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	II. STAFF ANALYSIS
	Staff supports the applicant’s proposal. Although the request has come about as a result of an enforcement initiative, staff believes the applicant’s concerns about sun exposure in the outdoor dining area are legitimate. Obscuring outdoor dining on pu...
	The proposed encroachment of the awnings into the right-of-way, although 5.5 feet in total, amounts to only an additional 18 inches beyond what is routinely allowed by City Code without special approval. They will also extend no further into the sidew...
	Subject to the conditions contained in Section III of this report, staff recommends approval of the encroachment request.
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