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1 sixty acres and there were five of us, and we couldn't 

2 subdivide it in five different places. 

MR. FOOTE : Yes, sir·, and it is recogniz d 

that parents do want to pass it on to their children, with-

5 out having to build publi·c roads, etc., because so many of 

li these properties are rura l properties. They don ' t front on 

7 State highways . Where I live is the same thing. The 

property does not front ·on a main road. 

THE JUDGE: All right, Mr. May . Do you 

10 have some more argument that you tvant to make i n the 

ll matter? 

MR . ' MAY: Yes, two or three statements, 

Your Honor . 

I really don't think that the variance 

1;) 
was needed. They went to get_a building permit, and an 

IIi 
application was filled out for them, an application for ·a .. 

17 
h earing .. 

Now they had begun their building in 

l !l 
1972. They had begun it with the idea that it would ' 

eventual ly be a home . They did want to use it as a garage 

:21 
for a tv h i l e . 

•)·) 

But the work had begun before the 

. . ordinance had ever been changed, and at that time , they had 
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1 a right to have two dwellings on one acre, that is, one 

2 
• dwelling on one-half acre and the other dwelling on one-half 

:l acre. 

4 So they had started, and I don't know of 

5 any requirement that they think that they heard, except 

6 when later on somebody said they needed a b0ilding permit, 

7 and that is where they got in all this trouble, trying to 

R comply with the law. 

I might say this too. Going back to the 

10 exigencies of the thing , they ·had what you might call an 

11 equitable tit l e all the way through for two one-half acre 

12 lots . That is what they had been sold and that is what they 

! 
1:3 bought, and the fact that deed described it as one, I do"n't 

14 think that is r e levant . . I think the Board of Zoning Appeal~ 

li> could .ha ve looked at it in that light, had they seen fit. 

1G Had they been able to see something besides black and white 

17 they could have said, ·~ere, these people -really have · two lo s. 

lS The man who made them the deed just didn't make it out righ 

l !) 

I 

They can have two hous es on their two lo ts ." The-y a·re here 

:!0 b e fore the Court now, asking the Court to see it in that 

~1 light, which I think is perfectly reasonable. 

:!:! Mr . Foote says that the county is sympa-

. :0 :!:J the tic, but the county must enforce the l aw . I don 1 t think 

• 
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1 anybody has the right to demand sympathy . I don't think the 

2 Bonds are here to ask for sympathy, but I . think, if sympathy 

:1 was deserved, it would be deserved . in this situation. 

4 However , I don't see much indication that 

5 the county offered them sympathy. 

(j Now he also said that it may be an undue 

7 hardship on the Bonds. It is a hardship which everybody in 

8 the county faces. Not everybody in the county bought their 

!) land as t~vo one-half acre lots. Not everybody in the county 

10 began in 1972 t o put a dwelling on one of those lots fo r 

ll their son . 

~ 12 So not everybody faces the same hardship 

' }:3 as the Bonds do. They have a bui ldi.ng down there. I would 

H like the Court to see it. I don 't think the Court I don't 

1;) know whether the Court would be inclined to see it or not, 
·~ 

llj and I don ' t know ~vhether the y t.vould have time before 10:00 

17 o ' clock . I would be happy to run the Court down there and 

1 ~ le t the Court see the lay of the l and and the two buildings 

l!l they have. 

:!0 The building they have now, which they -

:! I have begun to convert from the ga ra ge , I am sure, if they had 

•)•) 

a contract to build it, is worth $15 ,000.00 or $2G,OOO . OO, 
• • 

ir.cluding only a shell of the house. 
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l But you turn it back into a garage, you 

2 certainly will be destroying property, . and that certainly is 

a useless thing to do, to deny a variance where no variance 

was needed. 

5 I think the Court has the authority and 

(j has also the power to cut through the red tape which exists 

7 and tvhich has entangled these people in this situation. 

8 I ask the Court to do what may be 

necessary. I really don't think to grant a variance if 

10 it is determined that no variance is· necessary, and that 

11 they are entitled to a buildirig permit . 

• . 
THE JUDGE : A1} right. I tvill take the 

case under advisement . If I feel the necessity to take a 

view of it, then I will advise counsel and we wil l all go 

15 together and take a look at it. For now though, I will take 

l!i 
the matter under advisement. 

.... 

17 MRo MAY : All right, sir. 

l S ' 
MRo FOOTE: Thank you, sir. 

l !) 
(Whereupon, the hearing cone luded·.) 

**;~**-k 

~1 
STATE OF VIRGINIA 

CO UNTY OF ARLINGTON, to-wit: 
• • 

I, Clara B. Thompson, Court Reporter, 

... 
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§20-12. Area regulations. 

In the agr icul tural division A-1, the area regulations, 

except for residential lots which have been l ega lly platted 

on the date of enactment of this ordinance, shall be as follows: 

(l) For residential l o ts containing or int~nded to 

contain a sing le fami ly dwelling, the minimum lot area 

shall be one acre. 

(2) For residential lots containing or intended to 

contain a two family dwelling, the minimum lot area shall 

be two acres. 
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