
 

City of Abilene 

Board of Adjustment Agenda 
 
Notice is hereby given of a meeting of the City of Abilene Board of Adjustment to be 
held on Tuesday, October 8, 2024, at 8:30 a.m. at City Hall, 555 Walnut Street, 
Council Chambers, Abilene, Texas, for the purpose of considering the following 
agenda items.  
  CALL TO ORDER 
  MINUTES 

  1.  Minutes: Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on Minutes 
from the Regular Meeting Held on September 10, 2024.  

  AGENDA ITEMS 

  
2.  BA-2024-14: Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on a 

variance request by Erica Pangburn and John Gallagher. The subject property is located at 2042 
South 8th Street, Abilene, Texas. The variance request is to allow for an accessory building 
to be re-built with a side yard setback of 2 feet, where 3 feet is required. (Mason Teegardin)  

  

3.  BA-2024-15: Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on the 
following variance requests by Austin Butler for a garage addition located at 1273 Canterbury 
Drive, Abilene.  (Mason Teegardin) 

• 4-foot 9-inch side yard setback, where 10 feet is required.  
• 14-foot 9-inch rear yard setback, where 30 feet is required. 
• Maximum lot coverage of 56.7%, where 40% is required. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
The Board of Adjustment of the City of Abilene reserves the right to adjourn into executive 
session regarding any item listed on the agenda, at any time during the course of this meeting to 
discuss any of the matters listed below, as authorized by the noted Texas Government Code 
Sections: 

• 551.071 Consultation with Attorney 

  
  ADJOURNMENT 
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Notice 
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, the City of Abilene will provide for 
reasonable accommodations for persons attending meetings. To better serve you, requests 
should be received forty-eight (48) hours prior to scheduled meetings. Please contact the City 
Secretary's Office at 325-676-6208. Telecommunication device for the deaf is 325-676-6360. 

CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify the above meeting notice was posted on the bulletin board at the City Hall of the 
City of Abilene, Texas, on the 4th day of October, 2024, at 1:45 p.m. 
  
  

  Kaitlin Richardson, Deputy City 
Secretary, TRMC 
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1 
Board of Adjustment 
Meeting Minutes: September 10, 2024 

 
 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 
September 10, 2024, 8:30 a.m. 

 
 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT OF THE CITY OF ABILENE, TEXAS 
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 555 WALNUT STREET, ABILENE 

 
Members Present: Mr. Jon Loudermilk, Chair 
 Ms. Shawnda Rixey, Chair Pro Tem 
 Mr. Louis Zientek, Secretary 
 Ms. Joy Ellinger 
 Melissa Sparks, Sergeant at Arms 
   
  
Staff Present: Mr. Michael Rice, Assistant City Manager 
 Ms. Kelley Messer, First Assistant City Attorney 
 Mr. Tim Littlejohn, Director 
 Mr. Adam Holland, Planner II 
 Ms. Clarissa Ivey, Planner I 
 Ms. Melissa Farr, Executive Assistant 
  
    

CALL TO ORDER 
 
The meeting was called to order at 8:30 a.m. and Ms. Melissa Farr recorded the minutes.  A quorum 
was present, and the meeting proceeded.  
 
The Board adjourned into executive session to consult with the attorney at 8:32 a.m.  They 
reconvened the meeting at 8:44 a.m. 
 

 
MINUTES 

  
The public hearing was opened. Seeing no one present and desiring to be heard, the public hearing 
was closed. Ms. Rixey made the motion to approve the minutes from the regular meeting held on 
August 13, 2024.  Ms. Ellinger seconded the motion.  The motion to approve the minutes prevailed 
by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  Zientek, Ellinger, Rixey, Sparks, Loudermilk 
NAYS:  None  
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2 
Board of Adjustment 
Meeting Minutes:  September 10, 2024  
 

 
 

AGENDA ITEMS 
 
 
BA-2024-12: Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on a 
request from Kent Store Development, LLC represented by Prince Signs, LLC for a variance to 
allow a 32’ tall pole sign within the Corridor Overlay, which allows pole signs at maximum height 
of 10’ at 4202 Buffalo Gap Road.  
 
