Vi) BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
(WEBER COUNTY

MEETING AGENDA
Thursday, April 28, 2016
4:30 p.m.

*Pledge of Allegiance
Regular Agenda Items
1 Minutes Approval of the February 25, 2016 meeting minutes
2. BOA 2016-02 Consideration and action on a request for a 13 foot variance into the front yard setback located

at 6706 E 6675 N in the Forest Residential -3 (FR-3) Zone. (Joe Sadler agent for Joe DePiano,

Applicant)
3. Adjournment:

The meeting will be held in the Weber County Commission Chambers, in the Weber Center, 15 Floor, 2380 Washington

Blvd,, Ogden, Utah

In compliance with the Americas with Disabilities Act, persons needing auxiliary services for these meetings should call
the Weber County Planning Commission at 801-399-8791.




Minutes of the Board of Adjustment held February 25, 2016 in the Weber County Commission Chambers, 2380 Washington Blvd.,
Ogden UT

Members Present: Rex Mumford, Chair; Douglas Dickson, Phil Hancock, Nathan Buttars, Bryce Froerer

Staff Present: Rick Grover, Planning Director; Scott Mendoza, Assistant Planning Director; Jim Gentry, Principal Planner;
Charles Ewert, Principal Planner; Courtlan Erickson, Legal Counsel; Kary Serrano, Secretary

*Pledge of Allegiance

Regular Agenda Items

1.

MINUTES: Approval of the January 14, 2016 meeting minutes

MOTION: Doug Dickson moved to approve January 14, 2016 meeting minutes with the noted corrections. Bryce Froerer
second. A vote was taken with members Douglas Dickson, Phil Hancock, Nathan Buttars, Bryce Froerer, and Chair
Mumford voting aye. Motion Carried (5-0)

BOA 2016-01: Consideration and action on a variance request for a detached garage to encroach 25 feet into the 30 foot
rear yard setback on property located at 962 Ogden Canyon in the Wilcox Camping and Boating Resort area of the Ogden
Canyon (Rick Golde, Applicants)

Jim Gentry said the applicant is requesting a variance to allow a 25 foot variance to the setback and the proposed garage.
The requested variance would be to build a 26 x 20 foot garage into the 30 foot rear setback. The property is zoned F40
which requires 40 acres and 660 feet of frontage. The applicant’s property was created and occupied by a single family
dwelling prior to zoning; and the lot is significantly smaller than the required zoning. This is considered a legal
nonconforming lot that has a smaller width than required for the zone; it could be developed in a manner that does not
exceed the allowed reduction in side yard setbacks. In our ordinance under the non-conforming chapter, there is a
provision that allows non-conforming lots to have reduced setbacks.

Jim Gentry said that he had listed the duties and powers of the Board of Adjustment, and what they should consider when
they decide on variance criteria. This is based on the location of the property, physical characteristics (steep slopes to the
east, stream to the west) of the Wilcox Camping and Boating Resort area; that includes having drain field, septic tank,
access in the rear of the lot. It would be difficult for the garage to be moved to the 30 foot setback; this is the home
existing septic tank, an existing drain field, and the road that comes in with the driveway into the lot. The lot has 8,276 sq.
ft. and is a legal non-conforming lot; the existing house could be built on the parcel, if all building requirements could be
met. The 25 foot encroachment will not have impact on any of the surrounding lots. Many of the surrounding lots have
structures that encroach into the setbacks, and they were allowed to because they were built prior to zoning. The
circumstances attached to this property are special and do not generally apply to other properties in the same zone. There
are physical characteristics of the lot; such as the size, stream, the road, and that the lot was created prior to zoning.

Jim Gentry said that granting the variance is essential to the enjoyment of a substantial property right possessed by other
properties in the same zone. The applicant would like a place to store vehicles, equipment, and other personal itemsin a
secure location. If the variance is granted it will not affect the goals or objectives as outlined in the Ogden Valley General
Plan. If granted, the variance will maintain a 75 foot setback from the stream corridor. There is already an access road
through part of the rear of the property and the proposed structure will encroach no farther than the access road. Based
on that; staff is recommending approval of the variance to encroach 25 feet into the required rear yard setback.

