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ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS APPLICATION 

 
 
Project Name, If Applicable: _______________________________________________________________________ 

Project Street Address: ____________________________________________________________________________ 

Section: __________ Block: __________  Lot(s):_________________________________        Zone:______________ 

Applicant:_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

Address:________________________________________________________________________________________ 

City: ______________________________________ State: ________________  Zip: __________________________ 

Phone #:___________________________________       Email:_________________________________________ 

Owner:_________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Address:________________________________________________________________________________________ 

City: ______________________________________ State: ________________  Zip: ___________________________ 

Phone #:_____________________________________      Email:__________________________________________ 

 

Application is for: 

__________ An interpretation of the Zoning Law or a determination by the Superintendent of Buildings 

__________ Area variance(s) _____________________________________________________________ 

__________ Use Variance _______________________________________________________________ 

__________ Special Permit Use ___________________________________________________________ 

 

Description of the proposed project and nature of the interpretation, variance(s) and/or special permit being 

sought:__________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 

List Sections 

List Sections 

List Sections 

N/A

1 Governors Road, Bronxville, NY 10708

23 4 1 AA

Elizabeth Sheetz Edsall by Robert Edsall (Power of Attorney)

1 Governors Road

Bronxville NY 10708

571-319-9945 rle3c@mac.com

Elizabeth Sheetz Edsall

1101 Francis Hammond Parkway

Alexandria Virginia 22302

571-243-8445 lizsheetzeds@hotmail.com

§§ 310 - 8A  4(b)[3]/310 - 9A

(a) Install free standing cedar wood children's playset in front yard (as defined by § 310 - 3 of 
Village Code) (b) Playset is securely fenced by code-compliant 50% open picket fence (c) Playset will

be located (e) Application is made for an Area Variance to allow playset to be sited in Front Yard.

Thuya Cedar privacy hedge (d) Site is only flat and level area on entire property where a playset can 
be totally screened from view of public and of neighbors across the road by a dense 8.5 to 9 foot tall



When did present owner acquire title? _______________________________________________________________ 

Was the title acquired by purchase: ( Yes   or   No ), If so from whom? ____________________________________ 

Are you seeking a variance from the provisions of the ordinance?      (  Yes  or  No  ) 

If so, from which ordinance, from which provision thereof and to what extent?_____________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

If you are seeking a variance from the provisions of the ordinance, do you contend that the effect of the ordinance 

on the property to which this appeal pertains is different from its effect on other properties in the same zoning 

district?  (Yes  or  No ) If so, in what respect and what is the cause of the difference?  

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Does the owner of the premises involved in this application own any contiguous property? (Yes or  No) 

If so, in what respect and what is the cause of the difference?  ___________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________  

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________

________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Owners Signature: _________________________________________  Date: ________________________________ 

Mark Ravesloot

Bronxville Village Code 
§ 310 - 8A. 4(b)(4) (Playset in Front Yard). (a) Playset is permitted accessory use in terms of sub-
division A 4(b) as incidental to Residential use (b) Playset is securely fenced by fully code-compliant 
fence within property (c) Playset will be entirely screened from view of public and neighbors on other
side of road(s) by a dense cedar arborvitae privacy hedge at least 8.5 feet high (d) All setback
requirements for structures are met (e) Only issue is location in a front yard which is only location a

playset can be located on the property. 

Given the unique location and the unusual shape and topography of the lot, the front yard facing

No

Avon Road contains the only flat and level area in the entire property where a playset can physically

January 28th, 2021

be sited.  Most other properties in Residence District AA have suitable back and side yards. 
N.B. At least six other properties in the immediate vicinity have a front yard recreational structure.  

07/08/2022



[REVISION 2] WRITTEN SUBMISSION IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR AN AREA
VARIANCE TO ALLOW AND LEGALIZE THE INSTALLATION OF A CHILDREN’S
PLAYSET IN THE FRONT YARD OF THE PROPERTY ONE GOVERNORS ROAD,
BRONXVILLE, NEW YORK, 10708. [REVISION 2]

Monday, September 12th, 2022

INTRODUCTION AND CONTEXT

1. This written submission is made to the ZBA pursuant to the attached Application for
an AREA VARIANCE under Sections 310-49 B and 310-51 C of the Bronxville Village
Code (mirroring Section 7-712-B 3 of the New York Village Law “Permitted Action by
board of appeals”.)

