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MEMO 

 
To:  City Council 

From:  Randy Mannino/David Hardegree 

CC:  David Archer 

Date:  October 3rd, 2022 

City Council meeting:  October 6, 2022 

Re:  COP22-17.  32 Cassville Road.  Appeal of Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) 
decision denying perimeter fencing 

 
 

On December 15th, 2020, the HPC reviewed an application with associated plans, COP20-32, by 
Hudson and Co, Inc. (John B. Hudson), for the demolition of several existing structures and the 
construction of a new house and amenities. The HPC held a public hearing in which many residents 
addressed the HPC and raised support and concerns over the application as noted in the meeting 
minutes. Mr. Hudson stated that the perimeter fencing was withdrawn from the application. 

After consideration, the HPC voted to permit the demolition of the identified structures and to allow 
the house and associated amenities to be constructed with (2) conditions: 1) There be no fencing 
around the perimeter [of the property] and, 2) the approval is site plan specific. 

 
Though Mr. Hudson stated the fence was withdrawn from the original application, the 
submitted site plan was not revised and did show a decorative perimeter fencing that was 6ft 
in height with brick columns that were also 6ft in height. Since the 2nd condition stated the 
approval is “site plan specific,” the fence could have been an approved item by default 
without the added condition. 
 
By ordinance, all front yard fences are to be no taller than 4ft in height and must be non-
opaque (Zoning ord. Sec. 4.16). The 6ft. fence did not comply with the zoning ordinance; 
therefore, a variance was required to allow a 6ft. fence in the front yard.  The variance 
requirement was not mentioned in the case file or meeting minutes. The variance review 
requirement would have been grounds for denial, at least temporarily. 
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On September 20, 2022, the HPC reviewed an application, COP22-17, by Hudson and Co, 
Inc. for 1) the addition of a privacy fence along the western property line that encroached 
into the front yard along Charles Street, and 2) the removal of the perimeter fence condition 
on COP20-32.  The site plan submitted with COP22-17 showed a reduction in height of the 
proposed perimeter fence and columns from 6ft. to 4ft. The fence would be non-opaque as 
demonstrated by the example submitted with the application. The perimeter fence would be 
compliant with the zoning ordinance, therefore, no variance would be required. 
 

The HPC held a public hearing in which several residents addressed the HPC and raised concern over 
removal of the perimeter fence condition. 
 
After consideration, the HPC voted to deny the removal of the perimeter fence condition 
established on COP20-32. 
 
The privacy fence was approved pending approval by the BZA on October 13th. Case No., 
V22-19.  
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9/16/22:  Install decorative iron fence and masonry columns around perimeter of property.



EXAMPLE OF DECORATIVE PERIMETER FENCING.  SUBMITTED 9/16/22. 
DISTRIBUTED TO HPC AT MEETING.
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David Hardegree

From: John Hudson <john@hudsoncompanyga.com>

Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2022 2:45 PM

To: David Hardegree

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: 4' Ornamental Fence 32 Cassville

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION!:This email originated from outside the City of Cartersville network. Do not click links or open 

attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  
 

Sender:john@hudsoncompanyga.com 

Painted brick. Approx 2’x2- 4’ tall. Site plan shows them approx 40’ apart along Cassville Road  

John Hudson (JB), President  
Hudson & Company, Inc 
770-480-1598 - cell 
john@hudsoncompanyga.com 
 
 
 

On Sep 19, 2022, at 11:48 AM, David Hardegree <dhardegree@cityofcartersville.org> wrote: 

  
Do you have an example of these?  I didn’t see a detail in the 2020 submittals.  Are they stone? 
brick?  other?   Dimensions- 2’x2’x4’ ? 
  

From: John Hudson <john@hudsoncompanyga.com>  
Sent: Monday, September 19, 2022 11:34 AM 
To: David Hardegree <dhardegree@cityofcartersville.org> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: 4' Ornamental Fence 32 Cassville 
  

CAUTION!:This email originated from outside the City of Cartersville network. Do not click 

links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.  
 

Sender:john@hudsoncompanyga.com 

 
Yes  

John Hudson (JB), President  
Hudson & Company, Inc 
770-480-1598 - cell 
john@hudsoncompanyga.com 
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Historic Preservation Commission Meeting 
10 N. Public Square 
September 20, 2022 
5:30 P.M. 
 
