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This legislation is proposed by the County Executive for the purpose of prohibiting the Board of
Zoning Appeals from hearing variances to Section 27-424(a) of the Zoning Ordinance that requires
fencing around outdoor swimming pools. Citizens who file appeals to the Board will still be

required to construct the fence under the requirements of the County Building Code.

Executive’s transmittal letter explains that it is unfair for citizens to spend the filing fee for the
variance application to the Board of Zoning Appeals when they will still be required to construct the

fence since the Building Code requirement cannot be waived.
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The Office of Law determined that the bill is in proper legislative form. The Planning Board
supports CB-17-2000. The Office of Audits and Investigations determined there should be no
negative fiscal impact on the County as a result of enacting the legislation.

BACKGROUND INFORMATION/FISCAL IMPACT
(Includes reason for proposal, as well as any unique statutory requirements)

While current law authorizes the Board of Zoning Appeals to hear variances from Section 27-424(a)
of the Zoning Ordinance which requires fencing around outdoor swimming pools, citizens who file
appeals will still be required to construct the fence under the Building Code. The Building Code
requirement cannot be waived. It is unfair for citizens to spend the filing fee for the appeal when
they will still be required to erect the fence.
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