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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS OF
HENRICO COUNTY, HELD IN THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING IN THE
HENRICO COUNTY GOVERNMENT COMPLEX, ON THURSDAY, JANUARY 27,
2000, AT 9:00 A.M., NOTICE HAVING BEEN PUBLISHED IN THE RICHMOND
TIMES-DISPATCH ON JANUARY 6 AND 13, 2000.

Members Present: Richard Kirkland, Chairman
Daniel Balfour, Vice-Chairman
Gene L. McKinney, C.P.C., C.B.Z.A.
James W. Nunnally
R. A. Wright

Also Present: Benjamin Blankinship, Secretary
Susan W. Blackburn, County Planner I
Priscilla Parker, Recording Secretary

Mr. Kirkland - Welcome to the Board of Zoning Appeals for the month of
January. Before we get started, | would like the Secretary, Mr. Blankinship, to explain
the rules.

Mr. Blankinship - Good morning, Mr. Chairman, Members of the Board, ladies
and gentlemen. The rules of this meeting are as follows. As Secretary, | will call the
case. Then the applicants will come to the podium to present their case. At that time I'll
ask all those who intend to speak, in favor or opposition, to stand, and they will be
sworn in. The applicants will then present their testimony. When the applicant is
finished, anyone else will be given an opportunity to speak. After everyone has spoken,
the applicant, and only the applicant, will be given the opportunity for rebuttal. After the
hearing, and asking questions, the Board will take the matter under advisement. They
will render a decision at the end of the meeting. If you wish to know what their decision
is, you may stay until the end of the meeting, or you may call the Planning Office at the
end of the day. This meeting is being tape recorded, so we will ask everyone who
speaks, to speak directly into the microphone on the podium, and to state your name for
the record. In the back of the room on the table, there is a binder, which has the staff
report for each case, including the conditions suggested by the staff.

Mr. Kirkland - Mr. Secretary, you may call the first case.

A-153-1999 Harry L. Bowen requests a variance from Section 24-41(e) of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to construct a Florida room on the
existing deck at 12013 Heiber Court in Worthington Hills, (Tax
Parcel 56-10-B-5), zoned R-5C, General Residence District
(Conditional) in the Tuckahoe magisterial district. The rear yard
setback is not met.
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Mr. Kirkland - Before we get to this one, Mr. Secretary, do we have any
deferrals or withdrawals to consider?

Mr. Blankinship - | do not know of any, Mr. Chairman, but we did not receive
any receipts for A-10-2000 Shelley L. B. Curry. | don’'t know whether they brought the
receipts with them or are requesting a deferral.

Mr. Kirkland - We'll pass this one by and get back to it shortly. All right,
new cases. Number 1.

A - 1-2000 Deborah D. Haynie requests a variance from Section 24-41(e) of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to construct an addition over an
existing deck at 2220 Rocky Point Parkway (Stony Run) (Tax
Parcel 67-5-R-2), zoned RTH, Residential Townhouse District
(Tuckahoe). The rear yard setback is not met. The applicant has 25
feet rear yard setback where the Code requires 30 feet rear
yard setback. The applicant requests a variance of 5 feet rear yard
setback.

Mr. Kirkland - Anyone wish to speak on A-1-2000? Yes ma’am. Anyone
else wish to speak on this case? If you would, ma’am, raise your right hand and be
sworn in by the Secretary, please.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Kirkland - Would you state your name for the record please.
Ms. Haynie - Deborah Diane Haynie.
Mr. Kirkland - Have all your notices been turned in according to the County

Code? We have them in the file, just have to enter them in the record. OK, if you
would, state your case.

Ms. Haynie - We just wanted to enclose our deck, and we understand we
will probably need to get it approved by Henrico County for the variance. We just would
like to have the additional, not really a Florida room, but enclosed, just a little room. My
husband’s been working out of my home and will make it a small office. And | guess it's
not going to be a problem since a woman down the street has done the same thing, but
her variance | guess has been, since her office space is longer, there was no variance
problem there. So we’'re just kind of doing exactly what she did down the road, and the
townhouse association has approved the plans that we drew up.

Mr. Kirkland - Any questions by Board members?
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Mr. Wright - Do you know approximately how far it is to the next nearest
unit in that block?

Ms. Haynie - The townhouse on the right next to each other, no | don't
know offhand.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you know what's across the common area?

Mr. Wright - What's directly behind you?

Ms. Haynie - Woods or common area.

Mr. Wright - It is a common area?

Ms. Haynie - Correct. Right.

Mr. Wright - Between your unit and the unit to the rear?

Ms. Haynie - There are trees blocking the two units.

Ms. Haynie - It's not going to extend down any farther, where it will be an

eyesore, and | don't think anybody in the neighborhood is opposed to it.

Mr. Nunnally - Ms. Haynie, you say your husband works out of your home,
and what type work does he do.

Ms. Haynie - He works with computers.
Mr. Nunnally - You say computer?
Mr. Kirkland- Anyone else wish to speak on this case? If not, ma’am, that

concludes your case? You can call the Planning Office this afternoon if you don’t want
to stay through the whole meeting.

Ms. Haynie - Thank you.
Mr. Kirkland - You're welcome. Next case?

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-1-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright
Negative:
Absent:

O O Ol
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The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of rear yard setback to construct an addition over an existing
deck at 2220 Rocky Point Parkway, subject to the following conditions, will not be of
substantial detriment to adjacent property and will not materially impair the purpose of
the zoning regulations.

1. Only the improvements shown on the plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with
the applicable regulations of the County Code.

A-2-2000 Peter and Cindy English request a variance from Section 24-94 of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to construct a covered front porch
at 12820 Pennmardel Lane (Foxhall) (Tax Parcel 45-2-B-144),
zoned R-2AC, One-family Residence District (Conditional) (Three
Chopt). The front yard setback is not met. The applicant has 42.12
feet front yard setback where the Code requires 45 feet front yard
setback. The applicant requests a variance of 2.88 feet front yard
setback

Mr. Kirkland - Anyone else wish to speak on A-2-2000? If not, would you
raise your right hand and be sworn in?

