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REGULAR

MEETING

APRIL 12th, 1966
8:30 A. M.

PRESENT:

Chairman W. Wright Parker, James D. Compton, Fred T. Davis,
Neal Gale, Otto Johnson, Jr., M. A. Knight and R. F. D. Paulk

ABSENT:

Cormac McGarvey

ASLO PRESENT: County Administrator Howard J. Sears and City Manager
J. E. Julse, Jr.

As the first order of business, the minutes of the regular meeting held on
March 8th, 1966, were approved upon a motion made by Mr. Paulk and seconded by
Mr. Compton,

Chairman Parker recognized as being in attendance the new City Manager
for Brunswick, Mr. J. E. Hulse, Jr., who was then introduced to the members of
the Planning Commission.

GC-22-660
Mr. Elliot Robinson was present in support of a rezoning request submitted
by himself and Mr. Albert F. Shelander. Mr. Robinson was accompanied by his
Attorney, Mr. James Be Gilbert. Mr. Robinson stated that his was a twofold
request for the rezoning of one portion of this property for commercial use and
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the other portion for residential use.
The property involved contains a total of approximately

50 acres, abuts the

east side of Altama Avenue immediately south of Kensington Park Subdivision. This
property is divided into two parcels with separate rezoning requests, as follows:
Parcel No. 1: Property fronting approximately 1,271.57 ft. on the east
side of Altama Avenue to a depth of 600 ft., containing
approximately 17.5 acres; this property is being sought
for rezoning from R12 Residential to HC Highway Commercial,
Parcel No. 2. Property abutting the easterly line of property described
as Parcel No. 1 above, containing approximately 32.5 acres;
this property is being sought for rezoning from R-12
Residential to R-9 Residential.
Mr. Robinson added that his requested HC zoning on the 600 ft. depth of
Parcel No. 1 was in line with the depths of other properties located to the south

of his property that are zoned HC Highway Commercial on the east side of Altama
Avenue,
Mr. Robinson indicated that the street pattern of his proposed residential

subdivision on Parcel No. 2 would provide access between Country Club Park,
Kensington Park, and Altama Avenue.
After studying the request in relation to surrounding property, it was the
consensus of opinion of the members that HC Highway Commercial should not be
allowed to extend any further north on the east side of Altama Avenue than the
drainage ditch lying adjacent to the northern boundary of Beverly Shores
Section 2 Subdivision because too much land thatshould be available for future
residential development in the area is being absorbed by HC Highway Commercial
rezonings. In addition, it was deemed inadviseable to recommend a rezoning to
HC on property immediately adjacent to the residentially developed Kensington

Park Subdivision. The members felt that a rezoning of the entire property, with
the exception of the oblong shaped tract located at the northeasternmost point
of Parcel No. 2, from R-12 Residential to R-9 Residential, would be compatible
with the zoning classifications of adjacent properties.
A mot ion. was made by Mr. Davis, seconded by Mr. Johnson and unanimously
adopted to recomniend to the County Con*nission that a rezoning to HC Highway

Commercial of the property identified as Parcel No. 1 above not be recommended;
and, further, that a rezoning from R12 Residential to R-9 Residential be
recommended for the properties contained in Parcel No. I and Parcel No. 2,
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excluding the 388.8 ft. by 238.0 ft, oblong shoped tract located at the
N.ortheasternmost point of Parcel No. 2 (this oblong tract thereby retaining
its R12 Residential zoning classification).

County Administrator Sears brought to the members' attention that concern
as to land use had been expressed by certain owners of property lying in the
immediate vicinity of proposed interchanges for Highway 1'-95, particularly at
its intersection with U. S. Highway 341 in the Glyndale area. These owners had
expressed their opinion that the zoning requirements established in the new
Glynn County Zoning Ordinance were not sufficient to protect prospective. growth
and land valuation in the areas contiguous to interchanges and access roads.
Mr. Sears was advised that the Planning Commission had previously discussed
the matter briefly and had expressd their concern,

.
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Mr. Sears asked the members to consider the possibility of engaging, in the
absence of the Planning Director, a consulting firm to make a study of these areas
with respect to land use, setbacks and other needed standards for the protection
of thse entry areas into the community. It was brought out that such a firm
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would be experienced in this respect and that their experience would be an asset
to this community. It was pointed out that Eric Hill Associates had previously
served in a consulting capacity to the Planning Commission and were well
acquainted with Brunswick and Glynn County and, as well, their zoning ordinances.
In view of the numerous commercial improvements that will be proposed for
property in the vicinity of the interchanges and access roads for 1-95 within
the County, the urgency of having such a special land use study made as quickly
as possible was stressed in order that orderly development in these areas might
be generated and controlled.
The members agreed that such a study should include the areas in the
vicinity of the following:
1.

