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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
GOVERNMENT CENTER AT PARHAM AND HUNGARY SPRING ROADS, ON
THURSDAY OCTOBER 28, 2021 AT 9:00 A.M., NOTICE HAVING BEEN
PUBLISHED IN THE RICHMOND TIMES-DISPATCH OCTOBER 11, 2021 AND
OCTOBER 18, 2021.

Members Present: Terone B. Green, Chair
Walter L. Johnson, Jr., Vice-Chair
Gentry Bell
Terrell A. Pollard
James W. Reid, Jr.

Also Present: Benjamin Blankinship, Secretary
Paul M. Gidley, County Planner
R. Miguel Madrigal, County Planner
Michael Morris, County Planner
Kuronda Powell, Account Clerk

Mr. Green - It's the Board of Zoning Appeals for Thursday, October 28,
2021. For those of you who are able, would you please stand and join us in the Pledge
of Allegiance?

[Recitation of the Pledge of Allegiance]

Good morning. We have a full complement of our Board, which we normally do, and we
thank you for your presence here and we're going to be respectful in listening to your
cases. You can hear me? We're going -- okay. We're going to be respectful to speaking
up so you can hear us. |s that okay, sir? Okay.

Before we start Mr. Blankinship will read our rules. But | wanted to note some changes
that we have -- that have occurred in the way we proceed. Once we hear your case, we
will vote on your case and that way you don't have to wait until the end to see the outcome
of your case. So once we vote on your case, you are free to leave unless you want to
stay and hear the rest of the cases that are before us. So | will then -- now turn it over to
Mr. Blankinship to read our rules.

Mr. Blankinship - Good morning, Mr. Chair, members of the Board. And good
morning to those of you who are in the room with us today. | would also like to welcome
everyone who's joining us remotely on Webex. If you wish to observe the meeting but
you do not intend to speak, welcome and thank you for joining us.

For those of you on Webex who wish to speak, we need to know that in advance so that
we can connect you at the appropriate time. So if you are an applicant or if you have
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We're requesting a deferral until the December BZA hearing in order for us to complete
our community outreach. We present at the Northern Henrico Civic Association meeting
in November.

After the meeting we will give an update to the staff so that they can include that update
in their staff report.

Mr. Green - Thank you. Is there a motion to defer this case until
December?
Mr. Pollard - Move that we defer this request to allow the applicant to

continue to work with the neighbors to resolve their concerns.

Mr. Green - Is there a second?
Mr. Reid - I second it.
Mr. Green - The motion was made by Mr. Pollard, seconded by Mr.

Johnson, all in favor say aye.

On a motion by Mr. Pollard, seconded by Mr. Johnson, the Board deferred case
CUP2021-00012 until the December 16, 2021 Board of Zoning Appeals meeting.

Affirmative: Bell, Green, Johnson, Pollard, Reid 5

Negative: 0

Absent: 0

Mr. Green - The motion passes. Your request has been deferred until
December. Thank you.

Ms. Bates - Thank you.

Mr. Blankinship - All night.  The next case is Conditional Use Permit 2021,

number 21, Zachary Turner.

CUP2021-00021 ZACHARY TURNER requests a conditional use permit pursuant to
~ 2ction 24-4430.A of the County Code to allow short-term rental of a guesthouse at 802
Brook Hill Circle (BROOK HILL HEIGHTS) (Parcel 787-746-8344) zoned One-Family
Residence District (R-3) (Fairfield).

Mr. Blankinship - Would everyone who intends to speak to this case please
stand and be sworn in? Raise your right hands, please. You can just stay right there for
that. 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?
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The ~1est house would be to the rear of both of these dwellir ~ 5. In order to preserve the
privacy and minimize any detrimental impacts, staff recommends the installation of a 6-
foot-tall privacy fence for a length of 50 feet along the northern and western property lines.

In conclusion, the proposed use is consistent with both the zoning and comprehensive
plan designations on the property. The site is of sufficient size and the existing vegetation
of the northern half of the lot will provide screening of the proposed use. The conversion
of the garage to a guest house is allowed by code and there is adequate space for on-
site parking and the closest homes impacted by the use are between 60 and 120 feet
away.

As long as the applicant adheres to the suggested conditions of approval, staff does not
anticipate any detrimental impacts. Based on these facts, staff recommends approval of
this request subject to conditions. This concludes my presentation and I'll be happy to
answer any questions.

Mr. Green - Are there any questions from the Board members to staff?
Hearing none, we will now hear from the applicant.

Mr. Turner - Thank you. Yeah. So, like he said, we have a guest house
that we're trying to convert into an Airbnb. And I've spoken with all the neighbors. |
believe the 6-foot privacy fence was the main concern. None of the neighbors who are
close have any issues. They're all super excited, actually, to be able to have a guest
house for their family to come and stay at.

Yeah. We are more than willing to comply with all of the conditions that you've set forth?
| think there were 11 on the page that | received. And | see no issue with that. So I'm
more than happy to comply. All right. Do you all have any questions for me?

Mr. Green - Are there any questions from the Board to the applicant?
Hearing none, is there a motion --

Mr. Blankinship - Do you want to call -- just to get --

Mr. Green - Oh I'm sorry. I'm sorry. I'm sorry. Are there any witnesses?
Mr. Blankinship - Anybody else wish to speak in favor or in opposition of this
case?

Mr. Green - Or is anybody on Webex?

Mr. Morris - There is no one on Webex interested in speaking on this case.
Mr. Blankinship - Thank you. Once again, are there any --

Mr. Gidley - Just state your name.

October 28, 2021 5 Board of Zoning Appeals — BZA






3. ™ xfore listing the property for short-term rental, the applicant must obtain approval from
the Department of Building Construction and Inspection to change the use of the building
to a guesthouse for short-term rental. This must be accomplished no later than October
30, 2023, or this conditional use permit will expire. If the building permit is cancelled or
revoked after that date due to failure to diligently pursue construction, this conditional use
permit will expire at that time.

4. The new construction must match the existing dwelling as nearly as practical in
materials and color.

5. Before beginning any clearing, grading, or other land disturbing activity, the applicant
must obtain approval of an environmental compliance plan from the Department of Public
Works.

6. The applicant must obtain approval for the second driveway from the Department of
Public Works. The driveway must be improved with gravel or asphalt.

7. This approval is subject to the County noise ordinance (Sec. 10-67 through 10-69),
registry ordinance (Sec. 20-280 through 20-282), and short-term rental development
standards (Sec. 24-4430).

