
CHATHAM COUNTY ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS MPC 

STAFF REPORT 

PETITIONER: Skidaway Community Church – Agent - Chuck Singleton (Coleman Company) 
FILE NO: ZBA-0926-000642 
ADDRESS: 50 Diamond Causeway 
PIN: 10219 01003A 
DATE: September 22, 2026 

 
 
Nature of Request 

The petitioner is requesting a variance to decrease the required building setback for a Church and other places of 
worship from 50 feet to 15 feet. 

 
Aerial & Site Map of 50 Diamond Causeway 
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Submitted Floor Plan 
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Background: 
 
Within the Institutional-Professional (I-P) zoning district a Church or other places of worship is permitted by 
right, with the condition that any building or structure established in connection with such use shall be setback 
not less than 50 feet from any property line (Sec 4-5.2 Use 17)… This structure is proposed as part of an overall 
larger project to expand the principal structure and parking lot. 
 
A meeting with County staff was held where this project was presented prior to submittal, the accessory building 
was not included at that time and was added to the plans later in the design phase. The 50 foot setback was 
brought up in that initial meeting as part of the discussion regarding the expanded principal structure. 
 
A portion of this property originally expanded to the north but was transferred to the adjacent property. 
 
The area where the accessory building is proposed is currently a vacant portion of the property. 

Findings: 
 

1. The subject property is 6.4 acres at the intersection of Diamond Causeway and Skidaway Island Park Rd. 
 

2. This petition is regarding the development standards specifically associated with the existing and 
proposed expanded use. 

 
3. An existing unenclosed structure does currently exist within the building setback. 

 
 

 
Variance Criteria: 

The Zoning Board of Appeals may authorize a variance in an individual case upon a finding that: 

(a) There are extraordinary and exceptional conditions pertaining to the particular piece of 
property in question because of its size, shape, or topography. 

No, the property does not present extraordinary or exceptional conditions based solely on its size, 
shape, or topography. Given the size of the lot and the amount of work proposed, this accessory 
structure could be moved and meet required setbacks while maintaining the other proposed 
improvements. 

(b) The application of this chapter to this particular piece of property would create an 
unnecessary hardship. 

 
No, application of this chapter to the subject property would not create an unnecessary hardship; this 
variance is a result of the Petitioner’s design. 
 

(c) Such conditions are peculiar to the particular piece of property involved. 

No.  
 

(d) Relief, if granted, would not cause substantial detriment to the public good, or impair the 
purposes and intent of the Chatham County Zoning Ordinance. 
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The ordinance specifically calls out increased requirements for any building attached to the existing use to 
mitigate and/or prevent potential impacts. While the proposed structure will not be the most intensive use, 
it is still well into the setback. 

 
 

Recommendation 
 
MPC staff recommends denial of the variance to reduce the required building setback from 50 feet to 15 feet. 

 
Note: This recommendation could change subject to new information provided at the Zoning Board of Appeals 
meeting. Final decisions will be made by the Zoning Board of Appeals at the public hearing based on information 
provided at the meeting, as well as information submitted for the staff report. 
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