreed, explaining that when a subdivision is
platted developers are made aware of the city’s requirements.  She added that the
Board has been very consistent with regard to its denial of variance requests for
undeveloped lots.  McElhiney stated that the lot involved is much larger than other lots
in the area for which variance requests were denied.  Stelk stated that Voelliger may feel
as though the restrictive covenants governing minimum square footage in the
subdivision may pose a hardship.  Zelle stated that he feels that the fact that the lot is a
walkout and that no deck would be allowed is a hardship.

Voelliger expressed support for the request.  Stelk explained that because only three
Board members were in attendance, a unanimous vote would be necessary for
approval.

Soenksen commented that the depth of the lot from front to back has posed a problem
for the applicant.

McElhiney reiterated that when a subdivision is platted, the developer should be aware
of the lot depths and setback requirements.  She indicated that she cannot support this
type of request for an undeveloped lot.  McElhiney stated that the developer should
have been aware at the time of platting of the size of home that could be placed on any
particular lot in the subdivision.  She indicated that these issues should be considered
prior to the final plat’s being recorded.  Voelliger commented that the lot in question is
nearly 28,000 square feet.

McElhiney commented that it is not in the Board’s purview to consider restrictive
covenants when determining whether or not a hardship has been established.

Zelle requested that the case be deferred to the next regularly scheduled meeting.
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On motion by McElhiney, seconded by Voelliger, that the request for a
variance to reduce the required rear yard setback from 40 feet to 30 feet
and to reduce the required front yard setback from 35 feet to 30 feet be
deferred.

ALL AYES

Motion carried.

b. Case 09-007; 7186 State Street (I-2) - A request for a special use permit to allow a
concrete mixing facility, submitted by Pleasant Valley Redi-Mix.

Stelk asked if there was an affidavit of publication.  Soenksen stated that notice of public
hearing had been received.  Notice and affidavit of publication are Annex #2 to these
minutes.

Soenksen reviewed the staff report.  Staff report is Annex #4 to these minutes.  Soenksen
distributed materials that were submitted by the applicant prior to the meeting
concerning the anticipated decibel level generated by the proposed use and dust
control measures that will be taken.

Stelk asked if there was anyone present wishing to speak in favor of the request.

Ethan Mahler, co-applicant, explained that the proposed operation will use only electric
motors which will lessen the amount of noise generated.  He indicated that there will be
new dust control measures which will be 99.9% effective, adding that any fugitive dust
will be controlled by a street sweeper to prevent its escaping the lot.

McElhiney commented that she is supportive of reviewing the operation after one year
to determine whether or not it is appropriate for the site.  Voelliger concurred.  He asked
Connors if the temporary site would remain in existence until the permanent site, if
approved, is operational.  Connors stated that such a determination would be made by
the applicant.  Todd Friemel, co-applicant, explained that a certain length of time would
be required to install sewer, water, streets, etc.

McElhiney asked if the applicants would proceed with the permanent improvements
prior to Board approval after the one year review period.  Friemel stated that it is their
intention to request final approval of the permanent site improvements prior to the end
of the one year review period in order to make the best use of their time.  Mahler added
that the temporary site would be removed once the weather prohibited its use,
indicating that at that time they would approach the city for final approval.  He
explained that once final approval from the Board is received, the permanent plant
should be operational by spring.  He stated that at that time the site development plan
would be submitted for approval.

Voelliger asked Connors if there is adequate access to the site from US 67.  Connors
confirmed this.
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Friemel stated that the entire site would be developed, not only the lot on which the
proposed use would be located.

Voelliger asked for clarification regarding the size of the site.  Friemel explained that the
entire site is approximately 10 acres.  He added that the proposed building would be
approximately 125 feet from the centerline of US 67; he indicated that the permanent
building would be located approximately 300 feet from the centerline.

Voelliger asked if the materials used would be stored outside.  Friemel confirmed this.