the 1-95 Interchange at U. S. Highway 17 South in the Fancy Bluff
area;

2.

the 1-95 Interchange at U. S. Highway 341 in the Glyndale area,
inclusive of land abutting U. S. 341 from Burnett Creek southerly
to the intersection of U. S. 341 with Georgia Highway 303;

3.

the Newcastle Street Extension Project from the U. S. Highway 341
and Georgia Highway 303 intersection southerly to G Street;

4.

the I-95 Alternate from its intersection with 1-95 northeast of
the Glyndale area southerly to its point of intersection with

U. S. Highway 17 North.
5.

the 1-95 Interchange at Georgia Highway 99 in the Altama

Plantation area.
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109 The Chairman was requested to contact Eric Hill Associates, Inc.,
consultants of Atlanta, with respect to that firm undertaking such a special
land use study for the Planning Commission. If the firm indicated that it
could make this study, a representative was to be asked to confer with the
Planning Commission at its quarterly planning session scheduled for April 26th,
1966.

GC-18-660
Mrs. John H. Noe, applicant, was present in support of her request for the
rezoning, from R-9 Residential to HC Highway Commercial, of an irregularly shaped
tract fronting 1,062 ft. on the west side of U. S. Highway 17 North approximately
800 ft. north of 4th Street. Mrs. Noe stated that she was seeking a rezoning of
the tract, containing approximately 11.8 acres, as she had not been able to
interest any prospective purchaser as the property is not desireable for
residential use. She also stated that she had,. prior. to the adoption of the new
Glynn County Zoning Ordinance, reated the highway frontage to model homes and
mobile homes dealers but that such uses are non-conforming under the new
Ordinance.
It was brought to the members' attention that the proposed 1-95 Alternate
Route would merge with U. S. Highway 17 North at some point on the subject
property. Mrs. Noe said that she did not feel that she should be penalized,
through being unable to use or sell a portion or all of the tract, while awaiting
the construction of the 1-95 Alternate some years from now.
A motion was made by Mr. Davis and seconded by Mr.. Gale to recommend to the
Glynn County Commission the rezoning of the subject property from R-9 Residential
to HC Highway Commercial.
Voting Aye: Messrs. Davis, Gale, Knight and Paulk.
Voting Nay: Messrs. Compton and Johnson.
The Chairman declared the motion carried.

GC-l9-66.
Next considered was a request submitted by Arco Development Co., Inc., for
the rezoning, from R-6 Residential and LC Local Commercial to HC Highway Commercial,
of an irregularly shaped tract bounded on the south 365.6 ft. by 9th Street, on
the west 903.0 ft. by Ross Road (Old Dixie Avenue), on the north 315.4 ft. by
Lot 5 (subdivision name unknown), on the northeast 30 ft. by Norwich Street
Extension, and on the east 949.9 ft. by the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad right
of way.
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Mr. Neal Gale, Attorney, representing the applicant, brought to the members'
attention that the tract now has three different zoning classifications. The
northeasternmost portion of the property, fronting approximately 360 ft. on the
west side of the A C L right of way and Norwich Street Extension with an
approximate depth of 170 ft, is currently zoned LC Local Commercial, contains
a commercial building and fronts 131.7 ft. on the east side of

Ross Road and

approximately 170 ft. on the north side of 9th Street. The remainder of the
tract is zoned R-6 Residential.

..

--------
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Mr. Gale said that the property would. be rendered undesirable for
residential development as a result of the relocation of the A C L tracks
through the property that will be required in connection with the Newcastle Street
Extension Project.

iie stressed the merits of the entire tract being rezoned to

an HC Highway Commercial classification by noting the relationship of the entire
property to the Newcastle Street Project Interchange. He added that since two
portions of the property already carry commercial zoning, a uniform commercial
classification for the entire. property would be logical.
A motion was made by Mr. Knight and seconded by Mr. Compton torecommend to
the County Commission the rezoning from LC Local Commercial and R-6 Residential
to HC Highway Commercial of the subject property, with the exclusion of the said

I

northeasternmost portion of the tract already having an HC Highway Commercial
class if icat ion.
Messrs. Compton, Davis, Johnson, Knight and Paulk.

