OIOT bl HIBEACN * SNIMYT 4O v

CEb? M, 0RZ0,095

gg0-01 # 8or INTNONOW - NOMW TTIT 05 FIS
6.68-G27 (044) E m..om.._umnmm - mm NI 1004 3NO NIHLIA 3LYHOJy 38 OL ONROJ SI ONY OIOT bl 2EBEAON 1 AIANG O AUV
- . LYW N VH L
Pr10-827 (0L4) 3INOHd X08 NOILONAC -~ @&
; : INSRISVAV O © a1sne .
0900E "V9 'VLL3THVA NISYE HOLVD - 89 “INTOZ TORV-E23 -7 40 HoG3 EVINONY NY ONY 360 10SI0 AVW HIHV3S
8- "3JAV MVSINNI 0G8 o 0I0S - HS | T337662 792 NI 1004 3NO 40 NOISIDEHA Funs0T0 v svH | T erd s e e v M0 HO ONTos
dOl N3d0 - 1O VE0S6-199 NOJJDL ‘035N ININAING3 SSANIT NOVAL3AS ONIOTIING ‘ASAUNS SIHL dJ0 ONINYW
d% ‘€ 'H Hvead - B 40 JWIL 3HL LV 318ISIA 3u3M LVHL SINIW3SY3 3181
138 NId NOWI -~ SdI . ~50d NYHML HAHLO ‘SIN3WNISY3 ALVIS3 vad L03rans
ONND4 NId NOHI - 4dI SNOILIONGD QUVZVH 00074 TYIJ3dS ANV 3AVH | 3HL 0L 318Y2T7ddY 38 AV HOIHM INIMOTIO4 3HL 40
VIOHOED ‘ALNNOD €800 TONS300 ALH3d0Hd SIHL 'Sdvm 00074 "W'H I°d | ANY 1031436 0L 1HOdsNd LON S30Q AZAENS SIHL 'Ly1d
NG S P TN ST aN3937 IVIDIHH0 SHL 40 NOILYNIWYXI Nv Ol ONICHODOV STHL NO NMOMS HO 03LVLS ATIVOIAIDAdS SY 1d30X3
ESI 2761 SLOTUNVINL @g_ \ JIIS DIHAVHO
TIVEIIZLLL | /" lov es oosol aa e
YNNOC % ATINVIS TIOSIN NYSNS # TEPVHOIA 08 ov 0 ov
TIVISIOZLIA ANTHIASOL W 2 Or=.1 HIVOS
8d Adl 84 ddl
04 AFAANS - — BFbLy | MiL#SO.ZEN 89 Sa1
— 45 —,
N L =
- OB LbG= e e &
o S bL=Y Y \
~ ZSbL=7T . A7 v&w_& >
M. OGIG.¥S5
o
Nt

bZ 2d ¥ebl 'ga
SIMIT "W NYans
P "D ANOIWAY2




APPLICANT: Stan Fitzgerald

PHONE: 770-249-7221

REPRESENTATIVE: Stan Fitzgerald

PHONE: 770-249-7221

TITLEHOLDER: Josephine Fitzgerald, Donna

Fitzgerald and Stanley Fitzgerald

PROPERTY LOCATION: At the northwestern corner

of Cheatham Road and Cheatham Court

(2701 Cheatham Court).

TYPE OF VARIANCE:

PETITION No.: V-30
DATE OF HEARING: 05-09-12
PRESENT ZONING: R-30
LAND LOT(S): 152, 153
DISTRICT: 20

SIZE OF TRACT: 1.6 acres
COMMISSION DISTRICT: 1

1) Waive the front setback for an accessory structure over 650 square feet (existing 1,444

square foot garage) from the required 100 feet to 75 feet; 2) waive the side setback for an accessory structure over 650

square feet from the required 100 feet to 25 feet; 3) waive the side setback for an accessory structure over 650 square feet

from the required 100 feet to 95 feet; and 4) allow two accessory structures (garage and shed) to be located closer to the

side street right-of-way line than the principal building.

OPPOSITION: No. OPPOSED PETITION No. SPOKESMAN

BOARD OF APPEALS DECISION

APPROVED __ MOTION BY
REJECTED SECONDED
HELD CARRIED

STIPULATIONS:

rRR

RR




APPLICANT: Stan Fitzgerald PETITION No.: V-30
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COMMENTS

TRAFFIC: This request will not have an adverse impact on the transportation network.

DEVELOPMENT & INSPECTIONS: Permit for 800 square feet attached garage was obtained in 2007 but
was not completed and was later re-permitted in 2008. New permit and inspection will be required for
attachment. Shed requires a permit if over 120 square feet.

SITE PLAN REVIEW: No comment.

STORMWATER MANAGEMENT: No adverse stormwater impacts are anticipated for these existing
structures. The entire yard drains to the rear to an existing well-defined channel.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION: After examining Civil War trench maps, Cobb County historic property
surveys, county maps, and various other resources, staff has no comments regarding the impact or treatment of
historic and/or archaeological resources.

CEMETERY PRESERVATION: No comment.

WATER: No conflict.

SEWER: No conflict.