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mrs. English - Yes.

Mr. Kirkland - Would you state your name for the record, please.

Mrs. English - Cynthia Ann English.

Mr. Kirkland - Have all your notices been turned in according to the County

Code? Okay, thank you ma’am. Okay, state your case.

Mrs. English - We’'re seeking approval of a covered front porch, primarily
for the purpose of when visitors come, that they’re not standing out there in the rain
getting soaking wet. And secondarily, for esthetic purposes, so that our door will look a
little different from the two next door. The two next door have flat fronts, and we thought
that adding a covered front porch over the steps would make it appear a little different
from the other two.

Mr. Wright - Mrs. English, what’s located directly across the street from
your property?

Mrs. English - It's a corner house lot and a street, we’re kind of, we face a
turn in the road.
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Mr. Wright - Where does that house face?

Mrs. English - That house faces, their driveway and side face me, so they
don’t face me.

Mr. Wright - So the side of their house would face you, and then they
would face on College Valley Lane? You face on Pennmardell, is that what it is?

Mr. Kirkland - Any other questions?

Mr. Wright - One other question — do you have any picture or any

indication of what this porch would look like?

Mrs. English - It's consistent with the others in the neighborhood. No we
don’'t have a picture. Many houses, they have a standard porch, but | don'’t, it's not
large; it’s just a stoop covering.

Mr. Wright - Yours is 5 by 9, | take it, which is just slightly bigger than the
ordinance permits.

Mrs. English - Yes, we're over the variance of the lot line slightly.

Mr. Wright - Is there any reason you couldn’t build it to the size that

would comply?

Mrs. English - They couldn’t push the house back any because it doesn't fit
on the lot back any.

Mr. Wright - What is magic about the size, about this being 5 by 9?
Mrs. English - That's the size of the stairs; it just covers the front stairs.
Mr. Kirkland - Any other questions? Anyone else wish to speak on this

case? If not, that concludes the case. Thank you ma’am.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. McKinney, seconded by Mr.
Nunnally, the Board granted the case A-2-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of front yard setback to construct a covered front porch at
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12820 Pennmardel Lane, subject to the following condition, will not be of substantial
detriment to adjacent property and will not materially impair the purpose of the zoning
regulations.

1. Only the improvements shown on the plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with
the applicable regulations of the County Code.

A-3-2000 Richard F. Carle requests a variance from Section 24-94 of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to construct a canopy over gasoline
pump islands at 509 Forest Avenue (Westham) (Tax Parcel 113-9-
5-8), zoned B-1, Business District (Tuckahoe). The front yard
setback is not met. The applicant has 3 feet front yard setback
where the Code requires 25 feet front yard setback. The applicant
requests a variance of 22 feet front yard setback.

Mr. Kirkland - Anyone else wish to speak on A-3-2000? If not, sir, raise
your right hand and be sworn in.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Carle - | do.

Mr. Kirkland - State your name for the record please.

Mr. Carle - Richard Carle.

Mr. Kirkland - Have all your notices been turned in according to the County
Code?

Mr. Carle - Yes they have.

Mr. Kirkland -- Okay, thank you sir.

Mr. Carle - My name is Richard Carle. Texaco is requiring me to make

changes in order to continue to be able to supply businesses. | have been working for
the past six months trying to make these changes. | have the choice between adding
the canopy or closing the station. Adding the canopy in this style would blend with the
neighborhood. The canopy also functions to make the station more comfortable. If the
canopy is not approved, | will have no choice but to change the fascia. | feel the style
and size of the canopy will not be too intrusive on the neighborhood. The size of the
canopy will be 20 feet by 20 feet. There are no houses along Forest Avenue on either
side of the street with access to the street. This is the area enclosed in the circle on the
second map. | have been in Henrico County, both as a homeowner and a
businessman, for the past 28 years, and been a good neighbor. If you have not seen
them, | have pictures of the canopy or what it will look like, but I know mine is much,
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much smaller. | also have the results of a survey | gave to my customers. Most of them
live in the immediate area, and want me to do whatever is necessary to keep a
neighborhood service station.

Mr. McKinney - Mr. Carle, what's your hours of operation?

Mr. Carle - Seven till six, and we’re not open on weekends, or after 6:00
pm.

Mr. McKinney- So this canopy won't have lighting.

Mr. Carle - It will have lighting, but maybe 2 hours a day might be all.
Mr. McKinney - Thank you.

Mr. Wright - Right now you have gasoline pumps sitting where the
canopy will be, is that correct?

Mr. Carle - Yes.

Mr. Wright - And that’s pretty obvious, pretty noticeable from anywhere in

the area, would you remove those pumps and put in new pumps?

Mr. Carle - New pumps, | would have to change the pumps but they will
be in the same place as the existing pumps.

Mr. Wright - Everything else would be the same except you'll have a
canopy over top of the pumps? You say you have some pictures of the canopy, that we
can take a look at them.

Mr. Kirkland - If you turn the pictures in, we have to keep them for 30 days,
just want you to know that. Would you hand them to the Secretary.—we can put them
on the screen if you want him to.

Mr. Wright - How many pumps do you have?

Mr. Carle - Two.

Mr. Wright - So this one has — looks like five, doesn't it?

Mr. Carle - Well this pump has five stations; | have one island with two
pumps on it.

Mr. McKinney - This one really has ten; they are double pumps.
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Mr. Carle - That was taken at Forest Hill and Buford Road; that was the
only one | saw that had the picture that | thought would go with the neighborhood.

Mr. Wright - Do you have the option as to the type of canopy that's
constructed?
Mr. Carle - | have the option; | do not like what all the others look like,

the standard black or square-looking sign; I'd like to have something like this that will
blend into the neighborhood.

