






Detailed Narrative Description of the Requested Development Action:

Our backyard at 605 Ames Street currently has two adjoined circular brick patios that extend
past the 10’ rear yard setback line. Each circular patio is about 18’ in diameter, and with the
addition of the brick steps, it extends over 40’ into our backyard creating a loss of a lot of
organic yard space. The stone path leading from the patio to the front side yard often has
standing water after heavy rains. With four active children and their friends often playing in our
backyard, we want to remove the current brick patio to open up additional grass area.

We would like to put in a rectangular concrete patio that would run from the patio door to the
edge of the house and only extend 20’ out from the house, allowing us to reclaim around 18-20’
of that organic yard space, which aligns with the Village’s attempts to curb flooding in the area
as it allows more surface area for precipitation drainage.

We are planning to add a gazebo type structure attached to the siding on the back of our house
to cover the majority of the patio (22’x18’), with two posts facing the yard. This structure would
need to be placed approximately 8’ past our building line hence the request for the variance.
We looked into erecting a free standing structure; however, the Village code states that it must
be placed at least 10’ from the house, which would extend the new concrete patio further into
the yard, defeating the intent to increase usable green yard space. The structure will have no
sides, which will maintain the existing open feel of the backyard, and the roof will provide
coverage from sun / light rain, allowing us to utilize our backyard space for more of the year.

Being granted the variance to extend the modest structure past the building line and attaching it
to the rear siding of the house will allow the usability of the additional green space in the yard
we will be gaining. The construction of an attractive, complimentary open sided gazebo type
structure will also be more visually appealing to the neighbors than the temporary nylon
“easy-up” gazebos we have used the past few summers to provide some protection from the
sun.

Please see the attached renderings to view what the gazebo type structure will look like.









STANDARDS FOR VARIATIONS

a. General Standard - No variation shall be granted pursuant to this Section 16-9 unless
the applicant shall establish that carrying out the strict letter of the provisions of this
Code would create a particular hardship or a practical difficulty. Such a showing shall
require that proof of the variation being sought satisfies each of the standards set forth in
this Section 16-8.7.

b. Unique Physical Condition - The subject lot is exceptional as compared to other lots
subject to the same provision by reason of a unique physical condition, including the
presence of an existing use, structure, fence or sign, whether conforming or
nonconforming; irregular or substandard shape or size; exceptional topographical
features; or other extraordinary physical conditions peculiar to an inherent in the subject
lot that amount to more than a mere inconvenience to the owner and that relate to or
arise out of the lot or its existing development rather than the personal situation of the
current owner of the lot. Existing patio structure is occupying more green space than
desirable. The variance would allow for an expanded green space and offer a sun/rain
covering which will allow for more regular use of the backyard

c. Not Self-Created - The aforesaid unique physical condition is not the result of any action
or inaction of the owner or its predecessors in title, other than the construction of
structures that were lawful at the time of such construction, and existed at the time of the
enactment of the provision from which a variation is sought or was created by as a result
of natural forces or governmental action, other than the adoption of this Code Correct,
we’re simply looking to increase the green footprint of the backyard

d. Denied Substantial Rights - The carrying out of the strict letter of the provision from
which a variation is sought would deprive the owner of the subject lot of substantial rights
commonly enjoyed by the owners of other lots subject to the same provision. Yes, other
property owners have similar structures to the one proposed.

e. Not Merely Special Privilege - The alleged hardship or difficulty is neither merely the
inability of the owner or occupant to enjoy some special privilege or additional right not
available to owners or occupants of other lots subject to the same provision, nor merely
the inability of the owner to make more money from the use of the subject log; provided,
however, that where the standards set out in this Section 16-8.7 are met, the existence
of an economic hardship shall not be a prerequisite to the grant of a variation



f. Code and Plan Purposes - The variation would not result in a use or development of
the subject lot that would be not in harmony with the general and specific purposes for
which this Code and the provision from which a variation is sought were enacted or the
general purpose and intent of the Official Comprehensive Plan

The variation allowing us to construct an open sided gazebo slightly past the build line
would not result in a use or development of the subject lot that would not be in harmony
with the general and specific purposes of the code. The proposed patio and open-sided
gazebo were created with the want of more organic green space that the current patio
provides.

g. Essential Elements of the Area - The variation would not result in a use or
development on the subject lot that:

i. Would be materially detrimental to the public welfare or materially injurious to the
enjoyment, use, development, or value of property or improvements permitted in
the vicinity; or

The addition of an open-sided, gazebo-like structure would not be detrimental to
the public welfare or materially injurious to the enjoyment, use, development, or
value of property or improvements.

ii. Would materially impair an adequate supply of light and air to the properties and
improvements in the vicinity; or

The addition of an open-sided gazebo-like structure at 605 Ames will not impair
the supply of light or air to the surrounding properties based on its height and
placement in the yard.

iii. Would substantially increase congestion in the public streets due to traffic or
parking; or

The addition of an attached gazebo-like structure will not increase congestion
due to traffic or parking as it will continue to be used residentially with the
enjoyment of our family.

iv. Would unduly increase the danger of flood or fire; or

The addition of said gazebo would not increase the danger of floor or fire. It
would actually decrease danger of both as includes the removal of a current fire
pit and adds additional organic yard space to help with drainage.

v. Would unduly tax public utilities and facilities in the area; or



There would be no additional tax on public utilities or facilities by adding the
attached gazebo-like structure.

vi. Would endanger the public health or safety

The addition of the gazebo past the building line would not endanger the public
health or safety. By removing the current uneven and loose pavers as well as
stone half walls, it will increase the health and safety by persons in our yard.

h. No Other Remedy - There is no means other than the requested variation by which the
alleged hardship or difficulty can be avoided or remedied to a degree sufficient to permit
a reasonable use of the subject lot.

We believe attaching the open-sided gazebo-like structure to the rear siding of our house
and extending it out approximately 8’ past the building line is the best option to utilize the
most organic backyard space. Currently, our backyard has two adjoined circular stone
paver patios. Each circular patio is about 18’ in diameter, and with the addition of the
stone paver steps from the house, it extends over 40’ into our backyard creating a loss of
a lot of organic yard space. The stone path leading from the patio to the front side yard
often has standing water after heavy rains. The uneven and loose stone pavers, as well
as the semi-circle half walls, create a precarious playing area for our four children as well
as taking up unnecessary green space.
We plan to remove the current patio and lay a concrete one that will only extend
approximately 20’ into the yard allowing us to reclaim that green space at the back of the
yard. The proposed gazebo-type structure would be attached to the siding on the back
of our house to cover the majority of the patio (22’x18’), with two posts facing the yard.
This structure would need to be placed approximately 8’ past our building line hence the
request for the variance.

We looked into erecting a free standing structure; however, the Village code states that it
must be placed at least 10’ from the house, which would extend the new concrete patio
farther into the yard, which defeated the goal of increasing the usable green yard space.
The structure will have no sides to keep the open feel of the backyard, while providing
coverage from sun and light rain which will allow us to utilize our backyard space for
more of the year. Being granted the variance to extend the modest structure past the
building line and attaching it to the rear siding of the house will allow the usability of the
additional green space in the yard we will be gaining. The construction of an attractive,
complimentary open sided gazebo type structure will also be more visually appealing to
the neighbors than the temporary nylon “easy-up” gazebos we have used the past few
summers to provide some protection from the sun.
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