Chair Mumford asked staff to clarify if the septic tank and that leech field were correctly drawn. On the drawing if the
survey was accurate, and it looked like they found rebar with caps. On the drawing it showed 1.44 feet on the left side and
10 feet on the right corner, so why is the applicant asking for 25 when they only need 20. Mr. Gentry replied to his
knowledge they are asking for 25 feet to give them a leeway for the other things that are on the property. The applicant is
going to try and keep it at 10 feet, but may require more wiggle room to get that to fit. He may be able to wiggle some to
the front but he doesn’t want to get too close, and that is why he is asking 25 feet.
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Doug Dickson asked of the topography on the ground sloped more out of the where that driveway starts on that property.
Mr. Gentry replied that it was steeper towards the back; it’s the hillside that goes up and starts to flatten out as they come
onto the lot.

Chair Mumford asked if water was running down towards the driveway, would it run into the garage, is that part of that
consideration? Mr. Gentry replied that would be a question for the applicant.

Bryce Froerer asked how did the applicant get the driveway, does he own the lot next to it, or as previously mentioned a
roadway of some sort? Mr. Gentry replied on the back of the lot there is an access easement for the homeowners to access
to the lot. It's not showing on the drawing, but they actually come on the back side of these lots, and that is the way they
access to these lots instead of crossing through the creek.

Chair Mumford asked if 962 were a separate lot behind, and what is going through that, is that the river. Mr. Gentry replied
on 962 is this one and that’s the river.

Frederick Goldie, 4783 Panorama Drive, Ogden UT, said he would like to address the issue about the water running down
the driveway. It is a slab foundation for the garage that it’s going to be high enough; there will be an apron that tapers
down to the ground level. He plans on three or four feet of them tapered from the garage floor level down to the grade
level. It should work out fine and he would have it built up high enough off the grade so it wouldn’t be an issue.

Chair Mumford asked on the side of the garage, it shows 10 feet but then there is a 5.00 handwritten on that.

Mr. Goldie replied that was a survey that he had done. He had asked the surveyor to put in the garage in that corner about
10 feet, because he thought that’s what he would need. He actually wrote that on there as part of the application, because
he thought that due to the grade in that corner. He thought he might have to get that close and was advised it would be
okay. He has a draft sketch plan and he wanted to show mainly due to the grade; since that other plan did not have the
road on it. He walked through that property and tried to figure out where that road is in relation to his property line. The
original intent was to have the garage parallel to the property line like it showed on the application. What he will probably
have to do is tilt it so that it will basically hug the contour of part of the property that is below the road.

Chair Mumford asked that he would still be 10 feet away from the property line on the back of the lot. So that hand written
5.00 that would be the side lot. He asked staff what would be the side lot and if they were okay with five feet. Mr. Gentry
replied yes, based on the reduction that’s allowed for non-conforming lots.

Chair Mumford said that he liked that picture, it helped clarify some things. It also explained that if the applicant moved
too much forward that it may encroach in the drain field.

MOTION: Doug Dickson moved to approve BOA 2016-01 on a variance request for a detached garage to encroach 25 feet
into the 30 foot rear yard setback on property located at 962 Ogden Canyon in the Wilcox Camping and Boating Resort area
of the Ogden Canyon based on the conditions of approval and the bullet points listed in staff's recommendations. Nathan
Buttars seconded. A vote was taken with members Douglas Dickson, Phil Hancock, Nathan Buttars, Bryce Froerer, and Chair
Mumford voting aye. Motion Carried (5-0).

3. BOA 2015-08: Consideration and action on a request for a variance from setback requirements, lot area requirements, lot
width requirements, and lot access requirements on parcels with Tax ID 20-019-0001 and 20-019-0004 (being combined),
20-019-0003, 20-019-0002 and 20-018-0004 (being combined), and 20-019-0014 located at approximately 940 Ogden
Canyon Road (Richard Vance, Jeffrey Callahan,Colby Keddington, & Aren Zamani, Applicants)

Charles Ewert said he would like to take the time to go over the facts of the case; it’s a little bit of a complicated case and is
in the same area that the BOA request that they just approved. It is the entrance of Wilcox Camping and Boating Resort
Subdivision; which was created in 1910 and then it created a number of lots all the way to 30 lots. This all predated zoning
which was implemented in the late 50’s and early 60’s. There were a number of lots that were created prior to the
existence of zoning. When the applicants came in and asked for variances; staff started their evaluation, and when he did
the research on the parcels, he went back to a 2004 lot line adjustment. In 2004 this lot line adjustment was proposed to
the county and was approved. It essentially modified the boundary lines of the different lots of Wilcox Camping and
Boating Subdivision; it was in accordance with the parcels A thru G, but the subject parcel that was discussed in the last
meeting was Parcel B. When staff went back and did the research for approval, they were under the assumption that
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Parcel B would be a legal lot if it was all in one contiguous parcel. It was not it was in three different parcels; there is a
parcel up front, a parcel in between, there is a creek and a parcel in the rear.