Mr. Kirkland - All right. Any other questions? Anyone else wish to speak
on this case? If not, that concludes the case. Thank you sir.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-3-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of front yard setback to construct a canopy over gasoline pump
islands at 509 Forest Avenue, subject to the following conditions, will not be of
substantial detriment to adjacent property and will not materially impair the purpose of
the zoning regulations.

1. Only the canopy shown on the plan filed with the application may be constructed
pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with the applicable
regulations of the County Code.

Mr. Kirkland - Next case sir.

A-4-2000 Jean Barbara Mallory and Gladys Harris Mallory request a variance
from Section 24-9 of Chapter 24 of the County Code to build a single
family residence at 2110 Mountain Road (Tax Parcel 42-A-10), zoned
A-1, Agricultural District (Fairfield). The public street frontage is not
met. The applicant has 25.76 feet public street frontage where the
Code requires 50 feet public street frontage. The applicant requests a
variance of 24.24 feet public street frontage.

Mr. Kirkland - Anyone else wish to speak on this case? If you wish, sir,
raise your right hand and be sworn in.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?
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Mr. Mallory - | do.

Mr. Kirkland - Please state your name for the record sir.

Mr. Mallory - Eugene Mallory.

Mr. Kirkland - Have you turned in all your notices, according to the County
Code?

Mr. Mallory - Yes sir.

Mr. Kirkland - Thank you sir. Go ahead and state your case.

Mr. Mallory - We've got about — it's in the family — 5 acres of land, 42-A-

10, and we do not have enough frontage; in fact we just have about 25.76 frontage, and
in reality we need a variance of 24.24 feet of public street frontage. We are requesting
that we could get that amount of frontage to put up a dwelling on the five acres

Mr. Wright - Mr. Mallory, you have enough frontage to get you a driveway
in there off of the road, it looks like.

Mr. Mallory - Oh, he already did. The driveway is existing here. But the
fact that the County required a 50 foot frontage so we want to get a variance in order to
build.

Mr. Kirkland - What type of home do you plan to build there?

Mr. Mallory - It is a single-family.

Mr., Kirkland - Very much like the one that is already on the property?

Mr. Mallory - No. That is a two-story dwelling there and that house was
built in 1896.

Mr. Wright - Have you read the conditions that have been proposed for

this case if it is approved?

Mr. Mallory - Yes.

Mr. Wright - And you are satisfied with those?
Mr. Mallory - Yes, sir.

Mr. Wright - OK, thank you.
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Mr. Kirkland- Does anyone else wish to speak on the case? Any other
Board members have any comments? If not, that concludes the case, sir. Thank you.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. McKinney, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-4-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of public street frontage, subject to the following conditions, will
not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property and will not materially impair the
purpose of the zoning regulations.

1. This variance only relieves the requirement for public street frontage. Any additional
improvements shall comply with the applicable regulations of the County Code.

2. At the time of building permit application, the applicant shall submit the necessary
information to the Department of Public Works to ensure compliance with the
requirements of the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act and the code requirements for
water quality standards.

3. Connections shall be made to public water and sewer.

A-5-2000 Douglas O. Zeigler requests a variance from Section 24-94 of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to add a second floor to an existing
garage at 23 Charnwood Road (Roslyn Hills) (Tax Parcel 125-4-G-
12), zoned R-1, One-family Residence District (Tuckahoe). The rear
yard setback is not met. The applicant has 14.3 feet rear yard setback
where Code requires 50.0 feet rear yard setback. The applicant
requests a variance of 35.7 feet rear yard setback.

Mr. Kirkland -  Does anybody else wish to speak on this case, A-5-000. Would you
raise your right hand and be sworn in?

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear that the testimony you about to give is the
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth so help you God?

Mr. Doug Ziegler - | do.

Mr. Kirkland - State your name for the record, sir.

10
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Mr. Ziegler - Doug Ziegler.

Mr. Kirkland - Have all notices been turned in according to the County
Code?

Mr. Ziegler - Yes, sir.

Mr. Kirkland - Thank you. Please state your case.

Mr. Ziegler - Some time ago we had a plan drawn up to add an arts and

craft studio space above our existing two-car garage on the second level. When our
contractor applied for the building permit, we learned that our garage, which is about 25
years old, apparently was not in conformance to a rear-yard setback. We live on a
corner lot which is a bit irregular, but Mr. Blankinship pointed out to us that according to
the Code a setback was required and, | guess, ignored when the garage was built about
25 years ago. So, we've lived in this property for 9 years and we intend to live there a
good deal longer and we’d like to lift this cloud of non-conformance, both for the citing of
the structure as it is now so we can go forward with this plan as the additional space
above the structure.

Mr. Wright- Mr. Ziegler, tell us a little bit about the breezeway that
connects the garage to the house.

Mr. Ziegler - Well, it is just that. The garage is, | guess, a fairly standard
24 foot structure, but there is a breezeway which is totally open on the sides, which is
about a 10 foot wide L-shaped structure which provides cover from the back of the
house into the garage.

Mr. Wright- That is what causes your problem, because under the
County Code without the breezeway you would not have had to get a variance.

Mr. Ziegler - Yes, this is what we’ve learned and has been revealed to us
has instead of being attached.

Mr. Wright - Could the front of the breezeway be removed?

Mr. Ziegler - Well, if it does structurally, it is very substantial and
things seem to fit and flow together, and frankly, when we bought the house. | guess we
felt that all of this had been properly planned and executed and it was never brought to
our attention by our surveyor on the date we signed for the purchase.

Mr. Wright - The breezeway is open on the side, just a roof with supports.

11



486
487
488
489
490
491
492
493
494
495
496
497
498
499
500
501
502
503
504
505
506
507
508
509
510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520
521
522
523
524
525
526
527
528
529
530

Mr. Ziegler - Yes, it has several pillars supports and everything was kind
of designed to kind of match the house in colonial fashion, but it totally open to the
weather on this side. It has a roof covering only.

