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2. Th are other xe onable al rnatives that would resolve
t difficu y. Incremental improv nt commensurate with
anticipat levels of i Ict from propo d vel s is
one al tive which can be used in UPo su ndard
roadway. The petitiener could provide'so vel of
improvement or propose other methods of roadws improvement

:rUci t to assure that, in conjunction t future
alopme n the subject araB, the required rOB Y

pavement dths would ultimately be vailable.

Suchan incremental.spproach to improvement of the
WOUld re providinc adeouate traffic circula
the users of the road, a~d th~s under the circumstances be
reasonably consistent with t purposa Bnd intent of the
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In evaluating the variance request for complete relief from
the s requi ts, the cumulati ve impact of the
potential density the need for prOViding quate
access and vehicular circulatory patterns was a primary
concern. t that this property is situated within
thisnon-confo ubdivision with inadequate road access
further requi the va ance request
Should this request for no roadway improv
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o veloprnent of are
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sian i w ti to he Pianning Co s on in
the following procedures:

1. Non-refundable filing fee of one hundred dollars ($100.00);
and

2. Ten (10) copies of a statement of the specific grounds for
the appeal.
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Should you ide to appeal, the Planning CommIssion shall
conducte public hearing within a period of ninety ( ) days from
the date of t of a p rly filed 1. Within sixty (60)
days after the close of the public hearing or within such longer
period as msy be a re to by the appellant, the Planning Commissio
shall affirm, modi Dr reverse the Director's action. A decision
to affirm,. modi fy or reverse the Director's action shall require a
majority vote of the total membership of the Planning Commission. A
decision to defer action on the appeal shall require a majority vote
of the PI~nni Commission members present at the time of the motion
for dafena Planning Commission fails. to. render.a. decision
to firm reverse the Director's action within the
p cri the Director's action shall be considereb as

ving

Planning Commission are nal except that,
days after notice of Betion,the licant

as defined in Section 7.05 of this article in
nning Commission may appeal such action

in nce th its rules.
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