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N1. Case No: A-26-1247919 Parcel ID(s): 18 206 01 033
Commission District 02 Super District 06
Applicant: Taslimm Quraishi
2514 Echo Drive
Atlanta, GA 30345
Owner: Taslimm Quraishi
2514 Echo Drive
Atlanta, GA 30345
Project Name: 2514 Echo Drive — New Home Construction
Location: 2514 Echo Drive, Atlanta, GA 30345
Requests: Variance from Section 27-2.2.1 of the DeKalb County Ordinance to reduce the required 10 ft side yard setback to 6 ft

(east) and 7 ft (west) to facilitate a residential addition in the R-100 (Residiental Medium Lot-100) Zoning District.

Recommendation: Approval with condition

Condition:

1. The following information about this variance shall be noted on any site plan prepared for the subject property: case number,
approval date, type of variance, and condition(s) of approval.
2. Sethack reductions shall only apply to proposed primary structure expansion.



Staff Findings:

This variance request seeks relief from Section 27-2.2.1 to reduce the required 10-foot side yard setback to 6 feet (east) and 7 feet
(west) to construct a house addition associated with an expanding family.

The existing single-family dwelling was originally constructed in 1957 and is legally non-conforming and the addition is proposed to
align with the existing footprint and established building line for structural continuity.

1. There is an extraordinary or exceptional physical condition(s) pertaining to the particular piece of property (such as, but
not limited to, lot size, lot shape, specimen tree(s), steep slope(s), or preservation of historic characteristics of the property),
which was not created by the current owner, previous owner, or applicant; by reason of a clearly demonstrable condition(s),
the strict application of the requirements of this chapter would deprive the property owner of rights and privileges enjoyed by
other property owners in the same zoning district, as distinquished from a special privilege or convenience sought by the

property owner.

The applicant states the house is legally non-conforming due to its original construction in 1957, predating zoning code
updates. The applicant indicates the proposed addition will align with the existing footprint to maintain structural continuity
along the current non-conforming setback line and that these conditions are inherent to the site and not the result of actions
by the current or prior owners.

2. The requested variance does not go beyond the minimum necessary to afford relief, and does not constitute a grant of
special privilege inconsistent with the limitations upon other properties in the zoning district in which the subject property is
located:

The side yard reductions to 6 ft (east) and 7 ft (west) and states may be the minimum amount of relief is the minimum
necessary for practical placement of the addition given the existing functional layout of the home. Placing the addition fully
within the buildable area may disrupt the home’s natural flow and is not presented as a functional alternative.

The western reduction is a request on technicality, as that side of the house will remain unchanged from its current footprint
and is merely to bring into conformity. However, the east side is where the expansion is intended to occur. Although the
expansion reaches towards the rear, it maintains the house orientation and does not exceed the east-side wall plane that is
implied by the currently existing footprint.

3. The grant of the variance will not be materially detrimental to the public welfare or injurious to the property or
improvements in the zoning district in which the subject property is located:

Letters of support were provided by both immediately adjacent neighbors (east and west). The applicant states the
neighbors confirmed the addition would not intrude on privacy or create additional noise or traffic, and that the reduced
setbacks would not pose harm to public welfare or neighboring properties in the R-100 zoning district.

4. The literal interpretation and strict application of the applicable provisions or requirements of this chapter would cause
undue and unnecessary hardship:

The structure, built in 1957, cannot have any meaningful improvements without a variance as it currently expands beyond
the setback and is legally non-conforming.



5. The requested variance would be consistent with the spirit and purpose of this Chapter and the DeKalb County
Comprehensive Plan Text:

The request aligns with the intent of the Suburban Character Area policies in the Comprehensive Plan, describing the
proposal as consistent with traditional suburban patterns while supporting infill development, community connectivity, and
preservation/improvement of greenspace consistent with R-100 expectations.

FINAL STAFF ANALYSIS:

The request is tied to an existing 1957 dwelling described as legally non-conforming, with the proposed addition intended to
follow the established building line for structural continuity, and the amount of relief requested is limited to the side yards at
6 feet (east) and 7 feet (west) as described by the applicant as the minimum functional adjustment; the application materials
also include support from both immediately adjacent neighbors with no anticipated impacts to privacy, noise, or traffic, and
the proposal is presented as consistent with the intent of the Suburban Character Area and R-100 neighborhood context;
therefore, subject to development proceeding in substantial conformance with the submitted plans and all applicable
permitting requirements, staff recommends approval with condition

Recommendation: Approval with condition
Condition:

1. The following information about this variance shall be noted on any site plan prepared for the subject property: case number,
approval date, type of variance, and condition(s) of approval.
2. Sethack reductions shall only apply to proposed primary structure expansion.
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Chief Executive Officer DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY Interim Director

Michael Thurmond Cedric Hudson

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS APPLICATION FOR PUBLIC HEARING (VARIANCES, SPECIAL
EXCEPTIONS, APPEALS OF ADMINISTRATIVE DECISIONS)

Applicant and/or . . .
Authorized Representative: Taslimm Quraishi

Mailing Address: 2514 Echo Dr NE
City/stateizip Code: Atlanta GA 30345

E il

Telephon< N, 5usiness:

OWNER OF RECORD OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
owner: 1@slimm Quraishi

Address (Mailing): 2214 Echo Dr NE, Atlanta, GA 30345

Email N 5. s

ADDRESS/LOCATION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY
Address: 2914 Echo Dr NE city: Atlanta state: OA 7. 30345

18 206 01 033
District(s): 2/6 Land Lot(s): Block: Parcel:

R-100

Zoning Classification: Commission District & Super District:

CHECK TYPE OF HEARING REQUESTED:
X

VARIANCE (From Development Standards causing undue hardship upon owners of property.)
SPECIAL EXCEPTIONS (To reduce or waive off-street parking or loading space requirements.)