Mr. Kirkland- Mr. Ziegler, by these architectural drawing we have here by
our staff report, when you add this second floor addition, are you reshaping the roof or
are you using the existing roof slope?

Mr. Ziegler - We are, indeed, reshaping the roof. Right now | think it is
what is called a 4-12 standard tress roof configuration and our plan calls for elevating
the peak to a steeper pitch and a cape cod configuration to create usable space where
it does not exist now.

Mr. Kirkland- This won't be taller than the house, will it?

Mr. Ziegler - Oh, no. Not at all. The gable, you can see in the picture on
the right, that gable end of our house will be exactly duplicated in the new garage
design and the architect, | think, has been very successful in making it look, if anything,
more compatible with the house.

Mr. Kirkland - Thank you. Any questions by Board members? Does
anyone else wish to speak on this case? Yes, ma’am. Can you come down and be
sworn in and then you can speak. Would you raise your right hand to be sworn in?

Mr. Blankinship - Is the testimony you are about to give the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth so help you God?

Ms. Amy Jo Ziegler - | do. | am Doug’s wife and just one brief thing that | wanted
to add. The studio space is very important to us. The way our house is situated we
have no basement. We are on a lower lot. There is no basement, and the way our
house is designed there is not really space very suited for the kind of studio, creative
space, that we wanted above this garage, and so to us, as a family with children who
we’d like to see doing painting and art work and all those good things, this space is real
important because we don’t have that in our house. Thank you.

Mr. Kirkland - Thank you. Does anyone else wish to speak? If not, that
concludes the case. Thank you, sir.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-5-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright
Negative:
Absent:

o oo
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The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance to add a second floor to an existing garage at 23 Charnwood
Road, subject to the following condition, will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent
property and will not materially impair the purpose of the zoning regulations.

1. Only the improvements shown on the plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with
the applicable regulations of the County Code.

UP-1-2000 West End Presbyterian Church requests a temporary use permit
pursuant to Section 24-115(c)(1) of Chapter 24 of the County Code
to erect a temporary office trailer at 9008 Quioccasin Road, tax
parcel 90-8-28. The zoning is B-2, Business District in the
Tuckahoe Magisterial District.

Mr. Kirkland - Yes, sir. Does anyone else here with to speak on this case?
Would you raise your right hand and be sworn in?

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth so help you God?

Mr. Ed Bowman - | do.
Mr. Kirkland - State your name for the record.
Mr. Bowman - | am Ed Bowman. | am Chairman of the Building Committee

for West End Presbyterian Church.

Mr. Kirkland - Have all of your notices been turned in according to the
County Code?

Mr. Bowman - Yes, sir.

Mr. Kirkland - If you will, please state your case.

Mr. Bowman - We are in the process of a two and a half million dollar

renovation of the interior of the former Best Building at 9008 Quioccasin Road. During
this renovation process, the offices we had in the building are going to have to be
relocated to a temporary office trailer, which is going to set in front of the building in our
parking lot. We are seeking this use permit to try to help expedite the renovation so that
we can get started.

Mr. Balfour - Do you have any problem with the expiration date that they
have put in there?

13
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Mr. Bowman - No, sir. We actually anticipate the project ending in
September of this year.

Mr.Balfour - What are you going to do, out of curiosity, with the front the
way the building is built?

Mr. Bowman - Actually, we think that architecture is significant and actually
we don’t plan on doing anything with it.

Mr. Blankinship- | was looking at your demolition plan and they are cleaning it
up and repairing the damage that has occurred over a period of time.

Mr. Kirkland - Does anyone else have any questions? Does anyone else
wish to speak on this case? If not, that concludes the case.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case UP-1-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted a conditional use permit to erect a temporary office trailer at 9008
Quioccasin Road, subject to the following conditions:

1. The property shall be developed in substantial conformance with the plan filed
with the application. No changes or additions to the layout may be made without the
approval of the Board of Zoning Appeals.

2. At the time of building permit approval, the applicant shall submit a landscaping
plan to the Planning Office for review and approval.

3. The trailer shall be removed from the site before January 27, 2001.

UP- 2-2000 The Crossing Golf Club requests a use permit pursuant to Section
24-52(k) of Chapter 24 of the County Code to build an addition and
a parking lot at 800 Virginia Center Parkway (Tax Parcel 33-A-66),
zoned A-1, Agricultural District, B-2, Business District, and C-1,
Conservation District (Fairfield).

Mr. Kirkland - Does anyone else wish to speak on this case? Would you
raise your right hand and be sworn in, sir?

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help you God?
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Mr. Filipowicz - | do. Again, my name is Carl. | am the general manager of
the Crossings.

Mr. Kirkland - Has everyone been notified according to the County Code?
Mr. Filipowicz - Yes.

Mr. Kirkland - Proceed with your case.

Mr. Filipowicz - Well, as | am sure all of you are aware, the Virginia Center,

where we are located, has been kind of a hot bed of development over the last few
years with the addition of apartments, town homes and | think shopping centers, office
complexes, and | think an assisted living center is on its way just now, and with the
boom of golf in the last couple of years, we have found a need to try to improve our
facilities for our customers. That is really the whole purpose of trying to get this permit
through is to improve #1, the look of the club house, improve the, | guess, the use of it.

It would be easier and more efficient for my employees and customers to use the
building, and, quite honestly, within the last couple of years, the golf course has suffered
as a result of not having good rest room facilities, changing facilities at the club house.
That is all our main objective is, is to get that approved. As far as the parking lot is
concerned, that kind of came along in a way to — with the town homes they are building
around the golf course — we would like to kind of maintain the integrity of our entrance,
so we had to come up with a plan that we got from the Cross Point developer, and that
is something we came up with. We are kind of working hand and hand with him as far
as getting that parking lot done that way. We did not really want our entrance to the golf
course to go through the middle of a major town home complex, so we just kind of
butted our heads together and decided to reroute an entrance around it.

