APPLICATION NUMBER

5268

A REQUEST FOR

PARKING AND ACCESS'MANEUVERING SURFACE
VARIANCESTO ALLOW AGGREGATE PARKING AND
ACCESS'MANEUVERING AREASIN A B-3, COMMUNITY
BUSINESSDISTRICT; PARKING AND
ACCESSMANEUVERING AREASMUST BE ASPHALT,
CONCRETE OR AN APPROVED ALTERNATIVE PAVING
SURFACESIN B-3, COMMUNITY BUSINESSDISTRICTS

LOCATED AT

4213 HALLSMILL ROAD

(East Sde of Halls Mill Road, 410’ + North of Alden Drive)

APPLICANT/OWNER

ROBERT S. MOORE

BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT
OCTOBER 2004



ANALYSIS APPLICATION 5268 Date: October 4, 2004

The gpplicant is requesting Parking and AccessManeuvering Surface Variances to dlow
aggregate parking and accessmaneuvering areas in an B-3, Community Business
Didrict; parking and access’maneuvering arees must be asphalt, concrete or an approved
dternative paving surfacesin B-3, Community Business Didricts.

The applicant proposes to congtruct a 40 x 35 Storage/garage with an aggregate parking
and accessmaneuvering area.  The applicant dates that a shell parking and access drive
absorbs water and is less expensive than asphalt or concrete.

The gpplicant submitted an Adminigrative Planned Unit Development application in
August to dlow a 40 x 35 (1,400 sguare feet) to be used for storage and garage. The
gpplication was gpproved with the provison of a 10-foot paved access for vehicular
access if the building is used as a garage; therefore, the gpprova of this variance would
remove this condition.

There are severa reasons aggregate is not an agpproved surface, the posshility of the
agoregate to shift onto the right-of-way and adjacent properties, access is not readily
delinested and without the appropriate compaction of the subsurface materids, benefits
toward impeding run-off will not be achieved.

The Ordinance dates that no variance shdl be granted where economics are the bass for
the gpplication. Additionaly, no variance shdl be granted unless the Board is presented
with sufficient evidence to find that the variance will not be contray to the public
interest, and that specid conditions exis such that a literd enforcement of the Ordinance
will result in an unnecessary hardship.  The Ordinance adso dates that a variance should
not be approved unless the spirit and intent of the Ordinance is observed and substantial
justice done to the gpplicant and the surrounding neighborhood.

Variances are not intended to be granted frequently. The applicant must clearly show the
Board that the request is due to very unusud characterigtics of the property and that it
satisfies the variance dandards. What condtitutes unnecessary hardship and substantid
judtice is a matter to be determined from the facts and circumstances of each application,
and as stated above, not based upon economics.

The goplicant failed to illudrate that a literd enforcement of the zoning Ordinance would
result in an unnecessxy hardship. It is smply the gpplicant’s desire to congtruct an
access'maneuvering area with substandard material.



RECOMMENDATION 5268 Date: October 4, 2004

Based on the preceding, it is recommended that this application be denied.



