
DEPARTMENT OF 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Planning & Zoning 

Board of Zoning Appeals 

Board Meeting Room 250, Goochland County Administration Building 

Monday, March 21, 2016 
Audio amplification headphones are available upon request 

 

 

3:00 P.M. 

A. CALL TO ORDER & DETERMINATION OF QUORUM 

B. VARIANCE HEARING 

BZA-2016-00001:   Application filed by Gibson Wright on behalf of Flemings Quarter, LLC 

requesting a variance to allow a single-family residence to be built on 1.322 acres on Hermitage 

Road (Route 676) instead of the required three acres as required by Article 3 Section 5 

Goochland County Zoning Ordinance.    The subject property is identified as Assessor’s Parcel 

No. 58-1-0-33-0 (GPIN 7715-23-9061) located at the intersection of Hermitage Road (Route 

676) and Manakin Road (Route 621) in the Dover Magisterial District.  The subject property is 

zoned A-2 (Agricultural, Limited) and the 2035 Comprehensive Plan designates this area as 

Single Family Residential, Low Density.  

 

1. PRESENTATIONS: 
a) Brief description of the case 

b) Hear from applicant  

c) Hear from County 

d) Public Hearing 

e) Applicant rebuttal (if needed - limited to 3 minutes) 

f) County rebuttal (if needed - limited to 3 minutes) 

g) Questions from the Board 

 

2. BOARD ENTER INTO CLOSED SESSION (if needed): In accordance with the 

provisions of Sections 2.2-3711 and 2.2-3712 of the Code of Virginia, I move that the 

Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals convene in Closed Meeting for the purpose of 

consultation with legal counsel regarding specific legal matters requiring the provision of 

legal advice pertaining to the variance filed by Gibson Wright on behalf of Flemings 

Quarter, LLC to the Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals, as permitted by Section 

2.2-3711(A)(7) of the Code of Virginia.   

 

3. CERTIFICATION (if needed): I hereby move for certification pursuant to Section 2.2-

3712(D) of the Code of Virginia that the Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals, to 

the best of each member’s knowledge, heard, discussed or considered (i) only public 

business matters lawfully exempted from open meeting requirements by the Freedom of 

Information Act in the Closed Meeting of this date, and (ii) only such public business 

matters as were identified in the motion convening the Closed Meeting were heard, 

discussed or considered by the Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals. 
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4. RESUME SESSION – Additional questions from the Board & discussion 

 

5. FINDINGS OF THE BOARD 

D. OTHER BUSINESS – Update the Board on any new cases filed 

E. REVIEW/APPROVAL OF MINUTES – January 25, 2016 

F. ADJOURNMENT 
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AT A MEETING OF THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS OF THE 

COUNTY OF GOOCHLAND, VIRGINIA, HELD ON MARCH 21, 

2016, IN THE GOOCHLAND COUNTY ADMINISTRATION 

BUILDING, 1800 SANDY HOOK RD., SUITE 250, GOOCHLAND, 

VIRGINIA, THE FOLLOWING ACTION WAS TAKEN: 

 
Resolution [Approving/Denying] a Variance for Property Located at the Intersection 

of Hermitage Road (Route 676) and Manakin Road (Route 621) on Assessor’s Parcel 

Number 58-1-0-33-0 (GPIN 7715-23-9061) 

 

Whereas, Gibson Wright on behalf of Flemings Quarter, LLC did file an 

application with the Board of Zoning Appeals for a variance from Article 3 Section 5 of 

the Goochland County Zoning Ordinance; and 

 

Whereas, said application requests permission to allow a allow a single-family 

residence to be built on 1.322 acres on Hermitage Road (Route 676) instead of the required 

three acres as required by the Zoning Ordinance for Assessor’s Parcel No. 58-1-0-33-0 

(GPIN 7715-23-9061) located at Intersection of Hermitage Road (Route 676) and Manakin 

Road (Route 621)  Dover Magisterial District and Election District Five (5); and 

 

Whereas, the hearing was conducted after proper notice and advertising and in 

accordance with Sections 15.2-2309, 15.2-2310, and 15.2-2204 of the Code of Virginia 

(1950, as amended); and  

 

Whereas, the Board of Zoning Appeals has given due consideration to the interest 

of the general public and to the interest of the neighborhood and the criteria delineated in 