McElhiney commented that she believes that the use is appropriate for the site, adding
that she is aware that the residents in the area may have concerns.  Stelk reiterated that
the Board would have the opportunity after one year to determine whether or not a
permanent use would be appropriate.

On motion by Voelliger, seconded by McElhiney, that the request for a
special use permit to allow a concrete mixing facility be approved in
accordance with the Decision and Order.

ALL AYES

Motion carried.

Decision and Order is Annex #5 to these minutes.

c. Case 09-008; 3210 State Street (C-3) – An appeal of the zoning administrator’s
decision to prohibit a log splitting operation, submitted by Angela Solis.

Stelk asked if there was an affidavit of publication.  Soenksen stated that notice of public
hearing had been received.  Notice and affidavit of publication are Annex #2 to these
minutes.

Soenksen reviewed the staff report.  Staff report is Annex #6 to these minutes. He
indicated that he had received a letter in opposition to the request from Harlan and Pat
Sundholm, 4250 Middle Road.

Stelk asked if there was anyone present wishing to speak in favor of the request.

Jaime Solis, the applicant, indicated that the Planning and Zoning Commission had not
necessarily objected to the use when considering his rezoning request, merely the
possibility that another more objectionable use might be located on the property in the
future.

Solis presented a video demonstrating the noise level generated by the proposed use in
relation to the traffic noise that already exists.

Solis stated that if the log splitter is allowed to be operated, he could lower his prices
because there would be no transportation costs included.
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Voelliger expressed sympathy for the applicant, but indicated that he would be unable
to support the request because of the effect the operation would have on the residents
in the area.  McElhiney concurred, adding that she does not believe that the site is
appropriate for the proposed use.

On motion by McElhiney, seconded by Voelliger, that the request for an
appeal of the zoning administrator’s decision to prohibit a log splitting
operation be denied in accordance with the Decision and Order.

ALL AYES

Motion carried.

Decision and Order is Annex #7 to these minutes.

d. Case 09-009; Part of Lot 1, Crowne Pointe Eighth Addition (C-2) – A request for a
special use permit to allow a car wash, submitted by Specialty Auto, Inc.

Stelk asked if there was an affidavit of publication.  Soenksen stated that notice of public
hearing had been received.  Notice and affidavit of publication are Annex #2 to these
minutes.

Soenksen reviewed the staff report.  Staff report is Annex #8 to these minutes.

Stelk asked if there was anyone present wishing to speak in favor of the request.

Dan Wolff, the applicant, stated that he has worked closely with his engineer to ensure
that traffic flows well.  He indicated that there would be three automatic bays and four
self-service bays.  Wolff explained that there is a more than adequate amount of
stacking space, adding that typically motorists will not wait if more than a few cars are in
line.  He indicated that he cannot anticipate a time when traffic will ever be forced to
back out onto Devils Glen Road.  Wolff stated that his buildings are constructed of
maintenance-free materials to ensure that they will look the same in ten years as when
they are built.  He explained that he plans to install landscaping in accordance with the
city’s requirements.  He indicated that the perimeter parking lot lights will be turned out
by 10:00 p.m., adding that the bay lights will remain on.  He stated that there will be no
curb cut on Devils Glen Road.

Voelliger asked if the car wash would be open 7 days per week.  Wolff confirmed this,
adding that the car wash would be open 24 hours per day.  He indicated that most of
the business will take place between 8:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m.

Stelk asked if there would be an attendant on duty.  Wolff explained that weather-
permitting, an attendant would be on site.  He indicated that the car wash is capable of
running unattended and that the dryers are located inside the bays.
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McElhiney stated that the issue before the Board is whether or not the use is allowable,
adding that she believes that it is.

On motion by McElhiney, seconded by Voelliger, that the request for a
special use permit to allow a car wash be approved in accordance with the
Decision and Order.

ALL AYES

Motion carried.

Decision and Order is Annex #9 to these minutes.

There being no further business, it was unanimously approved to adjourn the meeting
at approximately 5:55 p.m.