Mr. Wright - And have you read the conditions that have been proposed
for this case?

Mr. Filipowicz - Yes. Mostly for the parking lot, | guess, and the lighting.
Yes, they are all agreeabile.

Mr. McKinney - Mr. Secretary, is this going to receive a POD?

Mr. Blankinship - No. My understanding is that that would not be necessary.
Mr. McKinney - OK.

Mr. Kirkland - Any other questions of Board members? Is there anyone

else who would like to speak on the case? If not, that concludes the case. Thank you.

Mr. Filipowicz - Thank you.
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After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. McKinney, seconded by Mr.
Balfour, the Board granted the case UP-2-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted the conditional use permit to build an addition and a parking lot at
800 Virginia Center Parkway, subject to the following conditions:

1. The property shall be developed in substantial conformance with the plan filed
with the application. No changes or additions to the layout may be made without the
approval of the Board of Zoning Appeals.

2. The parking lot, driveways, and loading areas shall be subject to the
requirements of Section 24-98 of Chapter 24 of the County Code.

3. The applicant shall present a complete grading, drainage, and erosion control
plan prepared by a Professional Engineer certified in the state of Virginia, to the
Department of Public Works for approval. This plan must include the necessary
floodplain information if applicable.

4. A detailed landscaping and lighting plan shall be shielded to direct light away
from adjacent property and streets.

6. All landscaping shall be maintained in a healthy condition at all times. Dead
plant materials shall be removed within a reasonable time and replaced during the
normal planting season.

7. Parking spaces shall be marked on the pavement surface with four inch wide
painted lines. All lane lines shall be white in color, with the exception that those dividing
traffic shall be yellow.

8. All traffic control signs shall be fabricated as shown in the Virginia Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways.

A - 6-2000 Robert P. Gioia requests a variance from Section 24-41(e) of Chapter
24 of the County Code to convert an existing deck to a room at 1700
Logwood Circle (Gayton Forest) (Tax Parcel 78-14-X-18), zoned RTH,
Residential Townhouse District (Tuckahoe). The rear yard setback is
not met. The applicant has 19 feet rear yard setback where the Code
requires 30 feet rear yard setback. The applicant requests 11 feet rear
yard setback.
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Mr. Blankinship - Mr. Chairman, before that begins, | want to point out a
correction to the staff report. The staff member reviewing this case misunderstood an
ambiguity on the plan that was submitted and the applicant called and straightened it
out, but it was too late for us to mail a revised report to you. Under the background
where it says Mr. and Mrs. Gordon own a town house with a 6 x 12 deck, they intend to
replace the deck with a 12 x 23 foot sun room. It should read that they own a town
house with a 12 x 23 deck and the sun room could go over the existing deck, and they
are going to add a 6 x 12 landing to the side of that deck. So, it is not that they are
replacing a small deck with a large sun room. They are replacing a large deck with a
large sun room and adding a landing with stairs and sides.

Mr. Balfour - Mr. Blankinship, I know you said the notices are received at
different times but they are not in the file. Have you got them?

Mr. Kirkland- Does anyone else wish to speak on this case? If you would
sir, would you raise your right hand and be sworn in.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth so help you God?

Mr. Robert Gioia - Robert Gioia.
Mr. Kirkland - If you would, sir, state your case.
Mr. Gioia - Actually, I'd like to point out to you gentlemen here that our

present deck is not 6 ft. x 12 ft. and it is actually 24 ft. x 10 ft., and other than that | have
nothing further to say.

Mr. Wright- What will this new area be used for, Mr. Gioia?

Mr. Gioia - A veranda, a Florida room. We will be able to obtain more
day light and sun light and live there in the winter time and have the heat and air
conditioning in the summer time.

Mr. Wright- What is located to the rear of your property?

Mr. Gioia - We have a lawn, and then a wooded area and the creek,
and more wooded area, so the nearest house behind us is, I'd say, 250 feet away,
behind us, and that area directly behind us is owned by a community group,
condominium town homes.

Mr. Kirkland - OK. Any other questions? Does anyone else wish to
speak? If not, thank you, sir. That concludes your case.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-6-2000.
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Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of rear yard setback, subject to the following condition, will not
be of substantial detriment to adjacent property and will not materially impair the
purpose of the zoning regulations.

1. Only the improvements shown on the plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with
the applicable regulations of the County Code.

A-7-2000 Sandston Presbyterian Church requests a variance from Section
24-96(a) of Chapter 24 of the County Code to build a parking lot at 14
N. Confederate Ave. (Sandston) (Tax Parcel 164-1-6-1), zoned R-3,
One-family Residence District (Varina). The parking lot location
requirement is not met. The applicant has offsite parking where the
Code requires onsite parking. The applicant requests a variance to
allow offsite parking.

Mr. Kirkland - Does anyone else wish to speak on this case? If not, would
you raise your right hand and be sworn in?

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Ms. Laraine Isaac - | do.

Mr. Kirkland - State your name for the record.

Ms. Isaac - Laraine Isaac.

Mr. Kirkland - Have all of your notices been turned in according to County

Code? We have them. OK, state your case.

Ms. Isaac - Engineering Design Associates was contacted by Sandston
Presbyterian Church to develop a paving drainage plan in order to develop, to bring an
existing parking lot up to Code with paving standards at the entrances. That plan was
submitted to Public Works for approval. It was at this time that it was found that a
variance was required since the parking is not on the site that the church is on. This
piece of property has been used as a parking lot for at least 34 years and it has
apparently been in violation all of that, but it was with the plan that you see before you
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that triggered the necessity for a variance, and so we are requesting a variance in order
to allow this parking lot not only to remain but to be brought up to County standards. I'd
be happy to answer any questions.

Mr. Nunnally- How many spaces are going to be in there, Ms. Isaac?
Parking spaces? Eighteen.