Voting Aye:

.

Abstaining from Voting: Mr. Gale.

The Chairman declared the motion carried.

GC-2O66.
Mr. John N. Jones, Realtor, was present to represent the applicant,
Mr. Solomon Carrol, for a review of a request to rezone an irregularly shaped
.tract containing approximately 10 acres and lying between the north side of
U. S. Highway 17 South (with a frontage of approximately 520 ft.) and the south
side of the Old Fancy Bluff Road (with a frontage of approximately 550 ft.).
Mr. Jones stated that Mr. Carroll was seeking a rezoning from FA Forest
Agricultural to HC Highway Commercial in order that he might construct a motel
on the property.
It was brought out that plans for Highway 1-95 call for an interchange to be
located at its intersection with U. S. Highway 17 South in the Vicinity of the
subject tract.
A motion was made by Mr. Compton, seconded by Mr. Johnson and unanimously
adopted to recommend to the County Commission that the subject request be deferred
until such time as a study is made with respect to the use of land in areas
contiguous to interchanges and access roads for Interstate Highway I95.

GC-2l-66.
Mr. Jere Newton, accompanied by Mr. Richard Mr. Scarlett, Attorney, was
present in behalf of a rezoning request submitted-by himself and Mr. Cecil Mason.
Mr. Scarlett stated that the applicants were seeking a rezoning, from R-42
Residential to HC Highway Commercial, of an irregularly shaped tract, fronting
1,577.37 ft. on the east side of U. S. Highway 17 North and approximately

824.25 ft. on the north side of the U. S. Navy Pipeline Ditch. The property
involved contains approximately 24.17 acres.
Mr. John Gilbert, Attorney, was present to represent the Jekyll Island
Packing Company, who proposes to purchase the property, if it is rezoned, for
the relocation of its seafood processing plant. In discussing the proposed
plant's operation, Mr. Gilbert stated that only four to five acres would be
required but in order to obtain this acreage the entire tract would have to
be purchased.

-
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It was noted that .the subject tract is located immediately west of the
property being sought for R-9 Residential under GC-2566.
A motion was made by Mr. Gale and seconded by Mr. Davis to recommend to the
County Commission the rezoning of the subject property, containing approximately
24.17 acres, from R42 Residential to HC Highway Commercial.
Voting Aye:

Messrs. Davis, Gale, Knight and Paulk.

Voting Nay:

Messrs. Compton and Johnson.

The Chairman declared the motion carried.

GC2366.
Mr. Wm, L. Cofer, Realtor, was present in behalf of the owner, Dr. Mack
Simmons, and the prospective purchaser, Mr. C. A. Pirkle, with regard to the
rezoning of Lot 6 of Block 4 in Island Retreat Subdivision. Mr. Cofer stated
that a rezoning from R-6 Residential to GR General Residential of this lot,
fronting 70 ft. on the north side of Ocean Boulevard, would permit Mr. Pirkle
to construct a three unit two-story apartment building. Mr. Cofer said plans call
for two two-bedroom units on the first floor with one three-bedroom unit on the
second floor. He pointed out that the lot is in close proximity to the
St. Simons Island business section and that there are other apartment buildings
and a professional building within the area.
The Planning Commission noted that, while there are a number on nonconforming uses in the area, there are also numerous substantial one-family
dwellings, particularly within Block

40

After determining that approval of the request would constitute a "spot
rezoning" for a multi-family -dwelling in a predominately single-family dwelling
area, a motion was made by Mr. Knight and seconded by Mr. Johnson to recommend
to the County Commission that the rezoning of the subject property be denied.
Messrs. Davis, Gale, Johnson, Knight and Paulk.

Voting Aye:

Abstaining from Voting: Mr. Compton.
The Chairman declared the motion carried.

GC-24-66.
Mr. Donald Ray Thomas was present in support of a request submitted by
R. E. Thomas Erectors, Inc., for the rezoning of all of Lots 2, 3, and 4, and
the easterly 90 ft. by 150 ft. of Lot '15 in Pine View Subdivision. The property
involved fronts 300 ft, on the east side of the New Jesup Highway (U. S. 341)
approximately 470 ft., north of Community Road. Mr. Thomas stated that a rezoning
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from R-9 Residential to LI Limited Industrial was being sought in order that his
company might continue and expand their welding and machine shop facilities, now
a nonconforming use in a R-9 District. He pointed out that their facilities
had been on this location for more than twenty years, and this location adjacent
to the New Jesup Highway is convenient and accessible to the major industrial
plants that they serve.
It was brought out that the site is located in one of the areas to be studied
in relation to Interstate Highway 95 by a consultant, i.e., land abutting U. S. 341
from Burnett Creek southerly to the intersection of U. S. 341 with Ga.

