DATE:

TO:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

Inter Office Memo

October 20, 2016

Board of Supervisors

Planning Commission

RESOLUTION NO. 12604 - VARIANCE APPLICATION NO. 4012

APPLICANT:
OWNER:

REQUEST:

LOCATION:

Susanne Bateman
Thomas & Susanne Brocks, Trustees

Allow the creation of a 2.74-acre parcel without public road
frontage and a 2.43-acre parcel without public road frontage
and depth-to-width ratio greater than four-to-one from an
existing 5.17-acre parcel in the AE-20 (Exclusive Agricultural,
20-acre minimum parcel size) Zone District.

The project site is located west of Auberry Road between Reno
Avenue and Garrone Avenue approximately 0.8 miles northeast
of the City of Fresno (12517 N. Auberry Road) (Sup. Dist. 5)
(APN 580-010-30S).

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION:

At its hearing of October 20, 2016, the Commission considered the Staff Report and testimony
(summarized in Exhibit A).

A motion was made by Commissioner Borba and seconded by Commissioner Pagel to adopt
the required Findings for approval of a Variance, stating that Findings 1 and 2 could be made
due to the characteristics of the surrounding development which consists of substandard-sized
parcels under 20 acres in size, and that Finding 4 could be made because the subject parcel
has never been farmed and dividing it would not violate the spirit of the General Plan, and
approve Variance No. 4012, subject to the Conditions listed in Exhibit B.



RESOLUTION NO. 12604

This motion passed on the following vote:

VOTING: Yes: Commissioners Borba, Pagel, Abrahamian, Egan, Eubanks,
Mendes
No: None
Absent: Commissioners Chatha, Lawson, Woolf
Abstain: None

STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR
Department of Public Works and Planning
Secretary-Fresno County Planning Commission

By: C’),r vy
William M. Kettler, Manager
Development Services Division

WK:ksn
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NOTES: 1. The Commission’s action is final unless an appeal is filed with the Clerk to the
Board of Supervisors within 15 days of the Planning Commission's decision.

2. The approval of this project will expire one year from the date of approval unless
the required mapping application to create the parcels is filed in accordance with
the Parcel Map Ordinance. When circumstances beyond the control of the
Applicant do not permit compliance with this time limit, the Commission may
grant a maximum of two one-year extensions of time. Application for such
extension must be filed with the Department of Public Works and Planning before
the expiration of the Variance.

Attachments



Staff:

Applicant:

Others:

Correspondence:

DB

RESOLUTION NO. 12604
EXHIBIT A

Variance Application No. 4012

The Fresno County Planning Commission considered the Staff Report
dated October 20, 2016, and heard a summary presentation by staff.

The Applicant’s representative disagreed with the Staff Report and staff’s

recommendation. He described the project and offered the following
information to clarify the intended use:

¢ There has been a significant change in the surrounding areato a
more residential nature such that the resulting parcels would be
similar in size to what is common in the area.

e The private section of Garrone Avenue serving the proposed parcels
will be designed to have turnarounds and will have limited traffic so as

to not require 60 feet of right-of-way but will still satisfy concerns
related to fire safety and access.

¢ A number of mature eucalyptus trees would be harmed by requiring
the roadway to be developed to the County-standard width.

¢ The existing homes on the subject parcel have been there for a long
time, and the property owners have no interest in further developing
or adding additional houses.

e The subject property has never been in use for agricultural purposes.

One individual presented information in opposition to the application,

stating that allowing the Variance would change the character and feel of

the area and further set precedent for additional smaller parcels in the
area.

Ten letters in support of the project which had been collected by the
Applicant were presented to the Planning Commission. One letter in
opposition to the proposal was submitted, stating that no extenuating
circumstances for the proposed Variance had been demonstrated and
that granting the Variance would not be good planning practice.
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EXHIBIT B
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County of Fresno

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS AND PLANNING
STEVEN E. WHITE, DIRECTOR

November 7, 2016

Susanne Bateman
12514 N. Auberry Road
Clovis CA 93619

Dear Applicant:
Subject: Resolution No. 12604 - Variance Application No. 4012

On October 20, 2016, the Fresno County Planning Commission approved your above-
referenced project with Conditions. A copy of the Planning Commission Resolution is enclosed.

Since no appeal was filed with the Clerk to the Board of Supervisors within 15 days, the
Planning Commission’s decision is final.

The approval of this project will expire one year from the date of approval unless the required
mapping application to create the parcels is filed in accordance with the Parcel Map Ordinance.
When circumstances beyond the control of the Applicant do not permit compliance with this time
limit, the Commission may grant a maximum of two one-year extensions of time. Application for
such extension must be filed with the Department of Public Works and Planning before the
expiration of the Variance.

If you have any questions regarding the information in this letter please contact me at
dbrannick@co.fresno.ca.us or 559-600-4297.

Sincerely,

Daniel Brannick, Planner
Development Services Division
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Enclosure

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DIVISION
2220 Tulare Street, Sixth Floor / Fresno, California 83721 / Phone (559) 600-4497 / 600-4022 / 600-4540 / FAX 600-4200
The County of Fresno is an Equal Employment Opportunity Employer



