
 

AGENDA 

CITY OF HARRISONVILLE 

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENTS 

REGULAR MEETING 

CITY HALL 

DECEMBER 10, 2024 

6:00 PM 

Publish  

1. Call to Order 

A. Roll Call  

2. Approval of Minutes 

A. Board of Zoning Adjustments - Regular Meeting - Nov 12, 2024 6:00 PM  

3. Agenda Items 

A. Appl. #VAR-24-011--Variances to Chapter 435:  Sign Regulations - PUBLIC 

HEARING  

B. Appl. #VAR-24-011--Variances to Chapter 435:  Sign Regulations - 

CONSIDERATION  

4. Discussion Items 

5. Adjourn 

 

Posted on City Hall Bulletin Board this 3rd day of December, 2024. 

Daniel Barnett 

Daniel Barnett, City Clerk 



 

DRAFT 

MINUTES 

CITY OF HARRISONVILLE 

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENTS 

REGULAR MEETING 

CITY HALL 

NOVEMBER 12, 2024 

6:00 PM 

Publish  

1. Call to Order 

 The meeting was called to order at 6:01 PM by Gerald Saling 

Attendee Name Organization Title Status Arrived 

Vanessa Hargrave Harrisonville Alternate Present  

Bryan Wooten Harrisonville  Absent  

Michelle Hart Harrisonville  Excused  

Charles Hotchkiss Harrisonville  Present  

April McLaughlin Harrisonville Vice Chair Present  

Gerald Saling Harrisonville Chair Present  

Also in attendance were Chris Harty, CEI Engineering; Bassam Ziada, Murphy Oil USA; Dan 
Melhus, Applicant; Alex Felzien, City Attorney; Christina Stanton, Community Development 
Director; and Jamie Martin, Recording Secretary. 

2. Approval of Minutes 

A. Board of Zoning Adjustments - Regular Meeting - Jul 9, 2024 6:00 PM  

With no additions or corrections, the minutes from the July 9, 2024, meeting were 
unanimously accepted. 

RESULT: ACCEPTED [UNANIMOUS] 

MOVER: April McLaughlin 

SECONDER: Charles Hotchkiss 

AYES: Vanessa Hargrave, Charles Hotchkiss, April McLaughlin, 
Gerald Saling 

ABSENT: Bryan Wooten 

EXCUSED: Michelle Hart 

3. Agenda Items 

A. Appl. #VAR-24-009--Variance of Section 405.550.C.4.b - PUBLIC 

HEARING  
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2 | P a g e  

Director Stanton presented the Staff Report for a variance application from Dan Melhus, 
seeking a 2 foot variance to the maximum fence height requirement of 6 feet to allow for 
an 8 foot tall privacy fence to be installed along the south side and rear of his property at 
2004 N. Lexington. The variance is to Section 405.550.C.4.b. She said that according to 
the Cass County Assessor's parcel records, the applicant's house was built in 1965 and 
the house located behind the applicant's property was built in 1984. In March of 2012, a 
fence permit was issued for 1287' linear, 6 foot tall, treated wood privacy fence. On 
February 21, 2023, the Board of Aldermen approved Ordinance #3627, which included 
changes to the fencing regulations. Prior to these changes the applicant would have been 
allowed to install a privacy fence up to 8 feet tall in the rear of his property. The key 
issues for this property are that it is currently zoned Single-Family Residential (R-1) 
District. The fencing regulations changed with the approval of Ordinance #3627 on 
February 21, 2023. The previous regulations pertaining to residential fences simply 
stated that "six feet in the side yard and eight feet in the rear yard, provided sight 
distance shall be maintained on corner lots" was allowed. The applicant's property is not 
a corner lot; however, the rear of his property is the front of 2002 N. Lexington Street. 
This situation existed since the house was constructed on 2002 N. Lexington Street in 
1984. Director Stanton said the particular physical surroundings, shape or topographical 
conditions of the specific property create a particular hardship upon the owner in that his 
property sits lower than that of his neighbor located behind his property and the 
properties are situated such that the rear of the applicant's property is the front of his 
neighbors property. The primary reason the applicant is requesting this variance is due to 
the fact that the properties slope from west to east, and because he has a neighbor 
located immediately behind his property, who's front portion of their house sits 
approximately 8-feet higher than the rear of the applicant's house. The alleged hardship 
was not created by any person having an interest in the property as the effective date of 
this Chapter was 1991, and the applicant's house was built in 1965 his neighbor's in 
1984. The granting of the requested variance would not result in a detriment to the public 
welfare in the area. The variance would afford the applicant greater privacy than allowed 
under the current code, which would be proportional to that allowed by code for 
properties with less slope. There are concerns for drainage and pooling around the 
proposed fence, for this reason staff recommends that the base of the fence be slightly 
elevated by 6 inches, to allow for proper drainage. The requested variance will not impair 
an adequate supply of light or air to adjacent property or substantially increase the 
danger of fire or otherwise endanger the public safety nor will it substantially diminish or 
impair the property values within the area. The neighboring property has safety concerns 
for visibility and proposed a mirror for the driveway or lowering the fence. Staff 
recommends approval of the requested variance. 

