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J Waldmann Request for Party Status – BZA 18990 
 
1  Relief granted for any option excepting Option 4 which puts stairs in their original 
location and which I do not oppose, will affect the privacy and enjoyment of my porch, 
and reduce the light in my basement. In the other three options, the stairs are located in 
the side yard buffer resulting  in the loss of plantable green space 
 
2.  I am the owner of the property. 
 
3.  The properties are contiguous and share a party wall extending approximately 32 
feet. The original houses had porches, now enclosed, extending a further 8.3 feet but 
narrower than the overall width and therefore not sharing a party wall. The space 
between the two properties’ porches provided an exit landing from the back door and 
stairs to ground level. My landing and stairs are in the original location thus maintaining 
the space between my porch and the property line with the applicants.  
 
If relief for any option excepting Option 4, is granted, the value of my property will be 
reduced by the proximity of the applicants’ deck.  Having only my own stairs as buffer 
between the two outdoor living spaces will place unacceptable limits on my ability to 
enjoy my porch.   
 
5.  When this pair of houses was built, they were mirror images.  They were designed 
with porches, now enclosed, extending from the back.  These porches did not extend 
the full width of the houses, creating a space on each side of the property line between 
the porches.  In the center of the two properties, each had a landing onto which kitchen 
doors open.  The landing leads to stairs to ground level.  This separation, I believe, 
suggests an intent on the part of the architect who designed these homes in 1926 to 
create distance, and therefore privacy, between the  original first and second floor 
porches,  That original buffer has been maintained by the six or seven 
owners/occupants, for nearly ninety years.  Privacy is no less valuable today than it was 
in 1926.  The previously existing deck on the applicants’ property maintained the space 
between outdoor living spaces. 
 
6.  I am uniquely affected by the applicants’ request as I am the only person who shares 
a party wall and who has no side yard buffer on our shared property line.  Nearly all of 
the 200 footers who have submitted letters of support will be unaffected, either because 
they will not see the deck or, if they can see it, their properties are across a 15 foot alley 
or buffered by side yards or intervening properties.    
 
 