8. All short-term renters must park on the private driveway, not on Brook Hill Circle.

9. The applicant or co-host must respond in person whenever necessary to resolve issues
and complaints arising in connection with the short-term rental.

10. Any exterior lighting must be shielded to direct light away from adjacent property and
streets.

11. The applicant must install a six-foot-tall privacy fence running along the western and
northern property lines. The fence must extend from the northwest corner of the lot at
least 50 feet along each property line.

Affirmative: Bell, Green, Johnson, Pollard, Reid
Negative:
Absent:

o OO

The motion is passed.
Mr. Turner - Thank you for your time.

Mr. Green - Thank you, sir.
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Finally, as far as public health and welfare, staff does not believe this would have any
significant impact on the public health, safety, and welfare. It should not impact people
entering or leaving the driveway.

So, in conclusion, the applicant would like to place a structure on his front driveway to
provide shelter for neighborhood gatherings. While staff does not believe it would
negatively impact the health, safety, or welfare of nearby property, it's unaware of any
reason this cannot be placed in the rear yard. However, if the applicant can explain why
it is necessary to be in the front yard, then staff could support the request.

This concludes my presentation. If you have any questions, I'll be happy to answer those.
Thank you.

Mr. Green - Yes. We'll just ask for a recommendation to support or deny
the request.

Mr. Gidley - Staff takes the view right now if -- it's simply we're going to
have an occasional neighborhood gathering and we just want a shelter, then it should be
placed in the rear yard. We don't want a situation where people get into the habit, so to
speak, of just simply getting a use permit and start putting structures regularly in the front
yard. However, if the applicant could provide a valid reason why it has to be in the front
yard and can't be located in the rear yard, then we could support it with conditions.

Mr. Green - But as of now, staff is not supporting it unless the condition is
met.

Mr. Gidley - If it's simply to have neighborhood gatherings and provide
shelter, then that could be achieved in the rear yard.

Mr. Green - Okay.

Mr. Green - Are there any other questions from the Board to staff?

Mr. Bell - Will they just be using it for parking their -- say if you got a
trailer or something like that? Just parking something there in front of it?

Mr. Gidley - You'd have to ask the applicant that question.

Mr. Green - of 4.

Mr. Gidley - It's stated in the BZA report or in the application for the use

permit that it would be to host occasional neighborhood gatherings that would occur in
the driveway. So that's what we wrote the report based on. Thank you.

Mr. Green - Hearing no other questions from the Board, we will now hear
from the applicant.
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Mr. Gidley - Ultimately it's up to the Board to make a value judgement, as
| stated. On one hand, the structure is not significant. | don't think it's going to be
particularly unsightly or anything like that. On the other hand, you know, the preference
obviously is to have structures in the rear yard. The applicant had stated in the form here
to use it as additional shelter and outdoor space, family and social neighborhood events
-- on the driveway gatherings. And that’s what he had listed.

If it is to shelter his car from the trees, | don't think it's going to have a substantial
detrimental impact on the neighborhood. If that's what it's used for. And the Board will
have to make adjustment on that.

Mr. Green - But what would staff's recommendation be now that you've
heard his explanation? | don't want to try to pin you down, but I'm trying to pin you down.

Mr. Blankinship - He's trying hard not to be pinned down.
Mr. Johnson - Do we have a copy of the letter?
Mr. Green - Mr. Johnson -- well, first, can you -- if you don't want to answer

that, | understand it. But --

Mr. Gidley - | basically spelled out, | think, where we were. The reason it
can't even go beside the house is the applicant had built with the variance into the side-
yard setback. So he's made pretty good use of the house. But, as I've said too, it's not
a particularly unsightly structure. Some things we've seen come in are pretty bad, too.
So, again, I'm going to leave it to the Board whether or not placing it in the front yard is
justifiable here.

Mr. Green - Okay. Mr. Johnson.

Mr. Johnson - Yes. To the applicant. How often do you think you going to
have some kind of activities outside?

Mr. Kite - You know, for us to utilize that with the neighborhood, |1 mean,
it could be something very infrequent. You know, a couple times during the year, during
the holidays. But as far as, you know, for day-in, day-out, it would definitely be utilized
every day because of, you know, the car would be parked under there.

Mr. Johnson - Right. Soit's very seldom with I soc rents, tt 1. Tcay.
Mr. Green - Are there any questions from the Board to the applicant?

Mr. Pollard - I have a question. Remind me why you didn't want to use the
back yard?
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the civic association, | move that we approve the conditional use permit subject to the
conditions recommended by staff.

Mr. Green - Second by myself. The motion was made by Mr. Reid to
approve. Seconded by myself, Mr. Green. Any discussions among the Board before we
vote? Allin favor. All opposed.

On a motion by Mr. Reid, seconded by Mr. Green, the Board approved case CUP2021-
00024 BRAD KITE’s request for a conditional use permit pursuant to Section 24-
4404.A.1 of the County Code to build a detached carport in the front yard at 2326
Thousand Oaks Drive (THOUSAND OAKS) (Parcel 762-749-4475) zoned One-Family
Residence District (R-3) (Tuckahoe). The Board approved the request subject to the
following conditions:

1. This conditional use permit only authorizes the location of the proposed structure in the
front yard. All other applicable regulations of the County Code remain in force.

2. This conditional use permit applies only to the improvements shown on the drawing
titled, “Special Use Request for 2 Post Driveway Awning Install” by Brad Kite dated
9/9/2021. Any additional improvements must comply with the applicable regulations of
the County Code. Any substantial changes or additions to the design or location of the
improvements will require a new conditional use permit.

3. Any exterior lighting must be shielded to direct light away from adjacent property and
streets.

4. The applicant must obtain approval for the proposed structure from the Department of
Building Construction and Inspections by October 30, 2023, or this conditional use permit
will expire. If the building permit is cancelled or revoked after that date due to failure to
diligently pursue construction, this conditional use permit will expire at that time.

5. The applicant must satisfy the requirements of the covenants, conditions, and
restrictions for Thousand Oaks subdivision, as well as any requirements of the
homeowners’ association.

Affirmative: Bell, Green, Johnson, Pollard, Reid 5

Negative: 0

Abs it: 0

Mr. Green - Motion passes.

Mr. Blankinship - All right. The last of the four conditional use permits on this

morning's agenda is Conditional User Permit 2021 number 25, the Colonies Swim &
Tennis Club.
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In conclusion, the recreation facility has been in operation sinc  1985. It was specifically
required to provide a 6-foot-tall fence around the pool, which the club would like to replace
with a slightly lower fence. Because the new fence height would be contrary to specific
condition, Board approval is required to amend it. Based on the facts of the case and
anticipated impact, staff recommends approval of this request subject to conditions.

