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L '%f%ér”fév;é 1&@ y@uf agpllcatiOF ané the 1ﬁf0rmat1®n sub mltteﬁ
Cinbehalf of it; the' Planning Dilrector by this letter nereby
C@Itlfi&S_fh& aﬁpzoval of ycur-varzanca regue“t to allaﬁ tge'

creation of a lot lipe resulting din a 10+-foot rear y “getback in.
lieu of the minimam’ requzr@ﬁ@ﬁt of Z0 feeﬁ wzthin tmé glngle ?3ﬁily_gj“

Jﬂeoldential 1& 883 quazg_ﬂéet (Rs—lg) aane; laffi@?.}ﬂ-

'~zh& approv&l“as~mas&r Oﬂ th@ followzng

The aﬂb;éC? nr@part ‘and the ?rGyGS?Q sotion is unusual ;ﬁt”"

V_the sense that the propertyv.has. been j@velﬂﬁﬁ withs tFe.;nvﬂ

allowable npunber of structures prior to thé 1ﬁ1t1a%ieﬁ of: the
suibdivision ac%as%. ‘These’ Clyﬁﬁﬁmtiﬁﬁéﬁ differ from the. mgr@
’aﬂual“?&%tezn %d@fg 1ot ilmﬁs ara ‘created zzﬁt tﬁrﬁﬁau bhe -

fsubé1$%51@n of the ianﬁ then the &w@llzﬁgg are Qzeaiﬁﬁ;_-@n@s%_'

L ooircumstances %h@f@ the. gzam%ft& as béen fai v developed @z;or;g{3.

oo &agalviaion cz@at% unusuaal czrcu&sfancew which, 'should the.

zening Ced a’provzmzsﬁ i be strictlyiapplied, would 1&%%?&??% ﬁzthj"

3the begi maﬁner of éevaleyﬁ@nt 0& the sabjeﬁt frﬁ§erxg,_.~

: ';Lhm.?f@g@a@ﬁ to~- -lot *ﬂbél?ialﬁﬁ ”f@&tLﬁ $@ﬁ; of ll 821
and §,916 sguare feet, respectively, would be COons 1sf€h wat

the general density implied by the Single Family o

Residential~10 DSﬁigquaL@_Loot_zo;Q Ggistrict.. Ew the.OV%t%ll -

gEp 28
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dan 1%y GE the éevalsymeai'cn the property would remain within
the density paramsters the zoned district, it is determined

that the purpose and lnteﬁi of the Zoning Code provisions
relating to lot size would not be v$olated by the awbrsval of

the subliect r@ﬂd@ut

The %zOunuei rear vard setback of 10 feet in lieu of the

7'ﬁ1p1ﬁum regquired 20 feet would likewise nédt violate the gurpose

and intent of ‘the setback provisions of the Zoning {ode.,  The
purpose of these provisions are to provide for light, alr, ana
circulation ‘in the aovelo§m@n% of stroctures.  Under the

”-ex;stlnf circunatances there is a. aistanca of éu+ feeb: b@tween

the two mwelllngs on the %raaﬁrty. This is an aﬁegaa%e aiatmnce_
Lcr the provision of light, air, and 01rculat1on for the
1ﬁ%;nw structures although not belng ta@ sfaméarus tha% wemlu

_cthefw1sa agglj tﬂ n@@ conatrnctlen.

The wrﬁpcusa ﬁroryrtv llnﬁ goulg g@n@fallw Foll@w th@l'_
alxgnmeﬁt of the pavement existing on the subject property '-j%y_

doing so, the czﬁ&tzen of the lot. llﬁ& Letween the: engt;mg
'aw%ll;ngs would be placing a légal Qoanarg along the. same 113@@
as the &xzﬁflﬁg pattern of uses. Thus, no additional phys 10@1

limitations would be crea%ed by the approval ‘of the sumjea%

variance and tﬁag; not creating further linmitations on the
'11ﬂh», alr, or c;rculaxlan thaﬂ 1a @zese%tlg ﬁxzstlnr

”h@ 1ﬂﬁ8€f% rxﬁziv 4:@ﬁ t&o EGCﬁtzcr cL t%@ 1ﬁte&r@ iate

.prom@rty lzn@ w1ll affect only the dwellings on the subject

property and thus ﬁO @ﬂver se. impa c%“'to the surrounding -

-proaertles 13 exp%eteé LZGW the apﬁroval of tbe_ﬂubject reaae t.u 

Gl?@? iﬁé exi %19@ 1aﬂafloﬁ ef th welllﬁgg or *hb uéjec%__'

oroperty, there -are no reasonable alternativev available tc %he

Copetitioner . The only altarﬁ&%iV$u available would be the i 9
relocation or alt@fﬂ&tz@ﬁ of. the alliﬁgs situated on th& frenf_'*

portion of the proverty. Howev ﬁz, nce the proposed

-gubélvlezan would not be violative Qf ‘the intentiof iﬁ&.aﬁﬁlﬁj

Code and the proposed property liﬁéﬁ.ﬁﬂu1§ i@liag th existing
paving.and activity %a;terﬁs, it is determined that Cthe oo
akTe i ifpmﬁﬁ% %o ﬁla?ﬁ ?ne axi %ig mtgl ling is nct X@?@Gﬁ% leo.

Ther@ ;s;lhaw&ver, one pveblen ﬁhat 5h0uld be I@C?lfléé e
during the subdivision process, i.e., the location of a shed on
the rear portion of the subject property 5t?a§é11ng tne slde

property lines A the lacatlsa_oi_t e Bhructure iz not Q%tlrely

within the® eonzin@s of ‘the subiject property, it iz a condition
of approval of this variance that the structure either hbe
removed or relocated in conformance with the setback

.E“gdlr%ﬁ?ﬁﬁg ci the Ru-lﬂ ?encv ﬁls%zlct.
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e vzrlanﬁg r@ u@s? is &D?fﬁ?@ﬁ; $ub39c? ta Lhm fellowlpg
conditionss: - - .
1.  The petitioner, its assigns or successors, shall be

f@$§gﬁ$i§19'fer ﬁomglying wikth all conditions of approval;

2.  FPinal suk @1?1&1@& approval.ghall be secured within one year -
' Jfr@m th@ @$§@ctlve éat@ @f the variance permit; and _

3. 'T%@ $m@ﬁ S%raﬂﬁllﬁg the ﬂsuth@x& gzém property line shall .
Tt he removed %rlor #o %h@ 1853&30@ of -final. SQhﬁlVl@lGﬁ
-ﬁppr&val

‘4, A1l Qﬁh@f aﬁpllCam?@ faies,'rwaalatzaﬂ and reguirements be
S Qﬁmyll@é %1th - o : .

- ‘should ang of ??ﬁ %ar@gaiﬁg caﬁél?lgmﬁ noi be met, the variance
?@rmlﬁ shall: be au?@ﬁahlcaliﬂ ?0163 - g AP

- if Tou nav& aﬁ} qusgffgﬁw Gﬁ iz ﬁﬁ ¢ please feel I[ree to
can%a@% uv, . . - : .

Sincerely,

SBIDHEY M. REER
- Planning Director
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