Charles Ewert said that the applicants had asked to get a variance to be able to have the buildings already on those parcels
to be considered legal; staff hesitated because there were more lots than were approved in 2004. These parcels have
houses on them and technically the parcel boundaries transect the buildings in some cases. The facts here are obscure in
the 1960’s, when they adopted zoning to 1980’s; they are not sure what happened to the parcels in the area. They do know
with the applicants providing staff with evidence; as of 1980 these two parcels were separate parcels. In 2004 when the Lot
Line was approved to consolidate all the parcels; those were two separate parcels at that time, and after the approval those
parcels were never consolidated. The applicants have worked with staff, with their own surveyor, and are trying to make
some clarity in the record to come up with a logical outcome. When staff went through their review; they counted the
number of lots that predated zoning in this area, and there were approximately 10 lots. With this proposal the intent is to
have five lots. Parcel Cis not part of the variance request because it’s got some non-conforming entitlement; based on that
2004 lot line adjustment, and staff was not asked to consider that property.

Charles Ewert said there is a foundation there but ultimately the use of the property; having a house on it is no longer
conforming, because it had been abandoned for a great number of years. On Lots 27 to 30 was propose to be combined
together into another lot, but there is no history of a building being on that lot. To clarify; the portion to the back is actually
a county right-of-way, and at some point in the record the county acquired a good portion of all of these lots on that side.
That is probably one of the reasons this area was not included in the 2004 Lot Line Adjustment. Currently one of the
landowners Mr. Keddington; owns these parcels and has looked into making it legal so he could build on.

Bryce Froerer asked if the proposal was for Lots 1 and 4 be together and Lot 3 be separate. Mr. Ewert replied yes.

Charles Ewert said the survey that has been proposed; Lot 34 is the parcel that is not under consideration. Lot 33 currently
has a home on it; they are currently asking for variances for rear, front, and side setbacks conform to reduce setback
requirements for non-conforming lots. On Lot 35 has this back lot line that follows the old rock wall, and the river creek run
along that back with an existing house on it. What the applicants have asserted is that staff hasn’t argued against was that
they have a number of historic lot lines; and the green lines cuts through the Wilcox Camping and Boating Subdivision. The
applicants have stated that by reducing the lots from 10 lots to 5 lots, this reduces the number of parcels, thus making the
lots into larger parcels. What this board would be doing by granting the variance; is paving a way for the applicants to
formalize the Lot Line adjustments made 2004, with the addition of an additional lots and creating this lot to be considered
legal. If all the variances are granted for each of these lots; they are still going to amend the Wilcox Camping and Boating
Subdivision plat to reconfigure these lots, and they are currently working with a surveyor to create that subdivision plat.

Nathan Buttars asked staff if they had talked a rebuild letter and which parcel are they talking about. Mr. Ewert replied the
parcel in question; the original applicant Jeff Callahan owned this parcel, and he asked for a rebuild letter. He had looked at
some financial options to see what he could do to make the property legal. He asked the county to determine whether it
was legal or not and it wasn’t. The county’s original research said it had been unlawfully divided, specifically with the two
parcels in creating an extra lot. This was the same research the staff had done when they were looking at the original
variance evaluation. Upon further consideration with the 1910 subdivision plat, that parcel was actually larger then some
of the other parcels.

Chair Mumford asked to clarify some questions on the drawing; and if that is a 16 foot right-of-way and also the county
right-of-way. If the county right-of-way is 44 feet, then where is that 16 foot right-of-way? Is Lot 36 large enough to have a
structure on it? Is that 60 foot right-of-way actually deeded to the property owners? Is that 44 foot road actually a county
road and does that access to these lots this other road? Mr. Ewert replied that the 16 foot right-of-way is from original
Wilcox Camping and Boating Subdivision plat. It’s a little confusing and they need to go to the 1910 plat. It's difficult to
read in that the surveyor said it's a 16 foot right-of-way. In 1910 there weren’t a lot of regulations and subdivision codes
and zoning codes didn’t exist at that time. The survey plat may have intended to preserve the front of these lots public
access; and if this other plat is approved, they would be looking to the applicants to not block access to this right of way by
platting straight through there. Staff’s request is to hold out a little flexibility in granting the variance for Lot 32; so that the
applicants can configure how they want to access. Lot 36 is a small lot and the reason they are asking for the five foot
setback, is to allow for a variance on the property. If they look at the survey boundary; that’s 70 feet wide along this course
so that the five foot here and there would give them 60 feet towards that. The assumption is that they defer it until it goes
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to platting; but it’s probably a public right of way of some sort. There is a gate in this area; that is owned by Weber County
and it extends up that canyon.