Mr. Green - Are there any questions from the Board to staff? Hearing
none, we will move to the applicant. Would you state your name and spell it?

Mr. Bernier - Good morning, gentlemen. My name is Sam Barnier, B as in
boy, e-r-n-i-e-r. | am the president of the Colonies Swim and Tennis Club, Incorporated.
And | have -- | was told | could bring a drive with some pictures. | just have a couple
pictures that | think also sort of illustrate exactly what we're doing, if that might be helpful
to the Board. Or I can just talk through it.

Mr. Blankinship - Yeah. If you just use our pictures, it would save us a little bit
of juggling.

Mr. Bernier - Okay, perfect.

Mr. Blankinship - But we can certainly show them if it's something that's really
important.

Mr. Bernier - Sure. So if you would go to the picture that highlights the

fence that's around the pool, that would be super helpful. | think it's an overhead shot
and it shows where the fence that goes around the pool is. | saw it.

Mr. Blankinship - Oh, an aernial?

Mr. Bernier - Yes. But there's one that just highlights the fence there.
That's the property line and then there's another one that highlights the fence that goes
around the pool.

Mr. Blankinship - Oh. On the site map | think we had it sketched.

Mr. Bernier - Yes, sir. There it is. Okay. So where we're seeing here,
gentlemen, is the highlighted portion, is the portion of the fence that we're looking to
replace. So around the rest of the pool structure, which is right to the right as you look at
this picture that -- yes. Exactly where staff he tt  cursor. That's the pool. Around tt
rest of it is a black chain-link, 6-foot fence like you would see around, you know, commonly
around the county.

The highlighted portion is a wooden lattice fence that has big bushes that were planted

back in the '80s that have since grown into the fence. And so you can see that lattice
fence right there and it goes all the way -- ah. There we are. So these are aggregate
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HOA, but most people in The Colonies are members of The Colonies Swim d T 1nis
Club. So the clubhouse is very popular and we have to have multiple pickups per week
during that -- those seasons and around the other holidays because the trash is
overflowing from that trash coral. People don't want to go back to the back and put it in
the very last trash can that's in the back corner of the trash coral.

So this is going to be an easier, more effective, way for us to dispose of the trash. We're
cognizant that -- so as you're looking at this picture, behind that stand of bushes on the
right about, as staff said, about 60 feet back there is the first home in The Colonies. The
closest one that borders our property line. And so we're cognizant that they don't want to
see a dumpster. We all live in The Colonies that are on the Board of the Colonies Swim
and Tennis Club. | wouldn't want to see a dumpster. So we're going to have that nice 8-
foot wall there.

| think the pickups are going to be probably less than once a week unless we're in the
busy season. And we can certainly arrange with the company that picks up the dumpster
to not pick it up at 6:00 in the morning. So we're happy to do that. | think that to the
extent that there's noise from the dumpster being picked up, | mean, | -- if your baby's
napping at 10:00, | can't control that. But | certainly don't want to wake anyone up at 6:00
a.m. with a dumpster pickup. So. | mean, | live there, too.

So. If you all have any questions for me, | am happy to answer them. And if | have to
ask Karen, I'm happy to do that.

Mr. Green - Okay. | have a question. Staff reported out that you were
going to talk about a 5-foot fence, but you're stating an 8-foot fence. What is the correct
height of the fence?

Mr. Bernier - Yes. So the 5-foot fence is the replacement for the wooden
fence that borders the pool. So we'd like to take that -- it's currently 6 feet. My
understanding is the reg -- if, like, if | bought a -- brought -- excuse me -- built a new pool
today, the reg would be 4 feet. But when we got the -- and when | say we | mean the
people back in the '80s that did -- that built the pool. When they got the original permit, it
specified 6 feet. We'd like to bring it to 5 and that's one of the two things we're asking the
Board for. Is that -- to bring that wooden fence down from 6 to 5. The 8-foot fence is
going around the dumpster, and that's a, like, a CMU with a nice facing. Hopefully brick.
But stucco if not brick. That's a different -- that doesn't connect into this fence. It's going
to be on the other side of the parking lot.

Mr. Green - Are there any other questions from the Board to the applicant?
Mr. Bell - Yes. | have one.

Mr. Green - Yes, sir, Mr. Bell.

Mr. Bell - A couple in fact. Around the trash are there any lights?

October 28, 2021 17 Board of Zoning Appeals — BZA






Mr. Green - Right. Right.

Mr. Bernier - And so it's sitting there for a while doing all that work. And
we'd rather just have them be able to come around, circle around, hit that dumpster head
on, dump it once, and go out.

Mr. Green - I would like to see -- because, like | said, | see it in my area,
that somehow you put a lock around it. Because people are just throwing trash all over
the place. And in some areas it's unsightly to me. Would you be receptive to entertaining
that? And opening it when necessary? Because, you know, as people are moving or
they see a dumpster, they'll throw stuff over there and they may, you know, if they don't
want to lift if, they'll just throw it --

Mr. Bernier - Right. Just into the enclosure.
Mr. Green - Right.
Mr. Bernier - Yes, certainly. Like | said, | don't have a lot of experience

administering a dumpster, but if somebody with more experience thinks that we should
start off with a lock -- | think there was already going to be a gate that the trash company
was going to have to open to be able to get to the trash can, so | think it's pretty easy to
put a lock on that.

Mr. Green - Can we put that as part of a condition? Because -- then that
way, like | said, | just want to make sure that we keep the integrity of the neighborhood
sound. Because, like | said, you will see people dumping trash all over the place.

Mr. Bernier - Yes, sir. And it can be pretty easy for us, too, if we put a
combo lock on. So normally what we do is if somebody rents the clubhouse there is a
temporary code that they get from the person on our Board who manages the clubhouse
and then they are responsible for dumping the trash from their party in the trash coral.
Probably not a big deal to have the same type of thing where they get a code for the
dumpster lock and then they can unlock the dumpster and put their stuff in the dumpster.

Mr. Green - Thank you.
Mr. Bernier - And then the same thing for the pool staff. When we're in pool

:ason, they can -- you know, Douglas Aquatics managers our pool, and they can ha
the code and their guards can dump the trash.

Mr. Green - Thank you. Are there any other questions from the Board?
Mr. Pollard - | have one.
Mr. Green - Yes, sir, Mr. Pollard.
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Mr. Bell - Seconded.

Mr. Green - The motion was made by myself, Mr. Green. It was seconded
by Mr. Bell. Is there any discussion among the Board members? Hearing none, all in
favor say aye.