Ms. Isaac - All of my information is still at the office. | haven't seen it
since Monday, so | am having to read the plan. | believe it is 36.

Mr. Blankinship - Eighteen and 15, it looks like 33.

Mr. Nunnally- I know the neighborhood will be happy about this.

Ms. Isaac - I would think they would like to see this brought up to Code.
Mr. Nunnally- They can park in that lot instead of in front of their house.
Mr. Wright - Ms. Isaac, do you know anything about the history of the
church?

Ms. Isaac - It was built in the 1940s and there was never any on-site

parking provided with it. This piece of property is across the street from the church
where it originally had a house on it and was the manse for the minister. | don’t know at
what time they bought another house within the neighborhood to serve as the
parsonage, and the old house on this lot was eventually torn down, and it was after that
that they started using it for parking

Mr. Nunnally - | think it was a very small congregation, Mr. Wright, and |
think it was about 200 to 250 members in the church. Just like all of the rest of them,
about 100 attend on Sunday.

Ms. Isaac - Probably Easter Sunday it is overflowing.

Mr. Wright - | take it that the congregation has been parking on this lot in
its unpaved condition. Is that correct?

Ms. Isaac - Correct. For at least 34 years.

Mr. Wright - Has there ever been, that you know of, of any injury to

anyone crossing the road to get to the church?

Ms. Isaac - | have no idea. | have talked to people at the church and
that is not a question | asked, nor was anything volunteered to me.
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Mr. Wright- Do you know if this is a heavily traveled street, | guess it is
Union Street, that runs in front of the church.

Ms. Isaac - It is a residential street running off of Williamsburg. | can’t
give you any numbers, but | would think that the traffic is no more than any other
residential street.

Mr. Wright- There would probably be even less on Sunday morning.

Ms. Isaac - Probably.

Mr. Wright- Have you read the conditions as suggested? Are they
satisfactory?

Ms. Isaac - Yes, yes they are.

Mr. Kirkland - Any other questions by the Board members? Anyone else

wish to speak on this case? If not, that concludes the case. Thank you ma’am.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Nunnally, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-7-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of parking lot location requirement, subject to the following
conditions, will not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property and will not
materially impair the purpose of the zoning regulations.

1. The property shall be developed in substantial conformance with the plan filed
with the application. No changes or additions to the layout may be made without the
approval of the Board of Zoning Appeals.

2. The parking lot, driveways, and loading areas shall be subject to the
requirements of Section 24-98 of Chapter 24 of the County Code.

3. Parking spaces shall be marked on the pavement surface with four inch wide
painted lines. All lane lines shall be white in color with the exception that those dividing
traffic shall be yellow.

4. All traffic control signs shall be fabricated as shown in the Virginia Manual of
Uniform Traffic Control Devices for Streets and Highways.
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5. If deemed necessary by the Department of Public Works, storm drainage shall be
constructed along Confederate Avenue and Union Street.

6. A landscaping and lighting plan shall be submitted to the Planning Office for
review and approval. A landscape strip six feet wide shall be provided between the
parking lot and each of the two roads.

7. Exterior lighting, if any, shall be shielded to direct light away from adjacent
property and streets.

A-8-2000 Thomas H. Bryson, lll requests a variance from Section 24-94 of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to build a screened porch over an
existing deck at 10802 Branberry Court (Cross Keys South) (Tax
Parcel 57-10-B-7), zoned R-3, One-family Residence District (Three
Chopt). The rear yard setback is not met. The applicant has 30 feet
rear yard setback where Code requires 40 feet rear yard setback. The
applicant requests a variance of 10 feet rear yard setback.

Mr. Kirkland -  Anyone else wish to speak on this case? If not, ma’am, raise your right
hand and be sworn in.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Kirkland - State your name for the record, please.

Ms. Bryson - I'm Pamela S. Bryson, wife of Thomas Bryson. Several
years ago we had applied for a variance to have a screened porch built at the back of
our house, and what we're asking for now, is we want to enclose that screened porch
and make a Florida room, which when we applied for a building permit, | think we could
have done what we wanted to and make a screened porch over our existing deck, and
because of the rules, | think that's why we have to ask for a variance, not to change the
sides of the deck we have now, just leave it the same.

Mr. Wright- So you have a porch now?

Ms. Bryson - Yes, a screened porch now, but we want to change to a
Florida Room.

Mr. Wright- You just want to close in the porch to a Florida Room?
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Ms. Bryson - Right, and | don’t think a variance is required for that; the
builder told us that when you add a room over the deck because the setback is not met,
you have to get a variance for that.

Mr. Wright- So you're going to close in the deck also?

Ms. Bryson - We're going to make the deck a screened porch.

Mr. Wright- What's located to the rear of the property?

Ms. Bryson - Just a privacy fence; we have a 50-foot privacy fence.

Mr. Wright- Any screening, trees or shrubbery?

Ms. Bryson - Yes, we have — | think you can see in the picture there — it's

not a solid row of trees, but we have a good amount of trees.

Mr. Kirkland - Any other questions? Anyone else wish to speak on this
case? If not, that concludes the case, ma’am.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Wright, seconded by Mr.
McKinney, the Board granted the case A-8-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright
Negative:
Absent:

o oo

The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of rear yard setback will not be of substantial detriment to
adjacent property and will not materially impair the purpose of the zoning regulations,
and subject to the following condition:

1. Only the improvements shown on the plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with
the applicable regulations of the County Code.

A-9-2000 Geoffrey S. Simril requests a variance from Sections 24-95(k) and
24-95(c)(1) of Chapter 24 of the County Code to build an addition at
420 Beechwood Drive (Westham) (Tax Parcel 113-9-9-29), zoned R-
1, One-family Residence District (Tuckahoe). The minimum side yard
setback and total side yard setback are not met. The applicant has 3
feet minimum side yard setback and 22.1 feet total side yard setback
where the Code requires 10 feet minimum side yard setback and 29.1
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feet total side yard setback. The applicant requests a variance of 7 feet
minimum side yard setback and 7.0 feet total side yard setback

Mr. Kirkland - All those who wish to speak on this case, please raise your right hand
and be sworn in.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Mr. Kirkland - If you would, state your name for the record.