I.  Opening Meeting 
 
Call to order by Chairman Frisbee at 5:30 PM 
 
Present:  Greg Frisbee, Becky Carr, Vandi White, Brad Galland, and Larry Gregory 
Staff Present: David Hardegree, Samantha Fincher, Zack Arnold, and David Archer  
Absent:  
 
1. Approval of Minutes 
 
Chairman Frisbee called for a motion to approve the minutes of the last meeting.  
Board Member Carr made a motion to approve the meeting minutes from August 16, 
2022. Board Member White seconded the motion. Motion carried unanimously. Vote: 4-
0. 
 
2. COP22-16. 429 W Main St. Applicant: Bartow County Library System 
 
Chairman Frisbee called for the next item on the agenda. David Hardegree, Planning and 
Development Assistant Director, stated that in coordination with Art in Bartow, the 
Bartow County Library System is proposing a new amphitheater adjacent to School 
Street on the library property. The small performing arts and lecture space- a 
Performance Patio- will occupy approximately 30ft x 35ft. and will utilize the large 
library lawn as a seating area for performances and lectures. The structure will have a 
masonry floor with an approximate 8ft. wall enclosing the rear of the stage area along 
School St. The structure will be made of brick and concrete. Landscaping will enhance 
the structure. Steel beams are proposed for the roof structure to support the addition of 
audio/visual enhancements. A variance will be required for this project as the structure is 
proposed in the front yard along School Street. The variance will be heard at the Oct. 13 
BZA meeting. (Case No. V22-20.) 
 
Chairman Frisbee opened the floor for discussion.  
 
Carmen Sims, Library Director, came forward to represent the application. Mrs. Sims 
stated they do not wish to have a roof on the structure as shown on the site and 
architectural plans. The performance patio anticipates having one event a month. All 
events are wrapped up by 9 PM.  
 
Chairman Frisbee opened the public hearing.   
 
Julia Jones, a resident of Fite/Tabernacle Street, came forward to oppose the performance 
patio.  
 
Mr. Hardegree stated that he received a letter from Ed Kinsel, 115 Tabernacle St, with 
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reservations about the proposal.  
 
With no one else to come forward, the public hearing was closed for discussion.  
 
The Board Members were concerned with the design, placement, and impact of the 
surrounding residential area. 
 
Mrs. Sims stated she would like to have a neighborhood meeting to address concerns 
with neighboring residents.  
 
Mr. Hardegree made the suggestion of withdrawing the application and returning to the 
Historic Preservation Board after the neighborhood meeting.  
 
Mrs. Sims withdrew the application without prejudice. 
 
No action was taken by the Board.  
 
3.      COP22-17. 32 Cassville Rd. Applicant: Hudson & Co. LLC 
 
Chairman Frisbee called for the next item on the agenda. Mr. Hardegree stated he wished 
to break this item into two parts. The first request is a 6ft. wooden, privacy fence 
proposed to the left side and rear of the new house along the property line. The fence 
does extend approximately100ft. past the front building façade along Charles Street 
creating a front yard encroachment of the privacy fence. The encroachment is well behind 
the 20ft. building setback as required by the zoning ordinance. A variance is also required 
for this encroachment and will be reviewed by the BZA on Oct. 13. (Case No. V22-19.) 
 
Chairman Frisbee opened the floor for discussion.  
 
JB Hudson, the Contractor, came forward to represent the application and answer 
questions from the Board. Mr. Hudson stated the proposed privacy fence would be 
double-faced.  
 
Chairman Frisbee opened the floor for a public hearing; with no one to come forward, the 
public hearing was closed.  
 
Board Member Gregory made a motion to approve the double-faced privacy fence. Board 
Member White seconded the motion. Vote: 4-0. 
 
Mr. Hardegree returned to the Board and stated the second part of this request is to 
connect to a 4ft. decorative iron fence around the perimeter of the property. Masonry 
columns will be constructed approx. 40ft apart to anchor and support the decorative iron 
fencing. A 6 ft. decorative iron fence with masonry columns was proposed on COP20-32 
but was eventually removed from consideration, as there was opposition to the fence. If 
the fence and masonry columns are not more than 4ft in height, as allowed by the zoning 
ordinance, the fence could be approved administratively. However, the motion to approve 
the site plan was made with a condition that there be no perimeter fencing. There are no 
guidelines for new fences and columns in the HPC design standards.  
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Chairman Frisbee opened the floor for discussion. 
 
