CITY OF ENTERPRISE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT MEETING –February 12, 2020
The Enterprise Zoning Board of Adjustment met on Wednesday, February 12, 2020, at 4:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers of City Hall with the following members:

Present:		Anne Bridgette – Chairperson
			Jacque Hawkins – Vice Chairperson
Joddy James
			Gwen Gilley
			Becky Hancock – Supernumerary 

Absent:		Sue Neuwien – Supernumerary
			Steve Nagy

Also Present:		Justin Tolbert- Building Inspector
			Rainer Cotter – City Attorney
			Reba Johnson
			Celeste Davis

REVIEW OF MINUTES- January 8, 2020

A copy of the minutes from January 8, 2020 meeting was provided to each member of the Board of Adjustment. Being there were no corrections, additions, or deletions, Ms. Hancock made a motion to approve the minutes; Mr. James made the second. The vote being all ayes, motion carried. 

OLD BUSINESS

N/A

NEW BUSINESS:

SHANON BYRON WASHINGTON- AN AFTER THE FACT SIDE YARD VARIANCE FOR A 12X12 DETACHED CARPORT AT 300 PIERCE STREET. 


Ms. Bridgette introduced a request by Mr. Sharon Byron Washington for an after the fact side yard variance for a 12x12 detached carport at 300 Pierce St.

Ms. Bridgette asked Mr. Washington to give some background on the necessity of the carport. Mr. Washington introduced himself and stated that he is a disabled veteran and he had bought this property 21 years ago. He stated that he has his mother-in-law and his brother-in-law who are both invalid living with him and his wife. He stated that the carport is perfect for them to get outside and get some air because he doesn’t have a deck. He stated that he did not know he needed a permit for the carport, and if he had he would have gotten one. He put it there for them to have an access to get outside and just get some air. He stated he is basically trying to beautify and uplift his property and the surrounding area. 

Ms. Bridgette opened the floor for any public comment. There was no written correspondence, but someone had verbally complained to the office. At this time Mr. Tolbert stated that the engineering department got an anonymous verbal complaint. The complainant had tried to get approved for a similar detached carport some years ago and was denied. But when they were denied they never followed up with the Board of Adjustments. 

Ms. Bridgette closed the floor for anymore public comment. 

Ms. Bridgette asked if any of the Board members had any questions for Mr. Washington. Ms. Hancock asked if he constructed it himself or did he buy it from a company that installed it. Mr. Washington stated that he purchased it and the company came and installed it. He also stated that when it was being installed some of the engineers came by while he wasn’t home and talked to his wife. Ms. Hancock then asked Mr. Tolbert if the people who sell things, such as carports, have to come get a permit. Mr. Tolbert replied by saying they are supposed come in and apply for a permit and we are supposed to go out and make sure the setbacks and everything are correct, but what we have found is a lot of them don’t do that. Ms. Hancock asked if there were any consequences for these companies that know they are supposed to get a permit and don’t. Mr. Tolbert responded by saying once they are caught doing so, then yes there are. That our code enforcement officer, Tyler Hurst, handles those situations. 

Mr. Cotter stated that what usually happens when a company doesn’t get a permit it usually ends up coming back on the home owner and they end up in front of the Board of Adjustments requesting a variance. He stated that if one of the inspectors or code enforcement officer were to go out and catch them installing something without a permit we would issue a stop work order immediately. 

Mr. Washington stated that someone from the city did come back and talked to his wife while it was being installed. But did not stop them until after the fact of completion. Mr. Washington stated he lives within a block away of city hall and everyone passes coming to work and no one stopped it. He apologized and stated he did not know. 

Mr. James directed a question to Mr. Tolbert, asking if where the carport is sitting is it projected into the right of way, because it is 5 or 6 foot from the curb. Mr. Tolbert stated that we would have to pull the GIS to be sure, but that the right of way is about 30 feet on that street. And that the setback should be 10 feet from the road. Mr. Washington agreed that it was 10 feet because he had columns built on either side of his walkway. He stated that if that was the case then he could get someone to cut the end of the carport off to make it meet the setback requirements so he would still have what was left for the elderly and himself to sit under on a hot day. 

Mr. James asked Mr. Tolbert had he come to the city and applied for this carport would it have been approved and permitted. Mr. Tolbert responded with probably not because the city zoning ordinance states that an accessory structure can not be in the front or side yard, it has to be in the rear yard. And if it’s a corner lot it has to be in the rear yard. He also stated that the reason we went out to investigate it is because we got the anonymous complaint. 

Ms. Bridgette asked if modifications can be made to the structure to make it even with the columns if that would make it in compliance with the ordinance. Mr. Washington stated he would be willing to cut it off to make it even. He stated there was no obstruction to the view of drivers on either street.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Mr. James asked Mr. Washington what the possibility of him picking the structure up and moving it back into the rear yard would be because he has a good-sized back yard. Mr.  Washington stated that he doesn’t have a driveway into the back yard. Mr. James responded by saying where his driveway is that it is not that far to the back of his house and that he would be legal to pick the carport up and move it to the back of the house. Mr. Washington agreed that he would be willing, but that if he did that he wouldn’t have a carport to park his car under and that was really the purpose of it. 

Mr. James stated that with variances that it really had to be a hardship of the land. Mr. Washington stated that he understood that. 

Ms. Bridgette asked with a disabled mother in law does it accommodate her when you bring her in and out with the weather. Mr. Washington said that it does, that he has a ramp built for her for when the Enterprise Senior Center comes to get her every day. And that now that his brother in law is here that he needs that to go out and can enjoy the sun with the carport. 

Ms. Gilley asked Mr. Tolbert if the front were to be cut would it then meet the requirements of the city code. Mr. Tolbert stated that an accessory structure is not supposed to be allowed in a front or side yard anywhere, so we can’t have an accessory structure in a side yard.

Ms. Bridgette asked if there were any other questions. 

Mr. Cotter stated that we needed to look into this matter a little more since Ms. Hayes was not there and to be fair with Mr. Washington that we need to check all of our facts before we ruled on this. 

Ms. Bridgette stated that at this time if it was in agreement with Mr. Washington, the board would table this request until next months meeting. Mr. Washington agreed. 

Ms. Hawkins motioned to table the request. Ms. Gilley seconded the motion. The vote being all ayes, motion carried. 

ADJOURNMENT:

There being no further business before the Board, Ms. Hancock made a motion to adjourn and Mr. James made the second. The vote being all ayes, motion carried. 



________________________________                           ______________________________    
Anne Bridgette                                                                                   Staci Hayes                                                                                           Chairperson                                                                                         Secretary/Recorder
