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The approval is on the following:

SPECIAL liND UNUSUAL CIRCUl'lSTANCES
That there are special and unusual circumstances which

to the subject property which exist to a degree which
obViously interferes with the best use or manner of development

property.
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Further, area to the north B~oe of the existing lling is
sloping away from the house and t remaining area around the
dwelling is looated within Flood Zone A for which no base flood
elevation has been determined. The construction of the carport
along the front of the house would minimize any flood and
is the most logical location to construct the addition due to
its present design ad Ve\!lay location. The Hion would
meet the present 30 foot front yard setback requ rement if there
was no future road widening setback line for Malaai Road.

ThereforeL based on t above consideration, we have
that there are ial or unusual oi

sUbject property which exist eithe to a ree
ives the owner or applicant of substantial property

rights that would otherwise be available or to a degree which
obviously interferes with the best use or manner of development
of the subject property.

ALTERNACl'IVES
The petitioner have other igo alternatives.

However, t reasonableness of these alternatives have to be
against the physical, visual social impacts that the

tion may have in this area. The itioner's
locate the carport tion in its proposed location

i due to functional relationship to the existing dwelling
its into it from carport. Although it would not

meet th the minimum 50 foot front yard r irement which
includes future road widening, it does meet the minimum 30
foot front yard setback requirement of the AgriCUltural
district. Although it could argued that other alternatives
are available to the petitioner, the reasonableness
practical application of those alternatives have to evaluated
with respect to the land characteristics and its present usage.
In this particUlar case,th~impositionof the other
alternatives is considered to be ive, when a more
reasonable solution is available. -

INTENT AND PURPOSES
The intent and purpose~f lineating future road Widening

lines is to ensure that SUb-standard road and street
rights-of-way in the County will be prOVided with the adopted
minimum right-of-way standards. This method of anticipatory
planning strives to ensure that minimum standards for
adopted by the County will be implementable when and if an area
is being p r intent purpose of
the requirements is to ensure that air, light, physical
and vi cirCUlatory tions are available between
struotural developments and property lines. It is a regulatory
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tool which is also used in determining ign compatibility and
functional solutions. In this particular application, the
proposed des solution 11 still provide a reasonable area
for these functions, although it would not meet the
requi the Zoning Code. The
front of Malaai Street would st

the air, light, circulatory functions
of requiring setbacks. distances from
pIs is compatible with

setback requirements and 11
visual and phy~ical impacts are minimized
should have a minor rather than a major
light of the 30 front yard setback
variance.

Additionally, since s not being prepared for
intensive development and government does not haVe an
implementation schedule for the proposed r widening of Malaai
Road, it would be unreasonable and excessive to impose such
conditions upon the petitioner at this time.

a1 or-

ly, we have determined that the
ri be consistent with ral

soning district, t intent purposes of t
the General an. The is of the above i
concurr that gr iag t variance 11
detrimental to the ublic's welfare nor
adverse to t area's character or to
propert

This variance request is approved, subject to the
conditions:

A. The petitioner,
responsible for

oval. -

its successors or assigns, shall be
complying with all stated conditions of

B. The plans for the proposed garage and family room addition
11 be submitted for Building Permit approval thin one
r from the date of receipt of this Variance Permit.

The construction of the proposed improvements shall
commence be completed within two years

D. All other
be compH

State and County rules at

Shou aay of the
Planning Director may nulli

compli
permit.

wi ,



Mr. Duane J. Rapoza
4,

,July 27, 1988

If you have any questions on this matter, p~cacc

contact UB.

Sincerely,

feel free to

ALBERT LONO LYr~N

Planning Director

:lv

cc: Building Division-DPW