2. To put the matter in context, unlike most Variance applications the Board considers,
this Application does not involve any structural change, FAR extension, traffic or
drainage issues or setback encroachment. It concerns a children’s playset which the
Applicants installed in April this year in a front yard of One Governors Road, Bronxville.
At all relevant times, Applicant Elizabeth Edsall and the occupier Robert Edsall were in
good faith unaware that a permit was required for a playset and that the Village Code
required an Area Variance for any “recreational structure” to be sited in a front yard (as
defined in the Code).1

3. The Applicants had no reason to believe that there might be any zoning issues before
putting up the playset (Refer to Appendix A and Appendix B). There are numerous
large recreational structures including playsets located in the front yards of homes in
the immediate vicinity which are conspicuously visible from the streets and are
unscreened by any hedges or trees. The most recent of these to appear, a playset of
similar size to the Edsall’s, was installed in a front yard in late August 2021 and is only
five hundred feet from the Applicant’s property.

4. Additionally, the Applicants reasonably relied on the professional vendor/installer for
advice on any local planning requirements (Refer to Appendix I).

5. The first Mr. Edsall knew of any planning issue was when the Building Inspector called
at his home on April 20th of this year and informed him of the code restriction on
playsets. As a new resident of the Village, Mr. Edsall was, and is, anxious to be in full
compliance with all local rules and laws. On numerous occasions, he expressed his
willingness to work with the Building Department for a resolution and met, conferred
and communicated with officials in order to legalize the playset. The Building Inspector
mentioned that there had been complaints from neighbors, but there is no public
record of any such complaint. Apart from some recent unsatisfactory encounters with
one neighbor, who cannot even see the yard from his property, no neighbor has
broached the subject with the Applicants. To allay any possible concerns of neighbors,

1 § 310-3 defines a front yard as “an unoccupied ground area between the front lot line and any
building, measured perpendicular to the building at the closest point to the front lot line.”  A front
lot line is “(t)he lot line separating a lot from a street right of way.”
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Mr. Edsall on his own initiative has screened off the playset from the view of
passers-by and all neighboring properties by means of a dense 7.5 to 8 foot tall
evergreen hedge consisting of 28 Arbor Vitae cedars. As part of the legalization
process, Mr. Edsall submitted a permit application for the playset with a view to
obtaining an Area Variance from your Board.

6. The relevant Denial letter was issued by the Building Inspector on May 26th, 2022
citing Village Code Section 310-8 a.4.(b)(3): ‘(“No recreational structure shall be sited
within any front yard, as defined in § 310-3 of this Chapter”). The Application to the
ZBA for relief was filed on July 11th, 2022, well within the 60 days stipulated in the NY
Village Law Chapter 64, Section 7-712.

THE FACTS

1. The property in question, One Governors Road, has an unusual configuration. It is
located on a steeply sloping peninsula formed by the junction of Avon Road,
Governors Road and Leonard Road (Refer to Appendix E). It has a number of unique
and distinctive features pertaining to the design of the house and its location and
topography which are highly relevant to this appeal:

a. While harmonizing with the environment and its wooded surroundings, the home
is one of (apparently) just two examples of Mid-Century Modern architecture in
the Square Mile. It was constructed in 1950 and was designed and built by David
Henken, the apprentice to Frank Lloyd Wright who was closest to the Master and
was to become his most prolific collaborator. The home itself epitomizes Lloyd
Wright’s delineating concepts of sustainability, in particular the notion of the
“passive solar” home - hence the building’s deliberate location, tucked into the
slope close to the rear of the lot (to limit its Northern exposure to the elements in
Winter) and maximizing the open space under the trees at the front which is
where the playset is sited (to benefit from the sun and natural light).

