
Michael Coine, Board Member
Wendy Mueller, 

Frank Lepore, Vice Chair
Jay Nadelson, 
Sam Hoagland, 
Michele Merolla, 

 
CALL TO ORDER
Roll Call
Pledge of Allegiance
Announcements
Next Meeting - December 28, 2021

 
PUBLIC COMMENTS
Anyone wishing to address the Board of Zoning Appeals on any subject may do so at the appropriate
time during the meeting. Those who choose to speak must state their name for the record. Each person
will be allowed to speak up to a maximum of three minutes.
  
1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1.a Minutes
  
2.  LEGISLATIVE PUBLIC HEARINGS
  
3. QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARINGS

3.a V-02-2021 - A request by Kenneth E. and Susan R. Krause, property owners,
pursuant to Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda Code, to construct a new
swimming pool, deck and screen enclosure with 15 feet rear yard setbacks at the
closes points instead of 20 feet as is required per Chapter 26, Section 3.13(d),

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS AGENDA
 

CITY OF PUNTA GORDA, FLORIDA
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CITY HALL, 326 WEST MARION AVENUE, PUNTA

GORDA, FLORIDA 33950
NOVEMBER 23, 2021, 4:00 PM 

Election of Chair
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https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/puntagorda/e0fa2778fc2baebd20039e3e72e1afce0.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/puntagorda/03886b28ea183ed7f48ffaae4477c3360.pdf
https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/puntagorda/8ef80ad3b45826cc76801a08d24b5cfb0.pdf


Punta Gorda Code, at an existing single-family structure constructed in 1974. Â 
Legal: Punta Gorda Isles Sec 7 Blk 66 Lt 4 A/K/A: 410 Bal Harbor Blvd, Punta
Gorda, FL 33950 Charlotte County Parcel Id: 412212305003

3.b V-03-2021 - A request by Anthony Favara, authorized agent, for Debra and Lloyd
Cranford, property owners, pursuant to Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda
Code, to allow for the replacement of an existing non-conforming six (6) foot tall
chain link fence, with a six (6) foot tall tan vinyl security fence with a twenty-four
(24) foot wide gate, instead of a four (4) foot tall fence, as required by Chapter 26,
Section 8.5(b)(3), Punta Gorda Code, for the property located in a Special Purpose
(SP) zoning district and constructed in 2011. Â  Legal: Punta Gorda Blk 119 Lts 10
and 11 A/K/A: 1385 Elizabeth St, Punta Gorda, FL 33950 Charlotte County Parcel
Id: 412307256008

  
4. REGULAR AGENDA
 
STAFF COMMENTS

 
MEMBER COMMENTS
 
ADJOURNMENT
 

If any person decides to appeal any matter considered at this meeting, he or she may need a record of
the proceedings, and for such purpose he or she may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the
proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be
based.

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and Florida Statute 286.26, the location of this
public hearing is accessible to persons with disabilities. If you are a person with disability who needs any
accommodation in order to participate in this proceeding, you are entitled, at no cost to you, to the
provision of certain assistance. Interpreters for the hearing impaired (TTY 941-575-5013) or non-English
speaking citizens, and any other special accommodations can be requested by contacting the Human
Resources Manager/Non-Discrimination Coordinator whose address is 326 W. Marion Avenue, Punta
Gorda, FL 33950, whose telephone number is (941) 575-3308, and whose email address is
humres@cityofpuntagordafl.cpm, at least two (2) calendars days prior to the meeting.

 

 

 

2022 Meeting dates

2

https://d2kbkoa27fdvtw.cloudfront.net/puntagorda/28222ab42d7936769d8bb44828c872b20.pdf
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Title: Election of Chair

Funds: N/A

Recommended Action: For nomination and appointment

Summary: As Mr. Charles Wolley is no longer on the Board a new Chair will need to
be elected.

Department/Division: Urban Design

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
CITY OF PUNTA GORDA

11/23/2021
 
CALL TO ORDER

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBITS:
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Title: Minutes

Funds:

Recommended Action: For approval

Summary: May 25, 2021 Meeting Minutes

Department/Division: Urban Design

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
CITY OF PUNTA GORDA

11/23/2021
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBITS:
1. 05-25-2021 Minutes
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BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS  

MEETING 

MAY 25, 2021 

 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT: Charles Wolley, Chairman 

 Samuel Hoagland, Frank Lepore,  

 Mike Merolla, Wendy Mueller,  

 Jay Nadelson, Edward Weiner 

 

OTHERS PRESENT: Lisa Hannon, Zoning Official 

 Barbara Nelson, David Kessler, 

 Marvin Nelson 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER/ANNOUNCEMENTS 

- Mr. Wolley called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m. 

A. Roll Call 

1. Election of Chair and Vice Chair 

- Recording Secretary Pues opened the floor for nominations for Chair. 

- Mr. Weiner NOMINATED Mr. Wolley for Chair. 

- As there were no other nominations, Mr. Wolley was appointed Chair by acclamation. 

- Recording Secretary Pues opened the floor for nominations for Vice Chair. 

- Ms. Mueller NOMINATED Mr. Lepore for Vice Chair. 

- As there were no other nominations, Mr. Lepore was appointed Vice Chair by 

acclamation. 

B. Next Scheduled Meeting 

1. June 22, 2021 

CITIZEN COMMENTS ON AGENDA ITEMS ONLY 

- None. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

A. October 27, 2020 

- Mr. Weiner MOVED, Ms. Mueller SECONDED approval of the October 27, 2020, minutes. 

MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARINGS 

- Recording Secretary Pues swore in all participants. 

