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5. That the variance granted is the minimum variance that will make possible the
reasonable use of the land, building, or structure.

Applicant Response:

The apdic€nt is not s€eking any specisl entillement or overreach of zoning allowances, but rdner a praetacal, code-complient path forward UlaI balanees
safety, structural int€grity. and n€ighborhood compatibility.

To align wilh zoning intent and reduc€ Msuel impacd on neigbboring prop€rlies, ths applicant will b€gin r€ducing the heighl of the retaining wall d th€ poinl
whero ,r€inlaining the requir€d minimudl 6" 6l6vatiod above lhe applicant's grads no longer resulls in a wall height exc€eding 30" frorfl the adiacent
properly's grad6. F/om this ltansilion point-Jocated near th€ rear @rners 6f lh€ home-lhe wall will be angle-cut down to rEtch lhe heighl o! the s€awall,
and will then continua at thal lev8l along the rernainder of the rcar yard.

To maintain aeslhetically balanced symmelry, lh€ g.rme tredm€nt will be applisd to bolh lhe north and soulh side wall9. ln areas where the wall heigh{ ts
brought under 30". no guardrail will be reinstalled, consistent wilh Flodda Building Code requirem€nts. Whsre guardrails are slill required, the existing 48"
iails will b€ rsplac€d with 36" unils lo r€duc€ massing and improve visual compatibility.

These revisions ensure lhal only lhe rinimum n€ce$ary deviaton from current zoning regulations is b€ing requested, and that the proposed changes will
substanlially reduce lhe variance's footptht, while still sa$srying lite-safety and drainage requirem6nts tied to the tinished tloor €levalion of the hofie,

6. That the granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose
of this chapter and that such variance will not be injurious to the area involved or
othenruise detrimentalto the public welfare,

Applicant Response

The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of this chapter
and such variance will not be injurious to the area involved or otherwise detrimental to the public
welfare.

The proposed variance enables compliance with the Florida Building Code's fall protection
requirements and maintains public safety. The applicant has offered to reduce the guard height,
eliminate its presence where possible, apply stucco and paint to the wall exterior, and add
landscaping for aesthetic mitigation - all of which promote neighborhood compatibility and public
welfare. The solution seeks harmony with both building safety standards and community aesthetics

I fully understand that all of the above conditions apply to the consideration of a variance and
that each of these conditions have been discussed with me by a Planning and Development
representative. I am fully aware it is my responsibility to prove complete compliance with the
aforementioned criteria

s re Applicant

ra--z<-
Signature of Planner
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