b. It is also relevant that (again in accordance with Lloyd Wright’s precepts of
harmony with nature), the lot is heavily planted with many mature trees, hedges
and shrubs, belonging in the main to rare Far Eastern species. Hidden and
unexpected nooks and crannies are to be found on all parts of the property,
protected by trees and rocks. The Applicants are committed to maintaining the
green environment of One Governors Road, and quite apart from the Arbor Vitae
evergreen cedar screen, have regularly added to the plantings.

c. There is no place anywhere on the property where a playset could physically be
located, or indeed where children can safely play, other than the yard in question
(Refer to Survey, Appendix E, and Appendix F). (A playset requires a dedicated
flat level area of firm ground to hold the weight with at least six feet of clear space
around all sides with a greater clearance in front and behind for swings. In
addition, (a) the surface below the equipment should be soft to help prevent
injuries from any falls and (b) the location should be clearly visible from the home
for when the children are older and can play outside on their own.)
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d. The peculiar shape of the lot, its corner location at the junction of three roads and
the arrangement of the drive and the buildings do not fit conveniently the
prescriptive definitions of “front yard” and “side yard” in Section 310-3 (Refer to
Survey and Appendix E). Indeed, all the yards (apart from the narrow, steep and
rocky rear area abutting 5 Governors - Refer to Appendix P) are “front yards” in
terms of the Village Code; without a variance, it would never be possible to install
a Code-compliant recreational structure anywhere on the property, even if it were
physically possible to do so.

e. The only “abutting property” (see Section 310-8-a.4.(b) [2} [3] and [4]) is 5
Governors Road which is on the other side of the house from where the playset is
sited and from where the playset is totally invisible. (The playset cannot be seen
from this property.)

2. The playset is completely screened from view from adjoining streets and from any
other nearby neighbors, none of whom occupy “abutting properties” - they are all
across the street - by the dense privacy hedge of 28 emerald green Arborvitae cedar
trees (Refer to Appendix D, K, L, and Q). These are already 7.5 to 8 feet high and will
likely grow even higher. Even without all the other facts, the planting of the hedge
alone is of determining significance. The Applicants draw your attention to the
judgment in 79 Parsonage LLC v Zoning Board of Appeals of Sagaponack (2017)2

where the failure of the Board inter alia to have proper regard to the fact that a
non-conforming fence was “well-hidden” behind a buffer of evergreen trees led to the
refusal being overturned as “conclusory, irrational, arbitrary and capricious” and
unsupported by the facts.

3. It is also highly relevant to the fair and proper disposition of this appeal that no fewer
than six properties within a 300 yard (900 foot) radius have recreational structures -
playsets, large trampolines or tree houses - located in their front yard as defined in the
Code. (Refer to Appendix A and Appendix B). The City Administration has confirmed
under FOIL that none of these properties has applied for or obtained a permit, no
enforcement action has been taken by the Building Dept in respect of any of them and
no Area Variance has been requested (Refer to Appendix A).

AREA VARIANCE: THE LAW

1. An Area Variance is called for when the Board is requested to authorize the use of land
“in a manner which is not allowed by the dimensional or physical requirements of the
applicable zoning regulations”. In the express terms of the Village Code, Section
310-8 A.4 (b), playsets “and other recreational structures” are a permitted use as being
incidental to the residential use of the premises. Area Variances include all those that
do not involve a use prohibited by the Zoning law. It is common ground with the

2 Supreme Court of Suffolk County, Memorandum, Index No 16-396.  Numerous other reported
judgments make the same point.
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Building Department that the request in the present appeal should be for an Area
Variance as opposed to a Use Variance.