A. V-01-2021 – A request by Marvin P & Barbara A Nelson, property owners, pursuant to 

Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda Code, to allow a single driveway 46 feet in width 

instead of 24 feet in width as is required by Chapter 26, Section 10.3(h)(6)(b), Punta 

Gorda Code, in order to reconstruct a driveway at an existing single-family structure, 

constructed in 1989. 
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LEGAL: PGI 006 0043 0018 Punta Gorda Isles Sec 6 BLK 43 LTS 18 & 19  

A/K/A: 232 Lido Drive, Punta Gorda, FL 33950 

Charlotte County Parcel ID: 412214105005 

- Ms. Lisa Hannon, Zoning Official, entered the staff report denoted in the agenda material 

into the record by reference. She reviewed the criteria which must be met in order for a 

variance to be approved, along with staff’s findings.  She explained the strict and literal 

enforcement of the Land Development Regulations would not permit the expansion of 

the driveway to 46 feet in width, noting the RV garage addition, which was constructed 

in 2005, and the driveway configuration could have been changed at the time of 

construction.  She stated staff could find no evidence of hardship other than a mere 

inconvenience, noting the hardship was not generally shared by other properties in the 

same zoning district and in the same vicinity.  She pointed out expansion of the 

impervious area could potentially cause drainage and runoff issues which could be 

detrimental to the surrounding neighborhood.   She summarized the proposed variance 

request was in conflict with numerous Comprehensive Plan policies, enumerating each, 

as delineated in the agenda material.  She reviewed staff’s findings and conclusions, 

reiterating the driveway could have been redesigned at the time of construction to 

comply with Punta Gorda Code and to provide access from the right-of-way, noting the 

application did not meet the criteria required for a variance and the request was in 

conflict with the Comprehensive Plan.  She stated if the variance were to be approved, 

proper permit applications must be submitted, including but not limited to a ROW permit 

along with the required building permits.  She concluded staff recommended denial of 

the request as all of the criteria had not been met and there seems to have been no 

attempt to incorporate the requested driveway into the existing driveways at the time 

the garage addition was constructed. 

- Ms. Mueller inquired whether the driveway was cement. 

- Ms. Hannon replied with uncertainty. 

- Mr. Nadelson inquired whether it was still possible for the applicant to request a 

reconfiguration of the driveway to provide access. 

- Ms. Hannon replied affirmatively; however, a total reconstruction of everything in the 

ROW on the private property would be necessary. 

- Ms. Barbara Nelson, applicant, explained to access the garage it was necessary to 

traverse a big ditch and over a sprinkler system, noting the location of the drain was 

between her home and the neighboring home.  She stated the extension was needed in 

order to be able to back the RV into the garage, adding they desired to pave the area. 

She explained Mr. John Smith, Plans Examiner, informed them that because they had a 
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double lot and the driveway could be up to 63 feet; however, the request was for only 

60 feet.  She stated currently their vehicles dragged on the driveway due to a big dip, 

adding they desired to update same with pavers and a culvert under both sides.  She 

clarified the request was for an additional 20 feet to allow the update. 

- Mr. Nadelson questioned the limits for a single parcel versus two parcels. 

- Ms. Hannon responded properties with more than 80 feet of street frontage on a single 

street, no single driveway shall exceed 24 feet in width at the property line and through 

the ROW, and total driveway width shall not exceed 35% of the total street frontage up 

to a maximum of 48 feet total driveway width at the property line and through the ROW 

unless a third driveway is approved by special exception as permitted herein.  She stated 

when she spoke to Ms. Nelson about a third driveway, the problem with adding just a 

third driveway was the requirement for both a special exception and a variance because 

the property lacked the necessary 20 foot separation between the two driveways on the 

right side. 

- Mr. Wolley questioned whether the applicant had considered installation of a conforming 

driveway. 

- Ms. Nelson expressed uncertainty as to how same could be done as it would be necessary 

to drive over the culvert, which could damage the RV tires.  

- Discussion ensued regarding alternative configurations for the driveway which would be 

conforming but would require the RV to be backed out of the garage. 

- Mr. Merolla verified adjacent property owners had paver driveways. 

- Mr. Wolley called for public comment. 

- Mr. David Kessler stated the drain was next to the mailbox, opining it would not be 

necessary to drive over same.  He stated the drain had good flow with no flooding issues, 

opining pavers would eliminate concrete runoff and would not cause flooding. He stated 

most of Ms. Nelson’s neighbors had signed a petition in favor of the request, which 

would beautify the area and eliminated the dip in the driveway, opining variances should 

be approved when same were for the betterment of the area. 

- Mr. Robert Wilson opined limiting the driveway to 24 feet would cause a tight turning 

radius with a three-car garage, opining the request was reasonable and should be 

accommodated. 

- Mr. Wolley called three times for anyone to speak on V-01-2021. 

- Mr. Weiner MOVED, Mr. Lepore SECONDED to close the public hearing. MOTION CARRIED 

UNANIMOUSLY. 

- Ms. Mueller inquired whether 34 feet would be allowed. 

- Ms. Hannon replied same would still require a variance. 
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- Mr. Nadelson inquired what driveway width was permitted before the Code was changed 

to allow 24 feet. 

- Ms. Hannon replied two 16 foot driveways were allowed back in 2006; however, the 

allowed width had increased over time due to numerous requests for larger garages to 

accommodate larger vehicles, adding the current language was added approximately ten 

years ago.  

- Mr. Weiner MOVED, Mr. Nadelson SECONDED to recommend denial of V-01-2021 based 

upon the evidence and testimony presented this date.  

- VOTING AYE: Lepore, Mueller, Nadelson, Weiner, Wolley. 

- VOTING NAY: Hoagland, Merolla. 

- MOTION CARRIED. 

NEW BUSINESS 

- No items. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

- No items. 

STAFF COMMENTS 

- None. 

COMMITTEE/BOARD COMMENTS 

- None. 

CITIZENS' COMMENTS 

- Mr. Marvin Nelson indicated he and Ms. Nelson were not retired at the time the RV garage 

was constructed; however, they now were and would be permanent residents. He briefly 

reviewed the intentions for the RV and garage along with the proposed changes, 

explaining the driveway’s current configuration caused the RV to damage the driveway. 

- Mr. Wolley recommended Mr. and Ms. Nelson attend the June 16, 2021, Council meeting. 

ADJOURNMENT 

- Meeting Adjourned: 4:50 p.m. 

