
“The application of the ordinance to the particular piece of property would create 
an unnecessary hardship” 
The house was approved with a 5-foot setback on the north and south property line.  
The house sits on a platted corner lot.  Only one street has been constructed which is N 
Briarwood Street, running north and south.  E Swim Avenue has not been constructed 
which borders the north property lot line.  The application was inadvertently reviewed as 
an interior lot, based upon the submitted site plan since E Swim Avenue does not exist.   
 
A corner lot by code has two front yard setbacks.  For this situation, one front yard 
setback would be on N Briarwood Street and one on E Swim Avenue.  Side yard 
setbacks are at 5-feet and the code requires a front yard setback to be 20-feet.   
 
The house is currently under construction and nearing completion.  The builder is 
expected to close on the house in March of 2020.  It would be an enormous hardship to 
remove part of the house to meet the 20-foot setback from the north property line.  
Essentially the northern portion of the house would need to be torn down and rebuilt 
outside of the setback.  The existing corner lot homes to the west along Swim Avenue 
all encroach into the 20-foot setback.  The Eastridge, 2nd Section plat indicates a 15-ft 
setback on the north line consistent with the zoning ordinance at the time. 
 
“Such conditions are peculiar to the particular piece of property involved” 
Current conditions of the site make this lot appear to be an interior lot since E Swim 
Avenue has not been extended along the north property line of the lot in question.  The 
submitted site plan drawing only indicated existing lot lines and the current street, N 
Briarwood Street.  Staff assumed this lot was an interior lot based upon the submitted 
site plan.  The absence of Swim Avenue on the north property line makes this condition 
peculiar to this piece of property. 
 
 “Relief, if granted, would not cause substantial detriment to the public good, or 
impair the purposes and intent of the ordinance or the Comprehensive Plan”  
The house is well outside of the sight-triangle and is close to being in line with the 
corner lot homes to the west.  The other corner lot homes in the neighborhood were 
built when the corner lot setbacks were less than 20-feet. 
 
This request is not detrimental to the public as it is only seeking the alleviation of one 
required front yard setback. This request does not impair the purposes or intent of the 
ordinance or the Comprehensive Plan.  
 
“The variance, if granted, would be the minimum necessary to alleviate the 
unnecessary hardship”  
The variance request is the minimum necessary to alleviate the hardship as it will allow 
the house to remain as is and not be torn down to fit the required setback.  Also, it 
would allow the builder to meet the deadline for his closing date.  