Mr. Moore - Yes, Mr. Chairman, my name is Glenn Moore, and I'm an
attorney here today representing my friends, Geoff and Patsy Simril, in connection with
this variance request. Mr. Simril advises me that he has notified all the adjacent
property owners, and | believe the proof of the notification is in the file.

Mr. Kirkland - Yes, we have it in the file.

Mr. Moore - The Simril family is growing, and they have determined that
they need additional space in their home for the growing family. They are very fond of
the neighborhood in which they currently live and do not wish to move; therefore, they
want to build an addition to their house to accommodate the additional space need.
You can see on the screen, there, this will kind of show you, to demonstrate, an addition
to the family room is proposed on the south side of the house, which is on the shaded
area on the right front of the house, for which no variance is necessary.

The bedroom addition proposed to the north side of the house toward Westham
Parkway, or the larger shaded area that you see on the screen, will require the
requested variance. The bedroom area of this ranch-style home is at its north end,
where the addition for the new bedroom and bath is proposed, and this is a fairly
standard type of ranch home, where you have a hall with a bedroom off either side of
the hall, and this is the bedroom area of the house, and it is the logical place for the
additional bedroom area. As the site plan indicates, | think you can probably see this
from the plan, the maximum encroachment in the side yard area is slightly over five feet,
it's about 5.7 feet. You should note also that approximately half of the addition will not
encroach in the side yard at all; it will, in fact, be set back more than the setback
distance. So on average, the addition’s encroachment in the setback area is very slight,
probably less than a foot.

Please note that there is an existing evergreen hedge on what previous photographs
will show. Also, I'll give you additional photographs that show this hedge that provides
an effective screen for the addition from Westham Parkway. You will also note, that in
addition to the hedge, there is a significant ditch between Westham Parkway and the
addition, which will also serve as a barrier. As we’ve noted, the neighboring property
owners have been advised of the variance request, and we know of no opposition to the
request from these neighbors, and in fact a number have signed a letter in support of
the variance request, which | believe you will find in the file.
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We submit that special conditions exist in this instance, so that a literal enforcement of
the zoning ordinance will result in unnecessary hardship to Mr. and Mrs. Simril. The
side yard setback is generally intended to protect the building encroachment from an
immediately adjacent neighbor. In this instance, the adjoining neighbor is not
immediately adjacent, but rather is separated from the addition by Westham Parkway,
which is a minor connected roadway on the County’s major thoroughfare plan.
Additionally, Westham Parkway, we feel, is not likely to be widened in the future, and
the addition will still be approximately fifteen feet from the pavement, and will have a
significant evergreen hedge, providing additional separation. The Simrils acquired the
property in good faith. not knowing at the time that the house was purchased, that the
addition would be necessary to serve the family needs. Strict application of the
requirements of the zoning ordinance for the side yard setback requirements would
unreasonably restrict the Simrils from adding a bedroom addition at the logical location
for such an addition.

For all the foregoing reasons, we would ask the Board to acknowledge the special
conditions relating to the property, and to grant the request for a variance to avoid
hardship for the Simrils in trying to accommodate a needed addition to their residence,
where strict compliance with the side yard requirements of the zoning ordinance is not
necessary to protect the adjoining owners. The suggested condition recommended by
the staff is acceptable, and we would be happy to answer any questions that the Board
members may have.

Mr. McKinney- Mr. Moore, has this already been started?

Mr. Moore - The addition on the right hand side for the family room,
which does not require a variance, has been started.

Mr. Wright- Mr. Moore, what's located across Westham Parkway from
the residence bedroom addition?

Mr. Moore - There’s a residence that faces on an angle, | would say.

Mr. Simril- That's the residence occupied by the Jones’s, and in the
picture, the side of their house faces Westham Parkway, and the front of their house
faces primarily on Beechwood, but it's practically at an angle on the corner. The
Jones’s are among the signatories in the letter of the neighbors who were canvassed.
Mr. Chairman, we sent the letter to all the neighbors.

Mr. Wright- My point is that the addition would not face the residence on
the corner, which is at an angle.

Mr. Moore- You're also aware that Westham Parkway is a fairly major
roadway.
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Mr. Kirkland - Any other questions by Board members of Mr. Moore?
Anyone else wish to speak on this case? That concludes the case. Thank you.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-9-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted this request, as it found from the evidence presented, that
authorizing this variance of minimum side yard setback and total side yard setback, will
not be of substantial detriment to adjacent property and will not materially impair the
purpose of the zoning regulations, and subject to the following condition:

1. Only the improvements shown on the plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with
the applicable regulations of the County Code.

A-10-2000 Shelley L. B. Curry requests a variance from Section 24-95(i)(2) of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to build a detached garage at 6501
Poplar Spring Road (White Oak Estates) (Tax Parcel 197-5-1-3),
zoned A-1, Agricultural District (Varina). The accessory structure
location is not met. The applicant has an accessory structure in the
front yard where the Code allows an accessory structure in the rear
yard. The applicant requests a variance for an accessory structure in
the front yard.

Mr. Kirkland - Okay. No one else, I guess, to speak on this case? If you
would, raise your right hand and be sworn in.

Mr. Blankinship - Do you swear that the testimony you are about to give is the
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

Ms. Curry - Yes | do.
Mr. Kirkland - Do we have the notices?
Ms. Curry - Yes, | do, and let me explain one thing. The reason | did

this, where | work, for a legal firm, and we consider these our receipts, and my
neighbors didn’t mail these to me at the post office, | mean one | got last week and one |
just got Saturday, so that’s why, do | have everything for sure.

Mr. Blankinship- You do okay.
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Mr. Kirkland- If you would, state your name.

