SEQe/el/E0

SpY J2UOISSILLLIOY JO pieog W

pig

*19113S1Q JBUOISSIWILLIOY) &

as

%7t [921Bd &

Gc02/10/70

£912Q Su1}99]\ JBUOISSILILLOY JO pieog ™

Ge0c/L1/20
pa|le| s183197 UolEaNON ANgnd @

JoLsIq eI B131009) =

uondiiosaq yeis

51k
»# depy ®

"Z-dV Ul sasn paniwiad 1o) mojje o]

» UondLIosaq J81}e UCHEIYION W

Gc0Z/TI/€0
x91e( 3unes|y pieog Suiuued =

MIASY LIS

FARNY

V9 'NOLAND 04 N3v0g 89¢

2lgle v 'uoiing W HLIFY 43 LSVONY T

BOY UseO
peoy g89s @ JOUMQ .

18U lBaISpPUIM®@181SBOUR|WY @ G20¢/1S/] uQ paniwgng
1606-099-216 \c ZLS1e V9 'uoihng BAI1OY 1SNIBIS
19)seouET yIay g peoy useog gg¢ uorjeodl|ddy Suiuozay
jueo||ddy uoljeoo Alewid ¢-G¢-NZd

5202 'ls Atenuep

V9 ‘weybuiyyd jo Ayunoy .@,



0049400081€0

« [82led ® dey

(sauoy
910\ 40 G [eljuUBpPISaY [BJNYNILBY) T-HY

xf14edoud jo Bujuoz yussaid

uolAng

A9 Jueayddy

1606099216
xlaguiny auoyd juesiddy

131sBoURT [N ULDY

xOwep juagdy s jueayddy

pajua( Jo panoiddy 1senbay =

_ (saioy g
Uey) ssa7 [eljuspisay [edn}ndlidy) g-yy

xA11adoid jo Sujuoz pasodoid

I

«£8Ulu0za1 noA aie sj@aled Auew Moy

uoljewloju| 3uluozay

ZICTE eldi09H

¥8po) di7 %9 81e35 Jueoi|ddy

peoy useog g9¢
xSSaIppy Buljiepy juedijddy

Isulesdispuimg)dalseoue|wy

¥SS2IppY lew juedijddy

JaumQ Aniedouy

«é3senbau 3ujuozai ayy Joy Suif|dde s1 oyp

uoljew.oju| ueolddy

S\

@ ipaunbai 3uigield ®

G2c0c/61/¢c0
Spy pieog 3uluue|d =



a4V [R<)v)

*1SOM *1587
TdVv v
LHnosg *YHON
-oUuo0zZai

01 Ysim noA Aprado.d ayy jo Ajiuidia eyy ur Apsadoud Jaipo ayy jo Suiuoz syy 3si7

awioy aney 03 Aldadoud Jagquuswl AjiLue) aAID)

« Juswipuawy 3uiuozay 1o} uonealIsne

wia)sAg o11dag a1eAlld |1 1AL

uo[193UU0Y) Jamas » U01108ULO0Y) J8)BM
|eljuspisal

« SOl}SHaloRIRY) 107

81 EGLL

xPpauozay aq o} saloy « S910Yy |e10]

useoyg useog

@ SS90y peoy pasodoid «OUWEN peoy



G20og '1g uer
lajseoue] A yusy @

xdinjeusis [eydig

ON

%¢S100S 10 ‘SaI}[13N ‘sall|1oe) uoljepiodsuel) ‘s3aa.)s 3ul)SIXa JO asn swosuaping
10 BAISSBIX® LB 3sned pjnod yalym ‘Ajiadoid ayy Jo asn e ul 3 nsas adueyd 3uiuoz pasodoid auyy |jim

douaplsal e aAey 03 Ajdadoud Jaquisw Ajiwe) SulAlS

xéf11adoud Aqieau pue Juaoelpe
Jo JuawidofaAep pue sasn sy} Jo M3IA Ul 3|qeYINS SI Jey) asn e moj|e |[im [esodosd Suiuozal Jnok Moy aquiasag

|eljuspisal

x£3U0Z31 0} Ysim noA Apiadoud ayy Jo Ayuioin auy ul Apsedoad Jayyo ayy Jo sasn ayy equIosaq

