
   Zoning Board of Appeals Public Hearing 
October 21, 2026 
         6PM 

Call to Order 

Old Business: 

• Approval of August 19, 2026, meeting minutes

New Business: 

1. (VA26-0002) Darren Berkhan 292 Clover Dr. parcel AU13A 021

requests to vary from the provisions of Code Sec. 17.70.010, Walls

and Fences, subsection F.1.a, to increase the maximum fence

height in the front yard of a residential zoning district from 4 feet

to 6 feet.

Public Comments 

Announcements 

Adjournment 

MAYOR 
Rick E. Roquemore 

CITY MANAGER  
Michael E. Parks 

CITY COUNCIL 
Taylor J. Sisk 

Jamie L. Bradley 
Joshua Rowan 

Johnathen Eggleston 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
   Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting Minutes 

     August 19, 2026 

Former Co-Chair Robin Jackson called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

Election of Officers 

Former Co-Chair Jackson called for nominations for Chair of the Zoning Board of 
Appeals. Board Member Gallagher made a motion to nominate Robin Jackson as Chair, 
seconded by Board Member Riley. The motion passed unanimously. 

Chairwoman Jackson called for nominations for Co-Chair. Chairwoman Jackson made a 
motion to nominate Board Member Gallagher as Co-Chair, seconded by Board 
Member Morrow. The motion passed unanimously. 

Public Hearing Procedures 

Chairwoman Jackson read the Public Hearing Meeting Procedures. 

Approval of Minutes 

Chairwoman Jackson entertained a motion to approve the minutes from the August 14, 
2024, meeting. Board Member Gallagher made a motion to approve the minutes, 
seconded by Board Member Riley. The motion passed unanimously. 

Variance Case VA26-0001 – Joshua King 

Chairwoman Jackson presented the following application: 

(VA26-0001) Joshua King requests a variance from the provisions of Code Section 
17.70.010, Walls and Fences, to increase the maximum fence height in the front yard of 
a residential zoning district. Specifically, the applicant requests to vary the maximum 
height from four (4) feet to six (6) feet to retain an existing six-foot wooden fence in an 
R-100 (Residential Single-Family) district that was installed in violation of this Section. 

The subject property is located at 1205 Bradford Park Lane (Parcel AU12B 050). 

Staff presented the variance request to the Board. 
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Chairwoman Jackson asked the applicant if he would like to address the Board. Applicant 
Joshua King, 1205 Bradford Park Lane, addressed the Board and answered questions 
from Board Members. Mr. King also provided photographs of his rear yard to the Board. 

Chairwoman Jackson opened the public hearing for comments in favor of the applicant's 
request. 

Pricilla Foy, 302 Bradford Park Lane, spoke in favor of the variance request. 

Layla Renee Contreras, 303 Bradford Park Lane, spoke in favor of the variance 
request. 

There being no additional public comments, Chairwoman Jackson closed the public 
hearing. 

Board Members had no further questions or comments. 

Chairwoman Jackson entertained a motion to approve or deny Variance Case VA26-
0001. Board Member Gallagher made a motion to approve the variance request, 
seconded by Board Member Morrow. The motion passed unanimously. 

Chairwoman Jackson announced that Variance Case VA26-0001 was approved. 

Adjournment 

Chairwoman Jackson entertained a motion to adjourn. Board Member Riley made a 
motion to adjourn, seconded by Board Member Watson. The motion passed unanimously. 

The meeting was adjourned. 



AGENDA ITEM: _1_ 

TO: Zoning Board of Appeals 

FROM:  Sarah McQuade, AICP 
City Planner  

DATE: October 21, 2026 

PURPOSE: VA26-0002. Variance request to increase the maximum fence 
height from 4 feet to 6 feet in a R-100: Single-Family Residential District. 