Bryce Froerer asked if there were any issues with the creek. Mr. Ewert replied the code requirement is a 75 foot setback
from that creek. The applicant for Lot 36 is requesting to reduce to 50 feet. The surveyor has drawn the 75 foot bank offset
and they are asking for the 50 foot bank offset. This gives more area considering how thin that lot is to try and figure where
to put a building, a drain field, and all the requirements.

Chair Mumford said so this Lot 36 additionally needs reduction in the stream corridor to 50 foot. Mr. Ewert replied correct
and the same thing for Lot 32. This is the 75 foot setback from the stream corridor; it gives them very little area to work
with and that is why they are requesting a 50 foot variance. The other lots already have existing buildings on them; they do
need that setback variance, but where the buildings already exist, knowing what that variance is a lot easier.

Chair Mumford asked on Lots 34 and 35, if they want to build an accessory building, are they granting this variance for
future accessories. Mr. Ewert replied right now they are just granting variances for the existing buildings. They would like
to have a little flexibility in there, to grant variances for accessory buildings, but no evaluation has been done at this time.
staff has discussed the option with Mr. Colby for Lot 34, and it may be more worthwhile to think about it in the future.

Doug Dickson asked if Lots 34 and 35 used to be three parcels, and if Lot 33 would incorporate that smaller lot. Mr. Ewert
replied that currently these are three parcels, but they are hoping to make it into two, and Lot 35 would take in that smaller
parcel. It was intended to take the full house but the property line runs through the house; which is the reason the same
owner owns the two properties.

Colby Keddington, 198 East Bayview Circle, Saratoga Springs UT, owner of Lots 34, 35, and 36. In general what was
recommended last time; was to work together with staff and they ended up turning this whole area into a new subdivision.
They would abandon the Wilcox Camping and Boating Subdivision with 30 parcels and confine that down to much less. In
working with staff; this is what was presented and it seems to be going well. This is something they could beautify the area
and have comfort with legal parcels. They had the proposed name of Pineview Point; and have worked with all the
departments and everyone seemed excited for this to happen.

Chair Mumford asked if he had anything to clarify and how stable is the stream on Lot 32? Mr. Keddington replied that the
only clarification would be the 50 foot setback, to change that from 75 to 50; they felt that it would give them the space
they needed to utilize the parcels where they couldn’t before. There are also the health documents that a septic tank
system is allowed to be buried up to 50 feet from the creek. On Lot 32 the stream is very stable, and actually has a good 15
feet down on the lower section where that is, and the stream is not building up to that elevation.

Nathan Buttars asked how many structures they are planning on building on these parcels. What is the condition on the
cabin of Lot 34? Mr. Keddington replied one on Lot 36 and Lot 32. The condition of the cabin on Lot 34 is fair and it's been
remodeled on the inside. There hasn’t been any change in the footprint because it’s difficult doing that. Once they get legal
parcels to Lots 34 and 35; there will be substantial improvements to the exteriors. Both lots have had Craig Browne,
Building Inspector look through that; as well as the Health Department, both Melissa and Summer had looked through that.

Jeff Callahan, 14476 S Stone Stream Street, Hyrum UT, Co-Owner of Lots 32 and 33, it shows on record three owners and
Lot 32 also has three owners. He has worked with Mr. Ewert for three months, he has laid out what they needed to do, and
has had them to back a couple of time to come up with a strong plan and that is why it took them awhile to come back.

Chair Mumford asked on Lot 32, what he considered to be the front and back. Mr. Callahan replied he would consider on
the front on the right side to be the back; and where the road comes in to be the front. That right-of-way on the opposite
side of the creek for their lots, they would not even access that. The road comes in right through both parcels that they
own, and to come through their parcels and that is how the other owners receive access through the private easement.
Everyone has worked on the revitalization; they hit a wall and that is why they want to take it to the next step.

Doug Dickson complimented everyone for working together to get this moving forward. Phil Hancock said that they did
great job with a good presentation.
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MOTION: Bryce Froerer moved to approve the request for a variance from setback requirements, lot area requirements,
lot width requirements, and lot access requirements on parcels with Tax ID 20-019-0001 and 20-015-0004 (being
combined), 20-019-0003, 20-019-0002 and 20-018-0004 (being combined), and 20-019-0014 located at approximately 940

Ogden Canyon Road, to include staff’'s recommendations and suggestions included for all three of those. Phil Hancock
seconded.

