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USE VARIANCE FINDINGS
& DECISION

Applicant: [ avid Sehduh - .Tv—\'/:'n woad FE)(ES‘,;

OFFICE USE ONLY

Application No. UV- | =202
Date of Application: _| 2 | 1{z |3A
(Postmarked or Hand Deliveréd)

Date of Public Hearing: 3 Ji§|A/,
Date Notice Published: :
Date of County Referral: j

LLC Date of Final Action: —
Appeal Concerns Proper(?/ at the following address: Date of Filing of Decision with the
/\0 rpﬁh“}’f c Koo Municipal Clerk: _ 3 |19 131,
County Tax Map Section: __Block Lot -
Zoning District Classifi catlon. .
Use for which Variance is Requested: LOC)q 27T & 20 4\

Applicable Section of Zoning Code;_ 200, L2 & 2. 6o 4|

Permitted Uses of Property:

TEST: No use variance will be granted without a showing by the applicant that applicable

zoning regulations and restrictions have caused upnecessary hardship. The following tests
must be met for each and every use allowed by zoning on the property, including uses allowed

by special use permit.

1.The Applicant cannot realize a reasonable return, as shown by
competent financial evidence. The lack of return must be

e WA sybstantial.: Yes__ No >

Hil

Proof.___ "\ he ogop\\cow\ <\ sy /\E} |

ILLUSTRATIONS OF
FINANCIAL EVIDENCE

* Bill of sale for the
property, present value of
property, expenses for
maintenance

o b o \.}\_,52"\'\\9» I\Je\u\w\S(LﬂD_\N\\AV\\y

* Leases, rental
agreements
 Tax bills

&\\lg?g N\O\C\\ M:dsf\twj A%"‘{X\S’*\\U\. S\r\‘x/

* Conversion costs (for a
permitted use)

o S\ \D/'- =) O{JA\O\}J-

» Realtor’s statement of
inability to rent/sell

2. The alleged hardship relating to the property is unique. (The

hardship may not apply to a substantial portion of the zoning district

or neighborhood.): Yes__ No_=

ILLUSTRATIONS OF
UNIQUENESS
 Topographic or physical
features preventing
development for a

Proofs: /r)\.z <O B(—(N\JL oS Q\\“"“’Ju 09—“’“““5 permitted use

Clc:\(h)uu/k/d C})Z (Y'L:z_(\)’t '\\% S ?)”(Lfv\:k \,Q"cf)

* Why would it be possible
to construct the applicant's

')Jq \)\\()_z» an \O«\\ngc‘ 600 Q——Q)L)‘,ﬂl

proposal and not any of the
permitted uses?

* Board member
observations of the -

property and surrounding
area.
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3. The requested use variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the

neighborhood.: Yes > No&”
PI'OOf ) ‘ ‘)O AN ’YU&\JL‘Z MQ’LH\OM\,@’\ hCAL%Q. C@l&‘c{’

Ao Yo hodnivs Abhe Shods o

4. The alleged hardship has been self-created. : Yes & X No_

Proof: /Y\U CB{)[}\\CDSX‘ QU &S fv\@b o RN LN AN 3

\SaU2 u&\\ o ad YA GD\ S veny OoLANURWA
\ (W
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ILLUSTRATIVE
NEIGHBORHOOD
CHARACTER FACTORS
* Board members’
observations of
neighborhood.

» Expected effect of
proposal on neighborhood,
for example, change in
parking patterns, noise
levels, lighting, traffic.

SELF-CREATED

* What were the
permitted uses at the
time the property was
purchased by the
applicant?

» Were substantial sums
spent on remodeling for a
use not permitted by
zoning?

» Was the property
received through
inheritance, court order,
divorce?

DETERMINATION OF ZBA BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTORS:

The ZBA, after reviewing the above four proofs, finds:

E’ That the applicant has failed to prove unnecessary hardship through the application of the

four tests required by the state statutes.