Ms. Clarissa Ivey presented this request.  The existing convenience store will be rebranding from 
Exxon to Chevron. The proposed sign is part of a pre-designed sign package designed specifically 
for Chevron and does not fit into the existing grandfathered pole sign.  The proposed sign will 
have the same height as the existing sign and an area of 144 square feet. The applicant proposes to 
take down the existing sign and to install a new sign farther to the north along South Clack Street 
and away from the intersection of South Clack Street and Buffalo Gap Road. 
 
Mr. Loudermilk opened the public hearing.  Seeing no one present and desiring to be heard, the 
public hearing was closed. 
 
Property owners within a 200-foot radius of the property address were notified.  There were no (0) 
responses received in favor nor in opposition. 
 
Mr. Zientek moved to approve the request.  Ms. Rixey seconded the motion.  The motion to 
approve prevailed by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  Zientek, Ellinger, Rixey, Sparks, Loudermilk 
NAYS:  None  
 
BA-2024-13: Receive a Report, Hold a Discussion and Public Hearing, and Take Action on a 
request from Jimmy Campbell represented by Tim Smith for a variance to allow off-site signage 
at 1357 Butternut Street, specifically, to allow a 6 X 8 electronic message sign on the building at 
the previously mentioned address.  
 
Mr. Adam Holland presented this request.  The property owner proposes to place a small (6’ x 8’) 
LED off-site advertising sign on the south side of their building. The subject property is zoned 
Heavy Commercial (HC) and is used as a repair and maintenance services, automobile and small 
truck. 
 
The sign was previously placed on Sockdolager/Matera Bar and Grill (located at 833 South 1st 
Street) and is proposed to be relocated to the subject property at the request of the sign’s owner. 
 
Mr. Loudermilk opened the public hearing.  Mr. Tim Smith stepped forward to further explain the 
request.  The sign is used to promote downtown businesses and those within the SODA district.  
Seeing no one else present and desiring to be heard, the public hearing was closed. 
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3 
Board of Adjustment 
Meeting Minutes:  September 10, 2024  
 

 
 

Ms. Melissa Sparks moved to deny this request because it does not meet all of the criteria set forth 
in Section 1.4.4.2 (d) of the LDC.  Ms. Rixey seconded the motion. 
The motion to deny prevailed by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  Ellinger, Rixey, Sparks, Loudermilk 
NAYS:  Zientek  

ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, the Board of Adjustment meeting was adjourned at 9:20 a.m. 
 
 

 
Approved: ______________________________, Chair  
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Case # BA-2024-14
October 2, 2024

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
BA-2024-14
STAFF REPORT

Scheduled Hearings
Board of Adjustment: October 8, 2024 

Applicant 
Owner: Erica Pangburn and John Gallagher 

Case Manager
Mason Teegardin – Planner 

Request
A variance to allow a 2-foot side yard setback for an accessory building (3’ required).  

Location
2042 South 8th Street

Background
The subject property is zoned Single Family Residential (RS-12), with an attributing Historic Overlay 
(H) designation. The residence and accompanying accessory buildings were built in 1932, according 
to Taylor County Appraisal District. The applicant is requesting a variance to rebuild one of the 
accessory buildings in the same location where it currently exists. The existing accessory building is 
badly deteriorating and sits roughly 2’ from the alley side property line. Staff located a building permit 
for a roof replacement on the main residence and both accessory buildings in 2020, no additional 
permits were located for this property.

Land Development Code Provisions
Per Section 2.4.4.1, the required side yard setback for detached accessory buildings, with a 
maximum height of 10 feet, is 3 feet from the property line. Chapter 2, Article 6 – Nonconforming 
Uses and Structures states that when reconstructing or rebuilding a nonconforming structure, a 
property owner will need to apply to the Board of Adjustments for a change in the status of the 
nonconformity. The nonconformity in this case, is the 2-foot side yard setback. 

Site Constraints
The applicant did not specify if any site constraints are present. The subject property, however, is in 
a Historic Overlay zoning district and the subject building is considered to contribute to the historic 
substance of the site. For that reason, the owners want to reconstruct the building to maintain the 
historic character of the subject site. If the proposed variance is approved, the building will be required 
to substantively match the character of other buildings on the site.