FRIENDLY AMENDMENT: Phil Hancock suggested adding to include the findings of fact listed in the staff report.

VOTE: A vote was taken with members Douglas Dickson, Phil Hancock, Nathan Buttars, Bryce Froerer, and Chair Mumford
voting aye. Motion Carried (5-0).

Director Grover asked the board members if they would prefer to have their packets emailed or hand delivered to them.
There was a discussion among the board members; it was decided that they preferred the hard copy, and if there was an

issue delivering the packets on time, the board members would pick up their packet at the office.

Director Grover said they would like to schedule some training with the Ombudsman; typically they try doing that every
year, and it would be separate from this meeting. They would send a request to see if it meets with their schedule.

4, ADJUSTMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 5:35 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,

Kary Serrano, Secretary;
Weber County Planning Commission
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Staff Report to the Weber County Board of Adjustment

Weber County Planning Division

L R T R
Application Information
Application Request: Consideration and action on a request for a 13 foot variance to the front yard setback in
the FR-3 Zone.
Agenda Date: Thursday, April 28, 2016
Applicant: Joe Sadler, agent; Joe DePiano, owner
File Number: BOA 2016-02
Property Information
Approximate Address: 6706 East 6675 North
Project Area: 0.22 acres
Zoning: Forest Residential Zone (FR-3)
Existing Land Use: Vacant
Proposed Land Use: Residential
Parcel ID: 22-110-0011
Township, Range, Section: T8N, R1E, Section 36
Adjacent Land Use
North: Ski Trail South: Private Roadway
East: Residential West: Ski Resort
Staff Information
Report Presenter: Ben Hatfield
bhatfield@co.weber.ut.us
801-399-8766
Report Reviewer: JG
Aph : kL R T L !

= Weber County Land Use Code Title 102 (Administration) Chapter 3 (Board of Adjustment)
= Weber County Land Use Code Title 104 (Zones) Chapter 17 (Forest Residential FR-3 Zone)

Background = & it i s i
The applicant is requesting a variance for a reduction to the front yard setback in the Forest Residential FR-3 Zone. The
front yard setback for the FR-3 Zone is 25 feet. The applicant is proposing to build a new single family dwelling 12 feet to
the front lot line; this would require an approval of a 13 foot variance to the standard. The application and an explanation
of the request have been prepared by the applicant (Exhibit A). A proposed site plan and building elevations for the home
have also been provided (Exhibit B).
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The subject property is Lot 42 R in the Powder Mountain West Subdivision Phase 2. This lot is in a remote area of the
county surrounded by the Powder Mountain Ski Resort. Lot 42 R is at the far western part of the subdivision where the road
(Aspen Drive) switches back up the hill and partly behind the lot. Aspen Drive is an unimproved and unmaintained private
road which for many months is snowbound, causing owners to have to ski or snowmoabile to their properties from the
resorts parking area. Lot 42 R was deemed a “Restricted Lot” during subdivision review due to its slope, and will be required
to undergo a Hillside Review.

Lots in the FR-3 Zone are often small in area, having a minimum lot area of 6,000 square feet for a single home. Likely due
to the slope and remote location, Lot 42 has an area of 9,505 square feet. The FR-3 Zone also requires that lots have 40 % of
its area left as open green space (104-17-5-g). This requirement can impact the potential building envelope on lots.

A unique occurrence is found in this subdivision (Powder Mountain West — Phase 2) as it is surrounded by the ski resort,
and has a 20 foot wide ski easement for a ski trail running through the rear of the lots. By being at the end of the
subdivision, Lot 42 R is impacted the most by the easement by extending beyond the typical 30 foot rear yard setback in the
FR-3 Zone. This further reduces the potential building envelope on Lot 42 R as shown below.
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Building Envelope area

Lot42 R 9,505 sq. ft.
Lot 42 R—40% 5,703 sq. ft.
After setbacks 3,507 sq. ft.
With setbacks & easement 3,006 sq. ft.
Proposed w/ variance 3,900 sq. ft.

As staff discussed with the applicant the issues with Lot 42 R; there were concerns for placing the home too close to the
right of way, some of which are:

e  Sight visibility for traffic on Aspen Drive.

e  Sight visibility for traffic pulling out of the garage and onto Aspen Drive.

e The proximity to other homes nearby.

e The ability for off street parking in the driveway.