April McLaughlin asked if the neighboring property owner built their house or it was 
purchased this way. Director Stanton said she wasn't sure. 

Dan Melhus, applicant, said that having a lower fence is not feasible and that they never 
intended to build a fence but had experienced some issues with their neighbor and 
needed some privacy. Mr. Melhus said that he had no problem lifting the fence to 
accommodate the drainage. Kris Hassler, neighboring property owner, said she 
understood the need for the fence and can attest to the Melhus's experiences. 

The Public Hearing was closed at 6:18 PM. 

B. Appl. #VAR-24-009--Variance of Section 405.550.C.4.b - CONSIDERATION  

Variance request has met all of the criteria. Variance was approved. 

C. Appl. #VAR-24-010--Variance of Section 405.325.B and D - PUBLIC 

HEARING  

Director Stanton presented the Staff Report for a variance application from Murphy USA. 
She acknowledged that the applicant is not seeking a variance to the front yard setback 
as stated in the Staff Report. The applicant is seeking a variance of 14 feet from the 
required 15 feet rear yard setback for the Service Business (C-2) District, Section 
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405.325.D, for the rear canopy only. At the July 9, 2024, BZA meeting the applicant had 
requested multiple variances; a variance of 10 feet from the required 35 foot front yard 
setback, a variance of 1.68 feet from the required 15 foot side yard setback, and a 
variance of 15 feet from the required 15 foot rear yard setback. The variances requested 
failed due to not meeting the criteria for hardship with a vote of 3 agree and 2 disagree. 
The purpose to the requested variance is to allow for the existing gas station to be razed 
and a new larger model to be rebuilt in its place. She said the property is currently zoned 
Service Business (C-2) District. Under the current Zoning Regulations, Section 
405.325.D, the depth of the rear yard shall be at least fifteen (15) feet. CEI's letter states 
that the variances are being requested due to the odd shape of the lot and because Wal-
Mart is unwilling to sell them any additional property. The uniqueness in this instance is 
that the lot is an irregular shape. This situation was created when the Lot Split was 
completed in 2007, which reduced the land area for Murphy's Oil. Additionally, the 
applicant has noted that Wal-Mart is unwilling to sell Murphy's any additional property. 
The granting of the variance will not alter the essential character of the area as the 
existing use is not proposed to change, but the building is proposed to be razed and 
rebuilt to a newer larger model. The proposed encroachment is towards existing drives 
and parking lot for Wal-Mart to the west. The hardship is being caused by the irregular 
shape of the lot and the current property owner's desire to raze the existing building and 
rebuild a newer larger model. This proposed reconfiguration aligns with the required 
setbacks much better than the previously proposed layout. The granting of the requested 
variance will not result in a detriment to the public welfare in the area. The variance will 
allow the property owner to raze an existing gas station and rebuild to a newer larger 
model. The requested variance will not impair an adequate supply of light or air to 
adjacent property or substantially increase the danger of fire or otherwise endanger the 
public safety nor will it substantially diminish or impair the property values within the area. 
Staff recommended approval of the requested 14 foot variance to the required 15 foot 
rear yard setback. 

April McLauglin asked if the only change in the plan was the canopy to the rear. Chris 
Harty said that the original design had variance requested on 3 sides. They went back 
and redesigned. He said the canopy in the rear yard would make more sense with the 
shared drive and the access easement that was granted by Wal-Mart. April McLaughlin 
asked if the building is smaller than the original proposal. Bassam Ziada stated that the 
building is the same size as the original plan. 

The Public Hearing was closed at 6:28 PM. 

