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CITY OF WESTFIELD, IN
BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020

Tuesday, April 14, 2020 at 07:00 PM

BOARD OR COMMISSION: Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA)

MEETING DATE: Tuesday, April 14, 2020 at 07:00 PM

MEETING PLACE:

ONLINE VIA SKYPE

THE FOLLOWING AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE AT THE DISCRETION OF THE
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS

Viewable at https://www.youtube.com/user/CityofWestfieldIN

To submit a comment for the record on a Public Hearing item, please email
planners@westfield.in.gov

Documents: Click here to view on YouTube

OPENING OF REGULAR MEETING

Note the presence of a quorum

Approval of Minutes - March 10, 2020 - Tabled

Review Rules & Procedures

ITEMS OF BUSINESS:

2003-VS-04 [PUBLIC HEARING]
302 Penn Street
GPG Properties, LLC
The Petitioner requests Variances of Development Standard to modify Side Yard and
Front Yard Building Setback Lines and allow and allow a detached garage in the Front
Yard on 0.2 acres +/- in the SF4: Single-Family High-Density District (Article 4.7 & 6.1(D)
(1)).
(Planner:Corey Harris - charris@westfield.in.gov)
Documents: Exhibit 1: Staff Report | Exhibit 2: Location Map | Exhibit 3: Site Plan |
Exhibit 4: Existing Conditions | Exhibit 5: Application | Public Comment

https://www.youtube.com/user/CityofWestfieldIN
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586463818_13.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586450277_55329.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586450293_92967.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586450343_12141.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586463829_05275.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586903582_88464.pdf


2004-VS-06 [PUBLIC HEARING]
345 E Park Street
John Long
The Petitioner requests Variances of Development Standard to modify the Minimum Lot
Area and Minimum Rear Yard Setback to allow for the construction of a new single-
family residence in the SF3: Single-Family Medium-Density District (Article 4.6(C) & (E)
(3)).
(Planner: Caleb Ernest - cernest@westfield.in.gov)
Documents: Exhibit 1: Staff Report | Exhibit 2: Location Map | Exhibit 3: Plot Plan |
Exhibit 4: Proposed Elevations | Exhibit 5: Application | Public Comment

ITEMS CONTINUED TO A FUTURE MEETING:
No Continued Items.

REPORTS/COMMENTS:

ADJOURNMENT

file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586463135_29381.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586457828_52146.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586457841_31936.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586457855_16421.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586457870_11846.pdf
file:///D:/Westfield,%20IN/_4%20Years/BoardofZoningAppeals_Meeting_Agenda_04_14_2020/1586903606_76155.pdf
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WESTFIELD-WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP 
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 

April 14, 2020 
2004-VS-06 

Exhibit 1 

 

Petition Number:  2004-VS-06 

Subject Site Address:  345 E Park Street (the “Property”) 

Petitioner:   John Long (the “Petitioner”) 

Request: The Petitioner is requesting Variances of Development Standard to 
reduce the minimum Side and Rear Yard Setback and minimum Lot 
Area in the SF3:  Single-family Medium Density District (Article 
4.6(C), (E)(2) and (3)). 

Current Zoning:  SF3:  Single-family Medium Density District 

Current Land Use:  Vacant 

Approximate Acreage: 0.15 acres +/- 

Exhibits:   1. Staff Report 
    2. Location Map 
    3. Plot Plan 
    4. Proposed Elevations 
    5. Application 

Staff Reviewer:  Caleb Ernest, Associate Planner 

 

OVERVIEW 

Location:  The subject property is 0.15 acres +/- in size and located at 345 E Park Street (see 
Exhibit 2). The Property is zoned the SF3:  Single-family Medium Density District. The adjacent 
properties to the north, west and east are also zoned the SF3 District. The adjacent property to 
the south is zoned the MF2:  Multi-family Medium Density District. 

Variance Requests:  The Petitioner is requesting Variances of Development Standard to reduce 
the minimum Side and Rear Yard Setback and minimum Lot Area in order to build a new 
residential home. 

