Retunto:  Departient of Public Works

Inspection Division

100 North Appleton Streer.
Appleton, Wisconsin 54911
(9200 BA2-841
City of Appleton
Application for Variance
Application Deadbine l /3012024 Meeting Date | 10/21/2024 . ]

Please write legibly and alsa. subimit a complete reproducible site plun (maximum size 117 x 17
A completa site plan includes, but iv not limired 1o, all structures, lot ines and streets with
distanees to each, There is a non-refundable $125.00 fee for cach variance application. The non-
refundable foe is payable to the City of Appleton and due at the time the application is submitted.

- __ Pmperty Informtion
Address of Property. (Varance Requested) Parcel Number
1232 E Stratford Ln 316580172
Faoning District Usc of Property . _
R1B - X Residential X Commurcial
G ___Applicant lm’mﬂm ,
Owner MName Owner Address
 Alexand Alyssa Haas 232 E Stratford Lo
Owner Phone Nnmixr “Owner E Mnd:mklnfm (optional).
| 920-2844980 amhaas2@gmail.com
| Agent Name Agent Adidress
“Agent Phone Number Agent E Mail addross (optional)

Variunce Information

:Mnmmpal C‘nde %cnnn(a;_ ijact Daes ot Camply
Sec 23-44: proposed fence to exceed 3 within 201t salback area

Brief Description of Proposed Project

Proposal & mmmm;mmmmwaummwm Mt from pjcent sldewalk of
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aﬂgﬂimmm&&énm usa (extended)
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Returs ty Departinent of Public Works
Inspection Division
1043 Narth Appleion Street
Appleton, Wisconsin $4911
(920) 832-6411

Questionnaire

I oeder to be granted u variance each applicant must be able 1o prove that an unnecessary
hardship would be created if the variance were not granted. The burden of proving an
unngcessary hardship rests upon the applivant. The attached sheet provides information on whot
constitutes a hardship, (Atmch additional sheets, if igeessary, to provide the mﬁnma:mn
requested, Additional information may be requested as needed.

¥ Exphain your proposed plans and why you are nzqizas'tii:g u varionee:

_ W» curant 3 cadar fence t BIY cadar fence within 11 from atjacent sidavialk of
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qmwrhuuhmnﬁmmvmm Mmmlm@muma&mrmm- mmmeﬁnﬁidmm

i withs (e back side of the mem )i Tha distanca from the propesad 61 fansa to the [ntocsacing it
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o Deseribe how the variance wnuid not have an adverse affect on the surroundis ng
pmperi:em

Tha Tere &l ba set one Tool away fram e adiacent aidawalk, 730 from the inlemecting sidawalk, and 911 ram the
intarsaeting slmol sudls of B«EMIf 1.:1 and Haymanﬂﬁw A, This provides mors (hon am‘aﬁh wislop aacass for yabichs and
foot traffic (sea nitached document). T sal will hiwn no impact on tha one conrsctad (6t to the Nodh given the
memid ﬂm m‘ fhe F’mpariy and mi nq propady (o the Nl:d‘h thare Ia no hoiise tozatad dimotly Noris of

<2 Describe the special conditions that apply 10 your lot or strueture that do not apply to
surrounding Jots or structures;

Thare am Mamuniﬁ U charactorilics of fis Pmpsﬂvlhmdﬂwmpﬁvhmoulmmrmm Iols I Applaton. First,
e grada of the housa 3 sbove tha sidewalk, As can bo sean in the attached Mﬁurrm:l nud@m
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4, Deseribe the hardship that would result if your variance were not gronted;

As discussed, a 201 setback on this trapezoid shaped ot would sigrificanty flmit the functionality of the praparty.
mmmammammmrmm quaty pretaction of small kdalcats and personad property from thesves,
radntors, and large apimals, If the applcation is nol grentied, alterrative solutions such s natural barmars would
d 1o greatar hardahlp for tha conu-nmuty sisch as the p&m‘itﬁjﬁf large eve n frans thal giow into the adjacant
andior block wslon wilhin ihe Vision Comer. See altached documen umrpm of this alfernative scanaris
wnu Implomenied on corner lots within the City of Applaton Fropasad Pm{:c! daos not creal sy hardship for
the community and (s visually mom oppealing than tha view ﬁfchlld tnys/chuttar thnt typlcatly axist in a family's back yard,