Article 26 Section 6 of the County Zoning Ordinance; and 

 

Now Therefore, Be It Resolved pursuant to Article 26 Section 6 of the Goochland 

Zoning Ordinance and § 15.2-2309 of the Code of Virginia (1950, as amended), the 

Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals makes the following findings related to 

granting of this variance: 

 

1) That the strict application of the terms of the ordinance [would/would not] 

unreasonably restrict the utilization of the property or that the granting of the 

variance would alleviate a hardship due to a physical condition relating to the 

property or improvements thereon at the time of the effective date of the 

ordinance; and 

 

2) That the property interest for which the variance is being requested [was/was 

not] acquired in good faith and any hardship [was/was not] created by the 

applicant for the variance; and 
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3) That the granting of the variance [will/will not] be of substantial detriment to 

adjacent property and nearby properties in the proximity of that geographical 

area; and 

 

4) That the condition or situation of the property concerned [is not/is] of so general 

or recurring a nature as to make reasonably practicable the formulation of a 

general regulation to be adopted as an amendment to the ordinance; and  

 

5) That the granting of the variance does [not result/result] in a use that is not 

otherwise permitted on such property or a change in the zoning classification of 

the property; and  

 

6) That the relief or remedy sought by the variance application [is not/is] available 

through a special exception process that is authorized in the ordinance or the 

process for modification of a zoning ordinance at the time of the filing of the 

variance application. 

 

Now Therefore, Be It Further Resolved by the Goochland County Board of 

Zoning Appeals this 21st day of March 2016 that the variance applied for by Gibson Wright 

on behalf of Flemings Quarter, LLC to allow a single-family residence to be built on 1.322 

acres on Hermitage Road (Route 676) instead of the required three acres as required by 

Article 3 Section 5 of the Goochland County Zoning Ordinance for Assessor’s Parcel No. 

58-1-0-33-0 (GPIN 7715-23-9061) is hereby [granted/denied]. 

 

  

Done this 21st day of March 2016 

 

GOOCHLAND COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
  

Ayes:   

Nays:    

Abstain:  

Absent:  
 

 

 

A copy, teste: 

   
 

_____________________________________________ 

Secretary, Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals 
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TO: BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 

FROM: ANITA F. BARNES, ZONING ADMINISTRATOR 

SUBJECT: STAFF REPORT – BZA-2016-00001 – FLEMINGS QUARTER, LLC (GIBSON WRIGHT) 

DATE: MARCH 3, 2016 

CC: DAN SCHARDEIN 

Application filed by Gibson Wright for Flemings Quarter, LLC, requesting a variance to 
allow a single-family residence to be built on 1.322 acres on Hermitage Road (Route 
676).  Article 3, Section 5 of the Goochland County Zoning Ordinance requires a 
minimum acreage of three acres for a single-family residence. The subject property is 
identified as Assessor’s Parcel No. 58-1-0-33-0 (GPIN 7715-23-9061) and is located at 
the intersection of Hermitage Road (Route 676) and Manakin Road (Route 621) in the 
Dover Magisterial District.  The subject property is zoned A-2 (Agricultural, Limited) and 
the 2035 Comprehensive Plan designates this area as Single Family Residential, Low 
Density.  
 
Flemings Quarter, LLC, applied for a variance seeking relief from the requirement of a 
three (3) acre minimum on A-2 zoned property.  The property consists of 9.39 acres 
with Hermitage Road separating the property with a 1.322 acres on the West side of 
Hermitage Road and 7.35 acres on the East side of Hermitage Road.   
 
The applicant submitted documentation showing that in March 1975, the State Highway 
and Transportation Commissioner acquired the right-of-way from the property owner for 
realigning Hermitage Road per Deed Book 139 Page 457 recorded at the Goochland 
County Clerk’s Office in the Record Room.  This conveyance of the right-of-way caused 
the property to be divided by the road and leaving the 1.322-acre portion across the 
road from the bulk of the property.  Reviewing the official zoning map, between the time 
frame of 1970 and 1985 the maps do show that the road shifted to the west. 
 
Flemings Quarter, LLC, seeks this variance to partition the 1.322-acre portion from the 
7.35-acre portion of the property across the road.  Further, Flemings Quarter, LLC, 
intends, if granted the requested variance and allowed to subdivide the property, to 
construct a single-family residence on the 1.322-acre portion.    
 