 

SUMMARY OF VARIANCE 

The Petitioner is requesting Variances of Development Standard as further described below: 

• to reduce the minimum Rear Yard1 Setback from thirty (30) feet to seven and one half (7 
½) feet; 

                                                           
1 Chapter 12 of the UDO Defines “Rear Yard” as “A Yard extending across the full width of the Lot, the depth of 
which is the least distance between the Rear Lot Line and the Rear Yard Building Setback Line.” 
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• to reduce the minimum Side Yard2 Setback from ten (10) feet to five (5) feet; 

• to reduce the minimum Lot Size from twelve thousand (12,000) square feet to six 
thousand five hundred (6,500) square feet. 

 

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

The Westfield-Washington Township Comprehensive Plan identifies this Property within the 
“Downtown”3 land use classification. The Downtown area was further studied in 2008 after the 
formation of the Grand Junction Task Group (the “GJTG”). The study resulted in an amendment 
to the Comprehensive Plan known as the Grand Junction Master Plan and Addendum, adopted 
in 2009, and then subsequently the adoption of the Grand Junction Implementation Plan (the 
“Implementation Plan”), an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan adopted in 2013 
(collectively, the “Grand Junction Plan”). 

The Grand Junction Plan identifies a long-term vision as well as land use and financial investment 
goals for the intermediate and short terms. The centerpiece of the Grand Junction Plan includes 
creating public gathering spaces with key public investments opportunities to include:  Grand 
Junction Plaza, new civic facilities, extended trail system and street network, enhanced 
stormwater management, and signature gateway developments. 

The studied land use component of the Grand Junction Plan identified several sub-districts. The 
Property falls within the area identified as the “Junction Sub-District”4, characterized as follows 
within the Implementation Plan5: 

The Junction Sub-district centers on Union Street and Main Street. The sub-district 
extends from just north of Penn Street to just south of the future Mill Street extension 
and Midland Trace Trail; and then extends from Poplar Street/Shamrock Boulevard to just 
east of East Street. 

The vision for the Junction Sub-District is to accommodate future mixed-use development 
and redevelopment within the core of downtown. Within the Junction Sub-District, there 
are inherently different sub-areas that currently do and will continue to vary from each 
other both in form and function. The Property falls within the Grassy Branch Quadrant 
sub-area6. 

The Grassy Branch Quadrant includes the southeast quadrant of the Junction Sub-District and is 
traversed through the center by the Anna Kendall drain / Grassy Branch Creek and anchored 
along the south edge by the Midland Trace Trail. A large portion of this subarea is floodplain and 
contains mature vegetation. 

                                                           
2 Chapter 12 of the UDO Defines “Side Yard” as “A Yard extending across the full depth of the Lot, the depth of 
which is the least distance between the Side Lot Line and the Side Yard Building Setback Line.” 
3 Westfield-Washington Township Comprehensive Plan, Land Use Concept Map (p. 24). 
4 2013 Grand Junction Implementation Plan; Grand Junction Sub-Districts Map (p. 24). 
5 2013 Grand Junction Implementation Plan (p. 18). 
6 2013 Grand Junction Implementation Plan (p. 23). 
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The vision for the Grassy Branch Quadrant includes land uses primarily of higher density 
residential uses (e.g., apartments, townhouses) with three or more stories in height, and the 
potential for municipal uses. Development south of the Grassy Branch Creek should be sensitive 
to the existing single-family neighborhood to the east (Timberbrook Run) with respect to 
buffering and transitioning (e.g., uses, design). While this sub-district should include an eclectic 
mix of uses to accommodate both the community’s residents and as a goal to attract visitors, a 
balance of land uses include: office, trail-oriented, neighborhood, cultural and entertainment, 
residential, municipal, parking, automobile-oriented and public spaces (amenities). 

The Department, in coordination with the GJTG, is currently working on the prioritized objectives 
of the Implementation plan; however, the specific objectives noted above for the Sub-District are 
still in progress. As a result, the Department encouraged the petitioner to meet with the GJTG. 
The GJTG has provided a letter as a result of their meeting with the petitioner, which will be 
distributed at the public hearing meeting. 