On a motion by Mr. Green, seconded by Mr. Bell, the Board approved case CUP2021-
00025 COLONIES SWIM & TENNIS CLUB’s request for a conditional use permit
pursuant to Section 24-4205 of the County Code to expand a noncommercial recreation
facility at 2801 Causeway Drive (Parcel 731-756-4317) zoned One-Family Residence
District (R-2A) (Three Chopt). The Board approved the request subject to the following
conditions:

1. This conditional use permit authorizes the use of the property as a noncommercial
recreation facility. All other applicable regulations of the County Code remain in force.
Any additional improvements must comply with the applicable regulations of the County
Code. Any substantial changes or additions to the design or location of the improvements
will require a new conditional use permit.

2. The property must be operated on a nonprofit basis for members and guests only.
Membership must not exceed 300 families.

3. One parking space must be provided for every three families in the membership. The
parking lot must be maintained in accordance with Article 5, Division 1 of the Zoning
Ordinance. Fire lanes must be marked and maintained in accordance with the Fire
Prevention Code.

4. For the safety of swimmers, lights beamed only on the pool and operated by a timer
must be provided when water is in the pool.

5. Hours of operation must be limited to 8:00 am to 10:00 pm for outdoor activities and
8:00 am to 12:00 midnight for indoor activities. Up to four times per year, the hours of
outdoor activities may be extended to 12:00 midnight for swim meets.

6. Sound amplification may be used during the four swim meets and during emergencies,
but at no other time.

7. All exterior lighting must be sh™ 'ded to direct © "t away from adjac 1t property and
streets.

8. All landscaping must be maintained in a healthy condition at all times. Dead plant

materials must be removed within a reasonable time and replaced during the normal
planting season.
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Mr. Blankinship - Would everyone who intends to speak tot his case, please
stand and be sworn in? Raise your right hand, please. Do you swear the testimony you're
about to give is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help you God?
Thank you. Mr. Gidley.

Mr. Gidley - All right. Thank you, Mr. Secretary, Mr. Chair, members of the
Board.

The subject property is part of the Chamberlayne Estates Subdivision. It is one of five
rather narrow lots in a row, as you can see right here, and they all front on Edgefield
Street. Three of these lots have obtained variances in the past to allow homes to be built
on them.

Because the lot was recorded prior to 1960, it does have reduced lot-area and lot-width
standards. Despite this, it still lacks the required lot-area and lot-width and public street
frontage requirements. As all result, the applicant is requesting a variance in order to
construct a single-family home on the property.

As far as looking at the threshold tests for a variance, as you know, one of the three need
to be met. Staff believes two are met, actually. First, this lot was recorded in 1935. At
the time, it was a legal, buildable lot. However, code changes occurred in 1958 and in
1960 and as a result of those code changes, the lot was no longer buildable. So,
effectively, one, the lot lacks a reasonable beneficial use. And, second, there were
physical characteristics of the lot, namely its dimensions that existed prior to the change
in the zoning ordinance. Thus two of the three threshold tests are met. And because of
this, staff believes we can move on to the five subtests, all of which need to be met for a
variance to be granted.

As noted in the staff report, staff believes all are met. Just real quickly, detrimental impact.
You can see three of the homes right here that were constructed on these lots. So the,
you know, development pattern on these five lots has pretty much been set. This is just
a continuation of that development pattern, it's consistent with that pattern, and you can
see the homes out here. And the proposed home is similar in style, so staff does not see
a substantial detrimental impact if this is constructed on.

So, in conclusion, absent of variance a home may not be constructed on the property,
leaving it with no reasonable use. In addition, the lot was platted in 1935 prior to the first

ning  dinance so the lack of lot-area, lot-width, and the public st frontage
requirement is a hardship that existed prior to the adoption of these ordinance
requirements.

As noted, all five subtests are met, so staff recommends approval of this request subject

to the conditions in your staff report. If you have any questions, | will be happy to answer
those. Thank you.
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Mr. Morris - There is no one on Webex interested in speaking on this case.

Mr. Green - Hearing none, | will accept a motion from the Board as to the
disposition of this variance.

Mr. Pollard - I move that we approve the variance subject to the conditions
recommended by staff. Otherwise, there is no other reasonable use of the property and
the hardship was created before the ordinance was adopted.

Mr. Johnson - | second.

Mr. Green - Okay. The motion was made by Mr. Pollard and actually was
seconded by Mr. Johnson. Is there any discussion among the Board in reference to this
variance? Hearing none, all in favor say aye. Opposed like sign.

On a motion by Mr. Pollard, seconded by Mr. Johnson, the Board approved case
VAR2021-00027 WATCHTOWER HOMES AND CONSTRUCTION’s request for a
variance from Section 24-4306.E and Section 24-6402.A.2 of the County Code to build a
one-family dwelling at 5415 Edgefield Street (CHAMBERLAYNE ESTATES) (Parcel 790-
746-1548) zoned One-Family Residence District (R-4) (Fairfield). The Board approved
the request subject to the following conditions:

1. This variance applies only to the lot area, lot width and public street frontage
requirements for one dwelling only. All other applicable regulations of the County Code
remain in force.

2. This variance applies only to the plot plan by Virginia Surveys, dated 8-25-2021, and
building design titled “Watchtower Homes, 5415 Edgefield Rd” dated 8-6-2021 and filed
with the application. Any additional improvements must comply with the applicable
regulations of the County Code. Any substantial changes or additions to the design or
location of the improvements will require a new variance.

3. Before beginning any clearing, grading, or land disturbing activity, the applicant must
obtain approval of an environmental compliance plan from the Department of Public
Works.

4. Any dwelling on the property must be served by public water and sewer.
5. The applicant must obtain a building permit for tt  proposed dwelling by October 30,
2023, or this variance will expire. After that date, if the building permit is cancelled or

revoked due to failure to diligently pursue construction, this variance will expire at that
time.
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Affirmative: Bell, Green, Johnson, Pollard, Reid 5

Negative: 0

Absent: 0

Mr. Green - The motion is deferred till December.

Mr. Reid - November.

Mr. Green - November.

Mr. Blankinship - Which meeting? November, or December?

Mr. Johnson - November.

Mr. Green - November.

Mr. Blankinship - We deferred the other one to December just to allow them to

have this community meeting. All right. Well that brings us to the last case on this
morning's agenda, which is Variance 2021, number 30, Herman F. Blake, Jr.