CITY OF APPLETON MEMO
To:  Board of Zoning Appeals

From: Kurt W. Craanen, Inspections Supervisor ,,/

Date: October 3, 2024
RE: Variance Application for 232 E. Stratford Lane (31-6-5801-72)
Description of Proposal

The applicant proposes to erect a six (6) foot fence one (1) foot from the front property line along N.
Haymeadow Ave. Section 23-44(a)(1)(a) of the Zoning Ordinance limits the height of fences in the front yard
setback to three (3) feet.

Impact on the Neighborhood

In the application, the applicant states that the proposed fence will not be a vision obstruction and will not
impact the neighboring property to the north.

Unique Condition

In the application, the applicant states that there are two unique conditions of this property 1) The grade of the
house is three (3) feet higher than the sidewalk, which leads to privacy and security issues. 2) The lot’s
trapezoidal shape makes a twenty (20) foot setback fence impractical as a large portion of the functional
backyard/side yard would be outside of the fence bounds.

Hardship

In the application, the applicant states that the trapezoid shape of the lot limits the functionality of the property,
the current three (3) foot fence does not provide adequate security and if the variance is not granted, alternative
solutions will create a hardship for the community because large trees will grow into the adjacent sidewalk.

Staff Analysis
This property is 15,612 sq. ft. The minimum size allowed in the R1A zoning district is 8,000 sq. ft.

The hardships identified by the applicant do not satisfy the established review criteria in the code. The shape of
the lot does not prevent the owner from having a six (6) foot fence in the rear yard that is code compliant. It is
not a hardship if the applicant’s opinion is that a three (3) foot fence does not provide proper security and
privacy. Privacy and security are not entitlements that the Zoning Ordinance ensures for residents. Finally,
actions that individuals may take in the future, that may cause vision obstructions or other negative scenarios,
should not be a consideration in determining a hardship.

A code compliance fence has already been constructed on this property. On September 21, 2023, a permit was
issued for a six (6) foot fence. The owner’s preference to have a six (6) foot fence in a larger portion of the yard
does not constitute a hardship. Variances should be granted on the dimensional limitations that cause an
unnessessary hardship, not due to the personal preferences of the current owner/applicant.



232 E Stratford Ln Fence Variance — Supporting Documentation

Legend

@ 250 Vision Corner
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Discussion: The proposed 6ft fence will begin 73ft from the sidewalk and 91ft from the street curb.
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232 E Stratford Ln property bounds
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Previously accepted 6ft Fence variance in Appleton: 1325 W Homestead Dr.

Discussion: The construction of this 6t fence on a corner lot has not caused any hardship to the
community, and has improved security and privacy for the residents.



View from Stratford/Haymeadow Intersection - Before

Discussion: The addition of the proposed 6ft fence does not create a noticeable visual difference from
this vantage point.



View from Haymeadow into Back of House - Before

Note: Picture taken approximately 200ft from Intersection of Stratford/Haymeadow. The Vision Corner
extended into this street is 80ft from the intersection.

Discussion: The proposed 6ft fence provides necessary coverage of patio door of the house, which sits at
least 3ft above the elevation of the sidewalk.



View from Haymeadow as Vehicle Approaches Intersection - Before

Note: Picture taken approximately 150ft from center of intersection. Extended vision corner is
approximately 80ft from center of intersection.

Discussion: There is sufficient vision access as vehicles approach the intersection.



View from 25ft Vision Corner (Extended into Haymeadow) — Before & After are the Same

Note: Picture taken approximately 80ft from center of intersection, which is the extended Vision Corner
into Haymeadow.

Discussion: The proposed 6ft fence does not impact the 25ft vision corner.



Examples of potential alternative privacy solutions being implemented by other Appleton corner lot
properties.

Example #1: large evergreen trees planted along sidewalk, which grow into the path over time, impeding
foot traffic. This creates a larger hardship to the community than would a 6ft fence.

Example #2: large evergreen tree planted within the Vision Corner. This creates a visual hazard for traffic
at the intersection, while the proposed 6ft fence has no impact on the Vision Corner.