Highway 303,

and continuing from this intersection southerly along the Newcastle Street
Extension Project to G Street.

__
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A motion was made by Mr. Compton and seconded by Mr. Gale to recommend to
the County Commission that the subject request be deffered until such time as a
study is made with respect to the use of land in areas contiguous to interchanges
and access roads for Interstate Highway 95.
Voting Aye:

Messrs. Compton, Davis, Gale and Knight.

Voting Nay:

Messrs. Johnson and Paulk.

The Chairman declared the motion carried.

GC25-66.

(References: Troup Creek Subdivision 663 below, GC-7-65, and
MH Mobile Home Subdivision 65-3.)

Messrs. Robt. Gill and A. Durham were present in support of their request
for the rezoning of an irregularly shaped tract containing approximately 8.26 acres
and immediately north of the U.

S. isfavy Pipeline Ditch. The applicants indicated

that a rezoning from 1ffl Mobile Home to R-9 Residential is being sought as they
propose to abandon the use of the property for a previously approved mobile home
subdivision (GC-7-65 and NH Subdivision 65-3) and to promote it as a single-family
residential development, to be known as Troup Creek Subdivision.

It was noted that the subject tract is separated 1,046 ft. from the east
side of U. S. Highway 17 North by the property being sought for HC Highway
Commercial under Gc-21-66 above.
In view of the quality and standards they propose for their residential
subdivision, the applicants expressed their displeasure at the prospect of
HC Highway Commercial zoning on the Moore and Newton tract (GC-24-66), particularly
the proposed specific use.
A motion was made by Mr. Davis, seconded by Mr. Paulk and unanimously
adopted to recommend to the County Commission the rezoning of the subject property
from MH Mobile Home to R-9 Residential.

Troup Creek Subdivision 66-3.

(References: GC-25-66; GC-7-65, and Mobile
Home Subdivision 65-3)

The members next reviewed the preliminary plat of Troup Creek Subdivision,
located on the property requested under GC-25-66 above for a rezoning to R-9
Residential. The developers, Messrs. Robt. Gill and A. Durham, indicated-that
their original proposal was for a NH Mobile Home Park Subdivision on their
property but were now proposing to abandon that plan and instead to develop the
property for single-family dwellings. It was pointed out that the mobile home ,
parksubdivonlhteprcsdanyfuhtbeJoi
Planning Commission and therefore had not received County Commission approval.
The developers stated that their proposed single-family residential development
would met the requirements for R-9 Residential Districts.
It was noted that the 30 ft. wide easement located at the northwesternmost
point of the proposed subdivision would not provide adequate access to the

w.

H. Utley property lying immediately north of Troup Creek Subdivision. In

order for the subdividers to provide additional width for this easement,
reduction of the front footages of one or more of the lots lying on the north
side of Yacht Drive would be necessary.

----------- .
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A motion was made by Mr. Knight, seconded by Mr. Paulk and unanimously
adopted to approve the preliminary plat of Troup Creek Subdivision subject to
the condition that the 30 ft. easement located at the northwesternmost point
of the proposed subdivision be widened to 50 ft. by the subdividers.
The developers were advised that, prior to any final review and
recommendation of the subdivision proposal, they must furnish the Joint
Planning Conmission with the final plat in proper form and written approval
by the proper authorities of streets, easements, drainage, utilities, sewer

S

and water facilities, etc.
The Planning Commission recommended that the developers make a monetary
contribution in order to meet the County's requirement for 57 of a subdivision's
land area being dedicated for park purposes or in lieu thereof a monetary
contribution by the subdividers. The members further recommended that the
developers contribute $413.00, based on an evaluation on the 8.26 acres in the
subdivision at $1,000.00 per acre; 57 of this acreage being .413 acres.

