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VISIBLE ENCROACHMENTS AS OF THIS DATE:

THIS PLAT IS SUBJECT TO
RESTRICTIONS OF RECORD.

A TITLE REPORT WAS NOT FURNISHED.

NO CORNER MARKERS SET.
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OVERLOOK TERRACE SUBDIVISION

PLAT

SCALE:  1" = 20'        OCTOBER 30, 2025
CITY OF ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA

LOT 503

SHOWING HOUSE LOCATION ON

ORDERED BY:

TRACY AND JONATHAN
MAPLEY-BRITTLE

(DEED BOOK 228, PAGE 401)

OF A RESUBDIVISION PLAT OF

#170608028-1CASE NAME: MAPLEY-BRITTLE

LOTS  500, 501, 15 AND 16

SCALE 1:10
GAZEBO DETAIL:
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C.

2-120 - Basement.

A story partly or wholly underground. For the purpose of floor area measurement, a basement shall be counted as floor area where the average finished grade is four feet or more below the bottom of first floor 
construction.

2-205 - Yard, front.

For a corner lot, the two yards lying between the main building and the intersecting streets shall both be deemed to be front yards and any additional yards shall be deemed to be side yards.

3-306 - Bulk and open space regulations.

Yard requirements.  
Front yard. For each residential use, the required front yard shall be between the range established by the front yards within the contextual block face. If the minimum front yard, including the 
front yard of the property in question, within this range exceeds 30 feet, a residential use shall provide a front yard of at least 30 feet. Any other use shall provide a front yard of at least 30 feet.
Side yards. Each residential use shall provide two side yards, each based on a setback ratio of 1:2 and a minimum size of eight feet. Each other use shall provide two side yards, each based 
on a setback ratio of 1:1 and a minimum size of 25 feet.
Rear yard. Each residential use shall provide a rear yard based on a setback ratio of 1:1 and a minimum size of eight feet. Each other use shall provide a rear yard based on a setback ratio of 
1:1 and a minimum size of 25 feet.

FAR. The maximum permitted floor area ratio is 0.35.

Height. The maximum permitted height of a structure is 30 feet except for a church or school use in which case the maximum permitted height is 40 feet.

Threshold height. The maximum permitted threshold height for a residential use is two and one-half feet, the highest threshold height within the contextual block face or the minimum necessary to 
comply with the floodplain requirements of section 6-306(B), whichever is greatest.
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2-120 - Basement.

A story partly or wholly underground. For the purpose of floor area measurement, a basement shall be counted as floor area where the average finished grade is four feet or more below the bottom of first floor 
construction.

2-205 - Yard, front.

For a corner lot, the two yards lying between the main building and the intersecting streets shall both be deemed to be front yards and any additional yards shall be deemed to be side yards.

3-306 - Bulk and open space regulations.

Yard requirements.  
Front yard. For each residential use, the required front yard shall be between the range established by the front yards within the contextual block face. If the minimum front yard, including the 
front yard of the property in question, within this range exceeds 30 feet, a residential use shall provide a front yard of at least 30 feet. Any other use shall provide a front yard of at least 30 feet.
Side yards. Each residential use shall provide two side yards, each based on a setback ratio of 1:2 and a minimum size of eight feet. Each other use shall provide two side yards, each based 
on a setback ratio of 1:1 and a minimum size of 25 feet.
Rear yard. Each residential use shall provide a rear yard based on a setback ratio of 1:1 and a minimum size of eight feet. Each other use shall provide a rear yard based on a setback ratio of 
1:1 and a minimum size of 25 feet.

FAR. The maximum permitted floor area ratio is 0.35.

Height. The maximum permitted height of a structure is 30 feet except for a church or school use in which case the maximum permitted height is 40 feet.

Threshold height. The maximum permitted threshold height for a residential use is two and one-half feet, the highest threshold height within the contextual block face or the minimum necessary to 
comply with the floodplain requirements of section 6-306(B), whichever is greatest.
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All properties shopwn ar ecorner lots with 6 ft fences in required seccondary from yards 
that are within approximmetely 1000ft of my property and preexist our fence replacement.



Scroggins and Lynn



Scroggins and Cross



Scroggins and Stonnel 1



Scroggins and Stonnel 2



Scroggins and Roosevelt



Name: September 6, 2025 
Address: 

Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard . 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ord inance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with regard to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood. The gazebo has been the location for many 

neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 

Approval of this exception does not impair light or air to a'djacent properties, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scale and the fence is designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of resident ial use and improvements. 



4. Compatibility with Surrounding Properties 

The gazebo and fence are compatible with neighboring properties in size, style, and 

use. The structures provide privacy and enjoyment to the owners without imposing 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood. Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception. 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood. 

e: On(.\. ~'~ 
( ~) \ (..y-{,l l /j,: 



Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

September 6, 2025 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard. 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ordinance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with regard to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood. The gazebo has been the location for many 

neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 

Approval of this exception does not impair light or air to adjacent properties, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scale and the fence is designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of residential use and improvements. 



4 . Compatibility with Surrounding Properties 

The gazebo and fence are compatible with neighboring properties in size, ,style, and 

use. The structures provide privacy and enjoyment to the owners without imposing 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood . Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception. 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood. 



Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

September 6, 2025 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard. 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ordinance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with regard to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood . The gazebo has been the location for many 

neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 

Approval of th is exception does not impair light or air to adjacent properties, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scale and the fence is designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of residential use and improvements. 



