
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF OCTOBER 7, 2013 
 

 
MEMBERS PRESENT:     Joseph Caskey, Vice Chairperson  

Sara Henry 
Hyun Joong Kim  

 
MEMBERS ABSENT: Don Judd, Chairperson  

Timothy Kundiger  
 
OTHERS PRESENT: Mr. and Mrs. Tim Mangan, 3110 Pinnacle Lane, Pittsburg   
    Troy Graham, Assistant Director of Public Works 

Andrea Holtzman, Public Works Administrative Assistant 
      
The Pittsburg Board of Zoning Appeals met on Monday, October 7, 2013, at 5:15 p.m., 
in the Municipal Court Room of the Law Enforcement Center located at 201 N Pine. In 
the absence of the Chairperson, Vice Chairperson Joseph Caskey called the meeting to 
order at 5:15 p.m. with three (3) members present.  
 
The first order of business was approval of the minutes of the meeting of July 1, 
2013.  In this regard, Sara Henry moved, seconded by Hyun Joong Kim, that the 
minutes be approved as submitted.  Motion carried unanimously.  
 
A PUBLIC HEARING was held, as advertised, to consider the following: 
 
Case No. 13-10 -  A request submitted by Tim Mangan to consider a request for a 7 

foot variance in front yard setback to allow for a 6 foot privacy fence 
to be placed 23 feet from the property line located along Pinnacle 
Drive on the property located at 3110 Pinnacle Lane. 

 
Vice Chairperson Joseph Caskey opened the PUBLIC HEARING by stating the request 
and then asked the applicant to comment on behalf of said request.  Troy Graham 
began by explaining that Mr. Mangan was requesting the variance to give him ten (10) 
feet between the new fence to be erected and the existing house noting that if the 
variance was not granted Mr. Mangan would only have three (3) feet between the new 
fence and the house.  Referring to the aerial map of the property, Mr. Graham explained 
that since the lot is a corner lot it is considered to have two front yards, thus requiring 
the variance request for the fence to be located where Mr. Mangan was proposing it be 
located.    
 
Sara Henry stated she felt the fence placement would be fine and not cause any traffic 
vision problems.     
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There being no one present to speak in opposition to the request, Vice Chairperson 
Joseph Caskey closed the PUBLIC HEARING for the request.  The Board then 
considered the following factors: 
 
1. There are conditions which exist in respect to the property or structure being 

considered which are different from other properties or buildings in the 
neighborhood due to the fact this is a corner lot which requires two 30’ front yard 
setbacks for two sides of the property where many times only one is required. 

 
2. Such condition or circumstance has not been created by the action or actions of 

the owner or applicant. 
 
3. There are no special conditions or circumstances such that the strict literal 

interpretation of the provisions of the Zoning Ordinance would constitute 
unnecessary hardship upon the property owner represented in the application. 

    
4.  The granting of a permit for the variance requested would not adversely affect 

the rights of adjacent property owners or residents as the fence will extend past 
the 30’ front yard setback of the house located directly to the south and it would 
not hinder view of property owners to the east or normal traffic flow in front of the 
house.  

 
5.  The granting of the variance requested would not confer on the applicant any 

special privilege that is denied by the Zoning Ordinance to other lands, 
structures, or buildings in the same district as other property owners may also 
submit a similar request for the same type of variance.   

 
6.  The granting of the variance requested would not adversely affect the public 

health, safety, morals, order, convenience, prosperity or general welfare. 
 
7.  The granting of the variance requested would not be opposed to the general 

spirit and intent of the Zoning Ordinance. 
 
8.  The variance being requested is the minimum variance that would accomplish 

this purpose. 
 
The Board of Zoning Appeals considered all eight (8) factors involved.  Based on these 
factors, Sara Henry moved, seconded by Joseph Caskey, to approve this request as 
submitted.  Motion carried unanimously.   
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There being no other business to be discussed, Sara Henry moved, seconded by Hyun 
Joong Kim, to adjourn the meeting.  Motion carried and the meeting adjourned at 5:30 
p.m.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 
 
 
 
Andrea Holtzman 
Public Works Administrative Assistant 