2. The rules and tests that now apply to each type are different. The distinction between
the two types of variance will be clear-cut in most cases, including the present one.
The Board will be very familiar with the difference, but some brief comment is called
for. Prior to 1992-93, the relevant statutes and codes did not make much distinction
between the two types of variance. There was no statewide definition of what was a
“use” or an “area” variance. Lacking a statutory definition, the courts developed their
own rules and applied a test of “unnecessary hardship” in use variance cases and
“practical difficulties“ for area variances. The new legislation retained the
“unnecessary hardship” requirement for use variances but dropped the need for the
applicant to show “practical difficulties” in area variance cases. Indeed, the 1992-3
amendments eliminated the Applicant’s initial burden of proof entirely in area variance
cases. For present purposes, it is also worth noting that one of the express purposes
(and intended effect) of the legislative change was not only to provide clarity but also
to make it easier than before to obtain an Area Variance.

3. The statutes, including the Village Law, now specifically set out the criteria for the
granting of area variances. Critically, while the burden of proof is set squarely on the
applicant in use variance applications, the new legislation required Zoning Boards to
apply a “balancing of the equities” test for area variances. The overriding exercise the
Board must conduct when considering an Area Variance under Section 7-712 B (3) (b)
is to weigh the benefit to the Applicant against “the detriment to the health safety and
welfare of the neighborhood or community”.

4. The benefit to the Edsall Family if the variation is granted lies in being able to provide
their young family with a safe and private outdoor environment in which the children
can play productively and happily under adult supervision. The provision of attractive
and adequate play facilities at home assumed particular importance for families during
the pandemic when opportunities for outside excursions were severely curtailed (and
remain so). The special role of safe playsets and playhouses in promoting the physical,
emotional and mental benefits of children is well-recognized in academic studies, but
parents know instinctively and from their own observations that besides all the
immediate exercise benefits, playsets allow children to socialize with their peers, grow
their imagination and make up their own adventures. Against that, there is NO
genuine, arguable or discernible “detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the
neighborhood or community” conveyed by such grant. The neighborhood is already
full of playsets and other recreational structures. Even if “welfare” is given the
broadest possible interpretation, and some weight were to be given to the subjective
aesthetic sensitivities of neighbors who cannot even see the playset from their homes,
the balance of equities is overwhelmingly in favor of the grant.

5. With regard to the five listed factors which the Board must consider as part of the
balancing exercise, the Applicant comments as follows:

a. “Undesirable change in neighborhood character or detriment to nearby
properties.”
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i. As a preliminary observation, we note that this head is usually considered the
most important of the five criteria. We also draw attention to the “tone” of the
wording: “undesirable”, “detriment”, (and later in d.) “adverse effect or impact”.
The effect of the change has to be harmful.

ii. That said, the Board's granting the variance will not involve any change -
“undesirable” or otherwise - in neighborhood character. As defined in the City
Environmental Quality Review (CEQR) Technical Manual, “neighborhood
character” is an amalgam of various elements that give a neighborhood its
distinctive personality. These elements may include land use, zoning and
public policy, socio-economic conditions, open space, historic and cultural
resources, urban design, and factors like shadows, transportation and noise.
Typically however, a neighborhood draws its distinctive character from a few
defining elements. To determine the impact, if any, of a project on
neighborhood character, these defining elements have to be considered
together. As the CEQR finds, “neighborhood character” impacts are rare.
Indeed, the Court of Appeals of New York aptly observed in Wilcox v Zoning
Board of Appeals of Yonkers3 that “generally speaking, an area variance
involves no change in the essential character of the zoned districts.” The “use”
involved is expressly a permitted one.

iii. The Applicants are nevertheless very aware of the unique neighborhood
character of the Square Mile and of the Lawrence Park community, with its
eclectic mix of architectural styles (sometimes in the same home). To be sure,
the playset is not to be equated with a massive development project or even
the construction of a single dwelling or extension. To have any discernible
adverse impact, a minor addition to a yard would surely have to be so
egregiously jarring that any objective observer would say without fear of
contradiction that it simply does not belong in the community. While the
population covers a wide range of ages, including seniors, the Square Mile is
not a custom-built “gated” retirement community. It is thus impossible to
assert with any credibility that a permitted accessory use (which a playset is)
has no place in the community. Moreover, all the homes in the Lawrence Park
District are large single-family residences, many of which are occupied by
working professionals with young children who want to live here because of
the school. (Refer to Appendix G and Appendix H). Given that there are at
least six front yard recreational structures for children in the immediate vicinity,
it can fairly be said that the neighborhood is already characterized by outdoor
family leisure activities, in many cases involving such installations (Refer to
Appendix A and Appendix B). Further, the proliferation of playsets,
trampolines, basketball hoops, etc shows that local residents value the
provision of safe “at home” play facilities for young (and not so young)
children. This aspect is underlined by the neon yellow Kid Alert “Slow“
warning sign located just 100 yards away on Avon Road before the sharp
left-hand bend (Refer to Appendix G). (There used to be two on Avon but one