VAR2021-00030 HERMAN F. BLAKE, JR. requests a variance from Section 24-
4306.E.1 of the County Code to build a one-family dwelling at 197 Pilgrim Lane (Parcel
795-755-4366) zoned Agricultural District (A-1) (Fairfield). The public street frontage
requirement is not met. The applicant proposes 0 feet public street frontage, where the
Code requires 50 feet public street frontage. The applicant requests a variance of 50 feet
public street frontage.

Mr. Blankinship - Would everyone who intends to speak to this case, please
stand and be sworn in? Raise your right hand, please. Do you swear the testimony
you're about to give is the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so help you
God?

Mr. Blake - | do.

Mr. Blankinship - All right. Now an  nber of the staff will p it Tt v
also severalnr 1 anda left on the tab for this ¢ se.

Mr. Gidley - Okay. Thank you, Mr. Secretary, Mr. Chairman, members of
the Board. As the secretary noted, since the staff report went out, we did receive
additional letters in opposition, including one from the homeowner's association and
copies of those should be at your desk.
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The other thing | would point out here is, if you're over here (205 Pilgrim Court) and you
go down towards the floodplain, it just slopes straight on down and it's steep. But you
notice the topo here looks a little different. It's steep going not just from the cul-de-sac
down to the subject property, but also between these two homes in the neighborhood,
side to side, it's also quite steep there. And that's why we refer to the ravine being so
steep in our staff report. So we definitely have some concern as to whether or not it's
effectively usable.

In looking at the special requirement for a variance, as you know, one of the three must
be met for one to be granted. When the Board of Supervisors adopted the zoning
ordinance in 1960 to require public street frontage for all dwellings, this property was part
of a larger 214-acre parcel. As | noted, this parcel was developed into the Chickahominy
Bluffs and Sterling Forest subdivisions. These provided a valuable use for the 214-acre
parcel. The 4-acre parcel was just a remnant that contained steep slopes, floodplain, and
wetlands.

Because it lacked public street frontage, unlike the previous case we had, this was never
a buildable lot under the zoning ordinance for a dwelling. So, as a result, staff's position
is neither of the first two threshold tests are met. This obviously does not involve ADA
accessibility for a disabled person, so none of the three threshold tests are met in staff's
view. As a result, the variance should not be granted.

| would note, however, even if one of the three were met, all five subtests must also be
met. Staff is concerned, as noted, about the ravine. It's heavily wooded now, as you can
see here, which helps to stabilize the ravine as it currently exists. If a driveway were to
be placed down it, filling the ravine, attempting to stabilize it from erosion, would have a
significant impact on the adjacent homes. And, again, this is quite steep here.

Both of the homeowners have written in and expressed concerns over what impact it
would have on their property on the erosion vis-a-vis their foundation. So staff concurs
that it would have a substantial detrimental impact on not only the neighboring properties,
but would also be disruptive to an established neighborhood as well. So staff does not
believe this subtest is met.

In conclusion, staff does not believe the required threshold tests are met. In addition,
subtest two is not met as placing a driveway in this easement would result in the clearing
of mature trees, mass grading, and potential erosion problems for adjacent residents. As
a result, it would have a detrimental impact on nearby property. For these reasons, staff
recommends denial of this reqi ;.

I know this has been a long presentation. It's a detailed case. And if you have any
questions, | will be happy to answer those. Thank you.

Mr. Green - Could you go back a couple pictures. Because | want a clear
understanding.
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Mr. Gidley - Right.

Mr. Green - So could you go back to the picture between the two houses?
Mr. Gidley - Sure.

Mr. Green - So, basically, those trees would have to come down.

Mr. Gidley - Yes, sir.

Mr. Green - To access that lot.

Mr. Gidley - Yes, sir.

Mr. Green - So 20 feet would have to be taken so someone could go down

into that area.

Mr. Gidley - Yes, sir. That's correct. And when staff went down there, we
were impressed by the significance of that ravine. It was quite steep. And going in there
and clearing would certainly have a significant impact on the neighborhood.

Mr. Green - So it'd be 20-feet wide and how far back?

Mr. Gidley - Let's see here.

Mr. Martel Zeldin - Four hundred feet.

Mr. Gidley - Yes. You can see it right here.

Mr. Green - Wow.

Mr. Gidley - And here's another V here. It's 68 to here and 384 down here.
So, as someone said, over 400 feet down.

Mr. Green - That's significant road. That's a significant road.
Mr. Gidley - Yes, sir. It is significant.

Mr. Gre 1 - Are there any other qu stions from the --

Mr. Pollard - Where's the applicant's current property?

Mr. Johnson - That's what | was going to ask.

Mr. Pollard - Could you, like, hover over it with your cursor?
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Mr. Gidley - | would think he, you know, certainly could put an easement
on his property. He would still need a variance for the public street frontage. But the
easement could come across his property. Sure.

Mr. Reid - Okay. Thank you.

Mr. Gidley - Yes, sir.

Mr. Green - Mr. Johnson.

Mr. Johnson - And my question was the entrance that you talked about

going. If it went in from--

Mr. Green - Where those big trees are? There?

Mr. Johnson - No. Not there, but on the opposite side. Right there.

Mr. Gidley - Yeah.

Mr. Johnson - Having an easement coming in from over there -- if they could

do it, would it be flatter there than it would be on the other side?

Mr. Gidley - When | looked at topographical maps, the area immediately
behind the applicant's home was somewhat level. But, again, as you get a little further
into the property it does sort of slope down to the floodplain for the river. If any of you
have driven down to the Chickahominy River, you know how you start going downhill real
quick.

Mr. Johnson - But you stated earlier that it looked like the one and only
buildable area was in the back. Was it back there and potentially in the front and in middle
iS unusable? Is that your assessment?

Mr. Gidley - This area here where the cursor is, is pretty steep. And then
there's floodplain up here. So the practical matter is it would have to go up here. But
there are -- | believe there's, like 35-feet worth of easements that run through here. And,
as | noted, there seem to be Chesapeake Bay buffers noted on the subdivision plans up
here or that crossed over. So in reality how buildable it is, that's certainly up in the air, so
to speak. And, again, we didn't really look at that just because we don't think the applicant
met the requirements for the variance.

Mr. Johnson - Thank you.

Mr. Green - Any other questions from the Board to the staff? Hearing
none, we'll now move to the applicant. Is the applicant here?
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It's been a real pleasant place to live. I've enjoyed it. We have seen a lot of change come
forth there. We, you know, the neighborhood was concerned about Rolling Hills. They
were concerned about Chamberlayne Estates. They were concerned about the other
one. And justifiably so. | think neighbors have a right to know. They have a right to be
concerned about what's going to happen in their area.

| never was really worried about Rolling Hills, because | know the developer and he
promised me that he would get me an access easement into my house. | mean, into my
property. And, you know, | felt pretty good about that, because before that there was an
access easement that was closed when Rolling Hills was developed.