CC-. 27 66-JPC.
It was brought to the Planning Commission's attention that the area located
east of U. S. Route 341 (Norwich Street Extension), west of Cochran Avenue (and
the Southern Railroad right of way), and generally north of Cedar Street is zoned
BI Basic Industrial although it embraces a substantial number of existing
industrial tracts having only from 1 to 5 acres. This area consists largely of
the properties known as Knight Industrial Park and is reflected on Plate 57 of
the County Zoning Maps.
Under the requirements of BI Basic Industrial Districts in the Glynn County
Zoning Ordinance, any BI Basic Industrial use is required in Subsection 710.4 a)
to have a minimum of 5 acres. Consequently, these existing industrial uses are
nonconforming as they all contain insufficient land area to meet this 5 acre
requirement.
A review was made of the land area requirements of the various industrial
classifications in the County Zoning Ordinance as they relate to the acreages of
the existing tracts in the subject area. It was noted that the area was more
adaptible to the requirements of GI General Industrial classifications, which
requires a minimum of 1 acre.
As a result of this review, a motion was made by Mr. Compton and seconded
by Mr. Paulk to recommend to the County Commission the rezoning of the subject
property frOm BI Basic Industrial to CI General Industrial,
Voting Aye:

I

Messrs. Compton, Davis, Gale, Johnson and Paulk.

Abstaining from Voting: Mr. Knight,

At the request of Mr. Howard J. Sears, County Administrator,the Planning
Commission next discussed the limitation of mobile homes being permitted only in
FA Forest Agricultural and NH Mobile Home Districts in the County.
1.

The permitting of mobile homes on a temproary basis in certain
districts with or without bonding.

2.

The providing of a scale formula for permitting mobile homes as
a nonconforming use in certain districts; such practice to be
based on a five year cessation period as contained in Section 607
of the County's Zoning Ordinance.

,.
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3.

The rezoning of more land within urban areas in the County to
FA Forest - Agricultural.

4.

The making of mobile homes a permitted use in orher districts than
FA Forest Agricultrual and NH Mobile Home Districts.

5.

The retaining of the existing provisions for mobile homes being
permitted only in FA Forest Agricultural and NH Mobile Home
Districts.

After lengthy and thorough discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Compton,
seconded by Mr. Johnson and unanimously adopted that, in keeping with the basic
principals of the Glynn County Zoning Ordinance as set forth in Articlel,
entitled "Preamble and Enactment Claus&', i.e., that zoning is for the benefit
N

/
V

of the moioity
t and the community as a whole rather than for the individual, no
change be recommended with respect to the existing provisions for the location of

individual mobile homes on individually owned lots, as allowed in FA Forest Agricultural Districts, and that no change be recommended with respect to mobile
homes being allowed in any other district than NH Mobile Home and FA Forest Agricultural Districts.

cc- 1 1 - 66 -JPC .

.

,

The members next gave further consideration to a proposed amendment to the
Glynn County Zoning Ordinance that would provide for the continuation of mobile
home parks that existed at the time of the effective date of this zoning ordinance.
It was pointed out that the City of Brunswick's Zoning Ordinance provided
for mobile home parks existing at the time of its adoption which contained less
*

than four acres to remain under certain conditions as special exeptions.
However, the Glynn County Zoning Ordinance did not contain any provisions
for mobile home parks existing on the effective date of its adoption as are
provided in the City's Zoning Ordinance,
The Acting Planning Director gave a report on such mobile home parks in
the County area as to their acreages and common open space. He pointed out that
only a small number of these parks conatined less than 2 acreas and that a
majority of them had sufficient common open space.
After analyzing the information gathered by its staff, the Planning
Commission recognized the need for such an amendment to the County's Ordenance.
,

The members, after deliberation, decided to recommend that this amendment provide
for such existing mobile home parks containing less than five acres but no less
then 2½ acres, this minimum being suggested by the Acting Planning Director, the
County Building Official, and the Planning Commission's Legal Counsel.
A draft for such an amendment for the County's Zoning Ordinance, prepared
by the staff with the assistance of the Legal Counsel, was subimtted for study.
A motion was made by Mr. Compton, seconded by Mr. Davis and unanimously
adopted to recommend to the Glynn County Commission an amendment to Article VII,
Section 714, to provide for a Subsection 714.8 to be entitled 'Existing Mobile
Home Parks" as follows:
714.8 Existing Mobile Home Parks. Mobile home parks existing at the
time of the effective date of this Ordinance shall comply with
the provisions of this Section within a period of five (5) years
or br removed, except that under the procedures set forth for.
processing Special Exceptions, under Article X, Section 1005,
to-wit:

jov
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A site may be less than five (5) acres in size, as
required in Subsection 714.4 a), however, in no case
shall the site contain less than two and five-tenths
(2.5) acres.

b)

Common open space may be less than twenty thousand
(20,000) square feet, as required in Subsection 714.4 f),
exc ept that four hundred (400) square feet of landscaped
common open space per mobile home must be required.