3 17 N.Y. 2d 249.
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recently disappeared overnight, and a KidAlert sign which the Applicants
placed on their property on the blind bend just outside their entrance was also
removed by person or persons unknown.)

iv. It is likewise difficult to see how any “detriment” could be caused to the
nearby properties, or their value diminished, by the physical appearance of the
playset itself, or by children playing under adult supervision on the opposite
side of the road from them, especially when the playset is located behind a
dense privacy hedge and cannot be seen from these properties (Refer to
Appendix D, K, L, and Q). If anything, the addition of so many trees adds to
the bosky and bucolic quality of the neighborhood.

v. The playset is entirely fenced off inside the property by a fully code-compliant
and permitted vinyl composite fence. The access gates are secured with a
padlock (Refer to Appendix M). This fence is intended not only to keep
children in, but also to prevent any risk of the playset constituting an
“attractive nuisance” to trespassers so that there are no safety risks to
outsiders using the facility uninvited.

vi. The cedar privacy hedge which the Edsalls have planted to screen the playset
from the view of neighbors and of any passing drivers or pedestrians is
already two feet higher than the Code requires to screen a recreational
structure or swimming pool from abutting properties, and will grow by another
two feet over the next 18 months. And far from cutting down trees, or paving
over a grassy space, the applicants have enhanced the locality by adding
almost thirty attractive trees. (It is also worth noting that the playset is
free-standing and is not attached to the ground.)

b. Whether same benefit could be achieved without granting an area variance

i. As demonstrated above, there is nowhere else on the property where a playset
could be sited, or indeed where children could safely play at all (Refer to
Survey, Appendix E, Appendix F, and Appendix P).

ii. The case law4 holds that this second criterion has to be viewed in the light of
the Applicant’s goals, in the present case promoting the physical and mental
wellbeing of his young children by the safe and stimulating outdoor
environment provided by a playset. Any alternative suggested must be
realistic and still provide the same benefit sought by the Applicant. There is, in
reality, no realistic substitute for a playset that would leave the green space
unimpaired or that would provide anything like the same health, safety and
welfare benefits to the family.

c. Whether proposed area variance is “substantial”

4 e.g. Baker v Brownlie (1998) 248 A.D.2d 527
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i. The variance sought is not substantial. This is not a building, nor does it affect
the “green” environment or the FAR by replacing natural open space. Playsets
are specifically a permitted use incidental to residential use. The only question
is their location in a ‘front yard”. We are not dealing here with a large structure
or a large surface area. As stated, the playset is not even fixed to the ground;
it stands on the grass. In any case, it is completely hidden from outside view
by a dense hedge and has been stained and sealed with a green waterproof
paint and sealer to match its immediate surroundings (Refer to Appendix D, K,
L, and Q).

d. Whether variance involves any adverse physical or environmental effects or
impacts on the neighborhood or district

i. While this point is sometimes considered as the same as the first, it more
appropriately refers to factors such as drainage, traffic circulation, dust, noise
and odor. None of these factors is involved. The environmental impact of the
playset is zero, and more likely even positive. No nuisance is involved. The
nearest neighbors, even if they object to children playing in their parents’ yard
under adult supervision, are far away across a main road or have no sight line
to One Governors. They can’t even see the playset through the hedge. This is
a family neighborhood and there are already half a dozen children’s play
structures in nearby front yards (Refer to Appendix A, Appendix B, Appendix
G, and Appendix H).