David Archer, City Attorney, stated the only thing forbidding the 4ft. decorative iron 
fence is the condition placed by the Historic Preservation Board. 
 
Mr. Hudson came forward to represent the application and answer questions from the 
Board. Mr. Hudson stated brick piers are only proposed on the Cassville frontage, the 
original proposal was for a 6 ft. iron fence, and the new proposal is for a 4 ft. iron fence, 
and landscaping will be added.  
 
Michael Tidwell, 23 Cassville Road, came forward to oppose the 4ft. iron fence. 
 
Anne Warren came forward to oppose the 4ft. iron fence.  
 
Becky Champion came forward to oppose the 4ft. iron fence. 
 
With no one else to come forward, the public hearing was closed for discussion.  
 
The Board Members agreed that the fence was out of character for the district.  
 
Board Member Galland made a motion to deny the removal of the condition. Board 
Member Carr seconded the motion. Vote:4-0. 
 
STAFF OR COMMITTEE COMMENTS 
 
Mr. Hardegree stated that Stephanie Gargiulo and Justin Colt Kelley, located at 341 W 
Cherokee Ave (COP 22-09) have run into hardships, such as material delays. This has 
caused setbacks and changes to the approved plans. A formal application submittal will 
be provided at the next Historic Preservation Meeting; the applicants are encroaching on 
the end of their current lease and are requesting feedback on the proposed changes so 
they may continue to work towards obtaining the Certificate of Completion for this 
project.  
 
Stephanie Gargiulo & Justin Colt Kelley, owners of 341 W Cherokee Ave, came forward 
to answer questions from the Board and provided an overview of the proposed changes.   
 

The Board Members requested drawings and detailed descriptions of the changes. Mr. 
Frisbee urged the applicants to continue to work with Mr. Hardegree on a formal 
submittal. 
 
Mr. Hardegree stated 32 Cassville Road has the right to appeal the Historic Preservation 
Board’s decision to City Council. 
 
Board Member Carr made a motion to nominate Board Member Galland as Vice-
Chairman of the Historic Preservation Board. Board Member White seconded the motion. 
Vote: 4-0. 
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Mr. Hardegree announced he has received two applications for the Historic Preservation 
Board. Applications will be forwarded to the City Manager’s Office for review. 
 
Chairman Frisbee adjourned the meeting at 6:55 PM. 
 

 
/s/ _________________________ 

       Greg Frisbee 
       Chairman 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



   Cartersville Historic Preservation Commission 
                                   10 N. Public Square 

                                                   P.O. Box 1390 
                                        Cartersville, Georgia 30120 
 

September 23, 2022  
 
Hudson & Company, Inc. 
PO Box 367 
Cartersville, GA 30120 
 
RE:   COP22-17.  32 Cassville Rd. Hearing Results Letter. 
 
 
Mr. Hudson, 
 
This letter confirms the outcome of your Certificate of Preservation (COP) application to the 
Cartersville Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) for property located at 32 Cassville Rd. On 
September 20th, 2022 the HPC approved with a condition the following task item per the HPC 
Application:  
 

1. Allow a 6ft privacy fence, approximately 100ft. in length, to extend into the front yard near 
Charles St with a condition that the privacy fence have pickets on both sides. 

 
If you modify or make additions to the approved scope of work, you must reapply to the 
Historic Preservation Commission and receive approval before continuing the project. 
 
A variance is also required for the privacy fence.  The variance, V22-19, will be reviewed by the 
Board of Zoning Appeals on Oct. 13th at 5:30pm.  
 
 
On September 20th, 2022 the HPC denied the following per the HPC Application: 
  

1. Remove the existing condition on the property originating from COP20-32 that prohibits the 
addition of a fence around the perimeter of the property.  

 
You may appeal this decision to City Council within 30 days of the hearing date. Contact me for 
instructions. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact me directly or by calling the City of Cartersville Planning 
Department at 770-387-5600. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
David Hardegree, AICP 
City Planner 
O: 770-387-5614 
dhardegree@cityofcartersville.org 
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Sec. 4.16. - Fences and walls.

