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V&xianbe From Side Ydfﬂ Setback ﬁﬁgalxament
Tax HMap &&g 7 - 3 322 2% R :

”Afi&' raqlewing 5ﬂav'mm;11watlan and tn@ in aazmazim; sub mitted:
in behalf of it, the Planning Directer by. this letber her abg' L
certifies the approval of vour vatriance reguest to Aallow dn w&laazng
single family aweiling with a rear: jarg setback &i R i%@t,'a lumf
;ﬁfi-gﬁtbagk_ﬂf 2,71 Eeei, and open gg@dz;paeﬁ yar& of 0.34 to £.56.
_fﬁ%t 1&_11&3 of the minimum 20-foot rear jﬁra gsetback, the minim um.“
l0=Ffoot sidée yard getback, and the minimum: 5- fm&t oy&n leaz&gac
fﬁfﬁ_aéhf@quirﬁﬂ &y tm@ “Onlﬁg Peéa. R T

The agg:evﬁi lu Qdm@d on the i@llewlng

_ Sweﬂlal anﬁ unu&uai 1reumstanc&a &pwfy te tﬁw %ubj#ct féal
prawﬁrty witleh interferes with the best manner of u%?él&pmeﬂt of
the property. The resl property in this instance consists oL
Both the lot and the existing structure. The structure was,
%Qwaver, pullt without the ngVlSlOH of the necessary Setbacks
in 8pite of the verification of the presumed property. linss by
. ths puilder and pricy owner of the Qr@pertg. . The petitioners
- Suﬁ%@Qﬁ@ﬂulj aaguiz@u tn@ fééi @f&p&itj_ln 1ts §£@5ﬁni ﬁtate.

R @hll@ 1t ‘ia aleaz taat errocs have be@n maﬁe in tﬂ@:3
d@veiu§m@ﬁt of  the subject site, these errofs were incurred Dy
the praceding owners ua&b@quenu Lo macurlﬁg the necesgary -

Cpuilding permits.  In both lnstances. the oullder and ownec
verified to the bullding inspector tﬁ& location of the property.
Clines, Apparently these represgentations made to the building
'iﬁﬁgﬁctaﬁg were in error, ' :
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_ In view of these gpecial and unusual clroumstances, the
o strict enforcement of the Zoning Code onvihion‘ would ééyxive 
C o the owner of the use of the real’ gregerty as ‘i1t waz at the tlﬁ%
Cof thelo éaguagltzan and would reguire. the: removal ei o
_suaﬁtantlmi y@rtzens ofF tne ﬁngilﬂg structire,’ In v ey of ‘the _“”
past history relating. to' the subject property, it nag been I
determined that thé bhest manner of a@vﬁlOyﬁeﬁL af the ﬁuujﬁm
-'ﬁxeﬁﬁrﬁy isto: 16&?9 it as’ it presently exists raﬁher zhan ﬁg
':mmovﬁ %Jm%ta&tl&i maz;;@ﬁa QL the Structarﬁ._- ' .

- 'Mh@ ﬁﬁlv &Ltarn ‘£ives avallable at this yazmt waulé &e ﬁa@
removal of substantial QthlOﬁb of the ﬁ%@liiﬁq to bring tne
structure into’ camglxanc& with the Zoning and Building Code
rediirenents or to acgquire additional Land from the adjacent
‘property owner. The first alternative is not deemed to be
reasonaple in &% mucn as it would reguire the removal of
appraxzmdtaly 20% of the subject structure and was caused by
persons other than the y@t;tl&nsrs,_ The violation of Lﬂw Code.
pxeceded their 1nter@$t ia ther bubjéﬁt ﬁrop@rty, :

_ aa s@ﬁ@nq altﬁf%at1v¢, i.@, imw dCle@ltiQn uf prop&fty _

'itﬁm the &aj&c@nt property. anﬁr, would ge%uit in the reduction
of the 19t aresd below that of the surrounding. ﬁwlgmmuzhaﬁa and

f %auLa reguire. a lot 1&@ Vaxlance,* In addition this would

. __zaﬁgp@_ ﬁﬁ_uﬂdﬁiw and buildable aresa of that lot. Based on’ :

”;_ﬁhis,: it is d@termlnea that the propos ed aélullang*i;e. gr@ntlﬁgﬁl
Cthe variance, would be a more Veas&ambie geiutimﬁ_&nﬁar th@

._ClruéﬁbidnC@S. B ' : ' T :

_j:Tﬁ# gfantlag of tﬁa Varlaﬁcw ﬁlll ﬁﬁt b 1nc0n 1ut®ﬂi Wltﬁ
th@ gﬁﬁardl purpose of the zoning district ‘which in this case
aliows the development of saingle femily dwellings. wWhile h@

. setback within the property will be less than the Code

Crequirements, 1t can still provide winimum exterior ﬁlrﬂulatzeﬁ _
within the subject site. Furtner, when the adjacent property on
the makai sides develops, thers will be an oppotrtunity to create
a buffering distance between the structures. At a minimum this
space would amcunt to 12,71 feet., While this minimum distance
iz less than the normal reguirement, it will still allow for a

. degree of lignt, ailr cilrgulation, and privacy which is :
det@rmﬂned Lo be aﬁﬁﬁﬁmtg uﬁdar thw clrcum tanc@ﬁ,_

?ﬁar& mnay. @@ some @if@cta of this devwia@maﬁt nituation
whlcn would be borne, in part, by the adjacent property owner,
ﬁﬂw%vwlg tiiis would not be necesgsarily so depending on the

_ aﬁgﬁ of thé structural and landscaping development on the.
&ﬁjém&uu laﬁ Egrt&@r, it 18 sxpected that zeg&iﬁlas@ of &he
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mannar of development on the adjcining lot that the effect would
not be substantial and could be further mitigated Qy appropriate
ianﬁacamlﬁ% wztﬂin the Su&j&cﬁ DTORSL LY. :

Y%& var;a@ca reguega 1m a@@regad &umjeat t@ ﬁﬁﬁ icl&0w1ﬁg_f
uﬁﬁaltlﬁﬁ ' : R

1. The petitionecs, its assigns or aacagaazé;T“haii'éé T
- raggan$1ala Eor so&plv;nq with mil uﬁﬁ litions of a?gsﬁv&i,*

2. a_vaflance ?&tltl&ﬂ from. the xa@alzgm@nta of ih&_ﬁ iﬁiﬁg
- Code shall be made to the Board of A §g@§ls within siyg-
months from the effective date of this mﬁxni;. '

CHdy T Landscaping for screening guz?asés;.m%eting with the
v approval of the Planning Director, shall bpe installed along.
the entire length of the western side of the structure
within one year from the effective date of tnis §@rmzte_
: This lamésc&ping shall ﬁave a miﬁlmum aalgmt of six feet,

4. BlLl other ag@izﬁamlﬁ ful@g, r@gai&tiﬁh& and f%mﬁlfé%%?*”
sﬂall bﬁ GQQQll@Q with, ' S

. Should 1n} of the 6 Fegoing @nﬁitiang ﬁwt.&é_matﬁ the variance
'?ﬁrmit ahall be autsﬁ&ﬁlcﬂiiv vgla@' L C . . :

Snould you have any qL%SLEQQ in the meantime, please feal free
to ceﬂtact us at §éi 8&88, ' : - L

et e F e e
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Engz: Background Report

co: Planning Commission




