VARIANCE CRITERIA

Respond completely and fully to all 6 criteria listed below to demonstrate that the request meets
the standards of Seminole County Land Development Code Section 30.3.3.2(b) for the granting
of a variance:

1. What are the special conditions and circumstances that exist that are peculiar to the land, structure, or
building involved, and which are not applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same zoning
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2. How are the speclal conditions and circumstances that exist not the result of the actions of the applicant?
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3. How would the granting of the variance request not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is
denied by Chapter 30 to other lands, buildings, or structures in the same zoning district?
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4. How would the literal interpretation of the provisions of the zoning regulations deprive the applicant of
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district and would work unnecessary and
undue hardship on the applicant?

Wwhen we bauak4 Wwe c(éﬁmlni‘,’ I« nous Of an fe(m,{-(‘fei
C’mr'tm?f‘l‘m, A ’ﬁ'v,Ml we Koo e Fyuouv*" e Steps.

5. How would the requested variance be the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use of
the land, building, or structure?
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6. How would the granting of the variance be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of the zoning
regulations and not be injurious to the nelghborhood or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare?
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VARIANCE CRITERIA

Respond completely and fully to all 6 criteria listed below to demonstrate that the request meets
the standards of Seminole County Land Development Code Section 30.3.3.2(b) for the granting
of a variance:

1.

2.

What are the special conditions and circumstances that exist that are peculiar to the land, structure, or
building involved, and which are not applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same zoning
district? The lot is a typical rectangular middle lot of 0.27 acres with an existing home built between 1960
and 1990. Due to the age and size of the property, the current accessory structure limit of 50% of the living
area is restrictive. The proposed 720 sq ft structure is modest and reasonable compared to the 2,292 sq ft
home, and this situation is unique to this property compared to others in the zoning district

How are the special conditions and circumstances that exist not the result of the actions of the applicant?
The special conditions are due to the lot’s size and the home's age, which were established long before

the current accessory structure rules. These conditions are inherent to the property and were not created by
the applicant.

3.

How would the granting of the variance request not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is
denied by Chapter 30 to other lands, buildings, or structures in the same zoning district?

Granting this variance would allow reasonable use of the property consistent with similar properties

built before current regulations. It does not provide special privileges, as the applicant seeks only a

modest increase to accommodate practical needs without impacting neighbors.

How would the literal interpretation of the provisions of the zoning regulations deprive the applicant of
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district and would work unnecessary and
undue hardship on the applicant? Strictly applying the 50% accessory structure limit would prevent the
applicant from reasonably expanding usable space, unlike other similar properties that were built before
this restriction. This creates an undue hardship by limiting the property's practical use.

How would the requested variance be the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable use of
the land, building, or structure? The requested variance is the smallest increase needed to provide functional
space for the applicant’s needs while maintaining compatibility with the existing home and neighborhood.

How would the granting of the variance be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of the zoning
regulations and not be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare?
Granting the variance maintains the property’s residential character and scale, does not negatively

impact neighbors, and supports reasonable use without harming public welfare or the neighborhood’s
appearance.