The applicant has made modifications to the plan to address and incorporate those concerns into the design. The applicant
has moved the home back as far as possible and rotated the direction of the home slightly to accommodate for traffic
visibility both for the public and the owners. This also' allowed space for a driveway for additional off street parking if
needed.

It should be noted that an additional minor modification should be made and addressed during the Hillside Review,
requiring that no portion of the retaining walls for the driveway be within the private right of way. As was suggested in the
engineer’s review, this can be achieved by addressing the slope on the western side of the drive.

Title 102 Chapter 3 of the Weber County Land Use Code states that one of the duties and powers of the Board of
Adjustment is to hear and decide variances from the requirements of the Weber County Land Use Code. In order for a
variance to be granted it must be shown that all of the following criteria have been met:

a. Literal enforcement of the ordinance would cause an unreasonable hardship for the applicant that is not necessary
to carry out the general purpose of the Land Use Code.

1. In determining whether or not literal enforcement of the land use code would cause unreasonable hardship,
the appeal authority may not find an unreasonable hardship unless the alleged hardship is located on or
associated with the property for which the variance is sought, and comes from circumstances peculiar to the
property, not from conditions that are general to the neighborhood.

2. In determining whether or not literal enforcement of the land use code would cause unreasonable hardship,
the appeal authority may not find an unreasonable hardship if the hardship is self-imposed or economic.

b. There are special circumstances attached to the property that do not generally apply to other properties in the
same zone.

1. In determining whether or not there are special circumstances attached to the property, the appeal authority
may find that special circumstances exist only if the special circumstances relate to the hardship complained of,
and deprive the property of privileges granted to other properties in the same zone.

¢. Granting the variance is essential to the enjoyment of a substantial property right possessed by other property in
the same zone.
. The variance will not substantially affect the general plan and will not be contrary to the public interest.
e. The spirit of the land use ordinance is observed and substantial justice done.

Staff's analysis and findings are discussed below:
a. Literal enforcement of the Land Use Code would require an undesirable result. As is suspected by the photos of
this property the ski trail may extend beyond the provided easement. This request is the best scenario to address

the unique circumstances of this lot avoiding impacts to the slope and ski trail.

b. The special circumstances attached to this property are not self imposed or economic. The placement of the
described easement and elevation of ski trail are the cause of the hardship.
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c. Other homes within this Zone and area are not impacted in the same way as Lot 42 R regarding slope and
easements. Therefore granting of the variance preserves the rights intended for this property. The additional area
requested by the variance fall in line with the building envelopes of similar properties in the subdivision.

d. The General Plan indicates that this area should be developed as is planned and zoned; thereby the variance and
development is not contrary to any public interest.

e. This variance request is not an attempt to avoid or circumvent the requirements of the County Land Use Code, but
provide justified compensation to the building envelope allowing for the single family dwelling to be built.

Single-family dwellings are allowed as a permitted use in the FR-3 Zone and granting this request will not increase the
number of existing dwelling units in the area. If the requested variance is granted, it will not have a negative impact on
the goals and policies of the Ogden Valley General Plan.

Staff recommends approval of the variance for Lot 42 R in the Powder Mountain West Subdivision Phase 2 for a reduction
of 13 feet to the front yard setback. This recommendation is based on compliance with the applicable variance criteria
discussed in this staff report.

A. Application
B. Site Plan and Building Elevations

Dama ™ ~E A



0 i

g %’6
S
PRSI -

p—

s

. e
Te .

Ma

cation

Pacadnfd



Zy

%; o5

oar
R iy

5f A&Tustm en

O
A A S ey

f‘?'" G 2
AP !,x,c,atron
R G A

Appiication submittals will be acceptad by appointment only. (801) 399-8791. 2380 Washington Blvd. Suite 240, Ogden, UT 84401

Fees (Offic2 Use)
$225.00

Data Submiittad / Complerad

Raceipt Number (Gifica Use) File Number (Ofiice Use)

= /;L//;

Malhng Addres; of Propery Owner(s)
T¥+ WesT TRDGE Road

Name of Property Owner(s)

P

A Aoy D:;Pf/uucp
Phone Fax

Stvwz, VT Osezz

Email Addrass

Preferred Method of Writtan Correspondenca

B’Emall [] Fax D Mail

,C?./'M’; P2C gmal. cora, d/m a{zﬂ '6:«:(74;77:«

ZL™
S SRR SOt
; uthorszed Representatwe ‘Conta I
o AR RS

Name of Person Authorized to Reprasant :he Property Ownerls)
o5 Saousr

Mailing Address of AUthOle’d Person

/528 B Sk D2,

Phone Fax 0 GZ’ “ AT ?

