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       AGENDA 

Fayette County Zoning Board of Appeals 
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May 22, 2017 

7:00 P.M. 
________________________________________________________________________ 

 

1. Consideration of the Minutes of the Meeting held on April 24, 2017. 

 

PUBLC HEARING 

 

2. Consideration of Petition No. A-649-17, Thomas Lynch, Owner, and Oliver & Della 

DeHart, Agents, requests the following: Variance to Section 110-79. (d) Location on 

lot. To allow the construction of a detached accessory structure located in the front 

yard. (This item was tabled from the last meeting.) 

 

3. Consideration of Petition No. A-651-17, Stuart Jessop, Owner, requests the 

following: Variance to Sec. 110-125. A-R, (d) (6) to reduce side yard setback from 50 

feet to 40 feet to allow the construction of a detached accessory structure.  

 

4. Petition No. A-652-17 cannot be heard this month due to the sign being incorrectly 

placed on the wrong property and the public notice requirement could not be met. 
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PETITION NO.   A-651-17 

Stuart Jessop 

155 Martha’s Cove 

Fayetteville, GA 30215 

Public Hearing Date May 22, 2017 

 

The subject property is located at 1556 Martha’s Lane, Fayetteville, GA 30215 in the Windridge 

subdivision and is zoned Agricultural-Residential (A-R).  The applicant is requesting a Variance as 

follows: 

 

Variance to Sec. 110-125. A-R, (d) (6) to reduce side yard setback from 50 feet to 40 feet to 

allow the construction of a detached accessory structure.   

 

History:  The Final Plat for Windridge Subdivision was recorded on October 21, 1997.  Tax 

Assessor information indicates that the single-family residence was built in 2004  

 

The applicant provides the following information:    

 

VARIANCE SUMMARY 

 

Provide a detailed and specific summary of each request.  If additional space is needed, please 

attach a separate sheet of paper. 

 

 

JUSTIFICATION OF REQUEST 

 

The Fayette County Zoning Ordinance, Sec. 110-242. (b) states that in order to grant a 

variance, the Zoning Board of Appeals shall and must find that all five (5) conditions 

below exist.   
 

1. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular 

piece of property in question because of its size, shape or topography.   

 

There are exceptional conditions to this property because of its sloping terrain to both 

east and west as well as existing driveway and septic system that would cause 

hardship.  

 

2. The application of these regulations to this particular piece of property would create a 

practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship; and, 

 

The application of these regulations would cause for the removal of an entire driveway or re-

installation of a complete septic system in order to construct a suitable detached 
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garage. 

 

3. Such conditions are peculiar to the particular piece of property involved; and, 

 

Due to the current location of the established septic system, and the slope of the existing 

drive the proposed building would either collect water, or the garage door approach would be 

too steep to be accessible if the stated setbacks are maintained. The requested decrease in 

setback is required to reduce the steepness of approach to make the proposed building usable. 

4. Relief, if granted, would not cause substantial detriment to the public good or impair 

the purposes and intent of these regulations; provided, however, no variance may be 

granted for a use of land or building or structure that is prohibited by this Ordinance; 

and, 

 

Relief would not cause detriment to the public good nor impair purpose or intent of these 

regulations. The proposed location will have a 42' wooded buffer between the property 

line and closest point of the structure. 

 

 

5. A literal interpretation of this Ordinance would deprive the applicant of any rights that 

others in the same District are allowed. 

 

A literal interpretation would deprive the applicant of rights others are allowed. 

 

DEPARTMENTAL COMMENTS 

  

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH:  No objections 

 

ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT: EMD has no comment 

 

FIRE MARSHAL: The bureau of fire prevention will neither approve nor deny request that fall 

outside the scope of ISO requirements. 

 

PUBLIC WORKS/ENGINEERING:   

 

WATER SYSTEM:  No conflict 

 






