APPLICANT: Stan Fitzgerald PETITION No.: V-30

sk ke sk sk sk sk sk st sk sk sk sk sk sk skeoske sk sk sk skoske sk skt sk skeoske sk skt sk skt skt skt sk sk sk skt sk skt skt skoskeosk skt sk sk stk skostke skt sk stk sk skokosk skok skok

FIRE DEPARTMENT: After analyzing the information presented for a Preliminary Review, the Cobb
County Fire Marshal’s Office is confident that all other items can be addressed during the Plan Review
Stage.
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Application for Variance
Cobb County
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Please select the extraordinary and exceptional condition(s) to the piece of property in question. The
condition(s) must be peculiar to the piece of property involved.

Size of Property Shape of Property Topography of Property Other

The Cobb County Zoning Ordinance Section 134-94 states that the Cobb County Board of Zoning Appeals must
determine that applying the terms of the Zoning Ordinance without the variance would create an unnecessary

hardship. Please state what hardship would be created by following the normal terms of the ordinance.
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EXHIBIT
"Letter"

To : Zoning Board
RE: Variance Application — 2701 Cheatham CT NW, Acworth
From : Stan Fitzgerald — Homeowner

More Information Regarding Decision

Sir/Mam

Let me start this memo by saying | have no problem with bringing my
property up to code and that | never intended to circumvent county policy. My
problem is a hardship paying for bringing it up to code. | will represent myself at
this point in the process and should | receive the approval of the zoning board to
grant my variance request this issue is closed permanently as far as | am
concerned.

1) The Neighborhood
Let me paint you a picture of the area before | explain my hardship. This is
somewhat still rural unincorporated Acworth. On Cheatham Road in the
immaediate area you see barns, horses, dirt bike trails , many houses with
Garages that are Not attached ,many houses with multiple sheds of various sizes
many of which are dilapidated , livestock , abandoned rusted out vehicles and
probably dozens of issues by todays code would be violations but are probably
grandfathered in . This is not a new thriving area where the community is seeking
code enforcement to maintain a standard. We are not in a subdivision and my
property and buildings in violation face government land across Cheatham Road
that will never be built on. Only two houses face the structures that are in
violation both of which signed the petition. Note the petition was signed by 100%
of the neighborhood. Specifically my neighbor Candice Turner of 2700 Cheatham
CT who looks at my structures in violation from her living room window has
advised me that she is directly opposed to the county enforcing the code. She has
no problem with the view at this time but feels adding a breezeway would look
ridiculous and become an eyesore. She stated that she cannot attend a meeting
but you can feel free to contact her for a statement or simply accept my report of
her statement into the record.

-
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2) The impracticality and eyesore of a breezeway my neighbor reports.
See two attached photos marked P-1 and P-2. Note that the accessary buildings
are on significantly lower land and a breezeway would have to be placed in an
uphill fashion on an angle which would look ridiculous and serve no purpose other
than bringing it to code by enforcing a technicality

3) The Original Permit and Certificate of Occupancy
It is my testimony and recollection that when | pulled permit # (071244) This was
for a detached garage , | recall putting my signature on paperwork for a detached
garage permit which was granted. | have contacted the builder Charles Bergman
who is now out of state and his recollection is the same. The builder stated
should this go to the appeals process my attorney can pay for his time to come in
from out of state and testify to same, he will also go to his storage and recover
the paperwork copies bearing my signature and original permit copy which is for a
detached garage. During the work process the permit was pulled and | was told by
the county that the garage had to be closer to my home and at that time, was
given a new permit # (0802949). Please note that the original permit had the
garage so far away from the house, it could not have possibly been for an
attached garage. | originally wanted it near Cheatham road, nowhere near our
home and that was originally approved. | was given a certificate of occupancy for
a detached garage see attached item marked exhibit 1.

In regards to the shed, which is right next to the garage and not protruding past
same garage, | called the county office asking about the code and was told it had
to be on blocks, but nothing further was said regarding location. From what | was
told on the phone | understood that my shed would in fact be in code as it is
today. It is my position that it was the county’s responsibility to better explain it
to me when | called making sure | would be in code when adding the shed.

4) Financial Hardship
| am retired law enforcement, | was injured in the line of duty and found to be
totally and permanently disabled see attached exhibit 2. | receive a pension of
$24k a year which does not include medical coverage of any kind. See attached
exhibit 3. | cannot afford to pay for a breezeway to be added or a shed to be
moved. The entire purpose of the structures being added was due to the fact that
we could not afford to pay storage rentals. We moved from NJ to GA because we
could no longer afford to live in NJ.

Pree 24 53



5) Medical Hardship
| have PTS from various combat situations when | worked in Narcotics
enforcement. | have had two heart attacks and bypass surgery, my health is not
good. The initial anonymous complaint | laughed off because it was unfounded
and | knew it was most likely an unstable neighbor who has a history of fighting
with everyone on the block. However the follow up complaint regarding my
property and being forced to go through this variance process is causing
tremendous stress worrying about the financial aspects involved should | be
forced to appeal this variance. As someone with PTS and Heart issues, stress and
worry seriously affect my day to day functioning in a negative way and create the
risk of bringing on heart complications.

Respectfully Submitted

Stan Fitzgerald
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