“|enuepisal

% '8uluozal Jayje pue| 8y} jo ayew o} asodold noA Jeyy asn ayy aquasaq

VN

%£PaUOZ AJUBLIND S| }1 Se 8SN ILIoU0J3 3|qeUOSEa) B dARY BU0Zal 0} Ysim nok Apadoud sy saog

|eljuspIsal

»8U0z81 0] ysim nok Ap1adoud sy Jo asn Jua.LINd 8Y) 8qLIASA(



NOILVLS Wi0l JINDMIO3TS ED
I3SN LNIHJIND3

LSESTIY /1 J¥NSOTD 1vd

3Ny SSYdWOD A4 q3isnrav

20 HINY3 HVINONV

INIOd + ¥3d
/689'08 /1 Yivl 0314
3HNSOTD 40 MRS

92EIE  ¥D 'NDINIY 06¢1 XOE Od ‘Si¥E-928 (216)
ONI "SNOAIANNS ONV ¥3¥3dd1Z B 3NDLS "M3TUA
€003 ‘82 €34 Auvd

£21€0 TN 14|
VIDNIID "ALNNDD WYHONL4S3
‘1 WD WNILVIT]

YIISYINYT ‘§9 \
Yod aLATAYNS
JIVIST JSHOASNYV SINYOTd IHI
d0 V—F T9MVd 40 NOISIAIQ V J0
W—b TINV ~ STHIV 442 ay SLVALSINIHTY ONINDZ
| i e e
UILVALSINIWGY ONINOZ ALNNDD |
AH0J3Y ¥04 O3AO§DY. -

d0 1vd
WVHONLA43 A8 ONITNOO3Y A0J

‘NDILYLINVS ONV
DNINI3NIONI J0 NOISIATE ‘HLW3H Jrdnd
hhzggamngts.ﬁﬁuh»n%

3-952 3AITS ¥V I3NIEVD Lvd
¥-861 30ITS 'V L3NIEVD Ivd
1/
\
N,

d-861 3AITS ‘Y LINIAWI L1vid
3-022 3a17s ‘v ._U_uﬁg 1vid
JININI43N \ .
/ / \ ﬁ.
N ) -
\ N W
/ /

mx\ ‘
I ) & 1
B P - N/
M \w .__ /
g2 ‘Y, } ™
- _II ll.
W. % \_. ._5 // f_/.
: % Y u. N\ N
BN\
N AILSYONYT W LI &/ 5
5 3 v-¥ 3703vd 51 2
i : l} m H 4
- . h a
; \ m___ _,__% M
{
: \.Iemmwﬂ f M w‘
&,
/
%.m. SV e [/! eorm @
%. T¥-¥ 3Tqnvd ._ﬂ.\ﬂ.no.nm.: N
<

\ e
I3 -——
YIREE —
\ ?&m el
. [
/] .

N3vVOd 7 v.L3ANT




NOTE: SUBJECT PROPERTY IS A
PORTION OF MAP & PARCEL 318-
07B OF THE EFFINGHAM COUNTY

LEGEND:
IRF 5" REBAR FOUND
IRS 5" REBAR SET
PL  PROPERTY LINE
CMF  CONC MON. FOUND
N/F NOW OR FORMERLY
PP POWER POLE .
EQUIP. USED TOTAL STATION \\
TOPCON 303

ERROR OF CLOSURE
1:24,000 PLAT NOT ADJUSTED

ADOLPH N. MICHELIS & ASSO.
736 SANDY RIDGE ROAD
SYLVANIA, GEORGIA 30467

PH. (912) 829 3972

NOTE: BASED UPON REVIEW OF THE F.E.M.A. FLOOD INSURANCE
RATE MAP, EFFINGHAM COUNTY, GEORGIA. REFERENCING THE
CURRENT EFFECTIVE SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREA (SFHA) DATED

