




 

Yard View 

View from inside our yard showing how the 6-foot fence line perfectly shields 
our primary outdoor living space up to the iron fence boundary 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Street View 

View from Erie Street sidewalk showing the exact section in question.  The 
neighbor’s 6-foot privacy fence continues forward to the sidewalk, meaning 
our proposed in-ink replacement adds zero extra visual mass or obstruction to 
the neighborhood block. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Trap View #1 

 

Trap View #2 

Detailed view looking down through the 12-inch Village easement between 
fences.   



Photos  

6'H Layered cedar wood fence  

Wood Fence 

 





 
Section 14.3 Variation Standards 

A written response to each of the following standards that must be met in order for a variation to be 
granted (Section 14.3 E of the Village of Oak Park Zoning Ordinance) must be submitted. Each 
standard must be quoted from the Zoning Ordinance and then followed by a reasoned response to 
the standard. Please note that all three standards must be met in order for the ZBA to grant any 
variances.  
 
Approval Standards  
 

1. The Zoning Board of Appeals decision must make findings to support each of the following:  
 
a. The strict application of the terms of this Ordinance will result in undue hardship unless 

the specific relief requested is granted.  
 

b. The particular physical surroundings, shape or topographical conditions of the specific 
property impose a particular hardship upon the owner, as distinguished from a mere 
inconvenience, if the strict letter of the regulations were to be carried out.  

 

c. The plight of the owner is due to unique circumstances inherent to the subject property 
and not from the personal situation of the owner and has not been created by any person 
presently having a proprietary interest in the property in question. 

 

RESPONSES: 
 

a. Strict application of the updated zoning ordinance creates severe physical 
maintenance and aesthetic hardship.  As documented in Trap View #1 and Trap View 
#2, or fence runs parallel to a neighboring 6-foot fence with an approximately 12-
inch gap between them.  If we are denied the ability to complete the replacement in 
kind up to the iron fence line, this narrow unsightly and unmaintained corridor 
becomes visible and will collect more debris, windblown trash, and weeds.  Because 
a person cannot physically fit between these structures to maintain them, a strict 
application of the code effectively forces a permanent, un-clearant blight at the 
highly visible front corner of our property. 

 
b. The property suffers from a highly anomalous lot configuration.  While the property 

legally borders Erie Street to the south, the home itself uniquely faces East, turning 
this boundary into our functional private yard.  Furthermore, as clearly captured in 
the wide-angle context photo Street View, the immediate neighbor’s 6-foot privacy 
fence already runs the entire length of this shared line all the way to the street front.  
Because the visual mass of a 6-foot fence is already permanently established on this 
exact boundary line by the adjacent property, denying our match-line extension does 
not preserve an “open front yard” feel – it simply creates an asymmetric, awkward 
gap that targets our property utility without changing the neighborhood open space.  

 
c. The layout requiring this variance is entirely historical and was not self-created.  The 

current fence line footprint and its clean connection point to the decorative iron 
fence have existed seamlessly for many years, originally built in compliance with 
older Village rules.  The need for a variance is purely a result of subsequent 
amendments to the zoning ordinance that made an existing asset non-conforming.  



As the Street View image proves, we are merely seeking to execute an in-kind 
replacement of an established asset to maintain structural and security continuity 
that has defined this section of Erie Street for years.  

 

2. The Zoning Board of Appeals, in making its findings, may inquire into the following 
evidentiary issues, as well as any others deemed appropriate 
 
 

a.  The granting of the variation will not be detrimental to the public health, safety, and 
welfare in the neighborhood in which the property is located. 

 
 

b.  The proposed variation will not impair an adequate supply of light and air to adjacent 
property, substantially increase congestion in the public streets, increase the danger 
of fire, endanger the public safety, or impair property values within the neighborhood. 

 
 

c.  The proposed variation is consistent with the spirit and intent of this Ordinance and 
the adopted land use policies 




