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S e regrst Lo izfﬁg” g&p t;zt awtar r¢v1sw£a§-y oL ayyi?“qilﬁﬁ;
the Planning Direstor eby denying your ohanz dwe li?;g
% ¥

application. The La tne dantal

ting to
netructl _
tain provisions:

R Aro. 20, &ec. 1. . Purpose and applicability. "It zﬁ
not thm intent of this Ordinance to superaede private’
deed restrictions of agresements which may probibliz the

acditional

Loonstruction of an dwalling on fhg iot.”

L., Art. 20, Bec. 2. Genersl Provisions.
‘igkgiﬁgst&nﬁing'aﬁy taw, ordinance, of rule to the
contrary, twoe dwelling unlts may be constructsd on any
1ot within all State Land Unz Urban, Agricultural,
hural ano Conservation ‘igtﬁi?t% provided that: 3)

That at the time of applicaticn for a county building
perelt for & second cwelling unit, ithe subldect lot or
land pareel 18 not restrioted by a2 recorded covenant
or & recordad lesssé provision (in & leass haviag &
term :; %&g gﬁ%ﬁ than fifteen vears) which prohibite a
saoond : - :
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2. A covenant contalned in your states "All of said lots
cand avery portion therze of 'ﬁ%ﬂ"‘§Gng'l$:}'shgii-
b ysed for single ?mﬁ ¥y %Zi?&t@ rasidence purposss only
including ga ﬁd@% and ﬁid“f“gsﬁliﬁi gtructures. reasonably
necessary in ¢ %%?ti&% with such private residence, and
for no other pzrgs%%u ' .
3. The pullding plans t&ga wars guémitt@& o ths Eﬁﬁﬁ Qﬁfiwﬁ'
of the Building Department calls for the cons fruction of &
S o a&a;i&i% unit on the lowsr level of the existing
ng. Thig would clas gty the bullding as a dupls ax. A
23 is 3flzwﬁ as "a bullding containing @%iy T
-wa“llﬁg unit& : -

é,siﬁgi% famiiy Awell
containing only ons dus

We nave determined Tnac the tricts the

shove covenant res
ﬁﬁﬁ%?i&m%i@ﬁ of more than one dwelling unit on the property thereby
i iiiawiﬂg ;giﬁ @gﬁyafiy;ﬁﬁg& Ordinance ¥No. 804 relating to Qhana

nal, except that within thirty (30)
. vou may appeal the decision in
in acoordance with the following:

{
1. A pon=relfundab Filing fee of one hundred dollarvs ($100).
2. Ten (10) copiss of the petition for the appeal

iz 2%35 ating the following:

IR mq& ndﬁ@, addreas, ane telephone numbar of the
appellant and the nams, title, and address of the
ay%wi}ant £ representative, '
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T LY fiow tne decigion sppealed from viclates the law:
s34 R
2] How the decislion appe lad from is ¢lsacly
U BILONecg: Or '

D) How the decligion Eﬁ?&a}ﬁﬂ Lfﬁ% wa% &r;lif Yy or
reapricious, or characterized by an abuse of
dizcrstion oy mi@afly unwarcanted exevrcise of
disoretion.

& A clear and concise @i%i m&ﬁ? of aay'mtn@r relavant

facts. : ' o P

The denial of vour chana dwelling .nglgmtzen was duge to a desd
restriction that only one singls family uwal7lﬂ§ may be constructed
_iﬁ should be polnted out that sven if

o T BrOoDer iy, iﬁéiﬁf&f“
“the Board o of Appe

&t
deoision 1% mﬁaslﬁgiﬁﬁﬁa

the gﬁzitiﬁ it your ﬁﬁgﬁz,flﬁa

iz regusst, an alternative
i et ﬁi X%ﬁﬁv%ﬁ from your .

g;

SIDHEY FULE
Planning Divector

MO lgv

co: Jorporation Counsel
Chiel Enginesr, LDY

Cndef Saniteriazn, DOE
Colbert Hozakli w/plans