4. Compatibility with Surrounding Properties , .. " • 

The gazebo and fence are compatible with neighboring properties in size, style, and 

use. The structures provide privacy and enjoyment to the owners without.imposing 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood. Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception. 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood. 

Sincerely, 

Printed name: V'-J. L'-1-.~ 6""'Ne 

Address: LlO<lt (_,..,... P.«.,v"-<-­

f.arc..e.tuO,,vP4 r"1:r VA l..Z.. "SOL-



Name: {6~ ~k 

Address: foz, ~JJ /Jr. 
September 6, 2025 

Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard. 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ord inance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with rega rd to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood. The gazebo has been the location for many . 
neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to_play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 
~ 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 

Approval of this exception does not impair light or air to adjacent properties, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scale and the fence is designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of residential use and improvements. 



4. Compatibility with Surrounding Properties 

The gazebo and fence are compatible with neighboring properties in size, style, and 

use. The structures provide privacy and enjoyment to the owners without imposing 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood. Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception. 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood. 

Sincerely, 

Printed name: 
Address: 



Name: September 6, 2025 
Address: 

Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard. 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ordinance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with regard to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood. The gazebo has been the location for many 

neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 

Approval of this exception does not impair light or air to adjacent properties, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scale and the fence is designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of residential use and improvements. 



4. Compatibility with Surrounding Properties 

The gazebo and fence are compatible with neighboring properties in size, style, and 

use. The structures provide privacy and enjoyment to the owners without imposing 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood. Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception. 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood. 
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Name: R . ._~«,,,J L Sf/£_6e > J--;,. 
Address: / CJc). 7 C ()o_s~ 1J {'. 

At6f- VQ o>o-?D.Q_ 

Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

September 6, 2025 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard. 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ordinance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with regard to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood. The gazebo has been the location for many 

neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 

Approval of this exception does not impair light or air to adjacent properties, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scale and the fence is designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of residential use and improvements. 



4. Compatibility with Surrounding Properties 

The gazebo and fence are compatible with neighboring properties in size, style, and 

use. The structures provide privacy and enjoyment to the owners without imposing 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood. Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception. 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood. 

Sincerely, 

Printed name: //A J 7J~ 
Address: ~ ~ 
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Name: September 6, 2025 
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Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard . 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ordinance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with regard to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood. The gazebo has been the location for many 

neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 

Approval of this exception does not impair light or air to adjacent properties, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scale and the fence is designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of residential use and improvements. 



4. Compatibility with Surrounding Properties 

The gazebo and fence are compatible with neighboring properties in size, style, and 

use. The structures provide privacy and enjoyment to the owners without imposing 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood. Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception . 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood . 

Sincerely, 

Printed name: 
Address: 
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Board of Zoning Appeals 

City of Alexandria 

301 King Street 

Alexandria, VA 22314 

September 6, 2025 

Re: Support for Special Exception Request at 1030 Cross Drive (Gazebo and Fence in 

Secondary Yard) 

Dear Members of the Board of Zoning Appeals, 

I am writing as a nearby neighbor of 1030 Cross Drive to express my strong support for the 

special exception request submitted by the property owner for the existing gazebo and 

fence in the required secondary yard. 

In my view, strict application of the zoning ordinance in this case creates an unreasonable 

burden on the owner's reasonable use and enjoyment of their property. I respectfully 

submit the following observations with regard to the Board's criteria: 

1. Public Welfare and Neighborhood Character 

The gazebo and fence are not detrimental to public welfare, neighborhood 

character, or the architecture of existing buildings. On the contrary, the 

improvements have enhanced the property's aesthetics and contribute positively to 

the character of our neighborhood. The gazebo has been the location for many 

neighborhood social events and the fence enables neighborhood children to play 

safely and privately in an enclosed space. 

2. Light, Air, Traffic, and Safety 
; \ l 

Approval of this exception does not impair light or air,. to a_djacent properti.es, nor 

does it cause traffic congestion, increase the danger of fire, or endanger public 

safety. The gazebo is appropriate and suitable in scare and the 'terice i~ ·designed in 

keeping with neighborhood standards. 

3. Essential Character of the Area 

The fence does not alter the essential character of the area. Our neighborhood 

already includes similar fences and outdoor structures, and this request is 

consistent with the existing pattern of residential use and improvements. 



4. Compatibility with Surrounding Pr'op~;ties .1 · 

The gazebo and fence are compatible wit~ r,eighJ:,orirg,'woperties in size, style, and 

use. The structures provide pri\(acy and enjoyment to the-owners w~thout imposing 
.• I ' , ~ r . I •, f ,' 

any negative effect on adjoining lots. • '·• • • , • ' ' : 

5. Reasonable Use of Lot 

Given the natural configuration of the lot and the layout of the existing house and 

yard, the secondary yard provides the only reasonable location for the gazebo on an 

existing ground level deck that precedes this owner. Strict adherence to the 

ordinance would unnecessarily restrict the owners from a practical and common 

residential improvement. 

6. Fence Exception Considerations 

The lot's layout and dimensions make the secondary yard the most appropriate and 

functional space for a fence. This fence replaced a pre-existing fence that was in 

disrepair due to age. Approval will provide a reasonable enclosed area for the 

owners without creating any harm to neighboring properties or the broader 

neighborhood. Additionally, this improvement provides more peace in the 

neighborhood; the owners have one dog who previously barked at any passersby 

when the owners' fence was shorter and not fully enclosed. 

For these reasons, I respectfully urge the Board to grant the requested special exception . 

The gazebo and fence at 1030 Cross Drive will enhance the property and maintain the 

integrity and harmony of our neighborhood. 
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