‘ T §Yvo05
Pl/-42¢ 180 la
Email Address Prefarred Method of Writzen Correspondenca
r} 06@ b, +m'?o.-t_«>/‘g( 2. cor [A Emai [:] Fax [ Mail

2 mnf?-
Y est*

[0 ASpecial Exception to the Zoning Orcinanca:
__Flaglot __Accass by Privatz Right-of-Way

{J AnIntarpratation of the Zoning Ordinanca

O Anlntarpratation of the Zoning Map

O Other

O Ordinanca
Avarianca requast
_Lataraa _lﬁetback __Frontcge width

A hearing to dacide appeal whera it is allaged by appellant that thera is an arror in any order, requirsment, decision or refusal in enforcing of the Zoning

__Other:

_Access atalccation other than across the frant lot line

Approxlmata Addrass Land Sena! Number(s)
7o E. ce#s A
¢ 27-lo- oot

Erzr

Currant Zoning
Existing Measuremaents Required Measurements (Offica Use)

Lot Area Lot Frontaga/Wicth Lot Siza (Grfica Use) Lot Frontage/Width (Cfficz Use)

7 ¢05™ Sa F7 ~ &7
Front Yard Satback Rear Yard Sethack Front Yord Setback (Office Use) Rear Yard Setbock (Office Use)
Sica Yard Setback Sida Yard Setback Sice Yard Setback (Office Use) Sida Yard Setback (Offica Use)
P lems /O iy il




Please explain your request.
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Explain how the variance will not substantially affact the comprehensive plan of zoning in the County and that adherenca to the sirict lettar of the ordinanca will
cause unreasonabie hardships, the imgosition of which upon the petitioner is unnecassary in order to carry out the general purgosz of the plan.
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i_/ériancg Requgst_(continued...)

List the special circumsiancas attached to tne property covered by the application which do not generally apply to the other properzy in the same zcne.
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8asad upon the previously stated special circumstancas, clearly describe how the property coverad by this application is d2prived of privileges possessad by
other properies in the same zone; and that the granting of the varianca is essential to the enjoyment of a substantial property right possessed by other

properties in the sama zana,
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.Explam how the previously listed special circz;msrarcas are not :c.Jnsxdﬂred to be economug ox: self-imposad hardships.
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1 (Ws), , daposa and say that | (we) am (are) the ownar(s) of the property identifi ed in this application

and that the stataments herzin contained, the informaticn provided in the attached plans and ather exhibits arz in all respacts true and correct to the best of
my {our) knowledge.

{Proparty Owner) (Proparty Cwner)

Subscribed and sworn to me this day of ,20 ,

(Motary)

I (\We), , the owner{s) of the real property dascribad in the attached application, do authorized s my
{our) rapresantative(s), , to raprasant me (us) regarding the attached application and to appear on
my {our} behalf befare any administrative or legislative body in the County consicering this application and to actin all raspects as our agaent in matzers
pertaining to the attached zpplication.

(Property Ownar) (Proparty Ownar) |
Dated this day of , 20 , personally appeared before me the

signar(s) of the Representative Autharization Affidavit who duly acknowledged ta me that they executad the same.

(Notary)
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Explaln how the previously listed ;:eclal clrcumstances are not considered to be economic or self-imposed hardships.

"

ning to the attacfied

p
Kv oy |

1 {We), , depose and say that | (we) am (are) the owner(s) of the property IdentifiedIn this application

and that the statements herein contalned, the infarmation pravided In tha attached plans and other exhibits are in all respects true and corract to the best of

my (our) knowledge. .

{Property Owner) {Property Owner)

Subscribed afid swarn to me this day of ,20

{Notary)
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[ (We), 7&/77f f (1 // 4 0 [~ ¢ the cwner(s) of the real property described In the attached application, do autherized as my

{our) repfesentativels), ~}4 e 4021 (dr5en Yein g s to represent me (us) regarding the attached application and to appear on

my (our) behalf befare Any Administrative ¢r legistative Body"lﬁ the County considering this application and to act In afl respects as our agent In matters

(Prifeity Owner
/

Dated this

pplicatiéh. /
/ M

%'k\\day of %

(Property Owner) |

, 20 \LE , personally appeared befora me’\&&% Q’f 7}’?‘0\‘-\6 , ;he

sigrer(s) of the Representative Autherizatlon Affidavit who duly acknowledged to me that they executad the same.