D. Appl. #VAR-24-010--Variance of Section 405.325.B and D - 

CONSIDERATION  

Variance request has met all of the criteria. Variance was approved. 

4. Discussion Items 

There were no discussion items. 

5. Adjourn 

With nothing further to come before the Board, Charles Hotchkiss made a motion to adjourn. 

April McLaughlin seconded the motion. The meeting was adjourned at 6:32 PM. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

_____________________________ 

Jamie Martin, Recording Secretary 
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STAFF REPORT 

 

TO: Board of Zoning Adjustments 

FROM: Christina Stanton, 

DATE: December 3, 2024 

SUBJECT: Appl. #VAR-24-011--Variances to Chapter 435:  Sign Regulations - PUBLIC 

HEARING 

 

Type of Item: Public Hearing 

 

A. Action Item (ID # 5024) 

Appl. #VAR-24-011--Variances to Chapter 435:  Sign Regulations - PUBLIC HEARING 

 

Attachments: 

Staff Report BZA 12_10_24 Releaf Variances for Signs 21500 E 27th St (PDF) 

Application (PDF) 

Supporting Pictures (PDF) 

Appendix A (PDF) 

Appendix B (PDF) 

Roof Sign History (PDF) 

Cass County Sign Regulations (PDF) 

Ordinance No. 3694 (PDF) 

Objection (PDF) 

Zoning Map (PDF) 

Aerial Map (PDF) 
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300 E. Pearl Street, P.O. Box 367 • Tel: 816-380-8900 • Fax: 816-380-8906 • Harrisonville, MO  64701 

 

 
To:  Board of Zoning Adjustments 
 
From:  Christina Stanton, AICP, Community Development Director 
 
Date:  December 10, 2024 
 
Re: Appl. #VAR-24-011—Variance of Chapter 435, the maximum sign area allowed 

under Appendix A and the sign type allowed under Appendix B for C-2 District on 
property located at 21500 E. 275th Street 

 

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 
Applicant: James Battaglia, Surefire Sign, Inc., 1025 W. Innovation Dr., Kearney, MO 
 
Requested Actions:  Approval of requested variances from Chapter 435, the maximum sign area 

allowed under Appendix A and the sign type allowed under Appendix B for C-2 
District on property located at 21500 E. 275th Street 

 
Date of Application:  November 8, 2024 
 
PURPOSE AND AUTHORITY 
 
In accordance with Section 405.610 of the City’s Code, the Board of Zoning Adjustment (BZA) 
“may decide that there are practical difficulties or particular hardship in the way of carrying out 
the strict letter of these regulations”.  The BZA “may grant variances from the provisions of this 
Chapter in harmony with its general purpose and intent” based upon the standards listed in 
Section 405.615, which are listed below in staff’s analysis.  The concurring vote of four (4) 
members of the Board is required for approval of a variance. 
 

PROPOSAL 
 
The applicant is seeking variances to the maximum sign area allowed under Appendix A and the 
sign type allowed under Appendix B for the C-2 District.  More specifically, the applicant is 
proposing a 50’ tall, three-sided, elevated sign with a sign area of 340 square feet (17’ x 20’) on 
each side and a 161 square foot (42” x 46’) Roof Sign Elevated/Projecting.   
 
Per Appendix A:  Non-Residential Sign Table by Structural Types, an Elevated Sign located on a 
property that is zoned C-2 and within the Highway Overlay District can have a sign area of up to 
144 square feet.  Based upon the computation of sign area for a multi-faced sign (see Analysis 
section of staff report), the applicant is requesting a variance of 536 square feet for the proposed 
Elevated Sign.  Additionally, per both Appendix A and Appendix B:  Table of Permitted and 
Specially Permitted Signs Zoning Districts, the sign type “Roof Sign—Elevated/Projecting” is a 
prohibited, or not permitted, sign type in all zoning districts except for M-2 where it is allowed 
with an approved Special Use Permit. 
 

3.A.a

Packet Pg. 6

A
tt

ac
h

m
en

t:
 S

ta
ff

 R
ep

o
rt

 B
Z

A
 1

2_
10

_2
4 

R
el

ea
f 

V
ar

ia
n

ce
s 

fo
r 

S
ig

n
s 

21
50

0 
E

 2
7t

h
 S

t 
 (

A
p

p
l. 

#V
A

R
-2

4-
01

1-
-V

ar
ia

n
ce

s 
to

 C
h

ap
te

r 
43

5:
  S

ig
n



2 
 

PREVIOUS ACTIONS 
 
Required legal notices have been issued. 
 