In all zoning districts:

No fence or wall shall constitute an obstruction to the vision for or create a hazard
to

vehicular traffic.

No fence or wall, including retaining walls, shall be constructed of exposed concrete
block,

tires, junk or other discarded materials.

The fencing standards as stated in this section shall not apply to fencing for detention
ponds.

The wall standards as stated in this section shall not apply to retaining walls approved
by the

plan review process for planned developments.

In all residential and commercial zoning districts:

Any fence or wall which extends into the front yard shall be ornamental or decorative,
and

shall not be opaque. Any such fence or wall may be constructed of brick, stone,
wood,

wrought iron, split rail, or other decorative material as approved by the zoning
administrator.

Fences and walls shall not exceed four (4) feet in height in a front yard and shall
not exceed

eight (8) feet in height in a side or rear yard.

Chain-link fencing material may be used in the front yard with prior approval of a
variance by

the board of zoning appeals. No variance is required if chain link fencing
material is used in a

side or rear yard.

For a corner lot or double frontage lot, a screening or opaque fence may be installed
to the

rear of the principal structure at a maximum of eight (8) feet in height provided
that the fence

shall be located behind the required front yard setback and shall not
be located adjacent to

or abutting a collector or arterial street.

Razor wire (ribbon) shall be prohibited.

In all industrial zoning districts:

Fences or walls shall not exceed (8) feet in height in front, side and rear yards.

(Ord. No. 20-21, § 1, 4-1-2021)
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END OF COP22-17 DOCUMENTS
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   Cartersville Historic Preservation Commission 
10 N. Public Square 

P.O. Box 1390 
Cartersville, Georgia 30120 

 
December 17, 2020 
 
JB Hudson 
32 Cassville RD 
Cartersville, GA 30120 
 
RE:   COP20-32 – 32 Cassville RD 
 
Mr. Hudson: 
 
This letter confirms the outcome of your Certificate of Preservation (COP) application to the Cartersville 
Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) for property located at 32 Cassville RD. On Tuesday, December 15, 
2020 the HPC approved the following items listed in the HPC Application: 
 
1. Demolition of house, carport, smokehouse, and guest quarters. 
2. Approval of proposed construction and landscape plans to be site plan specific. 
 

Please make sure to apply for demolition and building permits prior to any demolition or construction. 
 

If you modify or make additions to the approved scope of work, you must reapply to the 

Historic Preservation Commission and receive approval before continuing the project. 
 

 
If you have any questions please contact me directly or by calling the City of Cartersville Planning Department 
at 770-387-5600. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Meredith Ulmer 
770-607-3947 
mulmer@cityofcartersville.org 





City of Cartersville, GA 

On corner lots within all zoning districts (except the DBD district) no fence, shrubbery or other 
obstruction to the traffic sight vision, except utility poles or light or sign standards, shall exceed a height of 
three (3) feet within a triangular area formed by the intersection of the right-of-way lines of two (2) streets 
or a street intersection with a railroad right-of-way line, and a diagonal line which intersects the right-of-
way lines at two (2) points, each twenty (20) feet distance from the intersection of the right-of-way lines, 
or, in the case of a rounded corner, from the point of intersection of their tangents; provided, however, 
signs, lights, or similar objects which are totally located at least ten (10) feet above the finished grade 
shall be permitted. 

Sec. 4.13. - Uses prohibited.  

If either a use or class of use is not specifically indicated as being permitted in a district, either as a 
matter of right, or as a special use, then such use, class of use, or structures for such uses, shall be 
prohibited in such district. 

Sec. 4.14. - Zoning of annexed areas.  

Areas annexed to the City of Cartersville subsequent to the adoption of this chapter shall be zoned 
R-20, unless other zoning is formally requested and approved with the annexation petition. Initial zoning 
of annexed property shall be charged the required fee for zoning amendments as stated herein. 

Sec. 4.15. - Emergency shelters.  

Emergency shelters for the purpose of protecting individuals from life-threatening weather storms or 
other emergencies shall be permitted as an accessory structure in all zoning districts and shall meet the 
setback requirements of such structures in the district. 

Sec. 4.16. - Fences and walls.  