 

PROCEDURAL 

Public Notice:  The Board of Zoning Appeals is required to hold a public hearing on its 
consideration of the Variances of Development Standard.  This petition is scheduled to receive 
its public hearing at the April 14, 2020, Board of Zoning Appeals meeting.  Notice of the public 
hearing was properly advertised in accordance with Indiana law and the Board of Zoning Appeals’ 
Rules of Procedure. 

Conditions:  The UDO7 and Indiana law provide that the Board of Zoning Appeals may impose 
reasonable conditions and limitations concerning use, construction, character, location, 
landscaping, screening, and other matters relating to the purposes and objectives of the UDO 
upon any Lot benefited by the variances as may be necessary or appropriate to prevent or 
minimize adverse effects upon other property and improvements in the vicinity of the subject 
Lot or upon public facilities and services.  Such conditions shall be expressly set forth in the order 
granting the variances.  

Acknowledgement of Variances:   If the Board of Zoning Appeals approves this petition, then the 
UDO8 requires that the approval of the variances shall be memorialized in an acknowledgement 
of variances instrument prepared by the Department.  The acknowledgement shall: (i) specify the 
granted variances and any commitments made or conditions imposed in granting of the 
variances; (ii) be signed by the Director, Property Owner and Applicant (if Applicant is different 
than Property Owner); and (iii) be recorded against the subject property in the Office of the 
Recorder of Hamilton County, Indiana.  A copy of the recorded acknowledgement shall be 
provided to the Department prior to the issuance of any subsequent permit or commencement 
of uses pursuant to the granted variances. 

Variances of Development Standard:  The Board of Zoning Appeals shall approve or deny 
variances from the development standards (such as height, bulk, or area) of the underlying zoning 

                                                           
7 Article 10.14(I) Processes and Permits; Variances; Conditions of the UDO. 
8 Article 10.14(K) Processes and Permits; Variances; Acknowledgement of Variance of the UDO.  
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ordinance.  Variances may be approved under Indiana Code § 36-7-4-918.5 only upon a 
determination in writing that: 

1. The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare 
of the community; 

2. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not 
be affected in a substantially adverse manner; and 

3. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will result in practical 
difficulties in the use of the subject property.   

 

DEPARTMENT COMMENTS 

Approval:  If the Board is inclined to approve the variance, then the Department recommends 
the following condition and findings: 

 

Recommended Condition: 

The Petitioner shall record an acknowledgement of this approval with the Hamilton County 
Recorder’s Office and return a copy of the recorded instrument to the Community Development 
Department.  

 

Recommended Findings for Approval of the Variance of Development Standard: 

1. The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare 
of the community: 

Finding:  It is unlikely that approving the requested variance would be injurious to the 
public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the community as the property 
complies with all other standards of the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO). This 
Property complies with the Zoning District’s permitted use of a residential use and is in 
line with surrounding property’s uses. 

2. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not be 
affected in a substantially adverse manner: 

Finding:  It is unlikely the use and value of adjacent property will be affected in a 
substantially adverse manner.  The proposed variance should not have a negative impact 
on surrounding properties because the Property will have a new residential home built 
on it and will increase the surrounding property values. 

3. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will result in practical difficulties 
in the use of the subject property.   

Finding:  Strict adherence to the zoning ordinance would result in the new residential 
home not being built on the property due to existing site conditions per the UDO. 
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Denial:  If the Board is inclined to deny either of the requested variances, then the Department 
recommends denying the variance, and then tabling the adoption of findings until the Board’s 
next meeting with direction to the Department to prepare the findings consistent with the public 
hearing evidence and Board discussion. 