OFFICIAL APPEAL OF ADMINISTRATIVE DECISIONS.

*PLEASE REVIEW THE FILING GUIDELINES ON PAGE 4. FAILURE TO FOLLOW
GUIDELINES MAY RESULT IN SCHEDULING DELAYS.*

Email plansustain@dekalbcountyga.gov with any questions.




DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS APPLICATION

AUTHORIZATION OF THE PROPERTY OWNER

| hereby authorize the staff and members of the Zoning Board of Appeals to inspect the premises of the
Subject Property.

| hereby certify that the information provided in the application is true and correct.

| hereby certify that | am the owner of the property subject to the application.

12/11/2025

DATE: Applicant
Signature:
DATE: Applicant

Signature:



DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & SUSTAINABILITY

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS APPLICATION

AUTHORIZATION TO REPRESENT THE PROPERTY OWNER

| hereby authorize the staff and members of the Zoning Board of Appeals to inspect the premises of the
Subject Property.

| hereby certify that the information provided in the application is true and correct.

| hereby certify that | am the owner of the property and that | authorize the applicant/agent to apply for a
hearing to the ZoningBoard of Appeals for the requests as shown in this application.

12/11/2025

DATE: Applicant/Agent

Signature:

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

0/ (WE):
(Name of Owners)

being (owner/owners) of the property described below or attached hereby delegate authority to the above
signed agent/applicant.

Notary Public Owner Signature

Notary Public Owner Signature

Notary Public Owner Signature



Letter of Intent

Subject: Variance Request for Side Yard Setback Reduction — Section 27-2.2.1 — House
Addition

Dear Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals,

My name is Taslimm Quraishi, and | am writing to formally request a variance from
Section 27-2.2.1 of the DeKalb County Zoning Ordinance. My request pertains to the
reduction of the side yard setback requirements on the East side from 10’ to 6" and on
the West side from 10’ to 7'. The rear yard, no variance is needed per Section 5.2.1.A.2,,
for my property located at 2514 Echo Dr, Atlanta, GA 30345. The purpose of this
variance is to facilitate the construction of an addition to our house, which is essential
for our expanding family to provide them ample healthy, and habitable living space.

1. Physical Conditions of the Site

The unique physical conditions of my property constitute a special case necessitating
this variance. The house is legally non-conforming (grandfathered), having been
originally constructed in 1957, long before the 2015 zoning code changes. The current
house is already built as-is, which is the primary reason for this variance request. To
construct the new addition correctly and maintain the structural continuity of the home,
we must build it in line with the existing footprint of the original 1957 house along the
current, non-conforming setback line for optimal use. These conditions are inherent and
not a result of any actions taken by me or previous property owners.

2. Minimum Variance Necessary

| assure you that my request is solely for the minimum variance necessary to render my
property fully usable. The proposed 6 and 7 foot setback is essential for the practical
and reasonable placement of the new addition, as the proposed layout is the most
conducive to the existing functional layout of the house. Building the addition further
back in the legally buildable area would disrupt the home's natural flow and is not a
functional alternative. By utilizing the existing building line, we are ensuring our family
can enjoy the full and reasonable use of our property without seeking advantages
beyond those available to other property owners in the district.



3. Public Welfare

The proposed addition will provide a positive impact on the neighborhood and
community, maintaining the existing home’s aesthetic and integrating into the
established neighborhood character. | have obtained and enclosed letters of support
from my immediately adjacent neighbors:

e East Side Neighbour:
o John Holbrook, residing at 2522 Echo Dr, Atlanta, GA 30345.

e West Side Neighbor:
o Charles R. Coulter, residing at 2506 Echo Dr, Atlanta, GA 30345.

They have confirmed that the addition would neither intrude on their privacy nor create
additional noise or traffic in the area. The reduced setback will not pose any harm to
public welfare, neighboring properties, or the overall improvements in the R-100 zoning
district.

4. Ordinance Hardship

A strict interpretation of the current 10-foot setback zoning laws in this specific case
would cause undue hardship for my family. The existing property layout, built in 1957, is
legally non-conforming ("grandfathered"). The proposed new structure must align with
the existing footprint to maintain structural continuity and the home's original character.
With strict enforcement of the current ordinance, a meaningful addition to
accommodate my expanding family would be impossible. The requested variance is,
therefore, essential to prevent this unnecessary hardship and would allow for a
reasonable use of my land.

5. Alignment with the Spirit of the Law

| firmly believe that my variance request aligns with the spirit of the law and the intent of
the Suburban Character Area, as outlined in the DeKalb County Comprehensive Plan.
The proposed construction is in line with the goals of recognizing traditional suburban
land use patterns while also supporting infill development. The development aims to
enhance the property's aesthetics, maintain community connectivity, preserve and



improve existing greenspace, and align with the proposed density for this R-100 zoned
area.

In conclusion, | appreciate your time and consideration of my variance request. | am
committed to working collaboratively to ensure that my proposed changes align with
the broader goals and policies of DeKalb County.

Thank you for your attention to this matter and for your kind consideration.Have a
good day.

Kind regards,

Taslimm Quraishi
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