• 1966—The property was zoned General Business (C-2) District in the County. 
• July 12, 2007—Cass County adopted their current Sign Regulations.  According to Section 

400.790.B, Sign Structural Types, Roof Mounted Signs are not permitted within any of the 
zoning districts of the County. 

• December 16, 2016—Cass County Building Codes Department approved a sign permit 
(#16325) for a 3’ x 38’ (114 sqft.) roof sign (attached). 

• June 17, 2024—The subject property was annexed into the city limits of the City of 
Harrisonville and established as Service Business (C-2) District by Ordinance #3694 
(attached). 
 

KEY ISSUES 
 
The property is currently zoned Service Business (C-2) District. 
 
Under current Sign Regulations:   

• Appendix A:  Non-Residential Sign Table by Structural Types, an Elevated Sign located 
on a property that is zoned C-2 and within the Highway Overlay District can have a sign 
area of up to 144 square feet; and 

• Per both Appendix A and Appendix B:  Table of Permitted and Specially Permitted Signs 
Zoning Districts, the sign type “Roof Sign—Elevated/Projecting” is a prohibited, or not 
permitted, sign type for the C-2 District. 

 
ANALYSIS 
 
The Applicant is seeking variances to the Sign Regulations.  More specifically, a variance to the 
maximum sign area for a proposed elevated sign located within the Highway Overlay District in 
the C-2 Zoning District (Appendix A) and a variance to the sign type (Appendix B) allowed in the 
C-2 Zoning District.   
 
Elevated Sign.  The proposed elevated sign has a sign area of 340 square feet on a single side but 
is a three-sided sign, so the total sign area is 1,020 square feet.  The applicant has provided line-
of-sight renderings that show that two sides (680 sqft.) of the sign will be visible to westbound 
traffic traveling on Highway 7.   The maximum sign area allowed within the Highway Overlay 
District in the C-2 Zoning District is 144 sqft.  Additionally, Section 435.130.A.4.b.(4) states:  
“For multi-faced signs, when the sign face surfaces are parallel (back-to-back), or where the 
interior angle formed by the faces is forty-five degrees (45°) or less, the area of the sign face shall 
be taken as the area on the largest side.  For all other multi-faced signs, the area of the sign face 
shall be the total area on all sign face sides that can be viewed at one time from any angle.”  The 
interior angle of the proposed elevated sign is larger than 45 degrees, so the sign face area is 
understood to be the total sign face side visible at any one time from any angle (680 sqft.). 
 
Roof Sign.  The proposed elevated roof sign is 161 square feet (42” x 46’).  The currently existing 
elevated roof sign was approved by Cass County in late 2016, and is 114 square feet (3’ x 38’) (see 
attached “Roof Sign History”).  In both the County’s Sign Regulations and the City’s Sign 
Regulations this sign type is not permitted within this zoning district, which means that the 
existing sign was either permitted when it shouldn’t have been or it was granted a variance. 
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Regarding Municipal Code:  405.615 Standards 
 

A. The Board of Zoning Adjustments may vary the provisions of this Chapter as authorized in this 
Section, but only when it shall have made findings based upon evidence presented to it in the 
following specific cases: 

 
1.  The property in question cannot yield a reasonable return if permitted to be used only under 
the conditions allowed by the regulations governing the district in which it is located; 
The property can yield a reasonable return.  The property could still be used as intended 
and signage could be installed that meets the Sign Regulations.  However, the signage 
would not be as large as other nearby signs and could potentially have reduced 
commercial visibility.     
 
2.  The plight of the owner is due to unique circumstances; 
This standard typically refers to the shape of the lot, topographical conditions, or other 
unique physical surroundings of the property such as existing utilities.  The applicant 
states:  “The property sits 20 feet below grade and has a visibility issue as the 
southbound off ramp blocks nearly all the visibility from 49 North and Southbound.  
There is a 500+ square foot 4 sided sign directly South across Hwy 7 / Sapp Brothers.”  
The topography of the lot is not unique when compared to other commercial lots in the 
area; however, it should be noted that many of these properties were developed in the 
County with larger signage and then later annexed into the City. 
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3.  The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality. 
The variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the locality.  The vicinity 
is comprised of other businesses which have similar topographical constraints and 
existing larger signage. 

