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IN RE:  APPEAL OF NATHAN A. FISHER 

AND JUSTIN FISHER RELATIVE TO A 

PROPERTY LOCATED AT 1235 AND 1237 

CARBON STREET, CITY OF READING, 

BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA 

 
: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

 
BEFORE THE ZONING HEARING 

BOARD OF THE CITY OF READING, 

PENNSYLVANIA 

 

APPEAL NO. 2022-21 

 

VARIANCE, INTERPRETATION 

AND/OR SPECIAL EXCEPTION 

 

 

 DECISION OF THE ZONING HEARING  

 BOARD OF THE CITY OF READING 

 

AND NOW, this 8th day of June, 2022, a hearing having been held on May 11, 2022, upon the 

application of Nathan A. Fisher and Justin Fisher, 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: 

The Zoning Board finds the following facts: 

1. Applicants are Nathan A. Fisher and Justin Fisher, adult individuals residing at 712 

Rishel Drive, York, Pennsylvania 17406 (hereinafter referred to as the “Applicants”). 

2. Applicants are the fee simple owners of the real property located at 1235 and 1237 

Carbon Street, City of Reading, Berks County, Pennsylvania (hereinafter referred to as the “Subject 

Property”).  

3. The Subject Property is located in the R-2 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. Applicants were represented by Mark H. Koch, Esquire, of 217 N. Sixth Street, Reading, 

PA  19601. 

5. Applicants seek variances to re-establish an apartment use in the detached rear accessory 

building thereby creating two principal uses, a variance for off-street parking requirements, a variance 
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from the minimal habitable space requirement, and a variance from the relevant dimensional 

requirements. 

6. Applicants seek relief from the following sections of the Zoning Ordinance:  600-

803.B(1)(6), 600-803.B(2)(b), 600-903-A, 600-902.D, 600-803.A and 600-1101.D. 

7. Applicants are the record owners of the Subject Property since approximately 2005. 

8. The Subject Property consists of an existing one family detached residential dwelling 

(front building) and a two-story accessory building containing a two-car garage on the first floor and a 

668 square foot two-bedroom apartment unit on the second floor (rear building). 

9. The front and rear buildings were constructed in the 1930’s. 

10. Applicants’ grandmother has resided in the front building since approximately 1951.   

11. Applicants and their predecessors in title rented the rear building to third parties from 

approximately 1960 to 2013. 

12. Applicants discontinued rental operations in 2013 due to substantial tenant damage to the 

rear building which has since been repaired. 

13. Applicants formally discontinued the use of the rear building in 2013 without 

understanding Applicants would need to seek zoning relief to re-establish the secondary residential use in 

the rear building. 

14. Applicants have completely refurbished the two-bedroom apartment in the rear building. 

15. Applicants can provide two off-street parking spaces in the garage.   

16. Applicants are making no exterior changes and all dimensional lot area and bulk 

requirements remain the same.   

17. Applicants state all lot areas, setback and coverages are pre-existing nonconformities. 

18. Applicants state all requested variances are dimensional and de minimis. 

19. There were no objections presented at the hearing. 
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20. The Zoning Board finds the proposed use is in keeping with the spirit and intent of the 

Zoning Ordinance and will not be detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood or the 

zoning district.  

DISCUSSION 

Applicants seek variances to re-establish an apartment use in the detached rear accessory building 

thereby creating two principal uses, a variance for off-street parking requirements, a variance from the 

minimal habitable space requirement, and a variance from the relevant dimensional requirements. 

The Zoning Board finds the proposed use is in keeping with the spirit and intent of the Zoning 

Ordinance and will not be detrimental to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood or the zoning 

district.  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. Applicants are Nathan Fisher and Justin Fisher. 

2. The Subject Property is located at 125 and 1235 Carbon Street, Reading, Berks County, 

Pennsylvania. 

3. The Subject Property is located in the R-2 Residential Zoning District. 

4. The specific sections of the Zoning Ordinance appealed are 600-803.B(1)(6), 600-

803.B(2)(b), 600-903-A, 600-902.D, 600-803.A and 600-1101.D. 

5. The Zoning Board is permitted to provide interpretation and grant applications for 

variances and/or special exceptions as set forth in the relevant sections of the Zoning Ordinance. 

6. The Zoning Board incorporates the findings of fact and conclusions of law as though 

fully set forth at length herein. 

7. In order to grant the requested variance and/or special exception, Applicants must show 

they have satisfied the relevant sections of the Zoning Ordinance. 

8. The Board incorporates the findings of fact and conclusions of law as though fully set 

forth at length herein. 
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9. After reviewing the Applicant’s request in detail, the Zoning Hearing Board enters the 

following Decision: 

a. Applicants are hereby granted the requested relief.  

b. Applicants shall not rent the two-bedroom apartment in the rear building to more 

than three (3) unrelated persons. 

c. Applicants shall apply for any required building trades, fire permits and submit to 

appropriate inspections deemed necessary. 

d. Applicants shall comply with all relevant fire, building and occupancy codes and 

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

e. Applicants 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. 

f. 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      4      to      0      .  

 

 

ZONING HEARING BOARD OF THE 

CITY OF READING  

  

 /s/ Philip Rabena 

 PHILIP RABENA, CHAIRMAN 

  

 /s/ Thomas Fox 

 THOMAS FOX 

  

 /s/ Jeffrey Gattone 

 JEFFREY GATTONE 

  

 /s/ William Harst 

 WILLIAM HARST 
 