These minutes and annexes approved                                                             

                                                            
John Soenksen
City Planner



COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
City Hall Annex • 4403 Devils Glen Road, Bettendorf, Iowa 52722 • (563) 344-4055

February 12, 2009 and March 12, 2009

Staff Report

Case No. 09-006
Location:  6036 Shawnee Court
Applicant: Steve Zelle
Zoning Designation: R-1, Single-family Residence District
Request:  Variance to reduce the required rear yard setback from 40 feet to 30 feet and to
reduce the required front yard setback from 35 feet to 30 feet.

Background Information and Facts
On February 12, 2009 the Board reviewed this case and began discussion of the merits of the
request.  During that meeting, the applicant asked the Board to delay the decision on this case
until such time as more members could be present.  The Board deferred this case until the
March 12, 2009 meeting.  Much of the February 12 meeting focused on the restrictive
covenants for this subdivision.  It is staff’s position that restrictions in covenants are self-imposed
by the developer and, as such, staff does not identify them as a legitimate hardship for a
variance request.

The following is the original staff report from the February meeting:
The site is located north of Hopewell Avenue toward the southwest end of Shawnee Court (see
Attachment A – Location Map).  The applicant is requesting variances to reduce both the front
and rear yard setbacks.

Staff Analysis
The request is to reduce the rear yard setback by 10 feet from 40 feet to 30 feet, and to reduce
the front yard setback by 5 feet from 35 feet to 30 feet (see Attachment B – Setback Illustration).
Therefore, the setback reductions total 15 feet.  Staff made daily contacts to the applicant’s office
in an attempt to receive the associated plot plan for this request.  Unfortunately, the applicant
was out of town and unavailable and no plot plan was submitted for the Board’s consideration.
Without such information, staff has nothing to rely upon to identify a hardship.

In the most recent past, the Board has denied setback variance requests in this subdivision –
Legends of Hopewell Creek.  Those requests involved setback variance requests for 6042 Emery
Court and 6021 Emery Court which were both denied.  As shown in Attachment A, the lots on
Emery Court are considerably smaller in size than is the lot involved.  This lot has a total of
27,910 square feet which is almost three times larger than the 10,000 square foot minimum lot
size for this zoning district.

The Board has been consistent in past deliberations stating that a compelling reason must exist
to justify a legitimate hardship on new, undeveloped lots.

Respectfully submitted,

John Soenksen
City Planner
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
City Hall Annex • 4403 Devils Glen Road, Bettendorf, Iowa 52722 • (563) 344-4055

March 12, 2009

Staff Report

Case No. 09-012
Location:  743 Grant Street
Applicant: Sidney Rognoni
Zoning Designation:  R-2, Single-family Residence District
Request:  Variance to allow a 6-foot high fence in a front yard.

Background Information and Facts
The site is located in the southwest corner of the intersection of 8th Street and Grant Street (see
Attachment A – Location Map).  The applicant would like to place a 6-foot high fence starting in
the middle of the west side of the house, along the west property line to the rear property line,
along the rear property line to the property line adjacent to 8th Street, along the 8th Street
property line back to the driveway entrance, and then back to the entrance of the garage (see
Attachment B – Fence Illustration).  If allowed, the fence would enclose the rear yard to the rear
of the garage (see Attachment C – Plot Plan).

Staff Analysis
The applicant is making this request due to the various zoning uses adjacent to this home.
Directly to the south of the applicant’s home is a 15-unit 4-story apartment complex, and to the
southeast of the home is a commercial business as shown in Attachment B.  The main access to
the parking lot for the apartment complex is through the alley behind and adjacent to the
applicant’s home.  Obviously, this situation generates a large traffic flow adjacent to the home
which is not common in a normal residential setting.  The applicant is seeking permission for the
fence in an effort to provide added safety for his family.