 
B. For the purpose of supplementing the above standards, the Board of Adjustment shall also, in 

making the determination of whether there are practical difficulties or particular hardship, take 
into consideration the extent to which the following facts, favorable to the applicant, have been 
established by the evidence: 

 
1.  The particular physical surroundings, shape or topographical conditions of the specific 
property involved would bring a particular hardship upon the owner, as distinguished from a 
mere inconvenience, if the strict letter of the regulation were to be carried out; 
The applicant did not provide any documentation indicating what it would look like if the 
strict letter of the regulation were to be carried out, so it is unclear whether this is a true 
hardship versus a mere inconvenience.  It does seem an appropriate request given the 
existing sign sizes of the other businesses located within the area immediately adjacent 
to the highway. 
 
2.  The conditions upon which the petition for variance is based would not be applicable 
generally to other property within the same zoning classification; 
The requested variances apply to this property due to the topography of the property 
and the desire of the applicant to install and maintain a larger sign similar to the other 
existing businesses within the area, and the desire to replace the existing elevated roof 
sign. 
 
3.  The alleged difficulty or hardship has not been created by any person having an interest in 
the property at any time after the effective date of this Chapter; 
The effective date of this chapter was in 1991.  The alleged difficulty or hardship is being 
caused by the topography of the lot and the current property owner’s desire to install 
and maintain a larger sign similar to the other existing businesses within the area 
immediately adjacent to the highway, and replace the existing elevated roof sign. 

 
4.  The granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the public welfare in the neighborhood 
in which the property is located; 
The granting of the requested variances will not result in a detriment to the public 
welfare in the area.  The variances would allow the property owner to have a larger sign 
face on the proposed elevated sign and to replace the existing elevated roof mounted 
sign with a somewhat larger elevated roof mounted sign.  An objection has been 
received from the owner of Slumber Inn, in which he states this is not a “highway type” 
business and is concerned that the proposed signage “would block the view to our 
building and signage for drivers traveling south on MO-7 approaching the interchange”.  
He further states that he has concern for how this would impact his business and 
property value due to the potentially decreased visibility.   
 
5.  The proposed variance will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent 
property or substantially increase the danger of fire or otherwise endanger the public safety or 
substantially diminish or impair property values within the neighborhood. 
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The proposed variances will not impair an adequate supply of light or air to adjacent 
property or substantially increase the danger of fire or otherwise endanger the public 
safety nor is the larger signage likely to substantially diminish or impair property values 
within the neighborhood.  Although, it should be noted that Section 435.020.A.7 states:  
“To protect property values by minimizing adverse effects of Signs on adjacent 
property, which can occur from conditions such as light trespass, obstructing views 
and access, or visual clutter”. 
 

STAFF COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS 
 
In support of the requested variances are the facts that: 

• The other uses immediately adjacent to the highway have existing larger signage; 
• The building has had an existing roof sign since 2017; 
• The purpose of the Sign Regulations “to provide minimum standards to safeguard life, 

health, property, property values and public welfare by regulating and controlling the 
quality of materials, construction, location instillation, maintenance and abandonment of 
Signs, in addition to the number, size, sign type, and type of illumination…” (Section 
435.020.A);  

• One of the “specific illustrations of the purposes of these Sign Regulations”, Section 
435.020.A.9 states:  “To provide for the fair and consistent enforcement of these Sign 
restrictions”; and 

• The granting of the variances will not result in a detriment to the public welfare or 
negatively impact the adequate supply of light and air to adjacent property or increase 
the danger of fire or otherwise endanger the public safety nor is it likely to diminish or 
impair surrounding property values.   

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff recommends approval of the requested variances. 
                                                                                                                                                                                      
ATTACHMENTS 
 
Application 
Supporting Pictures 
Appendix A 
Appendix B 
Roof Sign History 
Cass County Sign Regulations 
Ordinance #3694 
Objection 
Zoning Map 
Aerial Map 
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From: SlumberInn.com
To: Christina Stanton
Subject: Re: Variance for Sign - 21500 E 275Th St.
Date: Tuesday, December 3, 2024 12:15:37 PM

Christina,

We are opposed to this variance application.  

First as it stands, not only is this request for a very excessive variance, it's not based out of
hardship, but more-so out of comparison to the Sapp Bros signage (which is non-
conforming since the signage was present before annexation).   The existing business types
(fuel, lodging) at the interchange serve commuters and travelers and have a valid reason as
a "highway type" business and for larger signs.  All signage at this interchange was installed
prior to annexation, but even-so, they are highway type businesses.