  

  ________________________________ 

  Charles Wolley, Chairman 

 

_________________________________ 

Leah Pues, Recording Secretary 
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Title: V-02-2021 - A request by Kenneth E. and Susan R. Krause, property
owners, pursuant to Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda Code, to
construct a new swimming pool, deck and screen enclosure with 15 feet
rear yard setbacks at the closes points instead of 20 feet as is required
per Chapter 26, Section 3.13(d), Punta Gorda Code, at an existing
single-family structure constructed in 1974.
 
Legal: Punta Gorda Isles Sec 7 Blk 66 Lt 4
A/K/A: 410 Bal Harbor Blvd, Punta Gorda, FL 33950
Charlotte County Parcel Id: 412212305003

Funds:

Recommended Action: Based on the findings and conclusions outlined in the staff report and
with respect to the Americans with Disabilities Amendments Act (ADA) of
2009 and Fair Housing Act (FHA) to provide reasonable
accommodations, staff recommends approval of V-02-2021 with stated
conditions.
 

Punta Gorda Development Review Committee recommended moving the
request forward to Board of Zoning Appeals and City Council.

Summary: Staff is in receipt of a request for a variance to construct a new pool
deck, pool and screen enclosure which will have a 15 foot rear yard
setback instead of a 20 foot rear yard setback as required by the Land
Development Regulations. 

Department/Division: Urban Design

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
CITY OF PUNTA GORDA

11/23/2021
 
QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARINGS

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBITS:
1. Proof of publication
2. Legal Ad 11-5-21
3. V-02-2021 BZA Staff Report
4. V-02-2021 - Application
5. V-02-2021 - Survey & site plan
6. V-02-2021 410 Bal Harbor Blvd presentation
7.  DRC Excerpt V-02-2021 
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1131500/Proof_of_publication.pdf
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1117884/V-02-2021_BZA_Staff_Report.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1096172/V-02-2021_-_Application.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1117684/V-02-2021_-_Survey___site_plan.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1117638/V-02-2021_410_Bal_Harbor_Blvd_presentation.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1122662/10-22-2021_Excerpt_re_V-02-2021.pdf
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BZA – Variance Staff Report Page 1 of 4

City of Punta Gorda, Florida

VARIANCE REQUEST
Staff Report

TO:  Punta Gorda Board of Zoning Appeals
FROM:  Lisa Hannon, Zoning Official
PUBLIC HEARING DATE: November 23, 2021
RE:  V-02-2021 – 410 Bal Harbor Blvd

Applicant Request:

V-02-2021 – A request by Kenneth E. and Susan R. Krause, property owners, pursuant to 
Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda Code, to construct a new swimming pool, deck,
and screen enclosure with 15 feet rear yard setbacks at the closest points instead of 20 feet 
as is required per Chapter 26, Section 3.13(d), Punta Gorda Code, Punta Gorda Code, at 
an existing single-family structure, constructed in 1974.

LEGAL: Punta Gorda Isles SEC 7 BLK 66 LT 4
A/K/A:  410 Bal Harbor Blvd, Punta Gorda, FL 33950
CHARLOTTE COUNTY PARCEL ID:  412212305003

Summary of Applicant’s Request:

The request is to allow for the construction of a pool deck, pool and skeletal screen 
enclosure, on the property at 410 Bal Harbor Blvd. 

City Code of Ordinance, Chapter 26, Section 16.10. Application for Variance - Owners of lands or structures 
or their designated agents may appeal in writing to the Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) for variance from 
the requirements or restrictions of the land development regulations; except that no appeal for use or 
density issues may be considered. Appeals should be submitted through the Zoning Official, stating specific 
variances requested. An application for a variance shall include a written statement with supporting 
evidence regarding compliance with the following approval criteria:

(1) The particular provision of the Code which prevents the proposed construction on, or use of the 
property. 

Chapter 26, Section 3.13(d) requires a pool deck with a skeletal screen enclosure to maintain a 
minimum 20 foot rear yard setback. The applicant is requesting a variance of 5 feet to allow for the 
installation of a pool deck, pool and screen enclosure.

(2) The existing zoning of the property, including any previously approved conditions, or 
modifications.

The property is zoned General Single Family 3.5 units per acre (GS 3.5). The house was 
constructed in 1974.

(3) The special circumstances, conditions or characteristics of the land, building or structure that 
prevent the use of the land in compliance with the terms of this Ordinance. 

The house is currently situated towards the rear of the property, which does not allow for the 
construction of a pool deck, pool and screen enclosure, given the 20 foot setback requirement.
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BZA – Variance Staff Report Page 2 of 4

(4) The particular hardship that would result if the specified provisions of the ordinance were to be 
applied to the subject property. 

The strict and literal enforcement of the zoning regulations would not allow for the construction of a 
pool deck, pool and screen enclosure meeting the required setbacks.

(5) The extent to which it would be necessary to vary the provisions of this Ordinance in order to 
permit the proposed construction on, or use of, the property. 

In order to construct the pool deck, pool and screen enclosure, the request is the minimum 
modification of the regulation at issue that will afford relief for the property owner.

(6) A disclosure statement of the real parties in interest signed by the applicant and notarized. 

A signed affidavit is included with the variance application.

(k) The Board of Zoning Appeals and City Council shall use the following criteria, in making their decision 
regarding approval or disapproval of a variance application. No variance shall be approved unless all of the 
following statements are true with respect to the subject property:

(1) That special conditions or circumstances exist which are particular to the size and characteristics 
of the land, structure or building involved which are not applicable to other lands, structures or 
buildings in the same zoning district.    

Per the records of the Charlotte County Property Appraiser and the City of Punta Gorda, the home 
was constructed in 1974 with no pool or pool deck constructed at that time. At the time the house 
was constructed, the required rear yard setback was 15 feet. Per the survey provided, the house 
is situated towards the back of the lot, which does not allow a pool deck, pool and screen enclosure
given the 20 foot rear yard setback requirements. Therefore, the property owners are asking for a 
5 foot variance.  

The property is similar in size and configuration as many other properties in the General Single 
Family 3.5 (GS 3.5) zoning district. 

There are still several existing swimming pools that were originally constructed with setbacks which 
are now considered existing non-conforming based on the current development regulations. The lot 
size and shape are similar to that of many others in the area.

