01=25-9440¢ 42 RCVD

STAFF EPORT

CASE NO. AND HEARING DT} Variance ¢ -94-Plan Dir kev 8-24-94

APPLICANT. Mary Nork
1315 Kane st
Klamath Falls, Gr 97623

REQUEST: Applicant requesting a varian e to vary side yard setback from i@
feet down to 5 feet. The dive opment is . or an addition onto existng house.
he additicn is to be 24x3:, ¢ - approximszely 768 sq ft.

AUTHORITY. Subsections AsB ¢f Section | LO30 of Article 43,

PROJECT LOCATION: site locat:1 on east side of Kane st. and approximately
120 feet south of Shasta Wiy,

LI3GAL DESCRIPTION; Locate 3 j; portion i Section 2 of ng 39, R 9,
Tax Lot 16¢0@
ACCESS: Kane st. which is ¢ p; ved street,

5.2.8. Class: N/A TIMBER SITE RATE: N/a

UTILITIES:
WATERa(::.ty 3f K-Falls SEWH }:South Suburban Sanitary Dist.
FIRF DIST: KCFD #1 POVNIR: PP&L

EINIBITS.

A. Starf Report

B. 3ite Plan

€. JAccessor Map

D. Ltr from Fire Dist #1
E
Ey

. Photos .
Ire delwd S GY ~ Prom B, e Mot

CONPORMANCE WITE RELEVAN] KI.AMATH ¢ct NTY POLICIES.
Rotize was sent out to surroundi g Proper!y owners ss well as to Agencies of
concarn.

A 'liriance shall be granted only upen find 9 by the review authority that j:
satizfies the following criteria,

A. That the Uteral enforcement o this Code would result i1 practical
difticulty or dinecessary hard ship,

The difficulty sr hardship arigesg rom the praperty’s size. 3y placing the
addition on noirth gide of proparty applicant would not be zlbe to utilize
addition for the intent of use. Al applicant would loose the existing
drivevay.




B. That the condition causiag the difficul y was not created by the
applicant.
In this case the existing diiveway all)vs property ovner to better utilize
- the driveway and not lose their pari. ng area. Also oy placing new
addition on aorth side of prop:cty !ine w) ild be an additional cost to the -
property owner.

C. That the granting of the V:riance wil not be detrimental to the
public healtn, safety and welfare or to th: use and enjoyment of adjacent
properties and will not be cont.ary to the intent of :his code

In revi:w of application fo: variance, it would appear not to be
cetrimental to the adjacent prcperties as :xisting use will continue to be the
samne.
In the surrounding area there .wre similar esidential uses.
RECOMMENDATION:
Crier:
In review oi the application it : ppears th1. the proposed use allows applicant
be:iter utilization of property.
Sinllar uses in the sourroundin j propertia:.
All exhibits and other conterts 3 this filc have been incorporated into this
reriew for dscision.

Pl:nning Diractor, based on :he findings :u.d conclusions of the staff report
and informstion supplied by apilicant finc: in favor of the applicant;

tnerefore grants variance fo: tte set baclis to the side to allow down to 5
'fnet only, and:

taat applicant should make sur: that the 2ives of additicn do not hang over
onto neighbors property.

Dated this jl' /1 day of hug.st 1994

. /I(J/J%/

cal ‘Sﬁuck Plannmng Directe. -

Hiamath County Land Develogme:it Code pravides that this decision may be
appealed no later than 7 davs following meling of this Gecision. Appeal
information may be obtained at ' he Klamath County Planning Dept.

STATE OF OREGON: COUNTY OF Ki AM \TH: ss.

Filed for record a: request of ... Klamath Ccinty the 25th day
of _ fug AD., 19 Y4 ar___9:42 _ oclock __A M, and duly recorded iz Vol. M94 s
of . _Deeds . an Page ___26514

Evely iehn ~ County Clerk
FEE none . fi A sadrons [:%“E!éi L
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