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Case ZA-481

Official Decision

Zoning Administrator
Carroll County, Maryland

APPLICANT: David L. Bowers

129 Woodrn _Lugc Lane

Sykesville, MD 21784

REQUEST: A variance reducing the minimum
required front yard [rom 40 feel LO
20 feet for a garage

LOCATION: 1301 Woodridge Lane
Sykesvillie, MD 21764, E.D. )

APPLICABLE REGULATIONS: Article 7, Section 7.5, Article 15,
Section 15.5; Zoning Ordinance 1B
HEARING HELD: November 3, 1999

FINDINGS & CONCLUSIONS

Based on the testimony and evidence presented at the hearing, the
variaince 1s granted.

Facts which support the reguest for relief from the strict terms of
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reguirement for a garage, are as follows:

Woodridge Lane is a long loop road. Due to the location of the parcel
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fronts on Woodridge Lane. Therefore, this parcel is not your typicail
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practical difficulty or undue hardship was extremely weak to a point of
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arity of thLQ lot, this
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Tf it were not for the uniqueness and peculi
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typlpal corner lot and it is located at the end of the loop which is
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other street being cut through at the end of the loop and thereby creating
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The location of the dwelling on adjacent Lot 32 also helped in
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typical corner lot and location of the dwelling on adjacent lot 32
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Approval of this twenty (40) foot variance, where a twenty—foot side
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development, will have no adverse effect on any adjoining properties.
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NOTE:

Appeals of decisions mdde pursuanL to Section 15.5 may be made to
_iie Buard of uuh;ug nyyra¢o within chiirt Y (3@} daYS of the date of the
7on1ng Admi nlstLators decision in a"cordance with Section 17.4 of the
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A decision of the Zoning Administrator made pursuant to Secti
15,5 is final, and constitutes a zZcn ing action. Unless timely aypealed,
parties may not thereafter challenge the zoning Administrator’s decision.
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