Therefore staff found no special conditions or circumstances that are particular to the size and 
characteristics of the land or structure involved that are not applicable to other lands or structures in 
the same zoning district.

(2) The strict and literal enforcement of the zoning regulations would create an undue hardship as 
distinguished from a mere inconvenience on the property owners. Physical handicaps or disability of 
the applicant and other considerations may be considered where relevant to the request. 

The strict and literal enforcement of the zoning regulations would not allow a pool deck, pool and 
screen enclosure given the 20 foot rear yard setback requirements. The property was purchased in 
2014 and the condition existed at the time of purchase. The regulations have not changed since the 
purchase.

The applicant has provided documentation from a local medical professional which describes the 
need to partake in physical activities, including swimming, to help alleviate symptoms of the 
applicant’s medical condition(s). The applicant is requesting reasonable accommodations be made 
by permitting the construction of the pool deck, pool and screen enclosure with a 15 foot rear yard 
setback. With respect to HIPPA regulations, the medical conditions are not required to be disclosed.

(3) That such hardship is not shared generally by other properties in the same zoning district and in 
the same vicinity.

The 5 foot variance would allow access to the pool when using a wheelchair, therefor providing the
applicants reasonable accommodations. There are properties which have conforming accessory 
structures such as pool decks, pools and screen enclosures and there are also properties within the 
same zoning district which may be considered existing non-conforming as it relates to setbacks for 
accessory structures. Therefore, the hardship may potentially be shared. 

(4) The granting of the variance would not be injurious to or incompatible with contiguous uses, the 
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BZA – Variance Staff Report Page 3 of 4

surrounding neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare. 

There are neighboring properties that have pools and screen enclosures around their pools, therefore 
the request would not be incompatible with contiguous uses or the neighborhood.

(5) That the variance requested is the minimum modification of the regulation at issue that will afford 
relief. 

In order to construct an accessible pool, the request is the minimum modification of the regulation at 
issue that will afford relief for the property owner.

(6) The condition giving rise to the requested variance has not been created by any person presently 
having an interest in the property and/or the conditions cannot reasonably be corrected or avoided 
by the applicant. 

The condition and configuration of the property was existing at the time the property was purchased 
by the current property owners in 2014. Therefore, the requested variance has been created by the 
current property owner which have an interest in the property.

(7) The variance requested does not involve any use which is prohibited in the district where the 
property is located. 

The variance does not involve any use of the property which is prohibited.

(8) The requested variance is consistent with the City of Punta Gorda Comprehensive Plan. 

The request is not in conflict with the City of Punta Gorda’s adopted Comprehensive Plan 2040.

Additional Findings

(1) Based on the letter provided by the Medical professional, the applicant qualifies for “all of the 
reasonable accommodations” as set forth in the ADA Amendments Act of 2009.

(2) The seawall at 410 Bal Harbor Blvd was replaced in 2015. The last assessment of the wall was 
performed on January 25, 2021 and the wall and cap were rated 1 (ratings are 1 to 5, a 1 rating is 
good and a 5 rating is failed) and the inspector found no cracks or spalls or any kind of deficiencies 
with the structure.

Conclusions - Based on the approval criteria presented above, the Punta Gorda Urban Design Division 
offers the following conclusion(s):

(1) When the house was constructed in 1974 the required rear yard setback was 15 feet. The current 
rear yard setback requirement of 20 feet has been in place since 1984. 

(2) The Fair Housing Act requires local governments to consider the granting of relief from its zoning 
and building codes when necessary to afford a person with a disability the opportunity to enjoy the 
use of their property in a similar fashion with a person without such a disability.  In order to support 
a request for a "reasonable accommodation" under the FHA, a person with a disability is required 
to demonstrate that their disability is of the type covered by such federal laws, that the 
accommodation is "needed", and the relationship between the person's disability and the need for 
the requested accommodation.

(3) The letter from the applicant’s medical provided satisfies the criteria justifying the granting of the 
requested reasonable accommodation.

(4) Canal Maintenance has provided an email regarding the condition of the seawall. The seawall was 
replaced in 2015. The seawall and cap were rated in good condition.

Staff Recommended Conditions of Approval 

(1) A proper building permit is required prior to construction and construction of the ADA accessible
pool.

(2) The property owner sign a hold harmless agreement and have such hold harmless agreement 
recorded into the public records of Charlotte County. (example verbiage)

I, the undersigned, will indemnify, defend and hold harmless the City of Punta Gorda, its agents, 
employees, officers and any and all other associates, from and against any and all actions, in 
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BZA – Variance Staff Report Page 4 of 4

law or in equity, from liability or claims for damages, demands or judgments to any person or 
property which may result now or in the future from the repair and/or replacement of the seawall 
and/or seawall cap on my property located at 410 Bal Harbor Blvd, Punta Gorda, FL.

I fully understand that if the pool and/or deck becomes damaged or marred due to work that 
the City or its contractors elect to do on my property that I, as property owner, am responsible 
for any costs associated with replacing the pool and/or deck. The undersigned has read and 
voluntarily signed the release and waiver of liability and Indemnity Agreement, and further 
agrees that no oral representations, statements, or inducements apart from the foregoing 
written agreement have been made.

Staff Recommendations - based on the aforementioned approval criteria findings & conclusions: 

Based on the findings and conclusions outlined in the above staff report and with respect to the 
Americans with Disabilities Amendments Act (ADA) of 2009 and Fair Housing Act (FHA) to provide 
reasonable accommodations, staff recommends approval of V-02-2021 with the stated conditions.