Flemings Quarter, LLC, had a soil report done on the 1.322-acre parcel which does 
show a primary and secondary drainfield site.  The proposed house site will meet the 
required setbacks per A-2 zoning district. 
 
On March 3, 2016 the Planning Commission unanimously voted to recommend 
approval of the variance request to the Board of Zoning Appeals. 
 
Based on the information submitted and our findings, staff can support the applicant 
request for a variance.  

    GO O CH L AN D  C OU NT Y ,  V I R GI N I A   

Phone: 804-556-5863 

Fax: 804-556-5654 

E-mail: abarnes@co.goochland.va.us 

P.O. Box 103 

1800 Sandy Hook Road 

Goochland, VA 23063 

Department of Community Development 
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Goochland County 

Board of Zoning Appeals Meeting 

Monday, January 25, 2016 

Administration Building 

1800 Sandy Hook Road, Goochland VA 23063 

Board Meeting Room  

 

The Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals held a meeting on Monday, January 25, 2016, 

1:00 p.m. in the Board Meeting Room. Members present were: Hamad, Phillips, Springman, Coe, 

and Parker. Others present were: Maynard Sipe – BZA Counsel, Can Laz – Appellant, Whitney 

Marshall – Assistant County Attorney, Anita Barnes – Zoning Administrator, David Lloyd – 

Deputy Zoning Administrator, and Sara Worley – BZA Secretary.  

 

Chairman Hamad called the meeting to order and Ms. Worley declared a quorum.  

 

Election of Officers 

The BZA secretary indicated that the Board will need to elect officer positions before proceeding 

with the appeal hearing. She indicated that both Yasmine Hamad and Dee Phillips can stand for 

reelection. She asked for a motion to elect the Chair. Dr. Phillips motioned to elect Ms. Hamad as 

Chair. There were no other nominations from the floor. Mr. Springman seconded the motion and 

the motion passed with a 5-0 vote (all ayes). The Secretary asked for a motion to elect Vice-chair.  

Ms. Hamad motioned to elect Dr. Phillips as Vice-chair. There were no other nominations from 

the floor. Mr. Springman seconded the motion and the motion passed with a 5-0 vote (all ayes). 

The Secretary asked for a motion to elect the Secretary. Ms. Hamad motioned to elect Sara Worley 

as Secretary. There were no other nominations from the floor. Mr. Springman seconded the motion 

and the motion passed with a 5-0 vote (all ayes). 

 

BZA-2015-00002 – Appeal Hearing – Can Laz 

The Secretary stated that the Board will now hear an application for appeal filed by Can Laz with 

the Goochland County Board of Zoning Appeals. The applicant is requesting an appeal of the 

October 14, 2015 notice of zoning violation by the Deputy Zoning Administrator relating to his 

interpretation of the building set-back requirements set forth in Article 3, Section 4 of the County 

Zoning Ordinance as applied to an accessory structure.  The notice of violation specifically relates 

to a shed. The subject property is identified as Assessor’s Parcel No. 32-5-0-B-0 (GPIN 6778-86-

0972) and consists of 3.0 ± acres in the Election District Three (3).  The subject property is zoned 

A-2 (Agricultural, Limited) for which accessory structures in conjunction with residential 

dwellings is allowed by-right.   The 2035 Comprehensive Plan shows this area as appropriate for 

Rural Enhancement. 

 

Anita Barnes, Zoning Administrator, gave a presentation outlining the location of the property, the 

timeline of events leading up to the hearing, and photographs of the shed and property lines.  

 

Dr. Phillips questioned what prompted the County to investigate? Ms. Barnes responded that the 

County received a complaint in May 2015 that prompted the investigation. Dr. Phillips questioned 

who complained? Ms. Barnes responded that an adjoining property owner complained.  
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Ms. Hamad questioned if the slab got bigger and on which side of the property? Ms. Barnes 

responded that some records show a slab, but in speaking with the surveyor who did the survey 

1996, there was no record of the slab at that time.  

 

Ms. Hamad stated that in looking at the 1985 survey it does not appear to be an encroachment, and 

the 1996 survey does not show the slab. Ms. Barnes responded that in speaking with the surveyor, 

he could not find any record of a slab.  