My kids call it the VEPCO Trail. | think it was actually a big easement that went down
with the County sewer line. But, anyway, that's how they went in and out. The
neighborhood kids played back in there. They had rope swiings over one ravine and did
all kinds of things. It's been a great place to live.

I'm going to downsize and so, therefore, I've decided to sell that. What | did is | gave you
all the information. | have always seen it as being a usable access easement that | could
open up at some point. Now, obviously, | wouldn't open it up without telling the people or
meeting with them or anything else about going across it.

But I've always looked at it as -- and | know the developer did, too. And why his engineer
wrote a letter about a fishing cabin is beyond me. 1 only found out about it the other day
when Mr. Gidley told me about it. And he sent me a copy and that's what the engineer
said. Well, that wasn't the engineer's instructions from the developer, as | understand it.
He would be -- | was to get an access that | could build a driveway in, drive cars back in
there, and sell off some of the property if | wanted to.

I thought | had two lots as | could break it up into two pieces. But | went up to the Planning
Office with a real estate agent. That has probably | don't know. | tried to find exactly
when it was. But, anyway, we went there together and the Planning staff member told
me that | could only get one house back there. And he said, You don't have enough road
frontage for that.

I think he was probably doing the same thing | did. Read that plat, it's recorded, showing
that easement and knowing that that whole thing had gone before the Board of
Supervisors. Now forget about the ordinance. It went before the Board of Supervisors
showing an easement right into Pilgrim Lane.

Now maybe it was inadvertently approved by them. That's what | have to assume now.
Because | had no idea until a few days before the filing on this case was due that | had
to come before you folks. So, you know, | was totally ignorant of that fact. And | still have
an issue with it. But in order to move on forward, | rushed in to get my filing done. | have
a purchaser who's actually signed a contract. He is from Baltimore, wants to move to
Richmond, and set up his life out of Maryland and into Virginia.
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But what I did is | took the 12 pages of the new sheet, of the new ordinances, 12 pages
in there that spell out the uses of each piece of property. And you've got to go down the
table for yours. And mine is the first one agricultural and conservation. You've got to go
down that one. Then you go to 11 more pages and go down those. And that's what | did.
Took me about a half a day to get it. Staff may want to hang on to that. Save them a lot
of looking. But they are all uses that are by right and by conditional use or provisional
use in agriculture.

| could go over there right now -- by taking a tractor down by my garage and so forth. But
| don't have a place on my lot where |1 live to get an easement to access that property. |
got a house in the way and | got a garage in the way. And that's why the developer, who
is a personal friend of mine, was willing to give me an access to that while they were
developing this property. So it was done before anybody bought anything over there. It's
on the plat of the whole subdivision for the world to see. And | think it's in 2001 when it
was recorded.

| think the Real Estate Department here in the County decided, Oh, Mr. Blake's got a
buildable lot. You will notice that my tax assessment went from 5,000-some dollars up to
40-some thousand dollars and change. It's all there in front of you. And then each year
as the lots were sold it kept creeping up and it got up to $83,000 and stayed there for
years. Now I'm selling the lot, hopefully. | mean, I'm trying to be fair. I'm selling it for the
assessment. | figured if the County thinks it's worth $83,000, that if that lot -- it's got the
potential to be able to a $250,000 lot if you can get into it with a driveway.

So what I've tried to do is leave enough money. And I've had my engineer look at the
slope in there and he says it's only going to be, like, a 10 to 1 slope with the most of 12.
Or 10 percent or 12 percent. That is not a bad slope. Subdivision | did in Chesterfield --
we got slopes in there way worse than that. And it works. It all passed the State Highway
Department, Design, Chesterfield. It's all signed off, the subdivision's built.

So I'm depending on my engineer to do this. And what we would do is the best
engineering practices will answer most of these problems. There's not a subdivision
anywhere that | know of it has wooded parcels on it, Chickahominy Bluffs included, Rolling
Hills included, that you don't have to take down trees, you don't have to destabilize soil
for the time being, but you've got to restabilize it. Good engineering practices take care
of that.

| just wish that I'd done something different, so it didn't have to disturb the Zeldins and the
Bells. | reallv do. But | really feel like in the heart that | already have an established
easement. ,.1e Board of Supervisors might | inadvertently passed it. | feel like I'm
entitled to it and | have every intention of working with the neighborhood. And they're
making claims like, you know, they're going to get a flash flood. Well, there's no way
you're going to get a flash flood. If it didn't get a flash flood during Gaston, or whatever
that hurricane was that came in here and flooded everything, it's never going to be one.
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formalize that? | mean, people say all kind of things, but | would think that with you being
a developer there would be some formal documentation that you could produce or
someone could produce that was actually -- not to challenge anything that you've said,
but -- because | believe you. But, you know.

Mr. Blake - The only thing | could do would be to get a letter from the
developer, you know, attesting to the fact of what his intent was. But he was so happy,
you know, he had some rough times, | think, getting his subdivision done. | mean, a lot
of neighbors' concerns not in, | mean, in the general vicinity. | mean, probably
Chickahominy Bluffs. | didn't go to the hearings and probably Chamberlayne Hills. |
mean, there was concern.

So he was happy when he got it and let me know that everything had been approved,
signed off, and he was good to go. And I'm sure he would be happy to give me some
kind of letter. He's in and out of town. Right now | think he's in Europe.

But that's all I've got right now is word of mouth. And the staff has looked back and they
can't find any more than what they found. And | was not even aware. And where the
engineer comes up with the idea you're going to build a fishing cabin back there and you
can't drive back there to it or something. To me it's ludicrous. | can use all of the things
that you can use in agriculture. | don't know. It's really twisted. It's a tough one.

Mr. Green - | have a question for staff. Could you explain to me when
someone -- he said it was the intent to give him that. How do you go from intent to
actuality? And what is the process to make it legal?

Mr. Gidley - Well typically an easement would, A, be recorded as it was on
the subdivision plan and, B, would have a document recorded spelling out what exactly
the easement does, who has the rights to that easement, and what those rights are. As
I said, you know, this could be a pedestrian easement, this could be a vehicular easement,
we don't really know. But that's typically the two parts. There's, A, the recordation on the
plat, but there's no, B, really spelling out what those rights to the easement are.

Mr. Green - So you literally have an easement, but you don't know what
it's for.