Punta Gorda Development Review Committee recommended moving the request forward to Board of 
Zoning Appeals and City Council.
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Superior  Pools is NOT responsible for
repair or replacement of landscaping,

sod, irrigation, fence, sidewalks,
driveways, or stucco

SIZE: 8'x26'
DEPTH: 3'-5' PERIMETER: 68
RETURNS: 4 3/8 Returns SWIM OUT: Yes
HANDRAIL: No EARTH DISPOSAL: Dig&Haul

DECK TYPE: Classic Travertine ELEVATION: Existing
TOTAL DECK SQ FT: 689 COPING MAT: Classic Travertine
RAISED BEAM: No LIP STYLE: Bullnose
EAVES: 9' OVERHANG: 1'
EXISTING LANAI  SQ FT: NA

SCREEN CAGE: MANSARD COLOR: Bronze

GRADING BY: SUPERIOR ELECTRIC BY : SUPERIOR

RETURNS: 4 3/8 Returns SKIMMMERS: 1 Admiral
POOL MAIN DRAINS: 32"Channel SPA MAIN DRAINS: 32" Channel
WATER FEATURES: LED Bubbler

in sunshelf LIGHTS IN POOL: 2 Microbrite LED

POOL PUMP: Intelliflo VSF XF CHLORINATOR IC-40
PENTAIR FILTER: CC200RP TIMER: EZ Touch 4 p/s &

Screen logic HEATER: Ultratemo 120Q
CLEANING SYSTEM: naSPECIAL: LED Bubbler in sunshelf

SIZE: 5'x8' HEATER: Shared Ultratemp
SHAPE: Half Round PUMP: Shared Intelliflo
RAISED HEIGHT: 12" SPILLWAY: 8' flat
JETS: 4 therapy LIGHTS: 1 Micrbrite LED

HANDRAIL: No

SQ FT: 208
POOL SPECS:

DECK:

PLUMBING:

EQUIPMENT:

SPA SPECS:

NAME: Krause, Ken and Susan
ADDRESS: 410 Bal Harbor Blvd
CITY: Punta Gorda
STATE/ZIP: Fl 33950
CELL: 267-664-0461
EMAIL: kenkrause@yahoo.com
DATE: 8/30/21

X

Location points, dimensions and construction specifications have been
explained to me and I approve of them. Everything we have discussed and
agreed to is shown and there are no verbal agreements. I understand that
any changes will necessite extra charges.

Date  CustomerSignature

NOTES: 1 - 2 Surface Alarms                7 - start up filter
2 - Intelliflo VSF XF Pump            8 - EZtouch 4 w screenlogic
3 - 2 micro brite led                    9-  LED bubbler sunshelf
4 - 4  Returns 3/8                      10-Ultratemp 120Q
5- 200 RP Filter
6-IC-40 Salt Chlorination
SCALE 1/8" = 1'
* ALL DIMENSIONS 5% TOLERANCE

County: Charlotte CountyHOA: Punta Gorda Isles

Designer: Tara Marley

City: Port Charlotte
Phone: 941-743-7171

Email: Tara@superiorpools.com

Cage by Absolute
Aluminum

SURGE PROTECTOR: YES
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COLORS: TBD

8'x5' Spa
Raised 12"
8' flat tiled spillway
4 Therapy jets
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V-02-2021 – Variance Request
410 Bal Harbor Blvd.

Lisa Hannon, Zoning Official
November 23, 2021
Board of Zoning Appeals
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410 Bal Harbor Blvd

Existing Conditions

Image: First Choice Surveying, 
Inc. 34
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410 Bal Harbor Blvd

Existing Conditions

Image: Pictometry website
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410 Bal Harbor Blvd

Request:

• Construction 

– Pool

– Pool deck

– Screen enclosure

• 15 foot rear yard setback

• 20 foot rear yard setback required
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410 Bal Harbor Blvd

Proposed Pool Construction

Image: Superior Pools of Southwest 
Florida, Inc.
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410 Bal Harbor Blvd

Proposed Pool Construction

Plan view and concept images 
By:  Superior Pools of Southwest Florida, Inc.
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Approval Criteria

1. Special conditions/circumstances exist:
a) 1974 construction

b) No pool originally

c) 15 feet - minimum rear yard setback in 1974

d) There are still existing nonconforming pools in the 

City

e) Property similar in size to other GS 3.5 zoned 

parcels

f) Staff finds no special conditions/circumstances 

exist

2. Strict/literal enforcement of LDRs create 

undue hardship:
a) Pool, pool deck and screen enclosure not 

permitted at proposed 15 foot rear yard setback

b) Request to an accessible pool

c) Applicant provided medical documentation for 

reasonable accommodations (ADA)

3. Hardship shared generally by others:
a) Other properties have conforming pools/pool decks

b) Request for reasonable accommodation to provide 

an accessible pool, deck and enclosure

4. Variance not injurious/incompatible with 

contiguous uses:
a) Other properties have pools/pool decks/enclosures

b) Not incompatible with other properties
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Approval Criteria

5. Request is minimum modification to afford 

relief:
a) 1974 construction

b) No pool originally

c) Minimum rear yard setback in 1974 – 15 feet

d) 5 foot setback variance minimum modification

6. Condition giving rise to request:
a) Pool, pool deck and screen enclosure not 

permitted at proposed 15 foot rear yard setback

b) Request is to add an accessible pool

c) Applicant provided medical documentation for 

reasonable accommodations (ADA)

d) Current owner requested variance

7. Request does not involve a prohibited use:
a) Request does not involve a prohibited use

8. Variance consistent with Comprehensive Plan:
a) Request is not in conflict with the Comprehensive 

Plan
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Conditions/Recommendations

Conditions of Approval

1. Building permit required

2. Hold Harmless agreement
a) Required to be signed and recorded by property 

owner

Recommendations

DRC: 

Urban Design Staff:

Based upon the aforementioned approval criteria 

and findings, Urban Design staff recommends 

approval of the request with the above stated 

conditions.
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EXCERPT                        EXCERPT                        EXCERPT

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE
MEETING

OCTOBER 22, 2021

MEMBERS PRESENT: Lisa Hannon, Acting Chair
Randy Cole, Chief Building Official
Steve Adams, Utilities Engineering Manager
Jennifer Molnar, Fire Marshal
Norman Nahra, Police Lieutenant
Linda Sposito, Public Works

OTHERS PRESENT: David McCarty, Code Compliance Supervisor
Bob White, Drew Hamernik, John Wright,
Janet Watermeier, Brian Corso, Kenneth Krause,
Susan Krause, Lloyd Cranford, Jay Wester

APPLICATION REVIEW

B. V-02-2021 - A request by Kenneth E. and Susan R. Krause, property owners, pursuant to 

Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda Code, to construct a new swimming pool, deck 

and screen enclosure with 15 feet rear yard setbacks at the closest points instead of 20 

feet as is required by Chapter 26, Section 3.13(d), Punta Gorda Code, at an existing 

single-family structure, constructed in 1974.