CusecOMoig
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SITE PLAN
ASFEN DRIVE
LOT *42-R
POWDER MOUNTAIN IKEST PHASE 2
EDEN CITY, WEBER COUNTY, UTAR

Area » 4354 2q Pi s 022 ACke

PLEASE_NOTE.

8

SITE PLAN 15 SHOWN ®CR INFORMATION ONLY. OWNER /CONTRACTCR
SHALL HAVE RESPONSIBILITY TO DETERMINE GRACES AND PINAL
PLACEMENT AND ELEVATIONS OF FOOTINGS FOUNDATIONS AND SHALL BE
RESPONSIBLE FOR COMPLIANCE WITH ALL STATE, NATIONAL. AND LOCAL
BUILDING CODES ¢ CRDINANCES

THIS SITE PLAN IS A REPRESENTATICN CF CONCRETE FOUNDATIONAL
BUILDING FOOTPRINT ONLY ALL SETBACK INFORMATION SEOWN IS TO
CONCRETE FOUNDATION WALLS ONLY. SITE PLAN DCES NOT INDICATE
THE LOCATION OF ROOF OVERHANGS CR CANTILEVERS (WALL PCPOUTS
OR FLOOR OVERHANGS) CR OTLER ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS THAT MAY
FPENETRATE THE PROPERTY SETDACKS CR EASEMENTS TwE PLAN
COUNTY, CITY OR OTHER JURISDICTION REVIEAER, CONTRACTOR AND
OWNER SUALL REVIEW ALL PLAN SUBMITTAL DRAWINGS (FLOCR PLANS,
ELEVATIONS, DETAILS, BTC J IN CONJNCTION WITH TWE 8T8 PLAN TC
1IDENTIFY ANY PROPO3ED WALL CANTILEVERS CR OTHER FEATURES THAT
MAY ENCROACH INTO SETBACKS AND SHALL REPORT ANY CONCERNS TO
THE CESIGNER PRIOR TO EXCAVATION AND/OR CONSTRUCTION.

LINETYPE LEGEND

PROFERTY LINE

SaTBACK LINE

BASERENT Ling

HorE POOTPRINT

rROPOZED CONT

O CONT Line

- ---~ 2 CONT.unE

3 T} OmEcrionaL DRANASE ARROWS

| ALL STOR™ WATER AND DIRT Ll BE KEPT ON SITE DURING CONSTRUCTION UNTIL #'NAL

LANDSCAPINS 13

2 tee gmape wv v:m POUNDATION HALLS SHALL FALL A FINTUM OF 8 INCHES wiTuin Tt
RS O PEET ¢

3 ATREET CumD MD OUTTER pill BE INMECTED AND CLEANED OF ALL MUO AMD DIRT AT TuE

IO OF EVERY DAY
Avnm RATTLES (OR EQUIVALENT) TO BE WL ACED AND MAINTAINED AROUND ANY STORIM DRAN
INLET ADJACENT TO OR FPFECIATEL Y DOWNSTREAM PROM STE DURING COMDTRUGTION.

»

FLOW ONTO ADJACENT LOTS PINAL GRADING SMHALL BLEND WiTH ADJACENT LOTS

ALL REAR DRAINAGE TO BE KETAINED ON THE PROPERTY

PINTURES TWAT WAVE PLOCO LEVEL RFS LocMa: BELOW THE ELEVATION OF TWE NEXT
umsTREAM £ COVER OP Tl PUBLIC SENER JERVING SUCH PIXTURES SHALL BF
PROTECTED FROM BACA FLOW OF SEHAGE BY INITALLING AN APPROVED BAZKAATER VALVE
v-\w wAVINS P.000 L!\’!L nra ABOAE TUE ELEVATION GF THE NENT URATRE MM MANGOLE
SuMLL vaive VALVES SuaLL BE

P

--c\ m T mu
] ONTROL BY L . INCLUD'NG ORASS.
ReEs b0 suses A~o AN ASTOPATIC SPRINKLER SYSTEN

ENITING TwAl -
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20 TRAR
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PV
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264

HEIGHT RESTRICTION

CALCS
HIGHEST GRADE esec
LO-EST GRADE 8264
PEAK w815 830947
DPrERENCE 2547
oerEREnCE *2 147
ToTAL 6%
DVOLID BY 2 3347
HRIGUT RESTRICTION
FROM AVERAGT s
PNISHED GRADE
ACTUAL MEIGHT
PROM AVERAGE 284
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