ATTACHMENT A — REZONING AMENDMENT APPLICATION

Application Date: | l/ ) 0! 9'098

Applicant/Agent: Ro na ] <l. —‘_"l li c

Applicant Email Address: ___ 00 iy '}j oW o Id @}(ﬂ..lnoc: . Conmn
Phone # V2 L0 -938F

Applicant Mailing Address: 2E€s ¢ ard 'l"c. L wey S?L g

City: (R Wco S State: _ GFAY Zip Code: 31326

Property Owner, if different from above: Noriko e | lec
Include Signed & Notarized Authorization of Property Owner

Ownert’s Email Address (if known): _ o ¢ o +\'1{r.r® \'[C\ l‘\OO- Co M

Phone # Q12 LLO 3 8220

Owner’s Mailing Address: _ A8 5 Cam ‘l"-c.b \-M\‘-:‘ S+.

City: _Rymacon State: _©f Zip Code: 3 13 2.4

Property Location: %ﬂ#ﬁt@é Eb€M€ 2€x Rf_ Ml
Proposed Road Access:%w\ﬁ o0 c ‘!f :

Present Zoning of Property: R"\ Proposed Zoning: R'a
Tax Map-Parcel #H le @ 6—(> Total Acres: 5-2)'4 Acres to be Rezoned: "’ 6%
-lo P~
Lot Characteristics:
WATER SEWER
Private Well Private Septic System
V__Public Water System Public Sewer System

If public, name of supplier:
Justification for Rezoning Amendment: SMQJS& mu&s“' k \QNL ¢ Q!Q%‘HH‘(—
200 fo c A O b Combinaion

List the zoning of the other property in the ViCifﬂ%foperty you wish to rezone:

North South East West

Rev 01132022



1. Describe the cutrent use of the property you wish to rezone.

Vacont Lot

2. Does the property you wish to rezone have a reasonable economic use as it is currently zoned?

Ye s

3. Desctibe the use that you propose to make of the land after rezoning.

Ealecaimg  backyerd

4. Describe the uses of the other property in the vicinity of the property you wish to rezone?

N/

5. Desctibe how your rezoning proposal will allow a use that is suitable in view of the uses and
development of adjacent and nearby property?

NO (ool €D Qg -
()

6. Will the proposed zoning change result in a use of the property, which could cause an excessive or
burdensome use of existing streets, transportation facilities, utilities, or schools?

No

Applicant Signature: (2 crw\a\.a’u/{ ¢ ‘a(e'— Date V1-190 -2 2

Rev 01132022



ATTACHMENT B - OWNERSHIP CERTIFICATION

I, (we) the undersigned, do herby certify that I (we) own the property affected by the proposed

Amendment to the Effingham County Zoning Ordinance by virtue of a deed date

5! / g! Q'OOD , on file in the office of the Clerk of the Superior Court of

Effingham County, in Deed Book (ﬂ 6 i page 71

I hereby certify that I am the owner of the property being proposed for Rezoning Amendment
Approval, and I have answered all of the questions contained herein and know the same to be
true and correct. I hereby acknowledge that I have reviewed the application checklist, and further
acknowledge that any omission of the items above will cause a delay in the review of my request.

R
Owner’s sighatute R S M { ?’ﬂa’-\

Print Name (ROM&ICL Ts!l-e/'

\ ——
Owner’s signature% / ZE&/)L

Print Name I\'Dr'\](O T:I; le.r'

Owner’s signature,

Print Name

N
Sworn and subscribed before me this / 0 day of NO‘W , 20 9‘ 9—

Notary Public, State of Georgia

Rev 01132022
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The Law Office of Danny Price .
290 Columbia Avenue, Unit A « Cler of Superlor Court

Rincon, Georgia 31326 WARRANTY DEE D

STATE OF GEORGIA
COUNTY OF EFFINGHAM File #: 016-00

This Indeniure made this 15th day of May, 2000 between Leona S. Carrigg , of the County of Effingham, State of
Georgia, as parly or paries of tha first par, hereinunder called Grantor, and Ronald Tyler and Noriko Tyler |, as party or parties of
the second part, hereinafer called Grantee (the words "Grantor” and "Granles” lo include lheir respective heirs, successors and assigns

where the context requires or permits).