  
WESTFIELD-WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP 

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
April 14, 2020 

2003-VS-04 
Exhibit 1 

 
 

Petition Number:  2003-VS-04 

Subject Site Address:  302 Penn Street (the “Property”) 

Petitioner:   George Sanburn / GPG Properties LLC (the “Petitioner”) 

Request: The Petitioner requests a Variance of Development Standard to 
encroach into the Side Yard and Front Yard Building Setback Line 
(Article 4.7(D)) and allow detached garage in the front yard on 0.2 
acres +/- in the SF4: Single-family High Density District (Article 
6.1(D)(1)). 

Current Zoning:  SF4: Single-family High Density District 

Current Land Use:  Residential 

Approximate Acreage: 0.2 acres +/- 

Exhibits:   1. Staff Report 
    2. Location Map 
    3. Site Plan 
    4. Existing Conditions 

5. Application 
 

Staff Reviewer:  Corey Harris, Associate Planner 

 
OVERVIEW 

Location:  The subject property is 0.2 acres +/- in size and located at 302 Penn Street (see 
Exhibit 2). The Property is zoned the SF4: Single-family High Density District.  The Property 
currently contains a single-family residence and detached garage. All surrounding properties 
are also zoned SF4.  

Variance Request:  The Petitioner is requesting Variances of Development Standard to extend 
the front porch of the Single-family home and make the Single-family home and Accessory 
Structure1 Legal Conforming. 

 
 

                                                           
1 The UDO defines “Accessory Structure” as “[a] subordinate building or structure, the use of which is incidental to 
and customary in connection with the Principal Building or use and which is located on the same Lot with such 
Principal Building or use and is under the same ownership.” 



2 
  

 

SUMMARY OF VARIANCES 

The Petitioner is requesting this variance from Article 6.1(D)(1)(a) “Front Setback”2,  Article 
6.1(D)(1)(b) “Side and Rear Setbacks”3, Article 4.7(D) “Minimum Building Lines”4, Article 4.7(B) 
“Minimum Lot Area”5 to allow the existing Single-family home and Accessory Structure to 
encroach in the Building Setback Lines, to make the Lot conforming, to allow the Accessory 
Structure to exist in the Established Front Yard6, and to extend the front porch on the Single-
family home from seven (7) feet wide by four (4) feet deep to twenty-two (22) feet wide by 
nine (9) feet deep as depicted in the Site Plan (See Exhibit 3). 

 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 

The Westfield-Washington Township Comprehensive Plan identifies this property within the 
“Junction Sub-District” of the Grand Junction District land use classification. 

As the rest of the Sub-district redevelops, it is anticipated that buildings will be positioned 
near the street and they will be designed using timeless and eclectic architecture. Quality 
materials and design should be used. Faux façade treatment is not desirable in this area. 
The Sub-district should maintain a distinct character that is unique to Westfield, and it 
should be welcoming and sage for pedestrians and first-time visitors. 

 
PROCEDURAL 

Public Notice:  The Board of Zoning Appeals is required to hold a public hearing on its 
consideration of a Variance of Development Standard.  This petition is scheduled to receive its 
public hearing at the April 14, 2020, Board of Zoning Appeals meeting.  Notice of the public 
hearing was properly advertised in accordance with Indiana law and the Board of Zoning Appeals’ 
Rules of Procedure. 

Conditions:  The UDO7 and Indiana law provide that the Board of Zoning Appeals may impose 
reasonable conditions and limitations concerning use, construction, character, location, 
landscaping, screening, and other matters relating to the purposes and objectives of the UDO 
upon any Lot benefited by a variance as may be necessary or appropriate to prevent or minimize 

                                                           
2 Article 6.1(D)(1)(a): “No Accessory Building may be erected closer than ten (10) feet from the Established Front 
Yard.” 
3 Article 6.1(D)(1)(b): “An Accessory Building over two hundred (200) square feet shall meet the minimum Side and 
Rear Yard Building Setback Lines of the underlying Zoning District, except as otherwise established by this Article.” 
4 Article 4.7(D): “Front Yard: 25 feet; Side Yard: 8 feet; Rear Yard: 25 feet.” 
5 Article 4.7(B): Minimum Lot Area: 9,000 square feet.” 
6 The UDO defines “Established Front Yard” as “[a] Yard extending across the full width of the Lot between the 
Principal Building as built, and the Front Lot Lone, the depth of which is the least distance between the Rear Lot 
Line and the Principal Building.” 
7 Article 10.14(I) Processes and Permits; Variances; Conditions of the UDO. 
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adverse effects upon other property and improvements in the vicinity of the subject Lot or upon 
public facilities and services.  Such conditions shall be expressly set forth in the order granting 
the variance.  