Legal: Punta Gorda Isles, Section 7, Block 66, Lot 4

aka: 410 Bal Harbor Boulevard, Punta Gorda, FL 33950

Charlotte County Parcel Id: 412212305003

- Ms. Hannon reviewed the request from the agenda material, noting same was to permit 

construction of an ADA accessible pool deck and screen enclosure. She stated the Canal 

Maintenance Division had no objections to the request and had issued a letter verifying 

the seawall was replaced and in good condition. She concluded staff recommended 

approval of the request based on their findings and conclusions as well as with respect

to the ADA Act and the Fair Housing Act which allowed reasonable accommodations.

- Ms. Sposito confirmed the Public Works Department had no comments for the request.

- Mr. Cole clarified the request was subject to the Fair Housing Act and not to ADA 

regulations.

- Ms. Molnar verified the Fire Department had no issues with the request.

- Mr. Nahra confirmed the Police Department had no issues.

- Mr. Adams stated the Utilities Department had no issues.

- Ms. Hannon concluded the request would move forward to the Board of Zoning Appeals 

and to City Council.
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- Ms. Molnar MOVED, Mr. Nahra SECONDED to move V-02-2021 forward to the Board of 

Zoning Appeals. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.
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Title: V-03-2021 - A request by Anthony Favara, authorized agent, for Debra
and Lloyd Cranford, property owners, pursuant to Chapter 26, Section
16.10, Punta Gorda Code, to allow for the replacement of an existing
non-conforming six (6) foot tall chain link fence, with a six (6) foot tall tan
vinyl security fence with a twenty-four (24) foot wide gate, instead of a
four (4) foot tall fence, as required by Chapter 26, Section 8.5(b)(3),
Punta Gorda Code, for the property located in a Special Purpose (SP)
zoning district and constructed in 2011.
 
Legal: Punta Gorda Blk 119 Lts 10 and 11
A/K/A: 1385 Elizabeth St, Punta Gorda, FL 33950
Charlotte County Parcel Id: 412307256008

Funds:

Recommended Action: While City staff understands the request to improve the property by
removing and replacing an existing non-conforming slatted chain link
fence with a more attractive and secure vinyl privacy fence, the
application does not meet the literal criteria of hardship as outlined in the
Punta Gorda Code, Land Development Regulations, therefore, the Urban
Design Division recommends denial of the request.
 
Punta Gorda Development Review Committee recommended moving the
request forward to Board of Zoning Appeals and City Council.

Summary:
The request is to replace an existing non-conforming fence, with a new,
updated, and secure fence that will be kept at the same dimensions (6
feet in height) on the property 1385 Elizabeth Street.

Department/Division: Urban Design

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
CITY OF PUNTA GORDA

11/23/2021
 
QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARINGS

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBITS:
1. Proof of Publication
2. Legal Ad 11-5-21
3. V-03-2021 BZA 1385 Elizabeth St Staff Report
4. V-03-2021 1385 Elizabeth Street Application
5. 1385 Elizabeth Street Fence Specifications
6. V-03-2021 1385 Elizabeth St BZA presentation

44

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1131502/Proof_of_Publication.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1130223/Legal_Ad_11-5-21.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1117818/V-03-2021_BZA_1385_Elizabeth_St_Staff_Report.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1096194/Application.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1096195/6__VINYL_FENCE_SPECS_SHEET.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1117820/V-03-2021_1385_Elizabeth_St_BZA_presentation.pdf


7. DRC Excerpt - V-03-2021

45

https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1122664/10-22-2021_Excerpt_re_V-03-2021.pdf
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BZA – Variance Staff Report Page 1 of 3

City of Punta Gorda, Florida

VARIANCE REQUEST
Staff Report

TO:  Punta Gorda Board of Zoning Appeals
FROM:  Lisa Hannon, Zoning Official
PUBLIC HEARING DATE: November 23, 2021
RE:  V-03-2021 – 1385 Elizabeth St

Applicant Request:

V-03-2021 – A request by Anthony Favara, authorized agent, for Debra and Lloyd Cranford, 
property owners, pursuant to Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda Code, to allow for the 
replacement of an existing non-conforming six (6) foot tall chain link fence, with a six (6) foot 
tall tan vinyl security fence with a twenty-four (24) foot wide gate, instead of a four (4) foot 
tall fence, as required by Chapter 26, Section 8.5(b)(3), Punta Gorda Code, for the property 
located in a Special Purpose (SP) zoning district and constructed in 2011.

LEGAL: Punta Gorda BLK 119 LTS 10 and 11
A/K/A:  1385 Elizabeth St, Punta Gorda, FL 33950
CHARLOTTE COUNTY PARCEL ID:  412307256008

Summary of Applicant’s Request:

The request is to replace an existing non-conforming fence, with a new, updated, and 
secure fence that will be kept at the same dimensions (6 feet in height) on the property 
1385 Elizabeth Street.

City Code of Ordinance, Chapter 26, Section 16.10. Application for Variance - Owners of lands or structures 
or their designated agents may appeal in writing to the Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) for variance from 
the requirements or restrictions of the land development regulations; except that no appeal for use or 
density issues may be considered. Appeals should be submitted through the Zoning Official, stating specific 
variances requested. An application for a variance shall include a written statement with supporting 
evidence regarding compliance with the following approval criteria:

(1) The particular provision of the Code which prevents the proposed construction on, or use of the 
property. 

Chapter 26, Section 17.4, does not permit the removal and replacement of a nonconforming 
accessory structure. If the nonconforming structure is removed, any replacement must be in 
compliance with the code in effect at the time of replacement. 

