
Hubbard County Board of Adjustment 
 

Findings of Fact 
Supporting/Denying an After-the-Fact Area Variance 

 
 

Applicant    _____ Date      _________   Variance Application # __________ 
Parcel #  _____________________ 
 
A variance may be granted only where the strict enforcement of county zoning controls will 
result in a practical difficulty.  A determination that a "practical difficulty" exists is based upon 
consideration of the following criteria as defined by Minnesota Statute 394.27 Subd. 7 and the 
Minnesota Supreme Court in In re the Matter of the Decision of County of Otter Tail Board of 
Adjustment to Deny a Variance to Cyril Stadsvold and Cynara Stadsvold. 

 
1.   Is the variance in harmony with the intent of the comprehensive plan, zoning ordinance and 

State Shoreland Management Rules?     Yes (   )  No (   ) 
     

 Why or why not? __________________________________________________________ 

 
2.   Without the variance, is the owner deprived of a reasonable use of the property? 
            Yes (   )  No (   ) 
   

 Why or why not? __________________________________________________________ 

 
3.   Is the stated practical difficulty due to circumstances unique to this property?   
          Yes (   )  No (   ) 
 

 Why or why not? __________________________________________________________ 

  
4. Were the circumstances causing the practical difficulty created by someone or something 

other than the landowner? 
         Yes (   )  No (   ) 

   

 Why or why not? __________________________________________________________ 

 
5.  Will the issuance of the variance maintain the essential character of the locality? 
           Yes (   )  No (  ) 
   

 Why or why not? __________________________________________________________ 

 
6.   Does the stated practical difficulty involve more than economic considerations?            

         Yes (   )  No (  ) 
 

 Why or why not? __________________________________________________________ 
 
7. Why did the applicant fail to obtain a variance/or comply with the applicable 

requirements before commencing work?  Did the applicant act in good faith?   
 

Why or Why not? ___________________________________     
 
 

8. Did the applicant attempt to comply with the law by obtaining the proper permits?   
 
 Why or Why not?____________________________________________________  
 



 

9. Did the applicant obtain a permit from another entity that violated the law?  Provide 
explanation below. 
    

    

 

10. Did the applicant make a substantial investment in the property?  Provide details below. 
 

    

    

 

11. Did the applicant complete the repairs/construction before the applicant was informed of 
the impropriety?  Please provide details below. 
    

    

 

12. Are there other similar structures in the neighborhood?  Please provide details below. 
 

    

    

 

13. Would the minimum benefits to the county appear to be far outweighed by the detriment 
the applicant would suffer if forced to remove the structure?  Why or why not? 

 
    

    

 

14.  In light of all of the above factors, would denying a variance serve the interests of 
justice?  Why or why not? 
    

    

 
Facts supporting the answer to each question, above, are hereby certified to be the Findings of the 
Board of Adjustment. This is in accordance with Section 1103 of the Hubbard County Shoreland 
Management Ordinance. 
 
 
Approved (   )    Denied (  ) 

 
Date:    ___  ______________________________________ 
      Chairperson, Board of Adjustment 