Ms. Curry - Yes, my name is Shelly Leah Baker Curry

Mr. Kirkland - Do you wish to speak, sir?

Mr. Curry - She’s with me — moral support.

Ms. Curry - My husband and | wish to build a detached garage.

Originally when we built our home, well, Portugee Road now lies with not the existing
location on it. They re-routed Portugee Road, the water main, the whole thing. So the
County came through, and they purchased a portion of our property that lies in the
south Portugee Road flood easement. At the time of that purchase, | inquired whether
we would still be able to build a detached garage later in the future, and the gentleman
who we dealt with was Mr. Byrd, and he told us that we could.

So three years have gone by now, and we decided that we wanted to build our garage,
went to the Planning and Zoning, ran through your entire building in one day and got the
whole thing signed off on and got the building permit approved. The problem that we're
having now is, we're told that our property is a reverse corner lot, which they put a stop
to the whole thing going on. We’ve got the footing dug and poured, and the brick and
block is already delivered, and we’re waiting.

A key thing to know, though, is we are lot 3, and my husband and I, back in August,
purchased lot 4 from Robert and Lettie Muncy. That is our property; no, we have not
merged the two, but we have no intent on selling. Now, when | applied for a variance, |
was told that | could apply for a merging of the two, but it would probably take about the
same amount of time for this hearing to be heard today as for the approval of the
merging, so | said we’ll go ahead and go through the variance since I've already started
that paperwork. We’'re not selling lot 4; we’re keeping it. | like neighbors, but | don’t
want any, so | have no intention of selling it to have anybody move around us. Our
neighbors, we only really have two at this time, the Shiflets, who are directly across
Portugee Road, who are actually on the corner of Memorial and Portugee, and then our
neighbors who are in lot 2, who are Tim and Sue Kazar, and they also do not have a
problem with it.

Mr. Wright- You own lot 1?

Ms. Curry - | own lot 3, which is a corner lot; my husband and | own lot
3, and we purchased lot 4, which is directly behind us.

Mr. Nunnally- How long have you been at this location?

Ms. Curry - Three years we built that house. Yes sir, we moved in
October 16 of 1996.
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Mr. Kirkland- Mr. Blankinship, this little triangle that's been left over from
when they re-routed Portugee Road — who owns that?

Mr. Blankinship - | believe it's shown as being in the right-of-way.

Mr. Kirkland- So the right-of-way is right up against their property?

Mr. Blankinship- Right, the old right-of-way and the new right-of-way; the
County would retain ownership of that.

Mr. Nunnally- And what size garage is this going to be?

Ms. Curry - 24 by 35 feet — a 3-car garage. It's a two-story garage; it's

referred to as a carriage garage, a carriage shed, which looks like a Cape Cod, looks
like our house.

Mr. Kirkland- Looks like it's going be brick?

Ms. Curry - No sir, it's going to match our home, and it's going to be vinyl
siding.

Mr. Wright- What's going to be located by the stairs?

Ms. Curry - He refers to it as a “man’s room.”

Mr. Wright- The dog house? Do you all intend to carry on any business
out there?

Ms. Curry - Oh, no sir.

Mr. Kirkland - Any other questions? All right, well, if no other questions,

that concludes the case.

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Nunnally, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board granted the case A-10-2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

The Board granted this request for a variance of accessory structure location, as it
found from the evidence presented that authorizing this variance will not be of
substantial detriment to adjacent property, and will not materially impair the purpose of
the zoning regulations, and subject to the following condition:
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1. Only the improvements shown on the plan filed with the application may be
constructed pursuant to this approval. Any additional improvements shall comply with
the applicable regulations of the County Code.

Mr. Chairman, since that's the last case, | make a
motion...........

Mr. Kirkland - Let’s call about the passed one — how about that?

Mr. Blankinship - Right, 153, well there’s still nobody here.......

A-153-1999 Harry L. Bowen requests a variance from Section 24-41(e) of
Chapter 24 of the County Code to construct a Florida room on the
existing deck at 12013 Heiber Court, Worthington Hills (Tax Parcel
56-10-B-5), zoned R-5C, General Residence District (Conditional)
in the Tuckahoe magisterial district. The rear yard setback is not
met.

Mr. Kirkland - Anyone here wish to speak on this case? They had that

long to walk in. Okay, do | have a motion to defer?

Mr. Blankinship - It has been deferred.

Mr. Kirkland - Okay, do | have a motion to withdraw without prejudice?

After an advertised public hearing and on a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr.
Wright, the Board allowed the applicant to withdraw this application without
prejudice.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

Mr. Kirkland - Okay, now we’ll go to the end if you like.

Other business before the Board? | see we have the dates here — did everyone get a
chance to look over the dates for this year? Does anyone have any problems? Mr.
McKinney, Mr. Balfour, Mr. Nunnally? Just want to make sure everyone had seen that
in their packet. Now here we go with a barrel of minutes.

Let's have a motion to approve the calendar for this year.

On a motion by Mr. Wright, seconded by Mr. McKinney, the Board approved the
Henrico County Board of Zoning Appeals meeting schedule for 2000.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
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Negative:
Absent:

[N e]

Okay, the dates are set.

Approval of Minutes

On a motion by Mr. Wright, seconded by Mr. Balfour, the Board approved the August
26, 1999 Minutes of the Henrico County Board of Zoning Appeals meeting.

Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

Mr. Kirkland - That's it — September?

On a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr. Nunnally, the Board approved the
September 23, 1999 Minutes of the Henrico County Board of Zoning Appeals meeting.
Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

On a motion by Mr. Balfour, seconded by Mr. Nunnally, the Board approved the
October 28, 1999 Minutes of the Henrico County Board of Zoning Appeals meeting.
Affirmative: Balfour, Kirkland, McKinney, Nunnally, Wright 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0

On a motion by Mr. , seconded by Mr. , the Board
adjourned until February 24, 2000.
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