
STATUS REPORT SR 89-27 
(For Zonlng Petltlon 89-27) 

Stg t' Recommendatlon 

St~ tt recommends the revocation 
pe~m ltted a ddy care cente~ 

r _ommendatlon is based on the 

of the Speclal Exception 
(max 115 chlldren) 

followlng 

The property owner has requested the revocation 

WhlCh 
ThlS 

2 The request lS conslstent wlth the Comprehensive Plan 

D~!e lQpmeot Approval Belng Revlewed, Zonlng Petitlon 89-27 was 
~p~rove d by the adoptlo o of Resolutlons R-89-1637 and R-89-1638 
0 0 Septenber 12 198 9 The resolutlooS rezoned the property to 
RS S lng1e Fanlly Resldentlal Zonlng Dlstrlct and granted a 
Sp~C ld l Exceptlon to perml t d day care center (max 115 
chlldren) The zonlng actlon lS now belng revlewed pursuant to 
Unlfled Land Development Code Sectlon 58 "Compliance Wlth 
Tl~e Llmltatlons as development has not commenced 

P.rQQUD' DescoptlQn L The subj ect property is approximately 
o 9 of an acre ln Slze and lS on the east side ot First street 
(h ° rld llnve North) approxlmiltely 150 feet North of Southern 
Boulevard (5 R '809) 

Har o ld H ~utton 

R~\Iu I red Act Ion L n 1 f 1 eu I ~, nu Deve I opment Code Sect lon 5 8 
requlres that the Board of Cou nty CommlSSloners take one or 
more o f the follOWIng actions grant a tIme extenSIon of up to 
t w~lye months lcz one the property and / or revoke the Speclal 
fXLcptlon Impose entItlement denslty / intensity add or modlfy 
Lu ndlt l on s of "pproval permlt the pro perty owner to file a 
v~tltl on to add o r mod Ify condltlons of approval 

lrl~ I '"U 1I~., llan LHe<)or, f o r the subject property is MedIum 
1<t..~ldt..nt141 J {'he I...U [[Lllt dpprovdl RS-Slngle family 
H"~luent 1,,1 Zonlng lllstr l Lt "nu Speci"l Exception for a d"y 
~re cellter 15 conSIstent ~lth the comprehensive Plan 

lhe current approy,,1 whIch ., o uld generate 441 trips per day 
ooes not meet the CountYWIde T rafflc Performance Standard The 
IntersectIon of Southern Boulevard and H"verhill Road is 
o\erca pacity It falls Alternate Test.1 "oct there is no flve 
percent traffIC avallable for thlS llnk 

~yp~emental Intormation 

Conditlon number 10 of Resolutlon R-89-1638 required the 
c onvey"nce of rlght-ot-way (or Flrst Road This has been done 

The property owner In a letter dated November 3 1992 stated 
that he does not wlsh to retaln the special exception The 
orlglnal petitioner/contract purchaser did not purChase the 
p roperty 