The applicant’s home is an allowed use in the zoning district.  Normally, commercial properties,
such as those adjacent to the applicant’s home, would be required to provide buffering
between the commercial uses and the residential uses.  Unfortunately, this situation existed
before those requirements were adopted by the City.  Under current regulations, a 25-foot
buffer yard would be required between uses in a C-5 district adjacent to R-2 properties.  This
buffering requirement can be reduced through fencing.  Therefore, staff views the applicant’s
request as an attempt to accomplish what current standards now require, and the applicant is
willing to place the fence on his property.

Staff Recommendation
Given the above analysis, staff feels that the applicant has identified a legitimate hardship.

Respectfully submitted,

John Soenksen
City Planner
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
City Hall Annex • 4403 Devils Glen Road, Bettendorf, Iowa 52722 • (563) 344-4055

March 12, 2009

Staff Report

Case No. 09-013
Location:  5733 Appleton Road
Applicant: Anthony and Kimberly Hofman
Zoning Designation:  R-2, Single-family Residence District
Request:  Variance to reduce the required side yard setback from 10 feet to 5 feet and the
required combined side yard setback from 15 feet to 10 feet.

Background Information and Facts
The site is located on the south side of Appleton Road which is located northwest of Moencks
Road and Valley Drive (see Attachment A – Location Map).  The applicant would like to expand
the current two-car garage into a three-car garage.

Staff Analysis
The garage addition will be 9 feet by 20 feet and would be within 5 feet of the adjacent side
property line (see Attachment B – Plot Plan).

The application for this request indicates that this request is in keeping with other homes in this
subdivision “as there are numerous other three-car garages in the neighborhood”.  Four of the
nine homes constructed in this subdivision have three-car garages.  The applicant states that
their current two-car garage results in vehicle(s) being parked outside detracting from the
aesthetics of the surrounding homes.

The involved lot is 75 feet wide, which is 5 feet wider than the minimum width requirement for
this zoning district.  It is the same width as most of the lots in this subdivision.  Therefore, the plat
restrictions for this subdivision do not appear to be causing a hardship.

The code states that the R-2 District is intended “for certain older areas of the community” while
the R-1 District is more conducive to newer and larger residential developments.  It was the
choice of the developer to design this subdivision as one characterized by smaller homes and
garages.  That decision allowed more lots to be developed in this subdivision.  As a result of this
decision, larger homes with larger garages may not be conducive in this area.

Based on the above, staff cannot identify a hardship.

Respectfully submitted,

John Soenksen
City Planner
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
City Hall Annex • 4403 Devils Glen Road, Bettendorf, Iowa 52722 • (563) 344-4055

March 12, 2009

Staff Report

Case No. 09-014 and 09-015
Location: 730 - 800 Tanglefoot Lane
Applicant: Plantation Development
Zoning Designation:  C-6, Office Research Park
Request:  Variance to reduce the required front yard setback from 50 feet to 20 feet
(Case 09-014), and a Special Use permit to allow a drive-up window (Case 09-015).

Background Information and Facts
The site is located north of the intersection of Golden Valley Drive and Tanglefoot Lane
(see Attachment A – Location Map).  The applicant expects a large overall technology
park development for this area, and this requests involves the first stage of that
anticipated development.

Staff Analysis
Case 09-014 (Variance)
The C-6 district requires a 50-foot front yard setback.  In this district, large (up to 45 feet
in height) structures typical of corporate headquarters are anticipated; therefore, larger
front yard setbacks seem appropriate.  The two buildings on the submitted site plan are
proposed to be set back 100 feet from the front property line, exceeding the
requirement.  Only 20 spaces of the associated parking lot would be located within the
required 50-foot front yard setback (see Attachment B – Site Plan).  Directly across the
street from this request is another office building that has 60 parking spaces in the 50
foot front yard setback (see Attachment C – Parking Illustration).  There are also other
office sites on Golden Valley Drive south of the property involved which have parking in
the front 50 feet.  Therefore, the request is similar to, and in keeping with, the other
office developments in this area.  This request does not appear to be out of the ordinary.
Staff is pleased that the structures will be set back twice as far as required in this district.
The request is necessary because of the internal driveway/roadway system that is
proposed due to the overall area of the anticipated development which will be
explained in more detail later in this report.

