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ADDRESS: 4303 VICTORY DR, 2106, 2108, 2110 W Ben White Blvd., 2111 Fort
View Drive

A. Section 1063 (B) (Height Limitations and Setbacks for Large Sites) to
decrease the required setback from a property in an urban family residence (SF-5)
or more restrictive zoning district or on which a use permitted in SF-5 or more
restrictive zoning district is located from 25 feet (required) to 0 feet (requested);
and to

w

Section 1063 (C) (1) (Height Limitations and Setbacks for Large Sites) to
increase the required height limitation for a structure that is 50 feet or less from
property in a SF-5 or more restrictive zoning district or permitted use from two
stories and 30 feet (required) to three stories and 40 feet (requested); and to

C. Section 25-2-1067 (G) (Design Regulations) to permit a parking area or
driveway 25 feet or less from a lot that is in an SF-5 or more restrictive district or
on which a use permitted in an SF-5 or more restrictive district is located

in order to erect a three-story office building, screening wall and detached three-
story parking structure on five tracts in a “GR"”, Community Commercial zoning
district, a “LO-CO", Limited Office - Conditional Overlay zoning district, and a
“NO-MU-CO”, Neighborhood Office — Mixed Use — Conditional Overlay zoning
district.



BOARD’S DECISION: Jan 8, 2018 POSTPONED TO FEBRUARY 12, 2018; Feb 12,
2018 POSTPONED TO MARCH 12, 2018; March 12, 2018 POSTPONED TO APRIL 9,
2018; April 9, 2018 POSTPONED TO MAY 14, 2018; May 14, 2018 POSTPONED TO
JULY 9,2018; JULY 9, 2018 WITHDRAWN BY APPLICANT

FINDING:

1. The Zoning regulations applicable to the property do not allow for a reasonable use
because:

2. (a) The hardship for which the variance is requested is unique to the property in that:
(b) The hardship is not general to the area in which the property is located because:

3. The variance will not alter the character of the area adjacent to the property, will not
impair the use of adjacent conforming property, and will not impair the purpose of
the regulations of the zoning district in which the property is located because:
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