BACKGROUND: The applicant requests to vary from the provisions of Code 
Sec. 17.70.010 – Walls and fences, subsection F.1.a, to increase the maximum 
fence height in the front yard of a R-100: Residential Single-Family district from 
four (4) feet to six (6) feet to retain an existing wooden fence. This is a retroactive 
request to retain segments of a recently installed fence that extends beyond the 
front plane of the existing house. 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION: 
Staff recommends denial of this variance request, as there would not be 
unnecessary hardship caused by the strict application of Code Section 
17.70.010.F.1.a. 
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

CITY OF AUBURN 

1 AUBURN WAY 
AUBURN, GA 30011 

PHONE: 770-963-4002 

www.cityofauburn-ga.org 
 
CASE NUMBER:    VA26-0002 

LOCATION:     292 Clover Dr 

PARCEL NUMBER:    AU13A 021 

ACREAGE:     0.71± acres 

ZONING DISTRICT:    R-100: Residential Single-Family 

REQUEST: Variance from Sec. 17.70.010 - Walls and Fences, subsection 

F.1.a, to increase the maximum fence height in the front yard 

of a residential zoning district from 4 feet to 6 feet. 

ZBOA PUBLIC HEARING DATE:  October 21, 2026 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Denial 

APPLICANT: Darren Berkhan 

 

SUMMARY 

The applicant requests to vary from the provisions of Code Sec. 17.70.010 to increase the maximum fence 
height in the front yard of a residential zoning district. Specifically, they seek to increase the maximum 
fence height in the front yard of a R-100: Residential Single-Family district from four (4) feet to six (6) feet 
to retain an existing wooden fence. On August 28, 2026, a Notice of Violation was issued for the subject 
fence due to its excessive height in the front yards along Clover Dr and Dandelion Ln. If the variance is 
denied, the fence segments in the front yards would need to be modified or moved to satisfy the Code. 

The subject property is developed with a single-family residence constructed in 1989, according to Barrow 
County tax records. The parcel is at the southeast corner of Clover Dr and Dandelion Ln, resulting in two 
front yards. Code Sec. 17.70.010.F (as revised on July 9, 2026) requires fences on residential properties 
have a “maximum height of four (4) feet if located in front of the front plane of the principal building.” “If 
the subject property is a corner lot, this requirement shall apply to each side of the lot that faces a street.” 
The subject wooden fence was installed where a four-foot chain link fence was located.  

The fence segments south of the house along Clover Dr, and those strictly within the side and rear yards, 
are compliant and not subject to this request. The segments north of the house along Clover Dr and 
Dandelion Ln would require variance approval for retention because they are located closer to Dandelion 
Ln than the house is. If these fence segments were reduced to four (4) feet in height, or moved back from 
Dandelion Ln to be even with the house, this variance request would not be necessary. 

The application relates the need for the fence to the swimming pool behind the house, citing “safety 
concerns related to pool access,” “privacy for family members,” “protection for support animal and 
visitors,” and “corner lot exposure.” The pool is not near the front yards; side and rear yard fences are 

http://www.cityofauburn-ga.org/
https://library.municode.com/ga/auburn/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT17ZO_CH17.70EXMO_17.70.010WAFE
https://library.municode.com/ga/auburn/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT17ZO_CH17.90USPR_17.90.020R-SIMIREDI


   
 

 VA26-0002 | Zoning Board of Appeals | 21 October 2026 | 2 

allowed at heights up to eight (8) feet (Sec. 17.70.010.F.2). Staff estimates that approximately 0.28 acres of 
yard space can be lawfully fenced in at that height, including the pool area.  

Staff is unable to find a legible recorded plat for this site, and the precise location of the fence relative to 
the Dandelion Ln right-of-way line is unknown. Northern segments of the wooden fence might encroach 
on the right-of-way. If the City determines that the fence encroaches on the right-of-way, it would be a 
violation of Code Sec. 17.70.010.B, which prohibits fences that cross property lines. 

LAND USE AND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN ANALYSIS 

The table below summarizes the nearby zoning districts and land uses: 
 

Direction Zoning Current Land Use Future Land Use 

N 
R-100: Residential Single-

Family 
Single-family residential 

Single Family 
Residential 

S 
R-100: Residential Single-

Family 
Single-family residential 

Single Family 
Residential 

W 
R-100: Residential Single-

Family 
Single-family residential 

Single Family 
Residential 

E 
R-100: Residential Single-

Family 
Single-family residential 

Single Family 
Residential 

 

Pursuant to the City of Auburn Comprehensive Plan, 2023-2028, the subject site is located within the 
Single Family Residential future land use area. This Area is intended for “Conventional residential 
subdivisions, as well as conservation subdivisions, with supportive recreational amenities and small-scale 
public/institutional uses.  Lot sizes range from 5,000 square feet to several acres.  Includes low-impact 
civic space.” 