3/16/2015. THIS PROPERTY IS LOCATED IN "ZONE X". (OUTSIDE
THE 500 YEAR FLOODPLAIN)

VICINITY MAP

SURVEYORS CERTIFICATION

() As required by subseclion (d) of 0.C.G.A Section 15-6-67,

this plol has been prepared by a lond surveyor and opproved

by allgpplicable lc2ol jurisdictions for recording os evidenced

by approvel certificales, signatures, atamps, or statements hereon.
Sueh epprovals or offirmations should be confirmed with {he

oppropriale governmentol bodies by ony purchoser or user of

this plot as lo intended use of any porcel, Furlhemore, the

undersigned lond surveyor certifies Lhol lhis plat complias wilh the

minimurn lechnicel atondords for properly surveys in Georgio

as set forth in the rules ond regulalions of the Georgio Boord of

Regislration for ProfessionolEngineers ond Lond Surveyors ond os

sel forth in 0,C.C.A Section 15-6-67.

= P 5 a
7 A DIV EAL .
/ géﬁ/% A
GA. REG. LS LICFNO. 1323 DATE!

/1319

TAX ASSESSORS FILE. @
&
>
\ C%J SITE
KEITH LANCASTER &
8
‘7\5\(
y/
M-
NOT TO SCAL
IRS
300.12"
APPROVED FOR RECORDING BY THE EFFINGHAM COU
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR.
ZONING ADMINISTRATOR DATE
APPROVED BY THE EFFINGHAM COUNTY DEPARTMENT
HEALTH, DIVISION OF ENGINEERING AND SANITATION, SF
BUILDING SITES REQUIRE ADDITIONAL REVIEW AND APE
318-7B DIRECTOR DATE
K N/F
. . %% < KEITH LANCASTER
PCAB A220 F S
PCAB A198 D X o NOW 15.73 ACRES SURVEY FOR
PCAB AI98 A \\\ ij KEITH M. LANCASTE
N —
N SURVEY OF 1.80 ACRES F
\\ 17.53 ACRE TRACT
\\ LOCATED IN THE 10TH. .
3;8_07 % SCALE: 1 = 100° EFFINGHAM COUNTY, GE:
/F \
SURVEYED 11 NOV 20
CARL ARNS ¥
RL ARNSDORFF o} 100* 200 KML.DGN NOV20139 PLAT DRAWN 12 NOV Z
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PUBLIC HEARING 01

9.5 EFFINGHAM COUNTY REZONING CHECKLIST

Applicants requesting a Zoning change shall supply to the Planning Board
information describing the proposed change plus supporting data relating
to the change to assist the Planning Board in making their determination.
the supporting documentation shall include a format substantially the same
as the checklist/criteria used by the Planning Board in evaluating the
requested zoning change.

After receiving all information presented as to each zoning proposal at any
public hearing provided for in this Article, and prior to making any
recommendation thereon, the Planning Board shall consider each of the
eight questions contained in the following checklist in written form and
forward a copy of the same to the Board of Commissioners together with
any additional material deemed appropriate:

CHECK LIST:
The Effingham Coun ahning Commission recommends:
APPROV DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by Keith Lancaster (Map # 318 Parcel # 7B) from AR-1 to
AR-2 zoning.

Yes T@? 1. Is this proposal inconsistent with the county’s master plan?

Yes @ ? 2. Could the proposed zoning allow use that overload either
existing or proposed public facilities such as street,
utilities or schools?

Yes l@ ? 3. Could traffic created by the proposed use, or other uses
permissible under the zoning sought, traverse established
single-family neighborhoods on minor streets, leading to
congestion, noise, and traffic hazards?

