. CITY PLANNING COMMISSION - 4 4
927 10TH STQEET SULTE 300 - S”CRALE 10, CALIrOQHIA 95814 J%#

| sepricasT Victor Ab1 Abad & Jacques Graber, 5928 Cindy Stre et, Sacramento. CA 95824

ownger_Yictor Abi Abad & Jacdues Graber. 5928 (indy Street, Sacramentn, CA 95324

| pLans y_Yictor Abi Abad & Jacques Graber. 5928 Cindy Street. Sacramento, CA 95824

FILING DATE. 2/5/84 - 50 DAY CPC ACTION DATE - REPORT BY: F6:bw |
NEGATIVE DEC.EX. 153Q3(e) EIR_ , \scmssoas PCL. no._027-302-04

APPLICATION: Variance to construct a five and one-half foot hich solid wooden fence
in the required 25-foot front yard setback area.

LOCATION: 5928 Cindy Street

PROPOSAL:  The applicant is reouesting the necessary entitlement to construct a five
and one-half foot high wooden fence in the front vard setback area.
PROJECT INFORMATION: - 5_4 4
1974 General Plan Designation: Residential ‘ .
1965 Colonial Coimmunity Plan -Zpaﬁifé%
Designation: Light Density Residential ’

Existing Zoning of Site: R-1 ‘ m
Existing Land Use of Site: Residential ‘ W

Surrounding Land Use and Zon1ng:

Morth: Residential; R-1 ; 003100

South: Residential; R 1 T

East: Residential; R-1 gy

West: Residential; R-1 ’ . ,
Parking Required: - 4 ’ One space heorne . 3§/ 32380
Parking Provided: One space “ —
Property Dimensions: 60" x 90' LR 2037209
Property Area: 5,400 sq. ft. >ter — 3
Height of Structure (fence): 5% feet- el
Topography Flat
Street Tmprovements/Utilities: Existing

Exterior Building Colors: Matural ' -
Exterior Building Materials: Wood }iﬂﬂa@észﬁ;“?’ - /¢;Q§3§?* )
T etV M/‘%?
PROJECT EVALUATION: b gatC el
T o T
A.  The subject site is a 5, 400 square foct lot with an existing dwe] g unit. Tne

S7té 15 desidnated tor residential use on both the General Plan and the Colonial
Community Plan. The site is prasently zoned Single Family Residential (R-1).

o]

The epplicant has constructhd 2 54 foot high solid wood fence within the 25-foot
front _vard setback. The fence was constructed e1qht feet, nine inches back from
the sidewalx To grovide security due to The fact that Lhe aoDlicant has experiepced
attempiea burglaries of the residence. 1ne applicant has been cited by the Code -
Fﬁforcerent Oivision for vioracion ot the fence requlations. Jhere are_no ghher

tences of this fype 1ocauad n tne immediate ared. fy
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C. The applicant has not indicated, nor 1§_jt apparent that a hardsnhip exists
Which would orohibit The aoo110ant from constructing a fence in accordance
with the applicable neignt and setback regu1ab1on Staft cannol support the
variance request for ThaL reason; NOWever, Lie ToTIOW1na suggestion 1s an alter-
native wnich tne applicant may wish to consider:

In accordance with fence reagulations for residential lots, the
applicant could construct a six-foot high fence of decorative
open-metal fencing (wrought iron) on the frant property line or
within the front yvard setback area.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: The proposed variance is exempt from environmental review,
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15303(e)).

STAFF RECOMMEMDATIOM: It is recommended that the variance request be denied, based
on the f0110w1ng rindings of Fact:

granting of the variance rezuest would result in & special privilage
ended to one individual property owner, in that no hardship nas been
nstrated that would prohibit the construction of a fence which would
nform to the Citv's Fencz Regulations.
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