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DECISION OF THE ZONING HEARING  

BOARD OF THE CITY OF READING 

 

AND NOW, this 9th day of March, 2022, a hearing having been held on February 9, 2022, upon 

the application of David Gabrielli, notice of such hearing having been first sent and advertised in 

accordance with the provisions of the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code and the City of 

Reading Zoning Ordinance, as amended, the Zoning Hearing Board of the City of Reading (hereinafter 

referred to as the “Zoning Board”) renders the following decision: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The Zoning Board finds the following facts: 

1. Applicant is David Gabrielli, an adult individual residing at 341 Hazel Street, Reading, 

Pennsylvania 19611 (hereinafter referred to as the “Applicant”). 

2. Applicant is the fee simple owner of property located at 341 Hazel Street, City of 

Reading, Berks County, Pennsylvania 19611 (hereinafter referred to as the “Subject Property”). 

3. The Subject Property is located in the R-3 Residential Zoning District as that term and 

district is defined by the Zoning Ordinance of the City of Reading, as amended (hereinafter referred to as 

the “Zoning Ordinance”).   

4. Applicant was represented by Thomas L. Klonis, Esquire. 

5. Applicant is requesting a dimensional variance to allow a structure within the rear and 

side yard setbacks and to allow an eight foot fence at the Subject Property.  

6. Applicant is requesting relief from Sections 600-1302 (fence and wall heights), 600-1003 

(storage sheds, greenhouses and animal shelters), 600-1002.C. (private garages) and Section 804.A. (R-3 



Residential District) of the Zoning Ordinance, and all associated Variances, Special Exceptions and 

Interpretations. 

7. A Notice of Violation was sent to the Applicant on July 26, 2021, for the unpermitted 

construction of a shed and fence at the Subject Property. 

8. Applicant submitted a zoning permit application for a shed and fence on August 20, 

2021. 

9. Applicant’s zoning permit application for a fence (ZP #2021-486) was denied because it 

exceeds the maximum allowed height of six feet.   

10. Applicant has already constructed an eight foot high fence at the Subject Property. 

11. Applicant’s zoning permit application for a shed (ZP #2021-485) was denied because it 

encroached on the rear and side yard setbacks. 

12. During the plan review, the zoning office discovered there are two garages on the Subject 

Property that did not receive zoning approval. 

13. The garage in the rear of the Subject Property is encroaching into the rear year setback 

with a proposed nine foot and seven inch setback.   

14. A garage addition at the front of the Subject Property is encroaching on the side yard 

setback with a proposed zero foot setback. 

15. In the R-3 Residential Zoning District the required rear yard setback is twenty feet and 

the required side yard setback is three feet.   

16. Applicant is proposing a zero foot rear yard setback and a zero foot side yard setback for 

the shed. 

17. Applicant testified the storage shed was constructed in 2021 and was placed on an 

existing cement pad which previously had a dilapidated shed. 

18. Applicant testified he purchased the Subject Property in 2006, and at the time of purchase 

he was a canine police officer for the City of Reading and also worked in the canine division of the Berks 

County Sheriff’s Office.  



19. Applicant testified his police dogs could clear a six foot high fence so in order to protect 

the neighboring property owners and keep the police dogs inside the Applicant’s yard, Applicant 

constructed an eight foot high fence.  

20. Applicant testified the fence does not alter the character of the neighborhood nor does it 

impair the appropriate use of the adjacent property and it is essential for the public welfare. 

21. Applicant testified that in 2010 he constructed the garage in the front of the Subject 

Property on an existing driveway. 

22. Applicant testified that in 2010 he also constructed the two-story garage located at the 

Subject Property. 

23. Applicant testified he never received any complaints from neighboring property owners.  

24. The proposed relief is not a detriment to the neighborhood. 

25. There were no objections to the requested relief. 

DISCUSSION 

Applicant seeks variances from Sections 600-1302, 600-1003 and 600-1002.C to allow an already 

constructed eight foot high fence, an already constructed shed, and to allow two garages located at the 

Subject Property.  Applicant’s proposed use will not be a detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the 

neighborhood.   

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. Applicant is David Gabrielli. 

2. The Subject Property is located at 341 Hazel Street, City of Reading, Berks County, 

Pennsylvania 19611. 

3. The Subject Property is located in the R-3 Residential Zoning District. 

4. Applicant seeks variances from Sections 600-1302, 600-1003 and 600-1002.C to allow 

an already constructed eight foot high fence, an already constructed shed, and to allow two garages 

located at the Subject Property.   



5. The specific sections of the Zoning Ordinance appealed are 600-1302, 600-1003, and 

600-1002.C. of the Zoning Ordinance, and all associated Variances, Special Exceptions and 

Interpretations. 

6. In order to grant the requested variances, Applicant must show he has satisfied the 

relevant sections of the Zoning Ordinance. 

7. After reviewing the Applicant’s request in detail, the Zoning Hearing Board enters the 

following decision: 

a. Applicant is hereby granted the requested variances and the proposed relief is not 

a detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood.  

b. Applicant shall comply with all relevant building and occupancy codes and 

ordinances as well as the plans and testimony submitted before the Zoning Board. 

c. Applicant may not use, expand, alter or otherwise use the Subject Property 

inconsistently with the contents of this Decision without making application requesting further relief from 

the Zoning Board. 

d. Failure to comply with any of these above-referenced conditions shall mean the 

immediate revocation of the relief granted herein.  

The decision of this Board is by a vote of     5     to     0    . 
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