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Roy Lopata, Planning & Development Director


In the absence of Chairman Foster, Mr. Bergstrom presided.  
1.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM MEETINGS HELD SEPTEMBER 3, 2009 AND SEPTEMBER 17, 2009
There being no additions or corrections, the minutes were approved as received.

2.
THE APPEAL OF RICHARD AND PATRICIA MEIER FOR THE PROPERTY AT 804 ROCK LANE, FOR THE FOLLOWING VARIANCE:
A) CH. 32-9 (c)(5)(c) – THE PROPOSED COVERED PORCH TO BE CONSTRUCTED IS 23.5 FEET FROM THE FRONT PROPERTY LINE.  A 25 FIVE FOOT BUILDING SETBACK IS REQUIRED WITHIN THE CITY’S RS ZONING.  THE PROPOSED PORCH ENCROACHES 1.5 FEET IN THE REQUIRED SETBACK. 

Ms. Schiano read the above appeal, stated that it was advertised in the Newark Post and direct notices were mailed. 

Richard Meier, 804 Rock Lane, Newark, DE, was sworn in. Mr. Meier stated they wished to extend their existing porch and cover it as well.  The proposed extention will encroach 1.5 feet into the required 25 foot setback.  He further stated they wished to construct the porch to add to the aesthetic value of  their property.  

John Vanderburgh, 817 Rock Lane, Newark, DE, was sworn in.  Mr. Vanderburgh stated he had come before the Board in the late 1990’s for a similar variance and had received approval.  He stated they had received numerous compliments on the porch and in his opinion it greatly enhanced his property and that of the neighborhood overall.   

Mr. Hudson addressed the Kwik Check factors: 
·   The nature of the zone, which was residential, would remain the same.  
·   The character of the immediate vicinity of the subject property and the uses of the property within that immediate vicinity was similar and would remain the same.  

·  If the restriction were removed, the removal would seriously affect the neighboring properties and uses.  In this instance, it would not affect the neighboring properties. 
·  If the restriction were not removed, the restriction would create an unnecessary hardship or exceptional practical difficulty for the owner in relation to making normal improvements to the character of the permitted use. 
·  The home was constructed fairly close to the setback with a distance of only 2 feet 4 inches from that setback, which created the hardship. 


Mr. Hudson said he supported the variance.  Mr. Graham concurred and further stated the addition would complement the neighborhood.  Mr. Akin interjected the variance was standard.  Mr. Bergstrom stated granting the variance would not pose a negative impact on the neighbors, but it had a positive impact and would support the variance.   

MOTION BY MR. HUDSON, SECONDED BY MR. GRAHAM: TO GRANT THE VARIANCE TO PERMIT THE PROPOSED COVERED PORCH TO BE CONSTRUCTED 23.5 FEET FROM THE FRONT PROPERTY LINE.   CONSTRUCTION TO COMMENCE WITHIN SIX MONTHS.  
3.
Meeting adjourned at 7:44 p.m.
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