WITNESSETH that: Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of TEN AND 00/100'S ($10.00) Dollars and
other good and valuable considerations in hand paid at and belora the sealing and delivery of these presents, the receipt whersof is haraby
acknowledged, has granted, bargained, sold, aliened, conveyed and confirmed, and by these presenls does granl, bargain, sell, alien, convey
and confim unto the said Grantee,

All that certain lot, tract or parcel of land situate, lying and being In the 9th G.M. District of
Ettingham County, Georgia, containing Two and Fifty-Seven Hundredths (2.57) Acres, more
or less, and being more particularly shown and described on that certain plat or survey
prepared by Neel B. Ackerman, R.L.S. Number 1128, dated October 12, 1999, and recorded
In the Office of the Clerk of Superior Court of Effingham County, Georgla, at Plat Cabinet

, Slide ng{ v , 8ald plat being specifically incorporated into this
description by specific reference thereto, fro better determining the metes and bounds of
sald parcel,

TOGETHER with that certain 60’ wide Access Easement from Georgla Highway No. 275 to
said parcel, being shown on said plat as a strip of land containing Seventy-Seven
Hundredths (.77) acres, and running along the eastern boundary of the remaining lands of
Leona S. Carrigg, for ingress and egress fo and from the parcel above described.

This being a portion of the lands conveyed to Leona §. Carrigg by the Heirs of Gideon W,
Seckinger, Sr. by General Warranty Deed dated June, 13, 1964, and recorded at Deed Book
1386, Page 112, aforesaid records.

SUBJECT, however to all covenants, easements and righis-of-way of record.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD the sald fract or parcel of land, with all and singular the rights, members and appurianances
thereof, to the same being, belonging, or in anywise appertaining, to the only proper use, benefit and beheo! of the said Grantea
forever in FEE SIMPLE,

AND THE SAID Grantor will warrant and foraver defend the right and litla to the above described property unto the said
Grantee against the claims of all persons whomsoever.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has hereunto set grantor's hand and seal this day and year first above writlen.

Signed, sealed and delivered In the presence of:

Xmu. . 44444}. (Seal)
7}

Leona S. Carrigg
(Seal)

https://search.gsccca.org/Imaging/HTML5Viewer.aspx?id=29263858key1 =6378&key2=277&county=51&countyname=EFFINGHAM &userid=725673&appid=4

1M
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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 applicant Ronald Tyler — (Map # 460 Parcels # 50)
from R-1 to R-2 zoning.

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

Yes No? 2. Could the proposed zoning allow use that overload either
existing or proposed public facilities such as street,
utilities or schools?

Yes No? 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?

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

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

Yes No? 8. Do other conditions affect the property so as to support a
decision against the proposal?

Planning Board Meeting — December 19, 2022



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 Plannipg Commission recommends:

1

APPROVAL DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by applicant Ronald Tyler — (Map # 460 Parcels # 50)
from R-1 to R-2 zoning.

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

Yes No }/ 2. 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?

Yes 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 N&? 6. Would the proposed change in zoning adversely affect existing

N/ use or usability of adjacent or nearby property?

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

Yes No? 8. Do other conditions affect the property so as to support a
decision against the proposal?

Planning Board Meeting — December 19, 2022



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:
APPRO\D&% DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by applicant Ronald Tyler — (Map # 460 Parcels # 50)
from R-1 to R-2 zoning.

Yes No? 1. Is this proposal inconsistent with the county’s master plan?
“""-—

Yes No? 2. Could the proposed zoning allow use that overload either
T~ . - . g, =
existing or proposed public facilities such as street,
utilities or schools?

Yes No? 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?

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

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

Yes 4&'? 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 Eﬁgﬁam County Planning Commission recommends:
& APPROVAL] Zé DISAPPROVAL

Of the rezoning request by applicant Ronald Tyler — (Map # 460 Parcels # 50)
from R-1 to R-2 zoning.

Yes @ ? 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 &Q ? 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?

7
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?

5
Yes @ 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 — December 19, 2022



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 applicant Ronald Tyler — (Map # 460 Parcels # 50)
from R-1 to R-2 zoning.

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

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

Yes l)é ? 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?

? 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

Yes b2 6. Would the proposed change in zoning adversely affect existing
use or usability of adjacent or nearby property?
Yes ? 7. Are nearby residents opposed to the proposed zoning change?

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

Planning Board Meeting — December 19, 2022



