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Thare are othar ressonable alternatives that would resclve

Cthe difficulty. Incremental improvement commensurate with
anticipatsed levels of fapact from oropossd developments is

one alternstive which can be used in upgrading 5u§g%aﬂdarﬁ
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. conduet 5 public hearing within & period of ninety (93) days from
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majority vote of the total membership of the Planning Commission, A
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