Existing mobile home parks not in conformance with the provisions
of this Section (with the exception of those requirements waived
above) shall be considered as non-conforming uses, and shall be
governed by the provisions regulating such uses under Article VI,
Section 607,

B-6-66-JPC.
In reviewing Subsection 713.8, entitled 'Existing Mobile Homes", of the
City of Brunswick's Zoning Ordinance, in relation to GC-11-66 above, it was
noted that:
1.

The intent of this subsection was to provide, as special exceptions,
for mobile home parks existing at the time of adoption of the
ordinance, and not for individual mobile homes existing at that
time. Therefore, it was recommended that all references to existing
mobile homes be corrected to apply to existing mobile home parks.

2.

As the subsection new reads it does not provied for a minimum
acreage requirement for such existing mobile Home parks. As a
result this subsection is left wide open, under the authority of
the City Board of Appeals, to permit the use of small individual
City lots for mobile home parks. It was determined that a 2.5
acre minimum would be in accord with the intent of Section 713
entitled "MH Mobile Home District".
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3. In order to clarify the meaning of this subsection, it was
recommended that the words "the following requirements of this
Section may be waived" be deleted.
In view of the three above items, a draft for an amendment to the City's
Zoning Ordinance, prepared by the staff with the assistance of Legal Counsel
to the Planning Commission, was submitted for study.
A motion was made by Mr. Compton, seconded by Mr. Davis and unanimously
adopted to recommend to the City Commission the deletion in its entirety of
Subsection 713.8 entitled "Existing Mobile Homes" of the City of Brunswick Zoning
Ordinance and in lieu thereof the insertion of a new Subsection 713.8 entitled
"Existing Mobile Home Parks" to read as follows:
714.8 Existing Mobile Home Parks. Mobile home parks existing at the
time of the effective date of this Ordinance shall comply with
the provisions of this Section within a period of five (5) years
or be removed, except that under the procedures set forth for
processing Special Exceptions, under Article X, Section 1005,
to-wit:
a)

A site may be less than four (4) acres in size *as required
'
in Subsection 713.4 a), however in no case shall
the site
contain less than two and five-tenths (2.5) acres.

b)

Common open space may be less than twenty thousand (20,000)
square feet, as required in Subsection 713.4 f), except that
four hundred (400) square feet oflandscaped common open

S

space per mobile home must be required.
Existing mobile home parks not in conformance with the provisions
of this Section (with the exception of those requirements waived
above) shall be considered as non-conforming uses, and shall be
governed by the provision regulating such uses under Article VI,
Section 607.

----
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116 GC-28-66-JPC and B-7-66-JPC.
Next considered was a request by the County Building Official, made as a
result of a number of inquires received by his office, for the Planning Commission
to give consideration to the inclusion of one (1) mobile home to be allowed as
a conditional use for providing residential facilities in industrial districts.
It was brought out that such residential facilities would be used primarily
by watchmen and caretakers for the industries and would be in addition to the
one-family and two-family dwellings now allowed in industrial districts as
conditional uses. It was determined that this matter should be considered with
respect to the City's Zoning Ordinance as well as to the County's Zoning Ordinance.

iH

After discussion, a motion was made by Mr. Compton, seconded by Mr. Davis and
unanimously adopted to recommend to the County Commission and the City Commission
that no change be made with respect to the provisions for living facilities in
industrial districts as contained is Subsection 709.3 h), 710.3 c) and 711.3 a) of
the Glynn County Zoning Ordinance and Subsections 716.3 h), 709.3 c) and 710.3 a)
in the City of Brunswick Zoning Ordinance.

GC-42-65.
It was noted that Application No. GC-42-65, Mr. Grover P. Moore, owner,
and Mr. Edward R. Bartnikowski, applicant, for a request to rezone .,-from R-9
Residential to NH Mobile Home, approximately 1.5 acres located 352 ft. north of
Scranton Road and 175 ft. east of Terry Drive, had been withdrawn by the
applicant.

I

Meeting Adjourned at 12:30 P. N.

I

I

I