 

There were no further questions of Ms. Barnes. Chair Hamad called upon the Appellant. Can Laz 

of 2477 Dog Gone Road was sworn in by the Chair. Mr. Laz apologized and gave the history of 

how the shed was built as follows: Mr. Laz stated that he moved to the property in 1996 and 

cleaned up the property. He then asked his neighbor for the location of the property line because 

he did not have a survey. His neighbor indicated that the property line was along a fence. He then 

asked the neighbor if he could build a shed on an existing 10x12 or 12x12 slab. The neighbor gave 

his permission and Mr. Laz proceeded to build a 16x24 shed. Two years later, new neighbors 

moved into the property and Mr. Laz offered to help them clean up their property. A couple of 

months later, the neighbors asked for a survey and determined that the shed was on their property. 

After a couple of weeks, Mr. Laz received a letter from an attorney. Mr. Laz then consulted an 

attorney, found out that it would be expensive to argue adverse possession, and that shed is not 

worth the cost of an attorney.  

 

Chair Hamad stated that the Board can only allow what is within the law.  

 

Dr. Phillips questioned if Mr. Laz had been the owner of the property since 1996? And if so, who 

is Mustafa Tercumen? Mr. Laz replied that he is Mustafa Tercumen and explained why he had to 

change his name when emigrating from his home country.  

 

Dr. Phillips questioned if Mr. Laz had added onto the shed since 1996? Mr. Laz responded that he 

has not added onto the shed since 1996 and when building in 1996 he did not encroach any further 

on the neighbor’s property than the existing slab.  

 

Ms. Coe questioned if Mr. Laz obtained a survey in 1996 when he bought the property? Mr. Laz 

responded that he does not know, but a couple of years ago he refinanced the house and got a 

survey.  

 

Chair Hamad questioned if the survey done when he refinanced shows the shed as an 

encroachment? Mr. Laz responded that it does.  

 

There were no further questions of Mr. Laz. Chair Hamad called upon the County. Whitney 

Marshall, Assistant County Attorney stated that the issue before the Board is simple – to determine 

whether the Deputy Zoning Administrator was correct in his determination that the placement of 

the shed does not meet setback requirements. She went on to say that the Deputy Zoning 

Administrator’s determination is given the presumption of correctness and it is the appellant’s 

burden to prove that the determination is incorrect. She stated that while listening very carefully 
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to the appellant’s presentation, she did not hear any evidence presented that would contradict Mr. 

Lloyd’s determination. She stated that she has witnesses available for questioning.   

 

Chair Hamad stated that there is no question that the shed is over the property line, but does 

question why the Assessor’s office divided the shed into two buildings? Ms. Marshall replied that 

it is her understanding that the shed is actually two buildings pushed together. She went on to say 

that the Assessor’s office does not evaluate for zoning when doing their assessments. She further 

stated that Goochland County is complaint driven and investigates based on complaints received 

in the zoning office. She stated that there are three things that needs to be determined when citing 

a violation: 1) the owner of the property 2) the zoning of the property 3) whether a violation 

actually exists. Mr. Lloyd visited the site and consulted a survey that shows that the shed is located 

on the adjacent property. She went on to say that Mr. Laz gave testimony that supports the fact 

that the shed does not meet the setbacks.  

 

Chair Hamad questioned if timing matters since it has been located on the property since 1996? 

Ms. Marshall replied that since Mr. Laz had permission to build the shed, it would negate any 

adverse possession claim. She went on to say that even if he did claim adverse possession of the 

footprint of the shed, it is still not five back from the property line. She stated that mere time cannot 

make an illegal use legal and the doctrine of latches does to apply to Counties enforcing zoning 

ordinances. In addition, State code dictates that every day there is a violation on the property, it is 

considered a new violation for that day.  

 

Chair Hamad questioned if the title policy on either property would cover? Ms. Marshall replied 

that there would need to be a suit filed, but that it would be an issue for both titles and would affect 

title and marketability.  

 

Dr. Phillips questioned what are the options for Mr. Laz to remediate the violation? Ms. Marshall 

replied that any part of the shed that is within five feet of the property line needs to be removed, 

but how he accomplishes that is as his discretion.  

 

Chair Hamad questioned if a variance was an option? Ms. Marshall replied that variances are 

granted on unique circumstances that prevent the applicant from building on any other portion of 

the property which is not the case in this situation. Mr. Laz would have a hard time arguing that 

an accessory structure is required to be built in violation of the ordinance when he has three acres.  