Criteria Assessment – Section 1.4.4.2 – Variances 
A variance is used to modify the application of the Land Development Code as it applies to a specific 
piece of property which, because of peculiar circumstances applicable only to the property, prevent 
its being used on the same basis as other property in the same zoning district. In reaching a decision 
on the variance application, the Board shall determine and make written findings that all of the 
following conditions are present:

1. There are special circumstances or conditions arising from the physical surroundings, 
shape, topography or other features affecting the land, such that strict application of 
the provisions of this Code will create an undue hardship or inequity (other than 
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2
Case # BA-2024-14
October 2, 2024

financial) upon or for the applicant in developing the land or deprive the applicant of 
reasonable and beneficial use of the land. 
There are no apparent “physical” condition that result in an undue hardship. However, the 
strict application of the accessory building setback requirement creates a conflict with other 
requirements in the LDC designed to maintain the historic character of historic properties.

2. That the granting of the variance will not be contrary to the public interest and will not 
be injurious to neighboring properties or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare.
Granting the request would not be contrary to the public because the accessory building would 
be fully located on private property and the setback requested would only pertain to the side 
property line, which is shared with the alley. 

3. Granting the variance is consistent with the intent of Abilene’s Land Development 
Code.
The request is consistent with the intent of the Nonconformity section of the Land Development 
Code. 

4. The hardship or inequity suffered by the petitioner is not caused wholly or in 
substantial part by the petitioner. 
The strict application of the accessory building setback requirement creates a conflict with 
other requirements in the LDC designed to maintain the historic character of historic 
properties.

Attachments
• Application 
• Site Plan
• PowerPoint Presentation

Notification 
Pursuant to Section 1.2.2.2 of the Land Development Code, City staff mailed personal notices on 
September 20, 2024, via standard mail to the owners of property within a 200-foot radius of the 
subject street right of way. The property owners and associated parcel identification numbers are 
identified below:

PROPERTY OWNER   Legend: O - Opposed, F - In Favor
PROPERTY OWNER PROPERTY ID SITUS RESPONSE

ARRANT LUCIA ET AL 21490 800 SAYLES BL
ARRANT LUCIA ET AL 21490 2125 S 8TH ST
BRATTON CONRAD C & LINDA E 30175 809 SAYLES BL
BRAY SHELDON E & MATTIA M 19974 742 1/2 AMARILLO ST
BRAY SHELDON E & MATTIA M 19974 742 AMARILLO ST
COPELAND THOMAS V JR & LORI A 20101 760 AMARILLO ST
ELLIOT DONALD K & JULIA M 19125 735 1/2 SAYLES BL
ELLIOT DONALD K & JULIA M 19125 735 SAYLES BL
ELLIOT DONALD K & JULIA M 19125 735 1/2B SAYLES BL
GALLAGHER JOHN J & ERICA PANGBURN 19379 2042 S 8TH ST
GIDLEY SCOTT P & SHANNON D 19251 741 SAYLES BL
GIDLEY SCOTT P & SHANNON D 19251 741 1/2 SAYLES BL
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3
Case # BA-2024-14
October 2, 2024

NOTIFICATION MAP

GULF COAST CAPITAL SOLUTIONS LLC 76553 770 SAYLES DR
MIDDLETON JAYNNE DR 20517 818 AMARILLO ST
RICO JOSE CASJEN & CHELSEA 19839 726 AMARILLO ST
SISCO CENE M 20243 2002 S 8TH ST
SISCO CENE M 20243 2002 1/2 S 8TH ST
SLAUGHTER MARY BETH 19507 2041 S 8TH ST
TRAMMELL JAMES T & SARA B 76437 758 SAYLES DR
WHITE GARY BOYD & MARIA 20386 802 AMARILLO ST
WILLIAMS DANNY C & JEAN M 19002 709 SAYLES BL F
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Case # BA-2024-14
October 2, 2024

LOCATION MAP
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Case # BA-2024-14
October 2, 2024

ZONING MAP
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VARIANCE REQUESTVARIANCE REQUEST

Case: BA-2024-14

Owner:  Erica Pangburn and John Gallagher 

Request: A variance to allow a 2-foot side yard set-
back for an accessory building (3’ required). 