09-015: (Special Use)
A drive-up window is requested for the east side of the easternmost building as shown
in Attachment B.  This structure will house an accounting business which will have a
limited use for drive-up traffic.  If allowed, the drive-up would be over 100 feet from the
nearest structure (house) on the east side of the property (see Attachment D –
Separation Illustration).  The involved property line has large, established vegetation and



trees to buffer the impact, if any, from the drive-up.  The applicant indicates that he will
install additional buffering on this shared property line.  Staff will review this
development further and will evaluate the proposed buffer prior to presentation of the
site development plan to the Planning and Zoning Commission.  Single-family homes
are not an allowed use in the C-6 District, and it is anticipated that the existing non-
conforming house may someday be acquired for an office/research type development.

Staff Recommendation
Normally, and based solely on the submitted two-building site plan, staff would not
recognize a hardship for a variance request on a vacant piece of property.  However,
when viewing the overall master plan for this development (Interstate 74 Technology
Park), the variance request appears to be logical and consistent with other existing
developments in this area.

Staff feels that the request is in harmony with other developments in this area and
recommends approval of the special use permit for the drive-up.  Staff further notes that
the site development plan and associated drive-up will undergo further scrutiny during
consideration by the Planning and Zoning Commission and the City Council.

Respectfully submitted,

John Soenksen
City Planner
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
City Hall Annex • 4403 Devils Glen Road, Bettendorf, Iowa 52722 • (563) 344-4055

March 12, 2009

Staff Report

Case No. 09-016
Location:  6021 Emery Court
Applicant: Monte Coy
Zoning Designation:  R-1, Single-family Residence District
Request:  Variance to allow an 8-foot high fence in a front yard.

Background Information and Facts
The site is located at the northeast corner of Hopewell Avenue and Emery Court (see
Attachment A – Location Map).  The applicant is asking permission to place an 8-foot
high fence along the property line adjacent to Hopewell Avenue (see Attachment B –
Plot Plan).

Staff Analysis
There are three reasons that the applicant is making this request:

1. The City of Bettendorf’s 2009 paving projects includes improvements to and the
widening of Hopewell Avenue.  Therefore, at the conclusion of the project,
Hopewell Avenue will encroach closer to the applicant’s front yard.

2. The City is requesting an easement on the applicant’s property adjacent to
Hopewell Avenue as a result of this project.

3. The project will include placing a 10-foot wide recreation trail on the north side
of Hopewell Avenue next to the applicant’s front yard (see Attachment C – Trail
Illustration).

Of the three reasons listed above, the recreational trail poses the most intrusion to the
applicant’s privacy.  There are only two properties that meet the above three
circumstances: the applicant’s property; and the property at the northwest corner of
Hopewell Avenue and Emery Court.  Therefore, staff views this request as unique and
unlike past variance requests in this subdivision.  Staff does not feel that granting this
request will serve as a precedent to allow oversized fence in front yards of other lots on
Emery Court.

Hopewell Avenue is classified as a “secondary” roadway in the city’s Thoroughfare Plan.
Normally 4-foot wide sidewalks are placed along residential lot unless the lots are
located adjacent to a “primary” roadway when 6- to 10-foot wide sidewalks are
constructed.  In those areas (Devils Glen Road, Tanglefoot Lane, etc.), the Board has



allowed 6-foot high fences, recognizing the intrusiveness of these type of trails along
residential lots.

Staff Recommendation
Any time the City’s action causes a disruption to a citizen’s property, staff is compelled to
recognize that as a legitimate hardship.  Staff feels that a 2-foot high berm with a 6-foot
high fence would serve the same function for the applicant while also providing a more
aesthetically-pleasing appearance to the surrounding area.

Respectfully submitted,

John Soenksen
City Planner
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