 

Ms. Coe questioned if a building permit was required for the shed? Ms. Marshall responded that a 

building permit would be required, but was not obtained.  

 

Chair Hamad questioned if the neighbor survey was done to install a fence? Ms. Marshall replied 

that Mr. Kefalas, the neighbor, could best answer that question.  

 

George Kefalas of 2467 Dog Gone Road was sworn in by the Chair. He stated that he obtained a 

new survey because he had two sheds on his property and wanted to combine them or put up a 

new one.  
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Chair Hamad questioned if Mr. Kefalas could offer any solutions for the location of the shed. Mr. 

Kefalas stated that he cannot sell his property if he were to lose the property around the shed.  

 

Mr. Springman questioned if Mr. Kefalas was actively trying to sell his property? Mr. Kefalas 

stated that is not selling now, but would not be able to sell if the shed was located on his property 

and if adverse possession was granted, it would reduce his property to less than three acres.  

 

Ms. Marshall questioned if Mr. Kefalas could speak to any fences that were on his property when 

he purchased. Mr. Kefalas replied that there as a shed with a dog run that is much further away 

from the shed in question. There were no further questions of Mr. Kefalas.  

 

Chair Hamad questioned if Mr. Laz had any rebuttal. Mr. Laz stated he has been paying taxes for 

twenty years and the Assessor’s office has come out every year to assess the property and he was 

never notified of this issue until now. Chair Hamad stated that it would not be right for everyone 

to have the ability to construct a structure and hope that the County does not find out for twenty 

years to keep the land. She went on to say that the Board can only act within the law and that the 

appellant does have other options to check with title policies, insurance policies or mortgage 

companies.  

 

Chair Hamad stated that she would like to ask Michael Parrish a question. Michael Parrish of 3900 

Courthouse Circle was sworn in. Chair Hamad questioned if he pulled old surveys to use and if 

the 1985 & 1996 survey’s showed the slab? Mr. Parrish responded that he does use old surveys 

and that the first one he pulled was in 1975 and second in 1985. He stated that the survey of the 

Kefalas property in 1985 did not show the encroachment on the property and that he did not have 

a 1996 survey because it may not have been recorded in the Courthouse.  

 

Chair Hamad questioned if the survey could be incorrect? Mr. Parrish responded that there is no 

way that the survey is incorrect. Ms. Coe stated that the 1996 survey located irons at all the corners. 

Mr. Parrish stated that his crews staked the property line in 2015 to make sure that the shed was 

an encroachment.  

 

Chair Hamad asked if Mr. Parrish was aware of the encroachment issue when he was asked to do 

the survey. Mr. Parrish responded that he was not aware if the issue.  

 

Chair Hamad asked if the County had a rebuttal. Ms. Marshall reiterated that the assessment staff 

does not do zoning enforcement action and are not trained to look for zoning issues.  

 

Chair Hamad asked if there were any closing statements. Mr. Laz questioned why he received a 

letter regarding the number of vehicles stored on his property when 30% to 40% of the County has 

the same issues. Chair Hamad stated that he has the option and the right to file a complaint in the 

zoning office if he thinks that there may be a zoning violation on a property.  

 

Dr. Phillips asked if Mr. Laz agrees that his shed is on his neighbor’s property?  Mr. Laz expressed 

his agreement. Dr. Phillips asked what does he want the Board to do? Mr. Laz replied that 

everybody has enough land and would like to leave it, but if he must remove it, he would like 
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additional time to move it. Chair Hamad asked how long would he like to move it? Would April 

30th be sufficient? Mr. Laz responded that he would like until May. Chair Hamad stated that the 

County typically gives thirty days and April 30th would be double that time.  

 

Ms. Marshall stated that the issue before the Board is whether the Deputy Zoning Administrator’s 

interpretation that the shed was in violation of the setbacks is correct. She went on to say that the 

County has shown through multiple exhibits and admission by the appellant that the shed is 

actually over the property line, which means that he cannot meet the setbacks. She stated that the 

amount of time that the shed has been there or adverse possession claims are irrelevant to whether 

the shed meets setbacks. She asked that the Board find that the determination that the shed does 

not meet setbacks as correct and asked that the Board order the removal of the shed including 

foundations within a specified amount of time.   