No fence or wall shall constitute an obstruction to the vision for or create a hazard to vehicular traffic. 
In all residential zoning districts, fences and/or walls shall not exceed four (4) feet in height in a front yard 
and shall not exceed eight (8) feet in height in a side or rear yard. In all commercial zoning districts, 
fences and/or walls shall not exceed eight (8) feet in height in a side or rear yard.  

In all residential and commercial zoning districts, any fence or wall which extends into the front yard 
shall be ornamental or decorative, and shall not be opaque. Any such fence or wall may be constructed of 
brick, stone, wood, wrought iron, split rail, or other decorative material as approved by the zoning 
administrator; provided that no fence or wall shall be constructed of exposed concrete block, tires, junk or 
other discarded materials, with the following exceptions:  

1.  Chain-link fencing material may be used with prior approval of a variance by the board of zoning 
appeals.  

2.  For a corner lot or double frontage lot in a residential zoning district, a screening or opaque 
fence may be installed to the rear of the principal structure at a maximum of eight (8) feet in 
height provided that the fence shall be located behind the required front yard setback and shall 
not be located adjacent to or abutting a collector or arterial street.  

3.  The fencing standards as stated in this section shall not apply to fencing for detention ponds.  

In all residential and commercial districts, razor wire (ribbon) shall be prohibited. In all residential and 
commercial districts, no retaining wall shall be constructed of exposed concrete block. 

Sec. 4.17. - Buffer and screening requirements.  

Buffers or screening as required by this chapter are subject to review and approval by the zoning 
administrator. The following are required standards for buffers and shall be utilized by the zoning 
administrator in reviewing development plans:  

1.  Buffers shall be designated on the site plan and required plats as permanent buffer strip or area.  
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(1)

(2)

(f)

Sec. 9.25-34. - Application to preservation commission for certificate of preservation.

Approval of alterations in historic districts or involving historic properties. After the designation

by ordinance of a historic property or of a historic district,
no demolition or material change in

the exterior appearance of such historic property,
or of a structure, site, object, or work of art

within such historic district, shall
be made or permitted to be made by the owner or occupant

thereof, until a certificate
of preservation has been granted by the commission.

Approval of new construction within designated districts. After the designation by ordinance of a

historic district, all new structures constructed
within a designated historic district shall require a

certificate of preservation
which the commission shall issue if these structures conform in design,

scale, building
materials, setback, and landscaping features to the character of the district

specified
in the design criteria developed by the commission.

Guidelines and criteria for certificates of preservation. When considering application for

certificates of preservation for historic districts
and historic properties, the commission will

develop design guidelines specifically
for the City of Cartersville to use in evaluating applications

for certificates of
preservation. See section 9.25-34 for developing design guidelines.

Submission of plans to commission. An application for a certificate of preservation shall be

accompanied by such drawings,
photographs, plans, or other documentation as may be required

by the commission. Applications
involving demolition or relocation shall be accompanied by post-

demolition or relocation
plans for the site. An application for a certificate of preservation shall be

accompanied
by a non-refundable fee in the amount of twenty-five dollars ($25.00).

Commission reaction to application for certificates of preservation.

The commission shall approve or approve with conditions the application and issue
a

certificate of preservation if it finds that the proposed material change(s) in
the appearance

would not have a substantial adverse effect on the historic, or architectural
significance of the

historic property or historic district. In making this determination,
the historic preservation

commission shall consider, in addition to other pertinent
factors, the historical and

architectural significance, architectural style, general
design arrangements, texture, and

material of the architectural features involved,
and the relationship thereof to the exterior

architectural style, and pertinent features
of the other structures, buildings, objects, or works

of art in the immediate neighborhood.

The commission shall deny a certificate of preservation if it finds that the proposed
new

construction or material change(s) in the appearance of an existing structure(s)
would have

substantial adverse effects on the historic, or architectural significance
of the historic

property or the historic district. A certificate of preservation may
not be denied on the basis

of exterior paint color.

Necessary action to be taken by commission upon rejection of application for certificate
of
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(1)

(2)

(g)

(h)

(i)

(j)

(1)

(k)

preservation.