] That the applicant has proven unnecessary hardship through the application of the four

tests required by the state statutes. In finding such hardship, the ZBA shall grants a variance
to allow use of the property in the manner detailed below, which is the minimum variance that
should be granted in order to preserve and protect the character of the neighborhood and the

health, safety and welfare of the community:

(USE)
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CONDITIONS: The ZBA finds that the following conditions are necessary in order to minimize
adverse impacts upon the neighborhood or community, for the reasons following:

Condition No. 1:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 2:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No .3:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 4:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Chairman, Zoning Board of Appeals Date
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USE VARIANCE FINDINGS

OFFICE USE ONLY

& DECISION

‘ - fESf')
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Applicant: ] ' i

Appeal Concerns Propel;t'y at the following address:
facpentec Roa

Block Lot

Application No. UV-_j =202
Date of Application: jA |/&/ A¢
(Postmarked or Hand Deli e§ d)

Date of Public Hearing
Date Notice Published:
Date of County Referral:
Date of Final Action:

Date of Filing of Decision,with the
Municipal Clerk: '3'“3,@4@

]

—

County Tax Map Section:
Zoning District Classification:

Use for which Variance is Requested: NG Yiv Vo acCesery, Ruyll Ne Sheu 4

Q\t, [ g(’/\h‘ﬁ\:‘\é . Do C.CC.&c~ R : I(J' L1 4 \d ,lm’. [ I‘H'
\n c et Ao Drealn é_\,u\ X ¥ < ;
Applicable Section of Zoning Code: LGl . » ALan =LY

Permitted Uses of Property:

TEST: No use variance will be granted without a showing by the applicant that applicable
zoning regulations and restrictions have caused unnecessary hardship. The following tests
must be met for each and every use allowed by zoning on the property, including uses allowed

by special use permit.

1.The Applicant cannot realize a reasonable return, as shown by
competent financial evidence. The lack of return must be

substantial.: Yes__ No X _
Proof:_ 1 %:% Qrupecny il o€ Value
’FOJ‘ Q‘J\\\ i~ Ou \??(‘GV (/é i S+ S i ) GO W ) A B

4('_7\ A/

ILLUSTRATIONS OF

FINANCIAL EVIDENCE

* Bill of sale for the
property, present value of
property, expenses for
maintenance

* Leases, rental
agreements

» Tax bills

 Conversion costs (for a
permitted use)

* Realtor’s statement of
inability to rent/sell

2. The alleged hardship relating to the property is unique. (The
hardship may not apply to a s%b\tannal portion of the zoning district
or neighborhood.): Yes___No

Proofs: | his Pr‘o'ﬁ}ar;y 15 e deo 41
Stanne  Nefwne ) align $ ol Fhrhe G~ .
@MpchrC{ 5 VERRY gé(nm—c PO,

ILLUSTRATIONS OF
UNIQUENESS
 Topographic or physical
features preventing
development for a
permitted use

* Why would it be possible
to construct the applicant’s
proposal and not any of the
permitted uses?

» Board member
observations of the -
property and surrounding
area.
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3. The requested use variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the

neighborhood.: Yes___ No X

Proof: T\,ng \}ew = A nCy '\Noh\\é C\l\OVV\/ ’6()#

\ﬁo\\ql\c\\ g’\‘b\:\&{('\ﬂf‘& 30 exl'%l’, ?J\ Co
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4. The alleged hardship has been self-created. : Yes;&No__
Proof_TW.S  Vend 145 oot &GAIhw, o~

ILLUSTRATIVE

NEIGHBORHOOD
CHARACTER FACTORS
* Board members’
observations of
neighborhood.

* Expected effect of
proposal on neighborhood,
for example, change in
parking patterns, noise
levels, lighting, traffic.

)f')xt Woe WS é)"\,)fc/é g i Il

(GrYS

SELF-CREATED

* What were the
permitted uses at the
time the property was
purchased by the
applicant?

* Were substantial sums
spent on remodeling for a
use not permitted by
zoning?

» Was the property
received through
inheritance, court order,
divorce?

DETERMINATION OF ZBA BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTORS:

The ZBA, after reviewing the above four proofs, finds:

; That the applicant has failed to prove unnecessary hardship through the application of the

four tests required by the state statutes.