Chapter 26, Section 8.5 (3) permits fences in non-residential districts to a height of up to eight feet 
in rear yards and four feet in height in other applications. This property is situated on two street fronts; 
technically the property has two side yards and no rear yard. 

(2) The existing zoning of the property, including any previously approved conditions, or 
modifications.

The property is zoned Special Purpose zoning district (SP). The commercial structure was 
constructed in 2011.

(3) The special circumstances, conditions or characteristics of the land, building or structure that 
prevent the use of the land in compliance with the terms of this Ordinance. 

The property is situated on two street fronts, therefore, makes installation of a security fence in 
conformance with the current code requirements difficult.
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BZA – Variance Staff Report Page 2 of 3

(4) The particular hardship that would result if the specified provisions of the ordinance were to be 
applied to the subject property. 

The strict and literal enforcement of the zoning regulations would not allow the replacement of the 
existing non-conforming fence with a six (6) foot vinyl privacy fence and gate in the same location 
as the existing fence.

(5) The extent to which it would be necessary to vary the provisions of this Ordinance in order to 
permit the proposed construction on, or use of, the property. 

In order to replace the existing non-conforming fence, the request is the minimum modification of the 
regulation at issue that will afford relief for the property owner.

(6) A disclosure statement of the real parties in interest signed by the applicant and notarized. 

A signed affidavit is included with the variance application.

(k) The Board of Zoning Appeals and City Council shall use the following criteria, in making their decision 
regarding approval or disapproval of a variance application. No variance shall be approved unless all of the 
following statements are true with respect to the subject property:

(1) That special conditions or circumstances exist which are particular to the size and 
characteristics of the land, structure or building involved which are not applicable to other lands, 
structures or buildings in the same zoning district.   

Per the records of the Charlotte County Property Appraiser and the City of Punta Gorda, the existing 
garage structure was constructed in 2011. The property has had an existing non-conforming six (6) 
foot slatted chain link fence along the property perimeter since approximately 1968. The existing 
non-conforming fence can be removed and replaced with the proposed privacy/security fence, 
however, the fence would have to meet the current code requirements regarding height and 
placement.

The property is situated on two street fronts, however, there are several other properties located 
on corner lots within the City of Punta Gorda. Therefore, staff can find no special circumstances 
which are not applicable to other lands.

(2) The strict and literal enforcement of the zoning regulations would create an undue hardship as 
distinguished from a mere inconvenience on the property owners. Physical handicaps or disability 
of the applicant and other considerations may be considered where relevant to the request. 

The Land Development Regulations (LDR) permit a maximum four (4) foot tall fence along street 
yards. The strict and literal interpretation of the code would not permit the existing non-conforming 
six (6) foot fence to be removed and replaced with a six (6) foot vinyl fence in the same location. 

Although, the current fence may not allow for proper landscaping, property maintenance, or 
security, and the height regulations may provide an inconvenience to the property owner, as they 
desire a six (6) foot fence, staff cannot find that the regulations create an undue hardship.

(3) That such hardship is not shared generally by other properties in the same zoning district and 
in the same vicinity.

The request is to replace a non-conforming six (6) foot tall slatted chain link fence with a six (6) foot 
vinyl security fence along the entire property, including the street yard. The property is zoned 
Special Purpose (SP), and the existing non-conforming fence was built in 1968, and was later 
updated in 2006.

The property is located on two street fronts. There are several parcels within the City of Punta 
Gorda which are located on corner lots with two street fronts, therefore, the potential hardship may 
be shared with other properties in the same zoning district and in the same vicinity.

(4) The granting of the variance would not be injurious to or incompatible with contiguous uses, the 
surrounding neighborhood or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare. 

The granting of the variance for the fence height would not be injurious or incompatible with the 
contiguous uses. The new property owner is improving the property and the replacement of the 
existing non-conforming slatted chain link fence with a vinyl fence material. In addition, the LDRs 
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BZA – Variance Staff Report Page 3 of 3

requires the installation of landscaping between the fence and the property line.

(5) That the variance requested is the minimum modification of the regulation at issue that will 
afford relief. 

The existing non-conforming fence can be removed and replaced with the proposed 
privacy/security fence, however, the fence would have to meet the current code requirements 
regarding height and placement. Therefore, the variance requested is not the minimum modification 
of the regulations that will afford relief.

(6) The condition giving rise to the requested variance has not been created by any person 
presently having an interest in the property and/or the conditions cannot reasonably be corrected 
or avoided by the applicant. 

The existing non-conforming fence was not installed by the current property owner, however, the 
requested variance to remove and replace the existing non-conforming fence has been initiated by 
the current property owner.

(7) The variance requested does not involve any use which is prohibited in the district where the 
property is located. 

The requested variance does not involve any use which is prohibited in the district where the 
property is located.

(8) The requested variance is consistent with the City of Punta Gorda Comprehensive Plan. 

The requested variance is not in conflict with the City of Punta Gorda’s adopted Comprehensive 
Plan 2040.

Additional Findings

Conclusions - Based on the approval criteria presented above, the Punta Gorda Urban Design Division 
offers the following conclusion(s):

1. The property is zoned Special Purpose (SP) and the use of a garage facility has been in place 
prior to 2005.

2. The original fence was installed in 1968, upgraded in 2006 and is considered existing non-
conforming. The current fence material, slatted chain link, is no longer permitted by the code.

3. The property is located on two street fronts, however, there are other properties that are located 
on two street fronts. 

Conclusions - Based on the approval criteria presented above, the Punta Gorda Urban Design Division 
offers the following conclusion(s):

1. The request is to replace the existing fence with a more decorative and secure vinyl fence.
2. Landscaping is required to be installed between the fence and property line.

Staff Recommended Conditions of Approval 

1. If approved, staff will require a landscape plan be submitted by the property owner or contractor 
prior to installation to determine acceptability.

2. Fence will require a building permit prior to installation.

Staff Recommendations - based on the aforementioned approval criteria findings & conclusions: 

While City staff understands the request to improve the property by removing and replacing an existing 
non-conforming slatted chain link fence with a more attractive and secure vinyl privacy fence, the 
application does not meet the literal criteria of hardship as outlined in the Punta Gorda Code, Land 
Development Regulations, therefore, the Urban Design Division recommends denial of the request.