Location:           2042 South 8th Street

Notification: 1 in Favor, 0 Opposed 

Board of Adjustment: October 8, 2024
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AERIAL LOCATION MAPAERIAL LOCATION MAP
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ZONING MAPZONING MAP
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SITE PLANSITE PLAN

Eastern Neighboring Properties
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VIEWS OF SUBJECT PROPERTYVIEWS OF SUBJECT PROPERTY

Eastern Neighboring Properties
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NOTIFICATION AREA MAPNOTIFICATION AREA MAP

 1- In Favor-
 
0- Opposed-
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Reviewed Pursuant to Section 1.4.4.2 (d) of Land Development 
Code (Criteria for Approval)
There are special circumstances or conditions arising from the physical surroundings, shape, topography or other features 
affecting the land, such that strict application of the provisions of this Code will create an undue hardship or inequity (other 
than financial) upon or for the applicant in developing the land or deprive the applicant of reasonable and beneficial use of 
the land. 
There are no apparent “physical” conditions within this property that create an undue hardship. However, the strict application of the 
accessory building setback requirement creates a conflict with other requirements in the LDC designed to maintain the historic 
character of historic properties.

That the granting of the variance will not be contrary to the public interest and will not be injurious to neighboring 
properties or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare.
Granting the request would not be contrary to the public because the accessory building would be fully located on private property 
and the setback requested would only pertain to the side property line, which is shared with the alley. 

Granting the variance is consistent with the intent of Abilene’s Land Development Code.
The request is consistent with the intent of the Nonconformity section of the Land Development Code. 

The hardship or inequity suffered by the petitioner is not caused wholly or in substantial part by the petitioner. 
The strict application of the accessory building setback requirement creates a conflict with other requirements in the LDC designed to 
maintain the historic character of historic properties.

CRITERIA FOR APPROVALCRITERIA FOR APPROVAL
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Questions?
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Attachment: Board of Adjustment Application
2042 S 8th St

1. Describe the unique circumstances or peculiarities of the land or 
improvements in question that do not allow the desired use to conform to the 
provisions in the ordinance and its intent.

Ordinance ________ states  (structures must be #feet from power lines). 
Our current garage, built in 1932, was improperly built and is literally falling apart. It was 
built prior to the placement of power lines or prior to the establishment of Ordinance 
___________. 

We’re requesting that a 2 FOOT SET-BACK variance be granted so we can proceed 
with demolishing our garage and replace it with an identical garage of the same depth 
(24’7”), width(14’2’) and height dimensions (10 ft) of the current garage. The new 
garage will be built with modern construction methods and will use the same exterior 
materials and color paint as the existing garage. The roof of the new garage would be 
no closer to power lines than that of the existing garage.  

2. Are there other locations on the property that could accommodate the use 
while still complying with the ordinance? If so, why have you chosen the 
proposed location?

Yes, there are other locations that could possibly accommodate a new garage while 
complying with the ordinance. 

We’ve chosen the proposed location because it allows for the full use of our property. 
The proposed location is also in alignment with the current/historic location of the 
concrete driveway.

The proposed location will maintain the appearance and historical integrity of the 
property, which also currently holds historic designation.

3. What effect would it have on the rest of the public if your request is granted? 
What effect on the neighborhood?

There will be no adverse effects to the public if a variance is granted. If the current 
historical appearance is maintained, the effect on the neighborhood will be nothing but 
positive.
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4. What special conditions apply to your property that would show that the literal 
enforcement of Ordinance ______, Section ______, would be an unnecessary 
hardship on you? What hardship other than financial?

As part of the garage project, we plan on replacing our fence. Enforcement of 
Ordinance _____, Section _____, would cause me to consider an irregular fence line to 
conform to the new location of my garage. Considering my house is in a historical 
district zone, and when viewed with the fences of the surrounding homes, the new fence 
line would look out of place. The other option is to build a new fence on the property 
line. That option would create a section of my property that would have no value or 
purpose and would create a blind spot when viewing the property from my house. 