[ That the applicant has proven unnecessary hardship through the application of the four

tests required by the state statutes. In finding such hardship, the ZBA shall grants a variance
to allow use of the property in the manner detailed below, which is the minimum variance that
should be granted in order to preserve and protect the character of the neighborhood and the

health, safety and welfare of the community:

(USE)
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CONDITIONS: The ZBA finds that the following conditions are necessary in order to minimize
adverse impacts upon the neighborhood or community, for the reasons following:

Condition No. 1:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 2:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No .3:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 4:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Chairman, Zoning Board of Appeals Date
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USE VARIANCE FINDINGS

OFFICE USE ONLY

& DECISION

Applicant: D AV d Sehauh - m;a‘a wood Fo rejf;
: AL
Appeal Concerns Properctf/ at the following address:

Lacpentec Koa

Block Lot

Application No. UV- j =40,
Date of Application: )
(Postmarked or Hand Delivered)
Date of Public Hearing: 73 ]

Date Notice Published: 3 /1/;
Date of County Referral:

Date of Final Action: 7=
Date of Filing of Decision with the

Municipal Clerk: 6/ 7‘?/?\[.‘5

County Tax Map Section:
Zoning District Classification:,

Use for which Variance is Requested:

Applicable Section of Zoning Code:
Permitted Uses of Property:

TEST: No use variance will be granted without a showing by the applicant that applicable
zoning regulations and restrictions have caused unnecessary hardship. The following tests
must be met for each and every use allowed by zoning on the property, including uses allowed

by special use permit.

1.The Applicant cannot realize a reasonable return, as shown by
competent financial evidence. The lack of return must be

substantial.: Yes__ No X _
Proof, THE PRofERTY oM BE UsEp REASMARLYE

AY - 1§, A FEiNJaronL 1$svEs NZFE SELF

MAOE

ILLUSTRATIONS OF
FINANCIAL EVIDENCE
* Bill of sale for the
property, present value of
property, expenses for
maintenance

* Leases, rental
agreements

* Tax bills

» Conversion costs (for a
permitted use)

*» Realtor's statement of
inability to rent/sell

2. The alleged hardship relating to the property is unique. (The
hardship may not apply to a substantial portion of the zoning district

or neighborhood.): Yes& No

Proofs: N© MaN BuipwW G, BEWG vsen AS LIvNG

QuagTerS

ILLUSTRATIONS OF
UNIQUENESS

» Topographic or physical
features preventing
development for a
permitted use

* Why would it be possible
to construct the applicant's
proposal and not any of the
permitted uses?

* Board member
observations of the -
property and surrounding
area.
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3. The requested use variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the

neighborhood.: Yes )X No__

Proof: AREA UYAS MULTIPLE REREATIONAL TYPE

RESIDENTS (_VEQM»MT wee cevB) ALSs HAY EXUTING

BuiLg,oES

4. The alleged hardship has been self-created. : YesLNo_
Proof: ALL VARIANCES ARE SELF CREATED.

ILLUSTRATIVE
NEIGHBORHOOD
CHARACTER FACTORS
* Board members’
observations of
neighborhood.
 Expected effect of
proposal on neighborhood,
for example, change in
parking patterns, noise
levels, lighting, traffic.

SELF-CREATED

» What were the
permitted uses at the
time the property was
purchased by the
applicant?

* Were substantial sums
spent on remodeling for a
use not permitted by
zoning?

* Was the property
received through
inheritance, court order,
divorce?

DETERMINATION OF ZBA BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTORS:

The ZBA, after reviewing the above four proofs, finds:

M That the applicant has failed to prove unnecessary hardship through the application of the

four tests required by the state statutes.

[J That the applicant has proven unnecessary hardship through the application of the four

tests required by the state statutes. In finding such hardship, the ZBA shall grants a variance
to allow use of the property in the manner detailed below, which is the minimum variance that
should be granted in order to preserve and protect the character of the neighborhood and the

health, safety and welfare of the community:

(USE)
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CONDITIONS: The ZBA finds that the following conditions are necessary in order to minimize
adverse impacts upon the neighborhood or community, for the reasons following:

Condition No. 1:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 2:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No .3:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 4:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Chairman, Zoning Board of Appeals Date
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
AREA VARIANCE FINDINGS & DECISION | porioe e O

Date of Application:

Appicant: V(A S0 hauh ~Twinwocd faesst gzzz“;:;tzﬁ:;.::::ng?g"zzégzgﬁ

ey

A LC Probarty at the foll " L0 , | Date Notice Published: 2/
ppeal Concerns Property at the following address: Date of County Referral:
Cacpentec Road SBAFH2)4-00-1-30 Date of Final Action: ___—
County Tax Map Section: Block Lot Date of Filing of Decision with the
Zoning District Classification: _ . Municipal Clerk: 5’1‘)/13&2

Requirement for which Variance is Requested:
Maw Camin

)y

Applicable Section(s) of Zoning Code: LCD - \3 2L - ND

TEST: No area variance will be granted without a consideration by the board of the following
factors:

1. Whether undesirable change would be produced in character of neighborhood or a
detriment to nearby properties: Yes__ No2X

Reasons: Z2.C -\ Ng, // oo -2 Yy Us

2. Whether benefit sought by applicant can be achieved by a feasible alternative to the
variance: Yes )< No____

Reasons;__ (Ng D\‘%\CQX«'@M&) % C,X\%’Af \Lé %\\—%&S NS 4—0«’&&\0.&9

3. Whether the requested variance is substantial: Yes__ No2X"

Reasons:__ 28®-\3 o } a0 ~52 s No
TR Ve aperest A S Lo W tavle haed o < e '\S ea o ket

4. Would the variance have an adverse impact on the physical or environmental conditions in
the neighborhood: Yes__ No =

Reasons: LJ(L\@ ‘l@ e \{\(\,(\?;D__,—;,/t S P ,\BQ\S\/\\QOM‘

5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created: Yes§\lo_
Reasons: Q\\,u) By S JV\r\fz e
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DETERMINATION OF ZBA BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTORS:

The ZBA, after taking into consideration the above five factors, finds that:

[ the Benefit to the Applicant DOES NOT Outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or
Community and therefore the variance request is denied.

2 the Benefit to the Applicant DOES outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or
Community.

Reasons;_ - bfo ol SR8 oy S(’}O—\X\i SSues \ Ce D SRS
ol Ao ApoA VerAnsS,

The ZBA further finds that a variance of from Section of the
Zoning Code is the minimum variance that should be granted in order to preserve and protect

the character of the neighborhood and the health, safety and welfare of the community
because:

CONDITIONS: The ZBA finds that the following conditions are necessary in order to minimize
adverse impacts upon the neighborhood or community, for the reasons following:

Condition No. 1: Q&MS

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 2:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

RECORD OF VOTE

w MEMBER NAME AYE NAY
- Chair S SO NensK P
7”'“}\ Member Vo d (0 T g @MW N
v/ L#” Member Lerss  CleHneor =
Member My e\l GRulsh =
Member g A i




ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS OFFICE USE ONLY
AREA VARIANCE FINDINGS & DECISION | appiication No. Av- E—zoé %

Date of Application:

Applicant: DAV d Sehau iy ://W/*na od For (Postmarked or Hand Delivkred
P : L a ‘51) Date of Public Hearing:% !i%%{i

. LLC ) Date Notice Published:
Appeal Concerns Property at the following address: Date of County Referral:
Cacpentec Road SBAH2),.00-1-30 Date of Final Action:
Countil Tax Map Section: Block Lot Date of Filing of Qecisio with the
Zoning District Classification:, Municipal Clerk: % , lﬂiagz

Requirement for which Variance is Requested: 4ot +abie
Dol :43 S rein e (on<yon oted o N (ontuans LN (A [oSed Féﬂur\(lm'?({r\
‘-\)ar‘; [—:'f\ G'\fvj)\ ‘(n Ay ;xz)‘, v

Applicable Section(s) of Zoning Code: 200 —13 y PRVl Sl

TEST: No area variance will be granted without a consideration by the board of the following
factors:

1. Whether undesirable change would be produced in character of neighborhood or a
detriment to nearby properties: Yes__ No X

Reasons: Thlere got G  Proprtyd  with Saelr 52264
£ANS NN AL '

2. Whether benefit sought by applicant can be achieved by a feasible alternative to the
variance: Yes X No_

Reasons: | k=S @ Srcncdar (8 Conld e (Q.-e-“cj,k—\- B 16 (A W
O~OATL DG Y O~S '

3. Whether the requested variance is substantial: YesX_Noﬁ_S

Reasons: o\ ¢y s O~ Sy orac e Q\,\‘;J b\r\% L . AWV A
v \onid ’ ’

4. Would the variance have an adverse impact on the physical or environmental conditions in
the neighborhood: Yes  NoX _

Reasons: O\NGX & e Storence  Chep 4+ G L o dev Ing
w Gow\e. !

