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From: "Max peter” N >

To: "Kate Maynard" <kate.maynard@saratoga-springs.org>, "Bradley Birge"
<bbirge@saratoga-springs.org>, "Susan Barden" <susan.barden@saratoga-springs.org>,

>, I

Sent: Tuesday, March 1, 2016 10:14:03 PM
Subject: ZBA area variance at 27 Jumel Place (#2795.1)

March 1, 2016

To: Saratoga Springs Zoning Board of Appeals

RE: #2795.1, ANW Holdings, seeking area variance for 27 Jumel Place
Dear members of the ZBA board,

| appreciated the opportunity to speak to the board during the previous ZBA meeting on Feb 22,
and would like to re-iterate my concerns with this area variance request.

In particular, I am concerned about ANW Holding’s request for a variance on the minimum
rear setback. My understanding is that UR-3 zoning requires a 25’ minimum rear setback.
My understanding is that ANW Holdings seeks a variance to reduce this to a 6’ setback
across the entire rear of the property line.

| ask the board to deny this rear setback variance for two reasons.
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1. The variance is substantial. | acknowledge that there is a building with an existing
variance on the rear setback. However, this existing rear variance is a 1-story
structure limited to the northeast corner of the lot. The northwest rear corner is
currently open space. ANW’s request will substantially increase the existing rear
variance. It will extend the variance upwards by at least one full additional story as
well as an additional gabled roof. There also appears to be a steeple structure on a
rear building. | do not know the exact proposed heights, but I am guessing it
increases the rear variance from a 10’ height to 30'. It will also extend the rear
variance from the northeast half of the lot to the entire rear lot line. This is a

significant increase in the mass and scale of the existing rear setback variance.
2. The variance will be a detriment to nearby properties and will produce an undesirable change in the

neighborhood. My property is- Lake Ave, corner to the northwest. If the proposed variance is
approved, a 2-story gabled roof building will be only 6’ from my backyard, and will overshadow my

back yard and invade my family’s privacy and be a detriment to our enjoyment of our back yard.
Although ANW'’s rendering appeared to show some foliage along this rear setback, | believe that this

6’ setback is likely to be insufficient to plant any trees along the setbacks. | believe that allowing
large multi-story dwellings 6’ from the rear lot line will in fact be a detriment to my property and will
produce an undesirable change in my neighborhood.

| ask the board to consider a compromise, whereby the rear setback is limited to the
existing variance on the northeast corner. The northwest corner should be left as open
space, reducing the number of proposed buildings from 7 to 6, and allowing open space
for the planting of trees and green space.

Thank you for your consideration,

Max Peter

- Lake Ave

Saratoga Springs, NY 12866

Confidentiality/Privilege Notice: This e-mail communication and any files transmitted with it
contain privileged and confidential information from the City of Saratoga Springs and are
intended solely for the use of the individual(s) or entity to which it has been addressed. If
you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying,
distribution, or taking any other action with respect to the contents of this message is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please delete it and notify the
sender by return e-mail. Thank you for your cooperation.
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