Acknowledgement of Variance:   If the Board of Zoning Appeals approves this petition, then the 
UDO8 requires that the approval of the variance shall be memorialized in an acknowledgement 
of variance instrument prepared by the Department.  The acknowledgement shall: (i) specify the 
granted variance and any commitments made or conditions imposed in granting of the variance; 
(ii) be signed by the Director, Property Owner and Applicant (if Applicant is different than 
Property Owner); and (iii) be recorded against the subject property in the Office of the Recorder 
of Hamilton County, Indiana.  A copy of the recorded acknowledgement shall be provided to the 
Department prior to the issuance of any subsequent permit or commencement of uses pursuant 
to the granted variance. 

Variances of Development Standard:  The Board of Zoning Appeals shall approve or deny 
variances from the development standards (such as height, bulk, or area) of the underlying zoning 
ordinance.  A variance may be approved under Indiana Code § 36-7-4-918.5 only upon a 
determination in writing that: 

1. The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare 
of the community; 

2. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not 
be affected in a substantially adverse manner; and 

3. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will result in practical 
difficulties in the use of the subject property.   

 
DEPARTMENT COMMENTS 

Approval:  If the Board is inclined to approve the variance, then the Department recommends 
the following conditions and findings: 

Recommended Conditions: 

1. Approval shall only be valid for the buildings noted on the Site Plan (Exhibit 3). 
2. Expansion shall be substantially compliant with the Site Plan (Exhibit 3). 

Recommended Findings for Approval: 

1. The approval will not be injurious to the public health, safety, morals, and general 
welfare of the community: 

Finding:  It is unlikely that approving the requested variance(s) would be injurious to the 
public health, safety, morals, and general welfare of the community.  The use of the 
property will remain residential and the proposed improvements will be consistent in 
design with the existing structures.  

                                                           
8 Article 10.14(K) Processes and Permits; Variances; Acknowledgement of Variance of the UDO.  
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2. The use and value of the area adjacent to the property included in the variance will not 
be affected in a substantially adverse manner: 

Finding:  It is unlikely the use and value of adjacent property will be affected in a 
substantially adverse manner.  The proposed variance should not have a negative impact 
on surrounding properties because: (i) the proposed improvement will enhance the value 
of the subject property; (ii) the improvements will otherwise comply with or exceed the 
applicable standards; and (iii) the proposed improvements will be consistent in design 
with other structures in the area.  

3. The strict application of the terms of the zoning ordinance will result in practical 
difficulties in the use of the subject property.   

Finding:  Strict adherence to the zoning ordinance would result in the inability to improve 
the property, as proposed, and the Property will continue to be a Legal Nonconforming 
Lot of Record in accordance with the Unified Development Ordinance. The residential use 
of the property is otherwise permitted by the applicable ordinances and the proposed 
improvements would otherwise comply with the applicable ordinances. 

Denial:  If the Board is inclined to deny the requested variance, then the Department 
recommends denying the variance, and then tabling the adoption of findings until the Board’s 
next meeting with direction to the Department to prepare the findings pursuant to the public 
hearing evidence and Board discussion. 
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WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Docket Number:  2004-VS-06 

Petitioner:   John Long 

Request: Petitioner requests Variances of Development Standard to 

reduce the minimum Side and Rear Yard Setback and minimum 

Lot Area in the SF3: Single-family Medium Density District (Article 

4.6(C), (E)(2) and (3)). 

