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L After. yﬁv?éwihg FOUr aﬁpflc&txgn and ghé dnformat @n”&aﬁm%ttﬁﬁ
in behalf of it, the Dlanﬂlﬁﬁ.ﬁ%iﬁatﬁx by a%l& dlatter ﬁﬁrﬁﬁj
“certified the approval of vour variance rmgaﬁgﬁ toallow an axlﬁﬁing
single family dwelling wi&h a side yard setback ©F 9,26 feet in 11
of the minimum 10 foot side yard seiback reguirement within the :j

—-8ingle Family mesxﬁantxa? {R8~-10) =zoned district, .The subject:

' .arsﬁmrty which consists of 10, 427 souare feet and identifisd by
THMR: ' 6-8-18117, 'is located on the northesst side of Niu=Hachad. =
Place, aﬁprexzﬂately 95 feet north of Ho'oko Q%VQ@t/ﬁiumﬁaahaa PI&Q@ PR

._1ntersect€en, %al Ql&a,_&suth ﬁﬁﬁ%l&f ﬁa%alja _ : : C

 W%e approval is*haﬁeé on %ﬁ% fg}igglnaa o

-'S§F€1AL AF@ ﬁﬁﬂggéL ST?C%@%T&NC%W

L ?h & *hege are sgecxal &%@ @nu@ual carsamﬁﬁan a8 ghigh
.apply to the wubjaat pgap@rty whian & 1*t& da agrea ‘that
would otherwlse be available and to a &%gx@@ whxgh obviously
. cinterferes %it% the best use oy manner of development of the-

. propertv. The’ subj@ct property was created in 1971. “Buiiding
L Permit Ho. ?3 -2309 was ‘approved on Eeptember 1, 19278 for the

- wonstruction of a 3-bedroom zingle family dwelling and garaga.
jiThe §ﬁllulng ﬁatml% was issu@é to Douglanm wPh%lllﬁﬁ &2 an
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owner /builder, Plans for .the dwelling are no longer available

from the £iles in the Department of Public Works, Building
pivision. %he Building Permit application indicates & minimun

10 foot setback. Final approval of the dwelling was granted on
CAugust 5, 1981, and it was assumed that all existing building
improvements complied with all governmental regulatiocns.
- However, a field survey and map dated Wovember 7, 1586, shows

the exiesting dwelling encroaching & inches into the 10~fcoot side

~yard setback aresa. The setback violation and pricr knowledge of

it cannot be attributed to the petitioner's own negligence .

~although. the dwelling was congtructed under owner/builder and
~ final approval was. granted by the County. Therefore, the denial
afthe varisnce from the minimum side yard setback would impose

under aeoagﬁlc, a8 g@ll ag a design Harésnlp on the petitioner.

“%Eﬁ ‘gl

C fbat *h@r@ are no re&sgnable alternatives Lo reselve tﬁ@
ﬁifficultg._ “The alternatlve to remove that p@xtlen {87} of the
dwelling to comply with the minimum 10 foot side yard %etbaak
reguiremant would be ﬁuttznq exoessive demands upon the
applicant, when a more reasonable solution is available. 211
the exterior wall on one side of the ‘dwelling would have to be
removed and rebuilt 1§¢luazng a modification of the roof. -
structural system. The action of the petitioner to l@gltimlz@f'
the structure is one wihich is being done on her own accord. In
vigw of the above consideraticn, any othér alternatives in.
regolving thie issue would only be putting excessive demands .
upon the applicant when a more reasonable solution is available.

TNTENT AND PURPOSE

That the granting of thé variance is conzistent with the

Cgeneral purpose of the zoning district, the intent and. yurpase-
of the Zening Code, and the General Plan. The intent and

purpose of the setback reguirements. are to ensure that light, .

air, physical and visual circulatory functions are availabia

between structures and prowsrty lines, In this particnlar
application, by establishing an acourate compmon side yard
boundarv between the subject parcel and the aﬁjelninq parcel to
the east (Lot 21), any futore construction on that parcel would
raguive a minimum 10-foot side vard setback, resulting in a =

cminimum distance of 13.28 feet between building walls. #Further,

due to the topographical difference in slevation {adjoining
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Qareei ig over 4 feet above the subliect varcel) betwean the

“properties, it is felt in this instance that adenuate alr,

light, and circulatory functions will still be provided for.

_ in view of the above ismsues, it is further determined that
the granting of the variance would not be considered to he

Cmaterlally detrimental to the public's welfare nor cause any

substantial adverse impact to the areas character or to
adjoining properties.

" 'Phe variance raguest 1s approved, sumject to thﬁ following

cgn&i ionss

1s The petitioner, its szuccesscrs or assigns, shall be
Les ﬁ_ ngible for Complying with all stated Qcﬂﬁltlaﬂs
of a@pr@val. : _
ALL fuﬁur@ aéﬁiti@mﬁ, renovations and improvements on
the subject property shall be in conformance with the
r@@&lf@ﬁ&ﬂts of the Zoning Code. Repair and
malntenance of the non- aw%fgrmzng part of the singlie
family dwelling shall be permitted under the
non=-gonforming “x@?lﬁl%ﬁ of the Zoning Code.

R
. .

3. All other applicable State and CQURty rules, )
regulations and reguirsments shall be zcomplied with,

Should any of the foregoing conditions not be 9@m@11@a with, the

varlamcg shall &ﬁt&ﬁﬁalﬁmll? ba 5&@? & v&aﬁ,

'LF wou %&va any qumgtiaﬁ% on t%;g ma?t@r, wplease feel fraze to

contant us.

ALBERT 1OWG ‘fﬁéﬁ
Planning Direckor

Building Division

Kave Barnett Campbell