\\\P‘ Yes No? 4. Does the property which is proposed to be rezoned have a
have a reasonable economic use under existing zoning?

would permit a use which would be unsuitable, considering the

&\Q\ Yes No? 5. Does the proposed change constitute “spot zoning™ which
existing use and development of adjacent and nearby property?

Yes @‘? 6. Would the proposed change in zoning adversely affect existing
use or usability of adjacent or nearby property?

Yes 6@7 7. Are nearby residents opposed to the proposed zoning change?

Yes ‘? 8. Do other conditions affect the property so as to support a

decision against the proposal?

Planning Board Meeting — March 11, 2025 (/ -
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EFFINGHAM COUNTY REZONING CHECKLIST

Applicants requesting a Zoning change shall supply to the Planning Board
information describing the proposed change plus supporting data relating
to the change to assist the Planning Board in making their determination.
the supporting documentation shall include a format substantially the same
as the checklist/criteria used by the Planning Board in evaluating the
requested zoning change.

After receiving all information presented as to each zoning proposal at any
public hearing provided for in this Article, and prior to making any
recommendation thereon, the Planning Board shall consider each of the
eight questions contained in the following checklist in written form and
forward a copy of the same to the Board of Commissioners together with
any additional material deemed appropriate:

CHECK LIST:
The Effingham County Planning Commission recommends:

APPROVAL DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by Keith Lancaster (Map # 318 Parcel # 7B) from AR-1 to
AR-2 zoning.

1. Is this proposal inconsistent with the county’s master plan?

. Could the proposed zoning allow use that overload either
existing or proposed public facilities such as street,
utilities or schools?

Yes N@ 3. Could traffic created by the proposed use, or other uses
. permissible under the zoning sought, traverse established
single-family neighborhoods on minor streets, leading to
congestion, noise, and traffic hazards?

YG@Q 4. Does the property which is proposed to be rezoned have a

have a reasonable economic use under existing zoning?

Yes @ 5. Does the proposed change constitute “spot zoning™ which

would permit a use which would be unsuitable, considering the
. existing use and development of adjacent and nearby property?

Yes @ 6. Would the proposed change in zoning adversely affect existing
— use or usability of adjacent or nearby property?

Yes (No 2/ 7. Are nearby residents opposed to the proposed zoning change?

——
Yes w 8. Do other conditions affect the property so as to support a

decision against the proposal?
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9.5 EFFINGHAM COUNTY REZONING CHECKLIST

Applicants requesting a Zoning change shall supply to the Planning Board
information describing the proposed change plus supporting data relating
to the change to assist the Planning Board in making their determination.
the supporting documentation shall include a format substantially the same
as the checklist/criteria used by the Planning Board in evaluating the
requested zoning change.

After receiving all information presented as to each zoning proposal at any
public hearing provided for in this Article, and prior to making any
recommendation thereon, the Planning Board shall consider each of the
eight questions contained in the following checklist in written form and
forward a copy of the same to the Board of Commissioners together with
any additional material deemed appropriate:

CHECK LIST:
The Effingham County Planning Commission recommends:
APPROVAL “~_ DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by Keith Lancaster (Map # 318 Parcel # 7B) from AR-1 to
AR-2 zoning.

Yes (No? 1. Is this proposal inconsistent with the county’s master plan?

Yes Cﬁb ? 2. Could the proposed zoning allow use that overload either
existing or proposed public facilities such as street,
utilities or schools?

Yes @b ? 3. Could traffic created by the proposed use, or other uses
permissible under the zoning sought, traverse established
single-family neighborhoods on minor streets, leading to
congestion, noise, and traffic hazards?

L;:\ié‘s No ? 4. Does the property which is proposed to be rezoned have a
have a reasonable economic use under existing zoning?

Yes N}) ? 5. Does the proposed change constitute “spot zoning” which
' would permit a use which would be unsuitable, considering the
existing use and development of adjacent and nearby property?

Yes (‘Nq ? 6. Would the proposed change in zoning adversely affect existing
Sa use or usability of adjacent or nearby property?

Yes kRT() ? 7. Are nearby residents opposed to the proposed zoning change?

