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USE VARIANCE FINDINGS OFFICEUSEONLY
& DEC'S'ON { Date oprpllcatlon:%

(Postmarked or Han

Date of Public Hearing: 3 |i$|A/,
Date Notice Published:

Applicant: b d\/:d Y. haUh _ 7_":/;” wood /‘Brejf; Date of County Referral:

) LLC Date of Final Actlon: o—
Appeal Concerns Properct;y at the following address: Date of Filing of Declsion with the
/"a Y‘Dcn-h" C R,OG Municipal Clerk: 3 |19 (8,
County Tax Map Section: ____ Block Lot U
Zoning District Classification:

£ 2en 4

Use for which Variance is Requested: -LO@q 2T

\ ) s
Applicable Section of Zoning Code; 2.C0-» 12 & 260 ,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.
ILLUSTRATIONS OF

1.The Applicant cannot realize a reasonable return, as shown by FINANCIAL EVIDENCE

competent financial evidence. The lack of return must be * Bill of sale for the
property, present value of

. W8 substantial.: Yes__ No>"
‘ property, expenses for
”H roof: A \’\C o@p \\c c.u\ \«)\\\ Swﬂpky /\)S} maintenance
* Leases, rental
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* Tax bills
<f * Conversion costs (for a
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» Realtor's statement of

o J\b \V‘ o) O'(A Lo inability to rent/sell

Il d hardship relating to the property is unique. (The ILLUSTRATIONS OF
& LHie el 5 5 b que. (The UNIQUENESS

Dy i ubstantial portion of the zoning district
hardship may not apply to a s P g « Topographic or physical

\\}{ or neighborhood.): Yes___No_=< features preventing
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property and surrounding
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»3. The requested use variance, if granted, will not alter the essential character of the

Proof;_ Yo \mm»éhc‘fh’« S Q*W;\”\’ wps Dooe C\?'V QSSA

_4. The alleged hardship has been self-created. : Yes _{ No__

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.

Proof: /Y\'\/l Q@g\(cw ReVE=S ‘,V\QA_Q D c%

\SSU"Q-’ \ASL\\ \.\Jc-_s Qe OD\ ) L?QD—Q\/\A’S\QZ{J&J

f\\& D O’Q(‘pn!uljy 9

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.

[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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USE VARIANCE FINDINGS ——
& DECISION et Apletor: 12167

(Postmarked or Hand Deli § d)
Date of Public Hearling:

ppplicant: D aYid Sahauh = Twinwoed /%resf Date of County Refomait 2
Date of Final Action: __—
Appeal Concerns Propel;?/ at the following address: Date of Filing of Declsion.with the

('SG rpﬁﬁ‘f’fr ROQ Municipal Clerk: 3119136
County Tax Map Section: Block Lot i
Zoning District Classification:

Use for which Variance is Requested: NG, Yoy No ACCedeny NP RaTs Shau ¢
k\t (SR g(/\N'{/ 1 M e Deo C.CC. ((r-\v. I} oS I\J ./5 4~ d /[nc. ('-w\ l‘H‘

L\r Lt ) (\mv\sn {‘\—\-‘J\n‘\ Wi,

Applicable Section of Zoning Code: =~0® .£) | » 2Lan =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.

. i ILLUSTRATIONS OF
1.The Applicant cannot realize a reasonable return, as shown by FINANCIAL EVIDENCE

competent financial evidence. The lack of return must be * Bill of sale for the
substantial.: Yes___No X _ property, present value of
_ property, expenses for
Proof: T .3 © Foey] 1l g Vo | . | maintenance
i L " * Leases, rental

for  otvwes  oppeoved WSS and  @w)d ke |2greements
Y * Tax bills

* Conversion costs (for a

40\ '& : permitted use)
* Realtor’s statement of

inability to rent/sell

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

hardship may not apply to a sybstantial portion of the zoning district - .
or neighborhood.): Yes No%\ « Topographic or physical
- features preventing

4l development for a

permitted use

Proofs: ] ;S GD(‘O'{()DQA")I 15 e e
* Why would it be possible

Sore  Dejne ) adign $ ol The Gfven _ to construct the applicant's

- - proposal and not any of the
Phopc-It 5 A e Soene 20re permitted uses?
d « 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
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4. The alleged hardship has been self-created. : Yes'X; No
Proof:; T\\".S Lond 15 oot S b, for

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.

Ihe Woo WS Bdaxd LA e
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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.

[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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OFFICE USE ONLY

USE VARIANCE FINDINGS
& DECISION

Applicant: D AVid Seahauh = Twin wood /%resf)
s

Appeal Concerns Propel;t{y at the following address: ¢

Laocpentec Koa

Lot

Block

Application No. UV- A~ A7
Date of Application: )
(Postmarked or Hand Delivéred)
Date of Public Hearing

Date of County Referral:g %

Date Notice Published

Date of Final Action:
Date of Filing of Declsion

Munlcipal Clerk: 5/ 7‘7/ ?‘\jlﬂ

Ith the

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 zonlng 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_
THE PRofERTY o BE USEp REASsNARLY

A FINaNONL 1SSvES ANZE SELF

Proof:

AS -1 §.
MADE

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.): YesZ No

Proofs: N© MaiY Buipw 6, BEW6 usen AS LIviNG

QuagTenrs

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

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___
Proof: AREA HAS MULTIPLE REREATIONAL TUYPE

RESIDENTS (_VEpMeNT wee cvB) ALSe HAY EXuTING

BulLg,ES

4. The alleged hardship has been self-created. : Yesx_No_

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.

