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Staff Report 

Case No. V25-04 

13646 Perkins Rd, 70810     |     225-228-3200     |     planning@stgeorgela.gov     |     StGeorgeLA.gov 

Location: 9028 Hill Drive 

Owner: Radu Cosman 

Applicant: Brian Aguillard 

Site Area: 0.255 acres 

Zoning: A1 Single Family Residential 

Character Area: Suburban 

Flood Zone: X (protected by levee) 

Conveyance Zone: No 

Existing Use: Low Density Residential 

Request: Variance to UDC section 
7:11.2.1-Minimum Yard Standards to 
reduce the rear setback from 25 ft to 10 ft 
for an addition of a garage to the existing 
single-family dwelling 

Applicant’s Reason for Request: 
See attached completed application 

Board of Adjustment:  
March 10, 2025 

Findings of Fact 

1. The subject site, Lot 374-B-1 of the 
Inniswold Estates, was created in 
October 2024 through the 
subdivision of two lots into three 
(refer to attached Plat). The 
property owner of this application 
owns all three newly subdivided 
lots, located at 9028, 9038 Hill 
Drive and 4944 Bluebonnet Road 
(Figure 1).  

2. The site and its surrounding 
properties are all zoned A1 Single 
Family Residential. The 
surrounding land uses include low 
density residential to the north 
and south, and an undeveloped 
site to the west. The two newly 
subdivided sites to the east are 
currently vacant following the 
demolition of a single-family 
residence (permit #163677). 

Figure 1: Aerial view of the Site and its surrounding 
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3. The subject site features an existing single-family residence, built around 2006 (based on 
Google Earth Imagery), with driveway access from Hill Dr. Vehicles are parked under the 
roofed carport area or on the driveway (Figure 2).  

4. The applicant proposes constructing an attached garage to the back of the existing 
residence (refer to attached exhibit). The exact dimensions of the garage have not been 
provided. 

5. The proposed addition is considered an attached accessory use. The standard yard 
requirements apply. The A1 zoning district requires a 15 ft front yard, 8 ft side yard, and 
25 ft rear yard.  

6. The applicant is requesting a variance to allow a 10 ft rear setback where 25 ft is required, 
to accommodate the planned addition for the garage. 

7. Victor Szegfu, owner of 4966 Bluebonnet Rd (Lot 373, Inniswold Estates), provided a 
consent letter dated 02/17/2025, stating no objection to the requested rear setback 
reduction. 

Variance Standard  

In accordance with UDC Sec.7:2.3.3 C, variances shall only be granted for the purposes listed 
below when there will be no substantial negative impact on surrounding properties. 
 

1. Yard requirements may be varied only if there is an unusual physical condition of a lot 
that is not generally prevalent in the neighborhood and which condition, when related 
to the yard regulations of the zoning district, would prevent a reasonable or sensible 
arrangement of buildings on the lot. 

 
Staff Comment: The subject lot appears shallower than most other lots in the 
neighborhood. However, it was recently approved through a subdivision and meets the 
minimum lot width and lot area requirements of the A1 zoning district. As a result, its 

Figure 2: Google street view of the existing residence on Site (Feb. 2023) 



 

BOA Page 3 of 3 V25-04 
Distributed February 27, 2025  Prepared by R Zhou 

size, shape, and orientation are not considered unusual within the context of zoning 
compliance.  
 

2. Yard requirements may be varied in cases where a change or alteration of property 
has resulted from expropriation proceedings to allow a reasonable use of the 
property. 

 
Staff Comment: This standard is not applicable. 

 
3. Yard requirements may be varied when strict application of the regulations would 

impose an undue hardship, such as the tearing down of a structure, or a portion of a 
structure, that was legally permitted and is substantially complete. Inconvenience of 
the property owner or other interested party(s) shall not be considered to 
demonstrate hardship 

 
Staff Comment: Strict application of the rear yard setback does not impose an undue 
hardship, as the variance request is for a new addition, not to prevent the demolition of 
an existing structure. The current building is set back approximately 34 ft from the rear 
lot line. With the required 25-ft rear setback, constructing the proposed garage would 
necessitate modifying a portion of the existing structure. However, this is considered an 
inconvenience to the property owner rather than a true hardship. 
 

4. In no case may side yards be reduced to less than three feet. 
 
Staff Comment: This standard is not applicable. 

 
5. In no case may yards be reduced if the reduction would conflict with required 

landscape buffers or required sight triangles 
 
Staff Comment: This standard is not applicable. 

Public Notification 

 The subject property sign was posted on February 21, 2025. 
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