Also, a new driveway would have to be laid to conform with the location of a garage built 
in accordance with (IAW) the city ordinance. The new driveway would be located closer 
to the middle of the property when viewed from the street. Considering the location of 
my house within the historical district and when compared to the driveways of my 
neighbor’s homes, the new driveway would appear odd and out of place. All the homes 
along the length of S 8th St have their driveways located the end of their property or 
located at a corner of their property. Our goal is not only to maintain the historical 
appearance/official designation of our home, but to also conform with the general 
appearance of our neighbor’s homes.

Our home is one of two houses the public sees first when turning onto S 8th St from 
Sayles Blvd. It’s also one of two homes the public sees last when leaving S 8th St for 
Sayles Blvd. We want our home to either make a good first impression or a lasting 
impression on the public when passing by. I believe building our new garage IAW the 
ordinance would prevent what could be a point of pride for us and Abilene.   

5. What use or activity will be made of the property if your request is granted?

The intended use of the new structure will be as a garage.

6. Is your property zoned appropriately?

Yes.

7. Does your property have sufficient flood protection according to elevation 
standards for that area?
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Yes. The property is not located within a flood zone.

8. Are there any alternatives available that you could use without needing a 
variance? Would these alternatives allow you reasonable use of your property? 
Please explain.

There are no known alternatives allowing reasonable use of my property without a      
variance. If the new garage is built IAW with the ordinance and barring an irregular 
fence line, there’ll be a strip of my property between the garage and the new fence.

This strip would be of a size and location so as not to be usable for any meaningful 
purpose. That part of my property would not be visible from my house, making 
trespassing and theft a concern. Right now, the location of all structures on my property 
allows me to see all parts of the front and back yard, day and night. Granting a variance 
maintains the current appearance of our home within the historical district, won’t make 
our home an oddity when compared to our neighbor’s homes and enables us to secure 
our property.    
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Case # BA-2024-15
October 2, 2024

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
BA-2024-15
STAFF REPORT

Scheduled Hearings
Board of Adjustment: October 8, 2024 

Applicant 
Owner: Megan and Austin Butler

Case Manager
Mason Teegardin – Planner 

Request
The following variances for a garage addition:

• 4-foot 9-inch side yard setback (10 feet required). 
• 14-foot 9-inch rear yard setback (30 feet required).
• Maximum lot coverage of 56.7% (40% required).

Location
1273 Canterbury Drive

Background
The subject property is zoned Single Family Residential (RS-12). The residence was built in 1981, 
according to Taylor County Appraisal District. The applicant is requesting multiple variances for a 
garage addition that includes a large patio area for and outdoor kitchen. According to building permit 
history, a pool was installed in 2022, and the previous existing garage was converted into a master 
suite in 2023. Because of the remodel, a garage is not located on this property.

Land Development Code Provisions
Per Chapter 2, Article 3, Division 2 – Residential Zoning Districts, Table 2-2: Site Layout and Building 
Requirements for Residential Zoning Districts, the required side yard setback for RS-12 is 10 feet, 
the required rear yard setback is 30 feet, and the maximum lot coverage is 40%. 

Site Constraints
The applicant states that the wedge shape of the lot limits the ability to relocate the two-car garage 
from behind the house to the side of the house (Q1 on application). 

Criteria Assessment – Section 1.4.4.2 – Variances 
A variance is used to modify the application of the Land Development Code as it applies to a specific 
piece of property which, because of peculiar circumstances applicable only to the property, prevent 
its being used on the same basis as other property in the same zoning district. In reaching a decision 
on the variance application, the Board shall determine and make written findings that all of the 
following conditions are present:

1. There are special circumstances or conditions arising from the physical surroundings, 
shape, topography or other features affecting the land, such that strict application of 
the provisions of this Code will create an undue hardship or inequity (other than 
financial) upon or for the applicant in developing the land or deprive the applicant of 
reasonable and beneficial use of the land. 
There are no apparent conditions within this property that create an undue hardship. 
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Case # BA-2024-15
October 2, 2024

2. That the granting of the variance will not be contrary to the public interest and will not 
be injurious to neighboring properties or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare.
Granting the request would not be contrary to the public because the proposed addition would 
be fully located on private property and the setbacks requested would only pertain to the side 
and rear property line. 

3. Granting the variance is consistent with the intent of Abilene’s Land Development 
Code.
The request is not consistent the intent of the Land Development Code. 

