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owner/builder. Plans for the dwelling are no longer available
from the in the Department of Public Works, Building

ion. ing t ieation indicates B minimum
10 foot • Final approval of the d~lelling was granted on
August 5, 81, and it was assumed that all existing building
improvements complied with all governmental regulations.

, a field survey and map dated November 7, 1986, shows
the existing dwelling encroaching 8 inches.into the lO-foot side
yard setback area. The setback violation and prior knowledge of
it cannot be attributed to the petitioner's own negligence

- -.-~o:~:although t.he dwelling was constructed under owner/builder and
final,. ClJ?proyal waEj granted by the County •. Therefore, the denial
of the variance from the minimum side yard setback would impose
under , as well as a ign hardship on the petitioner.

1',11
to

'l'hat no reasonable alternatives to resolve the
difficulty. alternative to remove that portion (S") of the
dwelling comply with the 10 foot side yard setback
requirement would putting excessive demands upon the
applicant, a reasonable solution is available.
the exterior wall on side the 11

and rebuilt including modification of the
structural system. The action of the petitioner to legitimize
the structure is one whioh is being done on her own accord. In
view of the above consideration, any other alternatives in
resolving this issue would only be putting excessive demands
upon the applicant when a more reasonable solution isayailable.

INTENT AND PURPOSE

the granting of the variance is consistent with the
general.. ..Pllrpose the zoning district, the intent and purpose

the Zoning Code, the General Plan. :rhe intent and
of the setback requirements are to ensure that light,
ioal and visual circulatory functions are available

structures and property lines. In this particular
iostion, by establishing an accurate cowJilon.side yard

between the subject parcel and the adjoining parcel
t (Lot 21), any future construction on that parcel

ire a minimum lO-foot yard setback, resulting ina
distance of 19.26 feet between building walls. F'urther,

due to the topographical difference in elevation {adjoining
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theparcel is over 4 feet above the subject
propettics, it is felt in this
light, and circulatory functions will s

that
11 bEt

In view of the above issues, it is further determined that
gr~nting of the variance would not be considered to be

materially detr.imental to public's welfare nor cause any
substantial se hllpact to the areas character or to
adjoining properties.

- -.-:::-c The variance request is approved, sUbject to the .follmYingc
conditions I

1. ,
responsible for
of approval.

its successors or , shall be
complying with all stated conditions

2. All future , renovat and
the ect tv shall be in

irements of the
of the

aweJ.J.ing

3. All other icable State County rules,
regulations and r iramants shall be complied wi

vo
any

variance shall
of not complied with, the

yeu have any questions on
contact us.

, feel free to
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