Chapter 15 — Variances

Figure 25: Area and Use Variance Decision Process

Area and Use Variance Decision Process

Step 1: Consider alternatives to the variance request.
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Step 2: Determine if all three statutory variance criteria are met.

Use Variance — Permits a landowner to
put property to an otherwise prohibited

Area Variance — Provides an increment
of relief (normally small) from a
dimensional restriction such as building use.
height, area, setback, etc.
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1. Unnecessary Hardship exists when 1. Unnecessary Hardship exists when

compliance would unreasonably prevent no reasonable use can be made of the

the owner from using the property for a property without a variance.

permitted purpose or would render

conformity with such restrictions

unnecessarily burdensome. Consider

these points:

= Purpose of zoning restriction

= Zoning restriction’s effect on property

= Short term, long term and cumulative
effects of variance on neighborhood
and public interest.
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2. Unique physical property limitations such as steep slopes or wetlands must prevent
compliance with the ordinance. The circumstances of an applicant, such as a growing
family, elderly parents, or a desire for a larger garage, are not legitimate factors in
deciding variances.
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3. No harm to public interests A variance may not be granted which results in harm to
public interests. Public interests can be determined from the general purposes of an
ordinance as well as the purposes for a specific ordinance provision. Analyze short-term,
long-term and cumulative impacts of variance requests on the neighbors, community and
statewide public interest.
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Step 3: Grant or deny request for variance recording rationale and findings.
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January 1, 2021

Katy and Joe Kaufman
203 Stone Terrace
Monona, WI 53716

City of Monona

Zoning Board of Appeals
5211 Schluter Road
Monona, WI 53716

To Chair Kathy Thomas and her fellow committee members,

We are writing in support of the request for variance being submitted by Maggie and
Greg Jakubczak, our next-door neighbors at 201 Stone Terrace.

We understand that their plans for a new addition at the back of their home require a
variance for the rear setback, and we are in favor of such a variance.

We request that you grant the variance for the rear setback in part because alternative
plans may require buried external drain tiles, which may then direct water toward the rear
of our property.

Thanks for your consideration.
Sincerely,
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Katy and Joe Kaufman
kaihryn.e.kaufman@gmail.com
(608) 224-1214






