PD Var.391

G

e

5
L

o

I
R

ok
L

1y
Ay
St e
¥ gy

ERAY

i

a8

>

nec
EVLICE

S

oy
Gé

rant
Lo

OUNEY WE

R



chardenbrook
Typewritten Text
PD Var.391


e G
el AL D L3 o
LR R Bk g G bl
T " B el
DSESET S o
L O : [T
oo | i
b weEe o SO G e
g 3 O &
mped G 1 owed P -l
B & wie m a,n, o
W P
= om oW @ ﬂﬂwmwﬂ
g s 0Tk
£ w?,&ww o FRIN v TR T o)
g bOE @
il Gi O e
gl
Ay T

T

found

2

13 of ,
aallons pey

velated

lar €88, Pedian Ha
raceivae
16y

P
= e
£ 5 [——
Ty bt G o ﬂmw
e iy o 5 gl w6 v
£y bt 38 & oL & O N S
WD Pl e BN .
i g @ .02 < bl
UouowBa e o % b
Sy a0 @A e f B LAY
Dot an O G oo O Tin =
e L RN i 3 oo
A T e £ g . 8
RO et BT e 1 40 fi_.
i RN ] fu g o
£ et g i & Py
I i $ie g
O et O Mm%

EX I B 5 e PO i &
o A B e i £ Lo
[ el B T ) I3
LS @ g e D 5 -
A3 TN O & & e g
a2y ok ¢ R
B s e B3O b e, %, =
R e R B B W o -
= R R T J
i O A D b &
iy A B WL &F £ s o
A2 B epd ved o o . oo
. TR e i e i -
e A TR P et st e .
o Qrud o oW I it s ) 5 o
g Ly Sat 0 Rl Gy a3l ) S .o
B B HETR R b w WM... . .m” 4
£ et B oA IO O ] k! W;M oy
i 42 ED 3w € e e oM b by
EAES i LTS WY e [ W,,w .ﬁ.m & Mw.“.
e G 0 A3 T DB o .g i o bl
iy i @ By @ B OB o U CGaE Agn R Py R g

o Dy ¥

B LG5
ot wme

e gl ﬁw»

rey.

%

e

subdect pro



o 1y
wahay Lsysht i
would hbe &;%ti

ble

MOre reascn

a%g'ﬁﬁg impe ﬁii;&ﬁ of providin
am in %?siﬁ area fvr the propused
o denands upon %%@ 3

. LA
sgoavalliabla,

o 0T b
&

%
iy

&

o L

INTEAT AND PURPOSE

poron is

LA b

QS¢S
g e) -

located ict. Undet
this zo & %x%%-ﬁ% £

@?fﬁ@a
wi Eh
lot Eiﬁ%

fba

i

T ”H?“%ﬁSQ?“

2. ?%@ @w%laﬁaﬁi; its sssions
tenteative subdivision a:
glifective date 0f bthe Var

3 The applicant,.its assigns, or guccessnrs shall file s
written &agreement with the Planning Department prior ty
receint of finel subdivision approvel containing the
following stipulstions ahd covenants:

il T i S
o

e ¥
T v

&
. -

ﬁh@



&

in

ater
ve
e

&
3%
b

fact that
al

nt of
the
£

3

foaring

the

H

Aaf

sooentE
Ty

o 29y

s »
s

[

4
&5

C proper

G
ic

¥

oY
i

fi

nzh ]
¥
b
acd
apnaci

i
ot
P

cable

ot
© 423w O
& I SR o4
: dud W5 et B Al -
§ )
i

%
TENLE T

S

Len

i o
{ing
r an
g Foy

it

é"?

Voo
Nt

2
County

s e oy =
& 4 B3
& N = feed 0D

o

N w LN

. ¢ Bed
e SR ]

Lo R B

i

R D LR
Lo
Fe L W




My, Micheel V., Gay
May 18, 1990
Page b

6. That no variance from the minimum water requirements for
the proposed lote shall be applied for in the future.

7. All other applicable State and County rules and regulations
and requirements gball he complied with.

Shﬁﬁlﬁ any of the foregoing conditicnz not ke complisd
with, the Planning Director mav null and veoid thisz Variance
Permit. .

However, the Planning Divector has concluded that the variance
reqguesgt to allow a lé~icot wide pavement in lieu of the 20-foot wide
agriculturel standsrd pavement and to disallow the north/south
aroszread ghould be denied based on the fellowing findings:

There are noe special and vnusual circumstences applyving to
the sublject properbty which do not generally apply to surrounding
properties or improvements in the zame district. There is no
evidence of topographkical, inundation or other property
constrainte which would support a deviation from providing the
minimum roadway reguirements. It sghould be poted that two

- meparate subdivisions, approvimately 2,000 feet south of the
subject property, have constructed accesses meeting with the
minimn dedicable subdivigion standards, Purther, & number of
addoining- y&vcgzm %ﬁVQ the ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂti%l for furtheyr subdivision to
a minimun lot size of five sores The propoged roadwava could
previde a potential traffic ciraulation for the adijoining
properties, All of thesze parcels are faced with the manme
development restrictions ag the gubiject propertv. The impact of .
the potential dengity and the nesd for nroviding adeguate accegs
and vehlcular cireulatory patterns for this ares furthey '
ragqizsgwﬁﬁgt this portien of the variance request be é%ﬁi&éa

There are other reagonable alt @fﬁ&tl?%% that could resclve
the difficulbty that the applicant is claiming for the
subdivision. The appliicant hag the necessary land srea grlck
affords the opportunity for a multiplicity gﬁ degign solutions
for the subdiviglon of the property. The applicant could also
vhage down the propaged development which could potentially
lesegen the level of required roadway improvements, Five
adjoining parcels have the potential to be further subdivided,
Should there be any preposed 6-lot gubdivision on each parcel,
approximately 30 additional B-acre lots would he created., This
would increase the number of lots for potentizl use of the
propogsed roadvWavs.
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