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there is conclusi VB evidence to show a depri vation of property
rights which curtail or reduces existing property development rights.

ALTERNA'rIV E8

There are no reasonable alternatives which the petitioner could
use to resolve the difficulty that they are claiming for the
proposed subdivision. Due to the triangular shape of the property
with the widest (base) portion being only 163. 21 fe.et~.. the!,e is no
possible way the property could be Bubdi vided and still meet with
the minimum 120 foot building site average width requirement. In
light: of the constrai.nts and circumstances (narro~mess of the lot)
of the property, there are no other solution or alternati ves
available.

INTENT AND PURPOSE

The i.ntent and purpose for the minimum building site average
width requi. rernent i.s to assu re that the re is adequate bu ildi ng a rea
available to const ruct any building s in addH ion to provi ding
adequate area for light, air and circulation. Although proposed
Lot 2 w'ill result in a buildi.ng sHe average width of 62 feet, there
is adequate area left on the property to construct a si.ngle family
dwe.l1i.ng meeting with the setback requirements.

In view of these considerations, we have further determined that
the approval of the variance will not be materially detrimental to
the public welfarenor cause SUbstantial adverse i.mpact to the
area's character or adjoining properties~

The variance request is approved, subject to the following
conditions:
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1. The petitioner or its authori.zed representative shall be
responsible for complying with all stated conditions of
approval.

2. Tentative approval of the proposed subdivision shall be
secured within one year of the effective date of approval
of the variance.

3. All future improvements on the proposed Lot 2 shall meet
wi.th the minimum setback requirements and shall be included
in the restrictive covenants of the deed.

4. All other appli.cable rules and regUlation shall be compli.ed
~Iith.
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Should any of the foreqoing conditions not be oompH
Planning Di rector may null and void the variance permi t.

\vi t the

If you have any questions on this matter, please feel free to
contact us.

AU3ERT LONO LYMAN
Planning Director
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