[0 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 OFFICE USE ONLY.
AREA VARIANCE FINDINGS & DECISION | appiication No. AV- A= 20A

Date of Application:

Appicant: DAV(d Sehau b ~Tuinweed favest, g";:t::.:':z?.:;:::nfg'”ffgzg”%

LLC , Date Notice Published:

Appeal Concerns Propert at the following address: Date of County Referral:

Ca CPL nte— Roa S 81\—#2/@ 00-1-30 Date of Final Action:

County Tax Map Section: Block Lot Date of Filing of DeTSI /1 with the
] Municipal Clerk: 6

Zoning District Classification:;

Requirement for which Variance is Requested:
Maw CA@)\ N

\
Applicable Section(s) of Zoning Code: LD - 3 £ L ’5‘2

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.2X

Reasons: 2.\ N, // oS -2 Yoy Ug

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

Mg Dx‘g\ftel\fc‘y\,u A-g CXkﬁ%\./—k/é} %\\@5\3 XS i_&ﬁg&\ob

Reasons:

3. Whether the requested variance is substantial: Yes__ NoX

Reasons;__ 28®-\3 g / 120 -SD  Me No
T e opelrent A Sy v Wb Tab e 5\\_\1:§ S e\t oxaoe st

4. Would the variance have an adverse impact on the physical or environmental conditions in
the neighborhood: Yes___ No_=<_

Reasons;__ L. X o o A \,\(\,?A"ét SN ,\BQS\\A\D@@J‘

5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created:  Yes >_§No_
Reasons: Aloays Mo coge
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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.
™ the Benefit to the Applicant DOES outweigh the Detriment to the Neighborhood or

Community.

Reasons: /3 >c> r\)d't SRS o~y Sﬁw}a\gg\d, -\SS'—L}-Q—Y \ Ce N SPS

w] Ahage ApsA Vedr A0S

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: @&—QQD&@S

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

QMV Chair < S0 NewsK >
; ﬂ“} Member Ve Jio Tons @M <
é#—' Member Rwss C\eHnoor =
Member Maa\L R Hsh S
Member A .




ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS SEFICE USE BINLY
AREA VARIANCE FINDINGS & DECISION Application No. AV- Q;"%" 2%39
elivered

Date of Application:

Applicant: D Q_\/ l( d 6@[’30& &) ‘Tulz’nwood E)F(KT) (DPaotzt?faP”l(Jitljicolr-I'::rri]:g:% !i%%%

. LAC s Date Notice Published: :
Appeal Concerns Property at the following address: Date of County Referral:
Cacpente RCO d =5 8)\-#2,/(@ 00-]~-30 Date of Final Action:
Count)‘/ Tax Map Section: Block Lot Date of Filing of Decjsion with the
Zoning District Classification:, Municipal Clerk: 5411129;

Requirement for which Variance is Requested: 4 ab! +abie

DQ--\/\JI':’\SS [Vl T N T W (O/‘§-}W¢1\‘\Cé O N\ (ntnrus LN @"’LI(,S-,({ F;.J\J.AJ((,\
/

[Py [.-.;'-‘\ Gwan ‘l\ oA g
W - >

Applicable Section(s) of Zoning Code: 260 - 13 y PNV¢ks 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: There prd  Gthes  Properdy{ v S0aede 50264
LA WS NN ‘ )

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

Reasons: | = =% Sromednr (8§ Con\d e Growght R 46 (AL W
O-OA VLAY ONS '

3. Whether the requested variance is substantial: Yes)(_No_g;&

Reasons: -a\ea )\ s o Lx o e o Xk, J b\f\‘k— £y dWVC\ne
vy \onmiy - 4

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

Reasons:D\GX & & G 5+0N~\§-c_ Ch=0 + w49 0 dev ¢
N Gow .

5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created:  Yes/\ No_
Reasons:—w\':S Cow )\ healiQ MF_\ be/t/\ t‘«\{s\0~‘(j, e,(.J (7y 96—)'-‘ (nS

A Procasy &
L
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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.

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

Reasons;_R eSons ‘\‘\\;‘s (M Vewve been  olveded hy
C!J\Q-"«\'?ls ~ \{\3(-;—1\&\\; /' eand IS (&»\c:AS?% €1\ 2. AV 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:

Chairman, Zoning Board of Appeals Date

RECORD OF VOTE
MEMBER NAME AYE NAY

Chair

Member
Member

Member




ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS SEFIEE USE ONLY
AREA VARIANCE FINDINGS & DECISION Application No. AV- %—32%!?
d

Date of Application:

. . (Postmarked or Hand pelivered)
Applicant: 5 ha —T /n ) Date of Public Hearing:i’ gfg %ﬁ

LLC , | Date Notice Published:

Appeal Concerns Property at the following address: Date of County Referral:
CacpenteC Road SBA#2)4-00-1-30 Date of Final Action:

County Tax Map Section: Block Lot Date of Filing of Decjision with the
Zoning District Classification: Municipal Clerk: 3 ll 3/28(2

Requirement for which Variance is Requested:

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
detriment to nearby properties: Yes____No X _

Reasons: No CoMILIANT oR O BIFcTierr FPita. NEIWGHBiRS

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

Reasons;_ MAKE REpAL 0 Exuering  CTlvernila§

3. Whether the requested variance is substantial: Yes X No__

Reasons: ALL VARIANCES Ape SuBSTaTiIA L

4. Would the variance have an adverse impact on the physical or environmental conditions in
the neighborhood: Yes___ No X<

USE Dpes NMNeT VAEZY FRseMN RECT oF APEA

Reasons:

5. Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created:  YesXNo_
ALL \ARRIANCES AZE SvBSTAN LA LESELF cREATED

Reasons:
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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.
O 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
Member Fuss ClagHigr Pad
Member I
Member

Member