4. The hardship or inequity suffered by the petitioner is not caused wholly or in 
substantial part by the petitioner. 
There are no apparent hardships.

Attachments
• Application 
• Site Plan
• Recent Plat
• PowerPoint Presentation

Notification 
Pursuant to Section 1.2.2.2 of the Land Development Code, City staff mailed personal notices on 
September 20, 2024, via standard mail to the owners of property within a 200-foot radius of the 
subject street right of way. The property owners and associated parcel identification numbers are 
identified below:

PROPERTY OWNER   Legend: O - Opposed, F - In Favor
PROPERTY OWNER PROPERTY ID SITUS RESPONSE

ANDERSON CHARLES 66528 1266 KINGSBURY RD
ANGLIN THAD JERRELL & 66296 1250 KINGSBURY RD
BANE ANNIE 51128 1249 CANTERBURY DR
BUTLER AUSTIN & MEGAN 50737 1273 CANTERBURY DR
ELLIS DONALD CHARLES & STEPHANIE 61301 1290 CANTERBURY DR
FRIZZELL ALLAN D 50316 1310 CANTERBURY DR
GARRETT DAN T & DONNA N 50600 1281 CANTERBURY DR
HYDE DANNY JR ET AL 50998 1257 CANTERBURY DR
IRIZARRY WILLIAM CAIN & MANDY SUE 73708 1265 KINGSBURY RD
LITTLE ANDREW & JENNIFER 50865 1265 CANTERBURY DR
MC CHESNEY JUSTIN ZETH & CECILIA 61705 1266 CANTERBURY DR
MERRITT DAVID MATTHEW & 61430 1282 CANTERBURY DR
NALL HUNTER 61840 1258 CANTERBURY DR
PARKHILL ROBERT D & NIKKI B 61175 1301 CANTERBURY DR
PEPPER SAMOA G 66649 1274 KINGSBURY RD
SCHAEFFER JIMMY & BETH 50464 1302 CANTERBURY DR
WILLIAMS TERRELL W & 61573 1274 CANTERBURY DR
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Case # BA-2024-15
October 2, 2024

NOTIFICATION MAP
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Case # BA-2024-15
October 2, 2024

LOCATION MAP
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Case # BA-2024-15
October 2, 2024

ZONING MAP
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VARIANCE REQUESTVARIANCE REQUEST

Case: BA-2024-15

Owner:  Megan and Austin Butler

Request: The following variances for a garage 
addition:
• 4-foot 9-inch side yard setback, where 10 feet is required. 
• 14-foot 9-inch rear yard setback, where 30 feet is required.
• Maximum lot coverage of 56.7%, where 40% is required.

Location:           1273 Canterbury Drive

Notification: 0 in Favor, 0 Opposed 

Board of Adjustment: October 8, 2024
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ZONING MAPZONING MAP
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SITE PLANSITE PLAN

Eastern Neighboring Properties
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SITESITE

Eastern Neighboring Properties
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VIEWS OF SUBJECT PROPERTYVIEWS OF SUBJECT PROPERTY

Eastern Neighboring Properties

Page 42 of 55



NOTIFICATION AREA MAPNOTIFICATION AREA MAP

 0- In Favor-
 
0- Opposed-
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Reviewed Pursuant to Section 1.4.4.2 (d) of Land 
Development Code (Criteria for Approval)
There are special circumstances or conditions arising from the physical surroundings, shape, topography or other 
features affecting the land, such that strict application of the provisions of this Code will create an undue hardship or 
inequity (other than financial) upon or for the applicant in developing the land or deprive the applicant of reasonable 
and beneficial use of the land. 
There are no apparent conditions within this property that create an undue hardship. 

That the granting of the variance will not be contrary to the public interest and will not be injurious to neighboring 
properties or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare.
Granting the request would not be contrary to the public because the proposed addition would be fully located on private 
property and the setbacks requested would only pertain to the side and rear property line. 

Granting the variance is consistent with the intent of Abilene’s Land Development Code.
The request is not consistent the intent of the Land Development Code. 

The hardship or inequity suffered by the petitioner is not caused wholly or in substantial part by the petitioner. 
There are no apparent hardships.

CRITERIA FOR APPROVALCRITERIA FOR APPROVAL
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Questions?
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