
 

MEMORANDUM  

Date:  October 29, 2025 
To:  Board of Zoning Appeals 
From:  Kurt W. Craanen, Inspections Supervisor 
Subject: Variance Request- 1740 N. Clark St.  (31-6-1447-00) 

 
Description of Proposal 
 

The applicant proposes to install a driveway extension eight (8) feet into the front yard. 
Section 23-43(f)(3)(g) of the Zoning Ordinance limits driveway extensions to four (4) feet 
into the front yard.  

Impact on the Neighborhood 
 
In the application, the applicant states that the new paved parking area will meet all 
construction standards and will not hinder drainage, visibility or traffic flow. The applicant 
also states that the proposed parking area will blend naturally with the existing driveway 
and maintain the residential character of the neighborhood.  
 
Unique Condition 
 
In the application, the applicant states that this property is a duplex, but the parking is 
limited and there are only two (2) vehicles in the parking areas. The applicant also states 
that additional parking spaces are necessary for the safe and functional use of the 
property.  
. 
Hardship  
 
In the application, the applicant states that because this property is duplex, four (4) off 
street parking spaces are required and the lack of parking spaces on this property creates 
a safety concern because if vehicles are blocked in they cannot be moved in case of an 
emergency. The applicant states that denying the variance would leave no safe of 
functional option for required parking, creating an ongoing hardship inconsistent with the 
property’s intended two-family use.  

Staff Analysis 

This parcel is 4,500 sq. ft. The minimum size lot allowed in the R2 zoning district is 7,000 
sq. ft.  This parcel’s width is 45 feet. The minimum lot width in the R2 zoning district is 70 
feet. This property is a nonconforming lot of record.  



The property does have parking spaces for four (4) vehicles and room to expand in the 
rear yard. The driveway is long and there are parking spaces near the garage.  

The property is code compliant in it’s current condition. The applicant’s hardship is based 
on the inconvenience of moving cars around. This is common with many households and 
is not a legitimate hardship. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends denial of the variance request to allow a parking extension eight 
(8) feet into the front yard because the hardship criteria has not been met.  