 

Enclosed Attachments: 

April 14, 2020 Public Hearing  

1. Grand Junction Task Group        (04/03/20) 

2. Bryan Plantenga    422 East Park Street             (04/09/20) 

3. Grand Junction Task Group        (04/13/20) 



From: Teresa Skelton
To: Jeffrey Lauer; John Long
Cc: Teresa Skelton
Subject: Fwd: GJTG
Date: Friday, April 3, 2020 3:11:33 PM

Warning: This external email is from teresa.otis.skelton@gmail.com. Do not
click on unexpected or untrusted links and attachments.

From: 345 East Park Street.

Jeffrey,

This is the opinion of the group.  

There were 30 contacted as our group.  Among those were Mayor Cook,
Joe Edwards and 4 City Staff members.  They for obvious reasons would not have
responded and I have excluded our two members that serve on the BZA.  This
leaves us with 22 for responses as we treat it in a regular face to face meeting.

I have received 13 responses.

Here are the opinions of the group:

8 opinions were that it was an under utilization of that space. 

7 opinions were with the unknown of what the City has planned with the adjacent
area making it difficult for this group to consider this at this time.

5 opinions felt that this property, along with the city’s property and other adjacent
properties could be packaged as a commercial development.  This would be along
the same lines as the under utilization In a broader sense.

So in a nutshell out of the 13 responses or as we would count a meeting with all
sharing opinions:

2 wanted to support with no concerns.
9 was not in support and that it was an under utilization of that property.
2 would support this as long as it did not interfere with city infrastructure or city’s
adjacent property.

mailto:teresa.otis.skelton@gmail.com
mailto:jlauer@northerncommercial.com
mailto:john.long@coldwellbanker.com
mailto:teresa.otis.skelton@gmail.com
mailto:teresa.otis.skelton@gmail.com


This will be the opinions supplied to Community Development.

Teresa Otis Skelton, DWA, GJTG
317 508 3392 

Sent from my iPhone



From: the Plantenga 4
To: Economic Development
Cc: jeffery@poliscollaborative.com; Caleb Ernest
Subject: April 14 hearing
Date: Thursday, April 9, 2020 12:12:13 PM

Warning: This external email is from theplantenga4@gmail.com. Do not click on
unexpected or untrusted links and attachments.

To: Board of Zoning Appeals, Westfield, IN
Re:  Hearing April 14, 2020

To whom it may concern,

As the home owner of 422 East Park Street, I am writing concerning the parcel 345 East Park
Street.

I have no objection to the reduction of side and rear yard set backs and the future construction
of the single family home. 

I have reached out to Jeffrey Lauer of Polis Collaborative and spoke with him about the
project.  I was assured the residents of East Park Street will be informed and treated with
respect during the process and construction.

Sincerely,
Bryan Plantenga
422 East Park Street
Westfield, IN 46074

BryanP
Sent from the B's iPhone
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From: Teresa Skelton
To: Teresa Skelton
Cc: Kevin M. Todd, AICP; Caleb Ernest; Jeremy Lollar
Subject: GJTG meeting 345 East Park Street
Date: Monday, April 13, 2020 10:43:03 AM

Warning: This external email is from teresa.otis.skelton@gmail.com. Do not click on unexpected or untrusted links
and attachments.
The GJTG met via email (social distancing) March 30th.  There were 12 members present.

In reference to this Variance request in regard to set back requirements made for building standards the opinion of
the GJTG was that this would be an under utilization of the property. 
1).  There is no infrastructure to support the development (sidewalk or proper street with right away).  This has been
a problem in the past.
2).  If granted this could diminish adjacent property values including the future planning of City’s property.
3).  This could result in practical difficulties in the use of not only 345 East Park Street but adjacent properties.

Although the BZA does not consider the comprehensive plan for Downtown our GJTG does and this could affect
what is planned.

As always feel free to contact me with any questions you may have.

We are asking that you do NOT grant this Variance application for 345 East Park Street based on the opinions and
the Variance of Development Standards.

Thank you!
Teresa Otis Skelton DWA, GJTG
317 508 3392

Sent from my iPhone
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