BEFORE THE ZONING HEARING BOARD

CITY OF GREENSBURG

DECISION OF THE ZONING HEARING BOARD

FINDINGS

OWNER:  Joseph and Julie Demangone
LOCATION:  442 Zappone Way

           Greensburg,  PA 15601

NATURE OF APPEAL: Variance

                                       Section 265-128

ZONING DISTRICT:  R-2, General Residence District.

This matter comes before the Zoning Hearing Board of the City of Greensburg on the Variance request of Joseph and Julie Demangone with respect to a change relating to the front yard requirements.    The applicant desires to construct a swimming pool on  their property and to do so requires a  variance because the location of the pool is technically the front yard which is prohibited under the Ordinances.
After proper notice was given according to the Greensburg Zoning Ordinance and the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code, a public hearing was held on Wednesday,  June 17, 2015 at 4:00 p.m. at the Greensburg City Hall, Greensburg, Pennsylvania.  Notice of the hearing was properly published in the Tribune Review newspaper and the property was posted by the Zoning Officer in advance of the hearing.  At the public hearing, the applicants, Joseph and Julie Demangone, appeared and offered testimony in support of the application.  

FINDINGS OF FACT

1.  That the applicants have standing before the Zoning Board by virtue of a recorded deed  denoting ownership.

2.  That the applicants testified that they are the owners of the property.

3.  The property is an irregular shape and has no back yard and hardly has side yards.
4.  It is the intention of the applicant to construct a swimming pool in the front yard in the only available space to put a swimming pool.
5.  The pool will be a above ground pool, 21 feet round and 54 inches high and approximately 52 feet from the front curb.
6.   There is no side yard issue in this case.
7.   The lot in question has unique physical characteristics, the hardship was not created by the applicants, and a variance would not alter the character of the neighborhood.

CONCLUSIONS

A.  On the basis of the testimony submitted by the applicants and the facts contained in the application itself, and all of the exhibits presented to the Zoning Board, the Zoning Hearing Board is of the opinion that the applicants have met their burden of proof with respect to the granting of a Variance request pursuant to the requirements of the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code.

B. That the granting of this Variance is in keeping with the dictates of the City Ordinances  and is in compliance with the applicable law.

C.  It is the opinion of the Board that the Grant of the Variance will not  be detrimental to the character of the neighborhood and will not  adversely affect public health or welfare.  Accordingly, this application is Granted.
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Zoning Officer

Date: July 16, 2015
  
