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Mr. Robert
P. O. Box 173

kou, i 96781

Dear Mr. Medeiros:

J;te'1u.~rementsSetback
Variance Application (V8S-4)
Variance from the Hinimum
Tax t~ep Key 2-7-29,::1.::::8 _

the information submitted
this lette'!'

to allow th<l
sting si

in lieu

After your application and
in behalf of it, the Planning
certif the rovel of your var
construction a one patio addition

ly dwell with a s of S feet-5
of the minimum 8-foot sideyard setback as requi in the

ly Residential (RS-7.S) zoned district in the Anderton
\n'~UnU) vision ikou, South 10,

The approval is based on the following,

SPECIAL 1~,D UNUSUAL CIRCt~1STAhICES

1. The SUbject property is situated within the County's
-Single Family Residential 7,500 (R8-7.5) zone di:str.ict.-~,~_·__

2. The subject property is :::1 tuated "Ji thin the Anderton
Camp (Mauka) subdivision which was created the 1940's.
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on these facts, 'tIe

rcumstancBS related to
exists to a d'egnHl which rives
property rights that would othendse
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development of that property.
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bathroom wall ar
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2. The proposed bathroom wall, whi
feet in width, has to be located in this
provide for the stai

3. The
height at the
existing garage,
petitioners ability
reasonably attached

is roximately 3
in order to

floor level.

• A patio it would not a reasonable
alternative as 1~ would have to be located to the rear of the
existing storage sheds and would lose its functional
relationship with the existing dwelling.

In the review of variance applications of this nature, th~ _
question of reasonableness has to be viewed against all the
established criteria for the granting of a variance an(l not
solely.on the reasonableness of the alternati in trying to
resolve the difficulty.

evaluation thi application,
the. impositionofj:he Zoning Code' s minimum
setback for. the patio tion

circumstances thi
required to comply

bathroorr, wall i tiS ign
topographical existing srruc,rllri3.!.

INTENT AND PURPOSES

it
8-foot

ive in
The only

The basic purpose of the setback concept is to ensure
light, air and physical circulation between structural
developments as well as for social and aesthetical 
considerations.

This property is situated within the Anderton
(mauka) subdivision which consists of approximately 63 lots in
the RS-7.5 zone district. Lots in this subdivision range from
4,500 to 12,000 square feet in size.
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situated at the front of the
plus feet from the proposed

to 'ltlest is
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7. The Zoning Code would
if it were not for the bathroom

patio tion
feet in width.
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10. wall,
in width, an active living

infringe upon 1ac6,nt property's
circulation requirements because of the
proposed addition

As such, the special topographical and ign circumstances
and the lack of reasonable alternativ<',s in this instance further _
supports the approval iance request. Since the £acts---
demonstrate that be, the grant
of this variance istent with the

purpose of
11 not be
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If you have any questions on this matter,
contact us.

Sincerely,

to

/Mf). 1.-...._.0 __,(5'
~. ~____ ""l-".-'"

ALBERT LOJ,lO 0 ----..........
Planning Director

RHYlw"km

Ene1.

CCI Planning Commission


