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2. That *he special conditions and circumstances do not result from the actions of the

I
ST

Applicant Response:

No other home along Martin Road was built this close to the drainage ditch, except for 3400
Brahman Ave, which the county installed a culvert and filled in the l[and. Our lot did not have a
culvert installed, so the house foundation was set 4 foot from a drop off that sloped 6 feet down
into the drainage ditch along Martin Road. The house foundation was not prepped well enough
to prevent a shift in the house foundation so we consulted with an engineer to plan a way to
reinfarce the North side of the house.

3. That granting the variance requested will not confer on the applicant any special
privilege that is denied by the provisions of this chapter to other lands, buildings, or
structures in the identical zoning classification.

Applicant Response:

Our request is to put a railing/fence structure along the 4'10” retaining wall that was installed to
! protect the North side of the house from any foundation shifts. This railing will be similar to the
i fence on the property at 3400 Brahman Ave, and the fencing along the North side of Martin
| Road surrounding the Phillips Landing Subdivision. it will also be shorter than the 9’ wall
surrounding the new Palm Cove subdivision to the East of our property.

4. That literal enforcement of the provisions of this chapter would deprive the applicant of
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the identical zoning classification under
the provisions of this chapter and will constitute unnecessary and undue hardship on
the applicant.

Applicant Response:

Since the land on the North side of our house was unusable in its original state, and at the
suggestion of our engineer, we put up a retaining 5’ 7” retaining wall and had the gap between
the house and new wall filled In with dirt and land fill. It was packed and prepped for a new slab
that was tied into the house foundation using rebar. This wall is 4'10” from the base of the land
that borders the Martin Road drainage ditch.

Page 2 of 3
Revised 10/01/21



s . B ¢ A
5. That the variance granted is the minimum variance that will maie‘ possible the
reasonabie use of the land, building, or structure.

Applicant Résponse: .

in from the edge of the retaining wall. With the addition of this railing, we would then be able

! The minimum height of a railing is 36” and we are requesting a 48" railing to be instailled 1 foot
i touse this space for ourselves and anyone visiting our house. .
' ,

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
otherwise detrimental to the public welfare.

Appiicant Response:

Instaliation of the railing/fence would protect anyone visiting our home, and will be in harmony
with the other fencing structures along Martin Road. If we are not allowed to put up the
railing/fence structure along the length of the retaining wall, we would not be able to use the
space, and anyone visiting our property could accidently fall off of the side of the slab into the
drainage ditch.

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

Signature of F
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