 

It was the consensus of the Board that they did not need to enter into closed session for legal 

counsel.  

 

Chair Hamad stated that she proposes that the Board order the removal of the shed by April 30, 

2016 due to the weather and his request.  

 

Mr. Parker stated that is a shame, an honest mistake, and a bad sequence of events, but that the 

shed is an encroachment.  

 

Dr. Phillips stated that the shed is not in compliance with the County zoning and needs to be 

brought into compliance. She stated that there did not seem to be an urgent need so April 30th 

seems to be sufficient.  

 

Mr. Springman motioned that the Board hereby upholds the decision of the Deputy Zoning 

Administrator as correct, finding the shed located on property at 2477 Dog Gone Road does not 

meet the setbacks requirements set forth in in Article 3, Section 4 of the Goochland County Zoning 

Ordinance and that the shed needs to be brought into zoning compliance by April 30, 2016. Dr. 

Phillips seconded the motion and the motion passed with the 5-0 vote. All ayes.  

 

AT A MEETING OF THE BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS OF THE COUNTY OF 

GOOCHLAND, VIRGINIA, HELD ON JANUARY 25, 2016, IN THE GOOCHLAND 

COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, 1800 SANDY HOOK RD., SUITE 250, 

GOOCHLAND, VIRGINIA, THE FOLLOWING ACTION WAS TAKEN: 

 

Resolution Upholding a Zoning Violation for Property Located at 2477 Dog Gone Road on 

Assessor’s Parcel Number 32-5-0-B-0 (GPIN 6778-86-0972) 

             

Whereas, on October 14, 2015, the Deputy Zoning Administrator for Goochland County 

issued a notice of zoning violation to Can Laz (also known as Mustafa Tercumen) and Hatice 

Tercumen for property located at 2477 Dog Gone Road relating to the building setback 
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requirements for a shed as set forth in Article 3, Section 4 of the Goochland County Zoning 

Ordinance; and 

 

Whereas, on November 12, 2015, Can Laz (“Appellant”) filed an appeal of the Deputy 

Zoning Administrator’s notice of violation on October 14, 2015; and 

 

Whereas, the Appellant requested that the Board of Zoning Appeals of Goochland County 

(“Board”) reverse the decision of the Deputy Zoning Administrator; and 

  

 Whereas, the Board held an appeal hearing on January 25, 2016, during which the Board 

heard presentations from the Appellant and the attorney representing the County of Goochland, 

Ms. Whitney Marshall; and 

 

Whereas, the Board, at the hearing on January 25, 2016, also heard testimony under oath 

from various witnesses; and 

 

Whereas, the hearing was conducted after proper notice and advertising and in accordance 

with Sections 15.2-2311 and 15.2-2312 of the Code of Virginia (1950, as amended); and   

 

Whereas, there was testimony and evidence presented, in briefs and at the hearing held by 

the Board, as to whether the Appellant’s shed was in violation of the setbacks as set forth in in 

Article 3, Section 4 of the Goochland County Zoning Ordinance; and 

 

Whereas, members of the Board asked questions and held discussion regarding the 

testimony and evidence presented;  

 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, in light of the foregoing and after review of 

all the written briefs, exhibits, and other materials submitted in this matter, and after considering 

all statements, testimony and arguments made before the Board on January 25, 2016, the Board of 

Zoning Appeals hereby upholds the decision of the Deputy Zoning Administrator as correct, 

finding the shed located on property at 2477 Dog Gone Road does not meet the setbacks 

requirements set forth in in Article 3, Section 4 of the Goochland County Zoning Ordinance and 

further, the Board hereby holds that the Appellant shall take action to remedy the zoning violation 

issued on October 14, 2015, not later than April 30, 2016. 

 

Done this 25th day of January 2016 

 

GOOCHLAND COUNTY BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS 
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Ayes:  Hamad, Phillips, Coe, Springman, Parker  

Nays:  None  

Abstain: None  

Absent: None  

 

 

Approval of Minutes – August 31, 2015 

On a motion by Dr. Phillips seconded by Mr. Springman, the minutes of the August 31, 2015 

meeting were unanimously approved as written.  

 

Adjournment 

Being no further business before the Board, the meeting was adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 
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