Secondly, as it's currently being presented, the new sign would block the view to our
building and signage for drivers traveling south on MO-7 approaching the interchange.  We
are concerned how this would impact our business and also our property value with our
property not being as visible as before

I hope the City takes these concerns seriously and does not approve this variance
applicaiton in its current form. 

--

Thank you,

Hardeep Khehra
Owner/Manager
Slumber Inn
21400 E. 275th St.
Harrisonville, MO 64701
www.slumberinn.com
Tel:   (816) 884-3100

From: Christina Stanton <cstanton@harrisonville.com>
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2024 12:57 PM
To: SlumberInn.com <contact@slumberinn.com>
Subject: RE: Variance for Sign - 21500 E 275Th St.
 
Two variances are being sought.  One for increase size (area) and one for a sign type that is not
typically allowed in the C-2 District under the City’s Sign Regulations (the roof sign).
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To your other comment:  good point.
 
Christina Stanton, AICP
Community Development Director
300 E. Pearl St.
Harrisonville, MO  64701
(816) 380-8922

 
From: SlumberInn.com <contact@slumberinn.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2024 12:43 PM
To: Christina Stanton <cstanton@harrisonville.com>
Subject: Re: Variance for Sign - 21500 E 275Th St.

 
Thank you, Christina.  The application doesn't specify how of much of a variance is being
requested.  Is the variance only for increased square footage or for increased height as
well?  
 
If the property being 20' "below grade" is the issue, shouldn't the request be for a taller sign
as opposed to a larger sign?
 
--
 
Thank you,
 
Hardeep Khehra
Owner/Manager
Slumber Inn
21400 E. 275th St.
Harrisonville, MO 64701
www.slumberinn.com
Tel:   (816) 884-3100
 

From: Christina Stanton <cstanton@harrisonville.com>
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2024 11:56 AM
To: SlumberInn.com <contact@slumberinn.com>
Subject: RE: Variance for Sign - 21500 E 275Th St.

 
Please find attached the submitted application and supported pictures.  Staff is currently working
on the staff report for the Board of Zoning Adjustments meeting next month.
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Christina Stanton, AICP
Community Development Director
300 E. Pearl St.
Harrisonville, MO  64701
(816) 380-8922

 
From: SlumberInn.com <contact@slumberinn.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2024 11:50 AM
To: Christina Stanton <cstanton@harrisonville.com>
Subject: Variance for Sign - 21500 E 275Th St.

 
Hi Christina,
 
I received a letter regarding the sign variation requested by Surefire Sign Inc. I'm unable to
locate the application or agenda on the City of Harrisonville's website. 
 
Will you send me a copy of the application for the sign variance?
 
--
 
Thank you,
 
Hardeep Khehra
Owner/Manager
Slumber Inn
21400 E. 275th St.
Harrisonville, MO 64701
www.slumberinn.com
Tel:   (816) 884-3100
 
This is an email from outside your organization.
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THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENTS IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE
INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED. IF THE READER OF THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENTS IS NOT
THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE TO DELIVER IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE
HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN THE POSSESSION OF PRIVILEGED INFORMATION. PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER
BY TELEPHONE OR REPLY EMAIL OF YOUR INADVERTENT RECEIPT AND DELETE THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENTS
IMMEDIATELY.

This is an email from outside your organization.

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENTS IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE
INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED. IF THE READER OF THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENTS IS NOT
THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE TO DELIVER IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE
HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN THE POSSESSION OF PRIVILEGED INFORMATION. PLEASE IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE SENDER
BY TELEPHONE OR REPLY EMAIL OF YOUR INADVERTENT RECEIPT AND DELETE THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE AND ANY ATTACHMENTS
IMMEDIATELY.
This is an email from outside your organization.
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STAFF REPORT 

 

TO: Board of Zoning Adjustments 

FROM: Christina Stanton, 

DATE: December 3, 2024 

SUBJECT: Appl. #VAR-24-011--Variances to Chapter 435:  Sign Regulations - 

CONSIDERATION 

 

Type of Item: Approval 

 

B. Action Item (ID # 5025) 

Appl. #VAR-24-011--Variances to Chapter 435:  Sign Regulations - CONSIDERATION 

3.B
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