b. Whether condition giving rise to need for a variance is ‘self-created’

i. This is not a case of a developer seeking to construct three houses on a lot
which he bought knowing it was zoned for only one house.

ii. Given the proliferation of play/recreational structures in nearby front yards, the
Applicant had no cause to believe a playset could cause a zoning problem or
be an issue. Typically in a home purchase, the minutiae of the regulations
relating to playsets are not even asked about, let alone constitute a deal
breaker. And as courts have held, homeowners are not required to anticipate
all future needs when they buy or construct a home, “otherwise all subsequent
non-conforming desires would be rejected as self-created.” 5

iii. Bronxville prides itself on being a family-friendly environment (Refer to
Appendix G and Appendix H). Mr. Edsall is doing no more than wanting to
provide a safe environment for his children and cannot be criticized for that.
He has cooperated fulsomely and willingly with the Building Department to
resolve the issue. He voluntarily proposed to plant the privacy hedge to screen
the playset from view (Refer to Appendix D, K, L, and Q). To be sure, a
self-created difficulty, as it relates to an area variance, is not the same as
self-created hardship. And even if Mr. Edsall is adjudged to bear a small
element of responsibility, the statute provides expressly that this does not

5 Casey v. Goehringer, NYLJ, March 27, 2002.
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preclude the granting of a variance. Mr. Edsall is not a seasoned purchaser of
real estate. If not obtaining the necessary permit before starting a project
were always a bar to getting a variance, there would be no machinery for
obtaining a legalization. The Courts have also consistently held that a finding
of self-created hardship normally should not in and of itself justify denial of an
application for an area variance.: see e.g. De Sena v Board of Zoning (1978) 6.
To refuse an area variance under this head would normally require an element
of deceit, sharp practice or sleight-of-hand or some deliberate flouting of the
law, and even then only in combination with other factors.7

AREA VARIANCES: A “SAFETY VALVE”

1. The Applicants accept for present purposes that the area in which the playset was
erected is a “front yard” in terms of the Village Code, even if counterintuitively the
property has three front yards and no side yards. As such, a playset, although it is
expressly a permitted use, is not allowed in that area. The Applicant has exhaustively
analysed the request for an area variance in terms of the overriding “balance of the
equities” test and the five enumerated elements. Although the list of factors in the
statute does not constitute a box-ticking exercise, and the Applicant does not have to
“win” on all of them or even on a majority of them, the Applicants submit that they
have met all the criteria.

2. As the Courts have stated on numerous occasions8, the machinery was designed to
act as a “safety valve” to mitigate the unfairness or absurdity of a strict application of
Zoning laws which might otherwise even be unconstitutional. This is particularly the
case in a request for an area variance which was intended to be easier to obtain.
Rather like the Court of Equity in the Middle Ages, the Board mediates between “the
strict letter of the law” on the one hand and “fairness” in a particular case. In the
Applicants’ submission, the balance of the equities in the present case can lead to
only one result.

3. In the spirit of openness to any legitimate neighborhood concerns, the Applicants
would however be willing to accept as a condition of the variance a “sunset” time limit
of (say) fifteen years.

8 Going back to Otto v Steinhilber, 282 NY 71 (1939).  See generally, Coon, JA “Zoning Board of
Appeals”, New York State Department of State, Local Government Technical Series, Reprinted
2021.

7 Caspian Realty Inc v ZBA Greenburgh. 68 A.D. 3d 62 (2009).

6 45 N.Y. 2d 105;  see also National Merit v Weist 41 N.Y,  2d 832; Craig v ZBA Yonkers, 41 N.Y.
2d, 832.
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4. The Applicants request the Board to grant an Area Variance from the prohibition in
Section 310-8 A.4. (b) (3) on siting a recreational structure in a front yard.

Signature Date
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7/10/22, 11:01 PM iCloud Mail

https://www.icloud.com/mail/ 1/2

Hi Robert,

 

We are in receipt of your FOILS dated June 15, 2022.  A review of Village records resulted in no records being found for the period
of 2014-present.