In the event the commission rejects an application, it shall state its reasons for
doing so, and

shall transmit a record of such actions and reasons, in writing, to
the applicant. The

commission may suggest alternative courses of action it thinks
proper if it disapproves of the

application submitted. The applicant, if he or she
so desires, may make modifications to the

plans and may resubmit the application at
any time after doing so.

In cases where the application covers a material change in the appearance of a structure,

building, object, or work of art which would require the issuance of a building permit,
the

rejection of the application for a certificate of preservation by the commission
shall be

binding upon the building official or other administrative officer charged
with issuing building

permits, and in such a case, no building permit shall be issued.

Public hearings on applications for certificates of preservation, notices, and right
to be heard. At

least seven (7) days prior to review of an application for certificate of preservation,
the

commission shall take such action as may reasonably be required to inform the
owners of any

property likely to be affected by reason of the application, and shall
give applicant and such

owners an opportunity to be heard. In cases where the commission
deems it necessary, it may

hold a public hearing concerning the application.

Interior alterations. In its review of applications for certificates of preservation, the commission

shall
not consider interior arrangements, use, or finish having no effect on exterior architectural

features.

Technical advice. The commission shall have the power to seek technical advice from outside its

members
on any application.

Deadline for approval or rejection of application for certificate of preservation.

The commission shall approve, approve with conditions, or deny an application for
certificate

of preservation within forty-five (45) days after the filing of a complete
application by the

owner or authorized agent of a historic property, or of a structure,
site, object, or work of art

located within a historic district. An application will
not be considered filed until all required

information is submitted with the application.
Evidence of approval shall be a certificate of

preservation issued by the commission.
Failure of the commission to act with such forty-five

(45) days shall constitute approval
and no other evidence of approval shall be needed.

Undue hardship. Where, by reason of unusual circumstance, the strict application of any

provision
of this chapter would result in the exceptional practical difficulty or undue hardship

upon any owner of a specific property, the commission, in passing upon applications,
shall have

the power to vary or modify strict adherence to said provisions, or to
interpret the meaning of

such provisions, so as to relieve such difficulty or hardship;
provided such variances,

modifications or interpretations shall remain in harmony
with the general purpose and intent of
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(l)

(1)

(2)

(m)

(n)

(o)

(p)

said provisions, so that the architectural
or historical integrity, or character of the property, shall

be conserved and substantial
justice done. In granting variances, the commission may impose

such reasonable and
additional stipulations and conditions as will, in its judgment, best fulfill the

purpose of this chapter. An undue hardship shall not be a situation of the person's
own making.

Requirements of conformance with certificates of preservation.

All work performed pursuant to an issued certificate of preservation shall conform
to the

requirements of such certificate. In the event work is performed not in accordance
with such

certificate, the building official shall issue a cease and desist order
and all work shall cease.

The city council shall be authorized to institute any appropriate action or proceeding
in a

court of competent jurisdiction to prevent any material change in appearance
of a designated

historic property or historic district except those changes made in
compliance with the

provisions of this chapter or to prevent any illegal act or conduct
with respect to such historic

property or historic district.

Certificate of preservation void if construction not commenced. A certificate of preservation shall

become void unless construction is commended
within six (6) months of date of issuance.

Certificates of preservation shall be issued
for a period of eighteen (18) months and are

renewable.

Recording of applications for certificates of preservation. The commission shall keep a public

record of all applications for certificates of
preservation, and all of the commission's proceedings

in connection with said application.

Acquisition of property. The commission may, where such action is authorized by the city council

and is reasonably
necessary or appropriate for the preservation of a unique historic property,

enter
into negotiations with the owner for the acquisition by gift, purchase, exchange,
or

otherwise, of the property or any interest therein.

Appeals. Any person adversely affected by any determination made by the commission relative
to

the issuance of denial of a certificate of preservation may appeal such determination
to the city

council. Any such appeal must be filed with the city council within thirty
(30) days after the

issuance of the determination pursuant to section 9.25-34(j)(1) of this chapter. The city council

may approve, modify, or reject the determination
made by the commission, if the governing body

finds that the commission abused its
discretion in reaching its decision. Appeals from decision of

the city council may
be taken to the Superior Court of Bartow County in the manner provided by

law for
appeals from conviction for city ordinance violations.

(Ord. No. 19-01, § IV, 5-17-01; Ord. No. 47-04, § 6, 6-17-04)
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