Yes (Nd ? 8. Do other conditions affect the property so as to support a
decision against the proposal?

W6
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9.5 EFFINGHAM COUNTY REZONING CHECKLIST

Applicants requesting a Zoning change shall supply to the Planning Board
information describing the proposed change plus supporting data relating
to the change to assist the Planning Board in making their determination.
the supporting documentation shall include a format substantially the same
as the checklist/criteria used by the Planning Board in evaluating the
requested zoning change.

After receiving all information presented as to each zoning proposal at any
public hearing provided for in this Article, and prior to making any
recommendation thereon, the Planning Board shall consider each of the
eight questions contained in the following checklist in written form and
forward a copy of the same to the Board of Commissioners together with
any additional material deemed appropriate:

CHECK LIST:
The Effingham County Planning Commission recommends:
APPROVAL x DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by Keith Lancaster (Map # 318 Parcel # 7B) from AR-1 to
AR-2 zoning.

&)

' 1. Is this proposal inconsistent with the county’s master plan?

@ 2. Could the proposed zoning allow use that overload either
existing or proposed public facilities such as street,
utilities or schools?

&)

8

Could traffic created by the proposed use, or other uses

A permissible under the zoning sought, traverse established

/f?

LI

single-family neighborhoods on minor streets, leading to

Yes
Yes
Yes
y congestion, noise, and traffic hazards?
Yes

3.
4. Does the property which is proposed to be rezoned have a
have a reasonable economic use under existing zoning?

Wy
ﬁ" /_%I
\
K _ \f Yes @}’ 5. Does the proposed change constitute “spot zoning” which
P

Z
9
would permit a use which would be unsuitable, considering the

existing use and development of adjacent and nearby property?

Yes G;[o:.?- 6. Would the proposed change in zoning adversely affect existing
use or usability of adjacent or nearby property?

— )
YESCND ? 1. Are nearby residents opposed to the proposed zoning change?

Yes @ ? 8. Do other conditions affect the property so as to support a
— decision against the proposal?

AT

Planning Board Meeting — March 11, 2025



PUBLIC HEARING 01

9.5 EFFINGHAM COUNTY REZONING CHECKLIST

Applicants requesting a Zoning change shall supply to the Planning Board
information describing the proposed change plus supporting data relating
to the change to assist the Planning Board in making their determination.
the supporting documentation shall include a format substantially the same
as the checklist/criteria used by the Planning Board in evaluating the
requested zoning change.

After receiving all information presented as to each zoning proposal at any
public hearing provided for in this Article, and prior to making any
recommendation thereon, the Planning Board shall consider each of the
eight questions contained in the following checklist in written form and
forward a copy of the same to the Board of Commissioners together with
any additional material deemed appropriate:

CHECK LIST:
The Effingham County Planning Commission recommends:
APPROVAL,__* DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by Keith Lancaster (Map # 318 Parcel # 7B) from AR-1 to
AR-2 zoning.

W . i
' @ QO}? 1. Is this proposal inconsistent with the county’s master plan?

—

Yes Q\Ij ? 2. Could the proposed zoning allow use that overload either
existing or proposed public facilities such as street,
utilities or schools?

Yes @ ? 3. Could traffic created by the proposed use, or other uses
permissible under the zoning sought, traverse established
single-family neighborhoods on minor streets, leading to
congestion, noise, and traffic hazards?

@ No ? 4. Does the property which is proposed to be rezoned have a
have a reasonable economic use under existing zoning?

Yes @? 5. Does the proposed change constitute “spot zoning” which
would permit a use which would be unsuitable, considering the
existing use and development of adjacent and nearby property?

Yes No? 6. Would the proposed change in zoning adversely affect existing
use or usability of adjacent or nearby property?

Yes (NJd" 7. Are nearby residents opposed to the proposed zoning change?

Yes @ ? 8. Do other conditions affect the property so as to support a
decision against the proposal?

< 3

= S | (
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