 

If you are seeking permit records prior to 2014, this request will take considerably more time.  Let me know if this is what you are
seeking.

 

At this time, I have closed your FOIL requests.  Have a great weekend.

 

Mary Ann 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mary Ann Magliato

Secretary to Mayor & Village Administrator

Bronxville Village Hall

200 Pondfield Road, Bronxville, NY 10708 * Tel:(914) 337-6500, 109 * Fax:(914) 337-2683

www.villageofbronxville.com

 

LEGAL NOTICE

Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message is confidential and may be privileged. It is intended for the addressee(s) only. Access to this E-mail by anyone
else is unauthorized. If you are not an addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this E-mail or any action taken (or not taken) in reliance on it is
unauthorized and may be unlawful. If you are not an addressee, please inform the sender immediately, then delete this message and empty from your trash

 



7/10/22, 11:01 PM iCloud Mail

https://www.icloud.com/mail/ 2/2

From: Robert Edsall <
 Sent: Wednesday, June 15, 2022 3:56 PM

 To: Villageadmin <villageadmin@vobny.com>
 Subject: Request for Permits of Recreational Structures - Various Addresses

 

Dear Village Clerk of Bronxville,

     I have attached multiple FOIL requests to this email concerning various addresses in the
Bronxville Zip Code of 10708 and their respective Recreational Structure Permit statuses.  Thank you
for your time.  If I filled out anything incorrectly on any of my requests, I apologize in advance.  

 

 

Sincerely,

      Robert L. S. Edsall

 

 

 

Sent from iCloud



7/10/22, 11:01 PM iCloud Mail

https://www.icloud.com/mail/ 1/2

This confirms receipt of your requests. I will forward to the Building Department to see if they have anything on file.

Jim

 

James M. Palmer

Village Administrator

       

Village of Bronxville                   

200 Pondfield Road, Bronxville, NY   10708                    

Tel:   (914) 337-6500 / Direct:  (914) 793-0721/ Fax:  (914) 337-2683

jpalmer@vobny.com

 

From: Robert Edsall <
 Sent: Thursday, June 23, 2022 4:00 PM
 To: Villageadmin <villageadmin@vobny.com>

 Subject: Request for Records of Various Addresses

 

Dear Village Clerk of Bronxville,

     I have attached multiple FOIL requests to this email concerning various addresses in the
Bronxville Zip Code of 10708 and their respective records showing any recreational structure-
related complaints, enforcement actions by a Building/Village Official, applications/requests for relief
filed with or determination made by the Board of Appeals - in both Building Department records as
well as Village Board of Appeals records and Village Administration files.  Thank you for your time. 
If I filled out anything incorrectly on any of my requests, I apologize in advance.  Additionally, if any
of my requests within each application are in any way unclear, please do not hesitate to reach out
for clarification.  

 

 

Sincerely,

      Robert L. S. Edsall



7/10/22, 11:01 PM iCloud Mail

https://www.icloud.com/mail/ 2/2

 

 

Sent from iCloud



7/10/22, 11:02 PM iCloud Mail

https://www.icloud.com/mail/ 1/1

Good Morning Robert,

 

A search of the Building Department’s electronic files did not result in any records responsive to your
request.  You are welcome to review the individual property folders by visiting the Building
Department. Please call (914) 337-7338 to make an appointment.

 

Your FOIL request is now closed.

 

Have a great day!

 

 

 

 

 

Mary Ann Magliato

Secretary to Mayor & Village Administrator

Bronxville Village Hall

200 Pondfield Road, Bronxville, NY 10708 * Tel:(914) 337-6500, 109 * Fax:(914) 337-2683

www.villageofbronxville.com

 

LEGAL NOTICE

Unless expressly stated otherwise, this message is confidential and may be privileged. It is intended for the addressee(s) only. Access to this E-mail by anyone
else is unauthorized. If you are not an addressee, any disclosure or copying of the contents of this E-mail or any action taken (or not taken) in reliance on it is
unauthorized and may be unlawful. If you are not an addressee, please inform the sender immediately, then delete this message and empty from your trash
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