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According to County's Real Property Tax Division, the
or iginal ovmer, Louise Dibble purchased four lots in the lYlark
Twain Estates subdivision in 1971 sUbsequently obtained
building permit to construct a 4l6foot dwelling

57 (although the building 771971, ~vas issued for
parcel 58) inAugustl977.
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start of construction. The owner also apparently decided to
belild on parcel 57 although the permit was issued for
parcel 58. In December 1980, the notation "closed permit" is
indicated on the subject building permit indicating that the
structure was up but no inspections concerni it
because there was notification by the to
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ALTERNATIVES

There no other reasonable alternative resolvingth
setback violation since siting and construction occurred
10 years ago. To require the building to now would
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In the event that further on
property however, a condition is imposed to any
incursions into the rear yard of this parcel under this 80ning
designation.
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Based on tho ogoing request is
to consi with the zoning

trict, intent and purpose Code and the
County General Plan; will not be materially detrimental to the
public's welfare; and will not cause substantial adverse
to the area's character and adjoining properties.
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The variance request is approved, subject to
conditions:

following

1. The r, assigns or successors, 1
responsible for complying with all stated conditions
approval.

2. No improvements, addit ,changes or renovations
shall be permitted within the reduced setback area unless
the zoning ignation should change

itting setback.
3. other State County rules and regulations

shall be with.

Should any of the foregoing conditions not
shall be deemed null and void.

met, the variance

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

Sincere 1

~~f;--
~ Planning Director

cc: Arthur De Rungs
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