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- tgr ruvzawim% g@mr am§110 tzﬁﬁ dﬁacﬁf _?ﬁﬁgzﬁ&timﬁ mub&lttgé
__1n a@aali ol ity the Flanning Llr@cter gy __ls 1@&%%? here%v _
'agz%x*1aw the d@wr@vai af yﬁur variance regues R te ‘allow %hw*' -
nterior bﬁ*lﬁlnﬂ lﬁ?f@?ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ% within an 9313t1u 'anwlé f&?llv
 ¢$&111ﬂa with a 15.0~fout and S 3i-foot open cimarsyac yard in lia&
S of the minimum 20-foot rear yard and m 1ﬁimu% lé=foot cpen clearsvace
;?&rﬁ_&atxaaﬁ_m 'r%&%zreg 1n t e imdﬁ% 'g ﬁ@ th {v) zoned .wLSiflﬁt

:?g“ﬁ@ agg GVﬁl bé&%ﬁ'éﬁztiﬁ'fﬁilﬁﬁiﬁg‘
i.:f- hdt tx&fa arﬁ kxaelal o unu usual. @chu&wt§nge whiioh

'dwmlg to the. ngjact property. %ﬁiﬂ% exist to a degree. thdt weuia'

otnerwise be available and. fﬁ B &&qre@'wﬁlch obvicusly R

interferes with the &e&t use or manner of P@V%l@gﬁ&ﬁt of the
'“yrg%&rﬁ“:%'Ah@ subiect ¢,278 ¢ 5&&{& Foot: parcal wag created

prior ‘Lo 1sdg, On %nptcﬁbéz 29,1978, &uilalm@ Fermit Ho. 02408
was.granted for the. ﬁﬁﬁ”truc?lﬁn of a néw 1, 456 sqiiare foob
_é*ﬁégru&m ﬂw&llzﬁg. On Harch ¢, 197%, ﬁullﬁina Fermit No. 03473
iwaQ izgued to enclose an @flatiﬁg 3 X 56T porch area. On

March 14, 19%4 SHA Permit No. 84-8 was issued to Les Miller to
_CQﬁerﬁ & gingle family dwelling te a three (3)-unit apartment, =
in view-ef'théq§xﬁv1maa governmantal approval, there is evidence
of & pogsible governmental error on construction plans relating.
Lo buzislb'- getback on the site plan for the construction: of the o
exlqéﬁnﬁ two story ﬁwcllzﬂv in 1878, Uhe approved building e
rlansg denoted s ﬂiﬁlﬁgx 159=0% front and. rear yverd sethack
requirements, . As éuch, the sethack violation of %h@’éﬁiStimg
dwelling cannot be attributed to the petitionst's cwn

negligence, as it was not a self-created problew, but one ﬁﬂwu

was passed on to ther Therefore, theé denial of the vuziaﬁéﬁ
would lmpogse an undue economic, ag well as & design harcship, on
the petitioner, ' : . : L
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The minimum bullding site for & property within the Resort.
Hotel (V). flatrlct is 15,000 square feet, The subjest property
contains a land area of 9,27% spusre feet and ls deemed as a-
GON- acﬂi%rnza& lot since it does not meet with the minimum Lot
sige reguilrement, Further, the denth of the property’ varies
from 49,61 to 7% 17 feet, 1In arﬁiylnu the required 207-0% froat
and rear vard setbacks and 10'-0% gideyard setback, the B _
resultant buildable area varies fzem-Ez’—”“ Luwgélzﬁfuaﬁf.ﬁ_ﬂﬂf
buildeble area of 2,370 syuare i%@t or 32% of the lot ares,

This results in a K@Cldl and vnu&ual circumstance, o

e That thgré Are no uth@f f@ﬁgan&blﬁ'al?&raatiV$ 8RO
resolve the difficulty. The aitarﬁ@tive to relocate the single

'f@uiiv dwealling to erplv with' the ﬁlni?ﬁ%_ﬁﬁtbdﬁ res ﬂlr@“@ﬁt%

would be putting excessive demands upon the aw&llcant, wien a
nore reasonable solution is available, Thig relocation :
alterpative would be unreasonable end burdensome to the c
gétitiﬁnar; a9 it wes not & gelf- uzé&t@%”%fmbiﬁmg_but_@néﬁ%hiﬁh
was attribluted to a Qﬁgﬁlﬁiu governméntal erroy made S
approximately T vears ago. - The action of the petitioner to
1@@1%1%12& tnﬁ'@tzuctuw& ig one wnich 1s being ﬁﬁna of theirp oW
accord. In view of the sgbove C&ﬁmidgiatiﬁﬁby anpy other '

3_&1i6rﬁat1vaé in ““mlv1na thiz issue would only be putting

excessilve ma&ané 1Eon. the m&&ll&&it when a pore :&m%snnml@;

'éﬁl&ti@ﬁ i$ availaﬁlg;

3._  That the. granting of the variance is consistent with

the general purpose of the zoning district, the intant ang.
Cpurpose of the Zoning Code, and the General Flan, The intent

E

and. purpose of the setback reguirements are to ensure that

light, air, ﬁ?alﬁal and visual, clrgui%tgry'funbalan are.

Tavailable between structures and property lines. In thig ~ - -

particular application, the location of the existing dwelling

will still provide for these functions, although it would not

meet thé minimum as reguired by the Zoning code. Additionally,
the existing location would still ewmploy and afford the air,
light and ecirculatory fupctions that ie the basis of reguiring =
setbacks. In view of the above issues, it is further determined
that the granting of the variance would not be conéidered to b
materially detrimental te the public's welfdre nor cause any

substantial or adverse impact to the area's character or to

adloining properties,



the variance reguesgt {s approved, subject to the f liowing
conditione: o A _ _

1. The petiticner or its authorized ftpf@u@;tgtigﬁ shall

o caugig with all ¢ ﬁ the &tataa conditions of approval,

Ze- . he wlansg i@r ti LKQ?U%“Q 1&%9r1@; rarmvmtzﬁm JamAi fads]

submitted to the y]arn?n g Deparcment Lor. ?lmuhagﬁrcva?
within one f@m? Gi tﬁﬁ &f g&ctl?ﬁ QQ%G of this V%ITdﬁﬁr
Dermit. . _ R :

3. Cons ﬁzuctien of the 3?%X®V%w@ﬁt &haii QG?MQ%C% @1%ﬁan oTe
. year of the effective date of Final ?1an mggroval aaﬁ Le _
' cmmpl@tag wlthiﬁ tum vearg “n@reax%er.: o _ e -

:é; £11 oth er-aggiicabiﬁ State and C@ﬁmt; zules, réﬁuldtlﬁﬁ&,
and réﬁalxﬁr ents ia cur ilied ?1tﬂ.: : : : _

nould aﬁ;'%z the forego i g, cgﬁﬁlt;@ﬁg'ﬂgt'%%:£@m§iiéﬁ with, the

V§£i@ncﬁ me?lt shall autonati G&LEV be voided,

1f you have any quastisnﬁv@n this &att@r; please feel free to
e ; _ ! _ - -
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