Punta Gorda Development Review Committee recommended moving the request forward to Board of 
Zoning Appeals and City Council.
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V-03-2021
1385 Elizabeth Street – Fence Request

Lisa Hannon, Zoning Official
November 23, 2021
Board of Zoning Appeals
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1385 Elizabeth Street Fence

Existing Conditions
• Request

– Remove/replace existing 
nonconforming fence

– Currently slatted chain link

– Replacing with decorative/secure 
vinyl material

Images: provide by City staff
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Approval Criteria

1. Special conditions/circumstances exist:
a) 1968 original fence construction

i. updated in 2006

b) Garage constructed in 2011

c) Corner lot – two street fronts

d) Other properties with same configuration

e) No special circumstances

2. Strict/literal enforcement of LDRs create 

undue hardship:
a) Six (6) foot fence not permitted in a street yard

b) Slatted chain link not a permitted material

c) Code does not permit replacement of fence at the 

same height and configuration

d) Fence can be installed to conform with code

e) No hardship found from a mere inconvenience

3. Hardship not shared generally by others:
a) Property situated on two street fronts

b) Other properties are also located on corner lots with 

two street fronts

c) Hardship potentially shared

4. Variance not injurious/incompatible with 

contiguous uses:
a) Not incompatible with other properties

b) Request to replace fence

a) More aesthetically pleasing material

b) Improving property

c) Landscaping required
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Approval Criteria

5. Request is minimum modification to afford 

relief:
a) Fence replacement could be in conformance with 

code

b) Not minimum modification to afford relief

6. Condition giving rise to request:
a) Original fence installed 1968/2006

b) Request for fence replacement initiated by new 

property owner

7. Request does not involve a prohibited use:
a) Request does not involve a prohibited use

8. Variance consistent with Comprehensive Plan:
a) Request is not in conflict with the Comprehensive 

Plan
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Conditions/Recommendations

If Approved – Staff Conditions

1. Landscape installation required
1. Landscape plan to be submitted prior to 

installation

2. Building permit required

Recommendations

DRC: 

Urban Design Staff:

While City staff understands the request to improve 

the property by removing and replacing an existing 

non-conforming slatted chain link fence with a 

more attractive and secure vinyl privacy fence, the 

application does not meet the literal criteria of 

hardship as outlined in the Punta Gorda Code, 

Land Development Regulations, therefore, the 

Urban Design Division recommends denial of the 

request.
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EXCERPT                        EXCERPT                        EXCERPT

DEVELOPMENT REVIEW COMMITTEE
MEETING

OCTOBER 22, 2021

MEMBERS PRESENT: Lisa Hannon, Acting Chair
Randy Cole, Chief Building Official
Steve Adams, Utilities Engineering Manager
Jennifer Molnar, Fire Marshal
Norman Nahra, Police Lieutenant
Linda Sposito, Public Works

OTHERS PRESENT: David McCarty, Code Compliance Supervisor
Bob White, Drew Hamernik, John Wright,
Janet Watermeier, Brian Corso, Kenneth Krause,
Susan Krause, Lloyd Cranford, Jay Wester

APPLICATION REVIEW

C. V-03-2021 - A request by Anthony Favara, authorized agent, for Debra and Lloyd 

Cranford, property owners, pursuant to Chapter 26, Section 16.10, Punta Gorda Code, 

to allow for the replacement of an existing non-conforming six (6) foot tall chain link 

fence, with a six (6) foot tall, tan vinyl security fence with a twenty-four (24) foot wide 

gate, instead of four (4) foot tall fence, as required by Chapter 26, Section 8.5(b)(3), 

Punta Gorda Code, for the property located in a Special Purpose (SP) zoning district and 

constructed in 2011.

Legal: Punta Gorda, Block 119, Lots 10 and 11

aka: 1385 Elizabeth Street, Punta Gorda, FL 33950

Charlotte County Parcel Id: 412307256008

- Ms. Hannon reviewed the request from the agenda material, noting replacement of a six-

foot fence within a street yard was prohibited. She indicated the property had an existing 

nonconforming, six-foot chain-link fence which was required to be installed in a 

conforming manner when replaced, explaining staff acknowledged the new fence was 

more aesthetically pleasing and would enhance the property; however, staff 

recommended denial of the request as same did not meet the literal criteria of hardship 

outlined in the Punta Gorda Code. She concluded the request would continue forward to 

the Board of Zoning Appeals and to City Council for final decision.

- Ms. Sposito verified the Public Works Department had no issues with the request.

- Mr. Cole confirmed the Building Division had no comments.

- Ms. Molnar stated the Fire Department had no issues.

- Mr. Nahra indicated the Police Department had no comments.
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- Mr. Adams verified the Utilities Department had no issues.

- Mr. Lloyd Cranford, applicant, stated the intent was to upgrade the property which was 

in a low traffic area, noting the security company and neighboring property owners 

spoke in favor of the request.

- Ms. Hannon reiterated staff could not recommend approval of the request due to the 

literal criteria for hardship, explaining the applicant could provide the burden of proof 

for hardship when the request moved forward to the Board of Zoning Appeals and to 

City Council.

- Ms. Molnar MOVED, Ms. Sposito SECONDED to move V-03-2021 forward to the Board of 

Zoning Appeals. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY.
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Title: 2022 Meeting dates

Funds:

Recommended Action: For discussion and approval.

Summary: 2022 Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting Dates

Department/Division: Urban Design

BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS
CITY OF PUNTA GORDA

11/23/2021
 
STAFF COMMENTS

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBITS:
1. 2022 BZA Meeting Dates
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https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/1107228/BZA_Dates_2022.pdf


Board of Zoning Appeals Dates
Every 4th Tuesday

January 25, 2022

February 22, 2022

March 22, 2022

April 26, 2022

May 24, 2022

June 28, 2022

July 26, 2022

August 23, 2022

September 27, 2022

October 25, 2022

November 22, 2022

December 27, 2022
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