Mr. Gidley - Yes, sir. That's basically what it boils down to.

Mr. Green - Goes from intent to actuality.

Mr. Gidley - Yeah. And all we have in writing as such is a letter from the

engineer and | can hand this out if you want to --
Mr. Green - No I'm just trying to follow a legal process.

Mr. Gidley - Yes.
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There's a lot of things that could be done with it. But I still contend that a nice residence
back there is absolutely the best thing for it. If | didn't believe it | wouldn't be here. |
wouldn't have tried to sell it like that. I'd tie it into my house and say, Come by an inner-
city farm. |, you know, that's what | might have to do. But | don't know. | really think I've
got people that want to live here. They're nice people and I'd like to help them live here.
And I think they'd be an asset to the area. And | told them that.

Mr. Pollard - Okay. And the purchaser has seen the easement?
Mr. Blake - Sir?
Mr. Pollard - The purchaser has seen the easement that you're proposing

to have the road go through? Be built on? The purchaser, the person you're selling the
property to, they see kind of, like, how it's restricted as far as access?

Mr. Blake - He's walked that property -- they've walked it several different
times. And, you know, they know the situation. And as soon as | found out | had to go to
the Board of Zoning Appeals, you know, according to Planning staff, | notified him. I've
sent him everything that I've been sent. You know. So he's up to date onit. And | hope
he wasn't on the road somewhere where he couldn't Zoom, but | don't know. That was
his intent. Other than that, 1 don't know. He might just say give up and then forget about
it.

Mr. Green - Since we're discussing this, can we make sure that he is not
on Zoom or Webex?

Mr. Blankinship - There is someone on Webex who has not informed staff of
their interest. Mr. Morris, is it possible for staff to reach out and ask if Mr. Smith, the
contract purchaser, is on Webex?

Mr. Morris - Mr. Smith is not on, but we will reach out to that fourth
participant or attendee to see if they have an interest in speaking.

Mr. Blankinship - Okay. Thank you.

Mr. Green - Well thank you, Mr. Blake. We will now move to those who
would like to speak for or against the variance.

Mr. Blake - Thank you, gentlemen.

Mr. Green - Would those individuals who would like to speak for or against
identify themselves.

Unknown Speaker - Against as well?
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the water to the Chickahominy River. So that would create a barrier. The road and the
bridge would create a barrier to the free flow of that water.

A third point, suppose he's able to build a driveway going down 400 feet and then up
again another 50 feet and a bridge across the stream. Suppose a residence is built on
that 4.3-acre landlock lot. What happens in the case of an emergency like a fire or an
EMT -- a medical emergency? How would a firetruck transverse a hill that goes down
400 feet with a ravine on the left side? | can't imagine that occurring. | think it'd be a
disaster waiting to happen.

And, finally, we have one more point. To the right of the easement is my property.
Perhaps my house is about 10 or 15 feet from the easement. On my property, next to the
easement, there are several trees. Two of them are above 100 feet tall. They've been
there for a century. One is a giant poplar. If Mr. Blake builds a road there and excavates
that easement, it will impinge upon the roots of those trees that are right next to my
property. | think you're aware that if you take out 30, 40, or 50 percent of the roots of a
tree, that tree is dead. It will die.

One of those trees hangs over my roof. If that tree dies, | either have to remove it at my
expense, or it will topple on my house. And it's not like it's 30, 40 feet away from the
house. It's only about 10 feet away from the house. About 15 feet away from the
easement. So those roots will be damaged as well.

[ think the bottom line for me is that the report by the Planning Office was accurate, but
not complete, that there'll be a problem with environmental concerns with runoff, with
erosion. It will be a disaster waiting to happen. It will change the nature of the cul-de-
sac. It'll change the nature of Rolling Hills. That's all I've prepared to say at this point.
I'm happy to answer any questions.

Mr. Green - Are there any questions from the Board to the applicant? |
mean, to the person who is against this proposal? Okay. We'll hear the next person.
Would you state your name and speli it, sir, please.

Mr. Winston - Yeah. Good morning. I'm Leslie Winston, W-i-n-s-t-o-n. My
wife, Betty and |, reside at 204 Pilgrim Lane in the Rolling Hills Subdivision. We're right
next door to Mr. Zeldin. And we are here to speak against this request.

The property of Rolling Hills, it's a special area. It's quiet. We live out in the cul-de-sac.
The property in question, if a road were constructed there, it would seriously impact the
value of our property.

The nature and the beauty are one thing. Or a couple of the things that attracted us to

that development of Rolling Hills. And it's obvious that the easement that is there was
never meant to handle any kind of vehicular traffic.
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to say that our association is vehemently against this. We've had a meeting, and we do
not want this to happen. So.

Mr. Greem - Thank you.

Ms. Winston - And | believe you do have a letter from our Chair.

Mr. Pollard - Yes.

Ms. Winston - And we have a petition also.

Mr. Green - Yes, thank you.

Ms. Winston - Thank you.

Mr. Green - There are three individuals on Webex. One we were going to

go back to see if that individual was --
Mr. Blankinship - Yes. Mr. Smith is apparently not one of them.

Mr. Green - And the three individuals on Webex, are they for or against
the project?

Mr. Blankinship - | believe they're all in opposition.
Mr. Green - Would you defer and follow the comments made by Mr.
Pollard as it relates to having anything additional to say? Because | think we get the gist

of this.

Mr. Blankinship - Yeah. Just please don't repeat anything that's already been
said, but if you have new information, please provide it.

Mr. Green - So are there any individuals with new information on Webex?

Mr. Morris - Yes, sir. It's my understanding the three individuals are still
interested in speaking.

Mr. Green - Okay. Are the three individuals going to provide us with
something that we have not heard? Because if we'vet ard it already, then well I'm going
to take the prerogative of cutting them short, because we've heard a lot and we don't want
to repeat the same thing.

Mr. Morris - Understood. I'm sorry, but they have not provided us with
details on what they are going to speak about.

Mr. Blankinship - Okay. Let's have the first one.
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But | had sent in one of the letters that | believe may be in your packet earlier. A lot of
the photos from the staff presentation are from the outside of the ravine. If you haven't
had a chance, please look at some of the photos I've provided inside the ravine and you
can get a better sense of the steepness of the slope both from the road going down, but
then also on either side to where our house and Marty and Carol's house sit as well as
the number of trees that are in there that are certainly in that ravine place.

I'm not going to, you know, rehash anything that's been spoken to already, but | wish to
just comment and respond to a couple things that Mr. Blake had said. | hope that no one
underestimates the amount of water that flows through this area. It is true that it's mostly
sheet flow, as Mr. Blake said, but it is in a large volume as it -- the house where | sit --
flows across my back yard into this ravine.