5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created: Yes/\ No__

Reasons: thid COw\ heaie Mm been AV“O?J,@C" 2y gex]ins
a ?r'ﬁ‘\\f‘*v g s ' v
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DETERMINATION OF ZBA BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTORS:

The ZBA, after taking into consideration the above five factors, finds that:

X the Benefit to the Applicant DOES NOT Outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or
Community and therefore the variance request is denied.

LI the Benefit to the Applicant DOES outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or
Community.

Reasons;_R enSuns, }\‘\{CS (M Vvove feen oVieded by
Qeaxdg A Rsr'f"“ﬁ‘\‘ G NS e Cre agzsS COMWLY e Ve d

The ZBA further finds that a variance of from Section of the
Zoning Code is the minimum variance that should be granted in order to preserve and protect
the character of the neighborhood and the health, safety and welfare of the community

because:

CONDITIONS: The ZBA finds that the following conditions are necessary in order to minimize
adverse impacts upon the neighborhood or community, for the reasons following:

Condition No. 1:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 2:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

RECORD OF VOTE

MEMBER NAME AYE NAY
Chair ‘
7/”’ 7<= Member eV T ormNeade A
Member 4
Member
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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
AREA VARIANCE FINDINGS & DECISION

Applicant: Davi d 5@!’)0&[’\ T\lmwood F(-)(K'S‘T'

LLC

Appeal Concerns Propert at the foIlowmg address:
Cacpentec Road SBA#HRIL.00-1-30
County Tax Map Section: Block Lot
Zoning District Classification:

Requirement for which Variance is Requested:

OFFICE USE ONLY

Application No. AV- _[ =203
Date of Application: a5
(Postmarked or Hand Pelivered)
Date of Public Hearing:3/] 38
Date Notice Published: y
Date of County Referral:

Date of Final Action:

Date of Filing of Decision with the
Municipal Clerk: 5“ iza‘g

Applicable Section(s) of Zoning Code:

TEST: No area variance will be granted without a consideration by the board of the following

factors:

1. Whether undesirable change would be produced in character of neighborhood or a

No X

detriment to nearby properties: Yes__

Reasons:

No CoNILAANT oR O BIFcTier? FBirn NEIWGHBiRS

2. Whether benefit sought by applicant can be achieved by a feasible alternative to the

variance: Yes X, No

Reasons; MAKE REAL 2 Exuening Cilveridi €

3. Whether the requested variance is substantial: Yes A No

Reasons: ALL VARANCES fApE  SuBSTanTA L

4. Would the variance have an adverse impact on the physical or environmental conditions in
the neighborhood: Yes____No X<

Reasons:_ \USE Opes MNoT VaEY FReAN RECT oF ARPEA

5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created: =~ YesXNo_

Reasons: ALL VARIANCES AZE SvBSTAN LA LA SELF CREATED
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DETERMINATION OF ZBA BASED ON THE ABOVE FACTORS:

The ZBA, after taking into consideration the above five factors, finds that:

’ﬂ the Benefit to the Applicant DOES NOT Outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or
Community and therefore the variance request is denied.

[ the Benefit to the Applicant DOES outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or
Community.

Reasons:

The ZBA further finds that a variance of from Section of the
Zoning Code is the minimum variance that should be granted in order to preserve and protect
the character of the neighborhood and the health, safety and welfare of the community

because:

CONDITIONS: The ZBA finds that the following conditions are necessary in order to minimize
adverse impacts upon the neighborhood or community, for the reasons following:

Condition No. 1:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Condition No. 2:

Adverse impact to be minimized:

Chairman, Zoning Board of Appeals Date

RECORD OF VOTE

MEMBER NAME AYE NAY
Chair B
Member Fuss ClesHigr 2
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Member _

Member