 
The underlying land use aligns with the intent of the Single Family Residential future land use area. 

WETLANDS, STREAMS, AND FLOODPLAIN 

There is no documentation of wetlands, streams, or floodplains on the subject property. 

DEPARTMENTAL COMMENTS – PUBLIC WORKS 

On September 23, 2026, Joe Moravec, the Public Works Superintendent, observed that portions of the 
fence might be located with Dandelion Ln right-of-way. Additionally, access to an underground water 
main in the area might be obstructed by the fence. Future water main maintenance could require 

alteration or removal of parts of the fence. 

VARIANCE REQUEST ANALYSIS 

Pursuant to Sec. 17.150.060, which governs the powers of the Zoning Board of Appeals, variance requests 
may be granted in cases of unnecessary hardship per to the requirements therein.  

(1) Sec. 17.150.060.A.3 

https://library.municode.com/ga/auburn/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT17ZO_CH17.150ZOBOAP_17.150.060POZOBOAP
https://library.municode.com/ga/auburn/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT17ZO_CH17.150ZOBOAP_17.150.060POZOBOAP
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(Language in bold is from the City of Auburn Zoning Ordinance. Bulleted information that is not bolded 
are factors known to staff that may apply to the Ordinance criteria.)  
 

A. There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular property in 
question because of its size, shape or topography,; 

a. The subject site does not appear to contain extraordinary or exceptional conditions related to 
its size, shape, or topography. The overall size, shape, and topography of the site is generally 
consistent with other nearby corner lots. 

B. The application of this title to this particular piece of property would create an unnecessary 
hardship, 

a. Based on the property characteristics and the application details, staff has not identified a 
property-specific condition that would cause the strict application of Code Sec. 17.70.010 to 
create unnecessary hardship. 

i. If this variance request is denied, the portions of the existing six-foot fence located 
within the front yard would need to be shortened, relocated, or otherwise 
modified to comply with the four-foot height limitation.  

C. Said conditions are peculiar to the particular piece of property involved 

a. Staff have not identified any conditions unique to the subject site. 

D. Said conditions are not the result of any actions of the property owner 

a. The six-foot wooden fence was installed at the discretion of the property owner. However, 
upon being notified that the fence did not comply with the applicable height requirements, 
the property owner sought approval of this variance.  

i. The subject wooden fence reportedly matches the location of the four-foot chain 
link fence that used to be on the property. 

E. Relief, if granted, would not cause substantial detriment to the public good nor impair the 
purposes or intent of this title 

a. Based on the existing conditions and submitted photographs, the fence does not appear to 
create visibility or line-of-sight concerns for motorists or other travelers.  

b. Staff are unsure whether the fence is wholly located on the subject property, or if it crosses 
into the Dandelion Ln right-of-way. The fence is not allowed to cross the property line per Sec. 
17.70.010.B. 

 
(2) Sec. 17.150.060.B 

(Language in bold is from the City of Auburn Zoning Ordinance. Bulleted information that is not bolded 
are factors known to staff that may apply to the Ordinance criteria.)  

1. No variance may be granted for a condition of zoning required by the city council in approving 
a rezoning application 

a. This variance request does not conflict with any conditions of zoning. 

2. No variance may be granted for a use of land or building or structure that is prohibited by this 
title 

a. This variance request would not result in land use which is disallowed by the Code. 

https://library.municode.com/ga/auburn/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=TIT17ZO_CH17.150ZOBOAP_17.150.060POZOBOAP
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3. No variance may be granted to permit a use which would result in a greater intensity of 
development on a property than would otherwise be allowed if no variance were involved 

a. This variance request does not seek to increase the density or intensity of development. 

 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION 

Staff recommends denial of this variance request. The existing fence does not appear to create substantial 
adverse impacts to surrounding properties or the traveling public, but staff has not identified 
extraordinary or exceptional physical conditions of the subject property that would result in an 
unnecessary hardship caused by the strict application of Code Section 17.70.010.F.1.a. 
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