It is a large quantity of water, and | don't want it to be underestimated. Mr. Blake even
said so, in his own words. The water flows into that ravine. And then, in the same breath,
he made the claim that the amount of water that goes through that ravine -- is what shaped
and formed this ravine. So it's no small amount of water.

Also, | just want to clarify and reiterate that we, well, at least | don't object to Mr. Blake
utilizing his property for any of the ways that he, you know, has mentioned. If he wants
to log it, farm it, fine. | don't understand how he thinks he could. Because same thing
like my property. Adjacent. It's either on the hill. Anything below the hill is a swamp. But
the objection isn't to him logging or farming his property. ltis specifically to this proposed
access road that would unquestionably destabilize that area and put the house at 201
Pilgrim Lane at risk and the house at 200 Pilgrim Lane at risk.

| have also built my --

Mr. Green - We lost you?

Mr. Johnson - We lost --

Mr. Green - Can we get him back?

Mr. Blankinship - Mr. Morris.

Mr. Morris - Yes, sir. It appears we have lost Mr. Bell.

Mr. Green - | think we've gotten the essence of what Mr. Bell has stated.
Mr. Blankinship - There's one more.

Mr. Green - Is there -- there was three.

Staff - Yes, sir. There's one more speaker. Jayell Alexander. And

I'm going to unmute him right now.
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And then the last thing is the statement that was made that the water all heads to those
culverts in the street. Well, | have what [ call the Little Rolling Hills River that runs behind
right through my back yard when it rains. Doesn't have to rain hard. But it starts off at
about one inch deep and when it really rains it gets up 4 inches deep. And I'm finding an
erosion problem and I'm six houses up the street from them. And it's all downhill to them.
So | know the erosion problems are going to be insurmountable on that road that they put
in there. It's going to be a constant problem. And | thank you for your time.

Mr. Green - Thank you. Are there any other individuals on Webex.

Mr. Morris - No, sir. There is no one else on Webex interested in
speaking.

Mr. Green - And with no one else in the audience is willing to -- is -- we're

done with the fors and against with individuals in the audience.

One thing I'd like to state before we move forward with this is that one of the things that
we as a Board do, and you all may not know, is while Mr. Pollard was given credit for
going out looking at property as it relates to -- because this is within his district. We all
tend to do that. And you may not see that, but we will drive the properties to look at them.

We're not to engage with individuals when we do that, so you may not know when we
come and when we're there. So a lot of times when individuals are explaining things to
us, we have already seen them, site visited them, and you may not know. And, like | said,
we do that very discretely, because we don't want -- because if we have access to one
side, then we have to grant access to the other. We're the Board of Zoning ninjas.

And so quite a few of us have been out and seen and we certainly understand. And so|
just wanted to make that clear that a lot of times people want to over explain things to us.
But we see. We go and we visit and we make copious notes on the things that we do --
we see.

Hearing no other discussion what is the pleasure of the Board?

Mr. Johnson - Do you have any questions after him --

Mr. Green - Oh. You wanted to rebut. Yes, sir. Could you not reinforce
what you've already said, Mr. Blake.

Mr. Blake - Beg your pardon?

Mr. Green - | said, do not reinforce anything you've already said, because
you've given a very thorough explanation.
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that the Planning Commission okayed this plat. it's signed off in 2001. | know there was
intention of the developer to give me access, vehicular access, to the property.

Now where'd it fall through the cracks? | don't know. | have no letter that | can prove by.
And where the engineer thought he had the authority to say, | can build a fishing cabin
back there and use it during the season, is absolutely ludicrous. It is ridiculous. It's almost
laughable. | guess that's all I've got to say, gentlemen. | don't know. | think that when
the County saw this thing and they upped my taxes from a $5,000 property to a $40,000-
some property, all the way up to an $83,000 property, they've prorated for years. The
County real estate section saw this as a buildable residential piece of property.

Now is the County going to give me back my tax money? If this is turned over will | get
my money back? Because my property goes right back down to agricultural. These are
questions that | can't answer and, you know, honest to God | will do anything | can do
verify what I've told you. | just didn't think it was necessary. But I'll be glad to get a letter
or whatever I've got to do. | ask you to prove it. | feel like I've got it.

| mean, | feel like it was given -- it might be inadvertently, but that plat, that subdivision
plat, was examined. It went through the planning process, it went back and forth between
the Planning staff and the engineer and the developer. | know it did. And I just feel like
that it was granted and what I've got to do at this point is go forward with the permits and
everything that | need, which will be done in due course. And these concerns will be
addressed at that time, they would have to be.

That's all | have to say. | appreciate the time. | appreciate you all listening. And | would
ask that you take my position that it was recorded and it's valid, and it can be used that
easy. Thank you.

Mr. Green - Thank you.
Mr. Pollard - Thank you, Mr. Blake.
Mr. Green - One other thing | would like to inform individuals in the

audience. We get a stack of paper and we diligently read this stack of paper. And we
have -- and, like | said, in addition to us doing our own homework, because we do our
homework, we were given a very large code book that the County developed that we
have to follow. So we've done that. We've also gone through training on zoning, and
there's continuing training that we continue to do.

What is more important is we rely on the -- and I'm going to take my mask off to say this
-- the objective viewpoint that our competent staff gives us. Never once since I've been
on this Board have | felt that there's been anything biased being given to us. Everything
has been objective and it's been factual and it has been verifiable. And so while
individuals may not like decisions that we make, you know, there are multiple levels of
ways in which we make that decision.
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zoned Agricultural District (A-1) (Fairfield). The public street frontage requirement is not
met.

Affirmative: Bell, Green, Johnson, Pollard, Reid 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0
Mr. Green - It's been denied. Thank you for your time and speaking to us.

Now we need to move on to the approval of the minutes. Has everyone had an
opportunity to look at the minutes? Is there a motion --

Mr. Johnson - | motion that we approve the September minutes.
Mr. Reid - So moved.
Mr. Green - All in favor. All opposed.

On a motion by Mr. Johnson, seconded by Mr. Reid, the Board approved the minutes
of the September 23, 2021 Board of Zoning Appeals meeting.

Affirmative: Bell, Green, Johnson, Pollard, Reid 5
Negative: 0
Absent: 0
Mr. Green - Minutes been approved. Thank you.

Mr. Blankinship - There is no other new business.
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Mr. Benjamin W. Blankinshi ecretary

October 28, 2021 33 Board of Zoning Appeals — BZA





