


June 28, 2018 
 
City of Stayton 
362 N 3rd Ave 
Stayton, OR 97383 
 
PROPOSED VARIANCE TO LAND USE AND DEVELOPMENT CODE AT: 
1055 ORCHARD CT 
STAYTON, OR 97383 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
As part of the application for variance to the land use and development code, I, Zachary Goodman, as the 
homeowner and applicant for this form at 1055 Orchard Ct, Stayton, OR 97383 am submitting the requested 
question answers. 
 
1. How is the property for which the variance is requested subject to extraordinary or exceptional 

circumstances such as size, shape, topography or similar circumstances that do not generally apply to 
other properties in the same zoning district or in the vicinity? 

 
A: The property for requested variance is a lot with extended “front area” due to street surrounding north 
and east sides of property. The north side, with the driveway, would for most properties be considered 
solely the front, but due to street extending around the east side, the entire east portion is technically front 
yard. It also does not fit the definition of corner lot that would normally grant the variance requested for 
this property. 
 
2. How is the variance necessary for the reasonable preservation of a property right of the applicant which 

is the same as that enjoyed by other landowners in the zoning district? 
 
A: Most properties are clearly defined as corner lots or have traditional front yard. This property varies 
from traditional lots and therefore requires this variance request for the construction of a fence as requested. 
 
3. How does the variance conform to the purposes of the zoning regulations and not create a significant 

adverse impact on other properties in the same zoning district in the vicinity? 
 
A: This variance does confirm to all other purposes of the zoning regulations by adhering to fence height 
and setback from property line. It will not cause any impact as it effects only construction and appearance 
on the property itself. 
 
4. Does the requested variance create an identifiable conflict with the provisions of the Comprehensive 

Plan? 
 
A: No; it would allow the same privileges shared by most lots allowing for full fencing to allow for privacy 
and protection of family. 
 
5. Why would granting the variance not have the same effect as a zone change on this property? 
 
A: This variance does not affect conditions for any other properties in the same zone and a zone change 
would be much more extreme than the variance requested. 
 
 



6. How is this variance the minimum relief available to alleviate the problem? 
 
A: This variance is an allowance of only one part of the code, therefore only a minimal relief to alleviate 
the problem at hand. 
 
7. Why would granting this variance not have the effect of granting a special privilege not shared by other 

property owners in the same zoning district? 
 
A: Most properties owners already have the privilege of a full, or non-open fence on all portions of their 
properties except the front. We are requesting to have the same privilege.  
 
8. How is this request not a self-imposed condition as a result of an action taken by the applicant or a prior 

owner? 
 
The lot was designed in this manner and therefore is a condition of the property development rather than 
by a prior owner. The development of this neighbor in this manner allowed for construction of this cul-de-
sac.  
 
I appreciate your time and attention to this matter. If you have any questions, please contact me. I hope to 
hear from you soon. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Zachary J. Goodman 
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