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7.

AGENDA
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
REGULAR MEETING
JANUARY 18,2023
5:00 PM
CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBERS
204 ASH STREET
FERNANDINA BEACH, FL 32034

CALL TO ORDER /ROLL CALL / DETERMINATION OF QUORUM
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

3.1 Approval of Minutes from the Regular Meeting of October 19, 2022.
NEW BUSINESS

4.1 BOA 2022-0019 - GILLETTE & ASSOCIATES, AGENT FOR DBTW AT FBFL LLC
Requests a Variance from LDC Sections 6.04.01(E) Commercial Development Standards, 10.01.02(A)
Expansion of a Nonconforming Structure, and 7.01.04(C)(2) Parking Area Pervious Materials for

redevelopment of a 1970's commercial shopping center known as "8 Flags" located at parcels with
addresses of 1010 and 1000 - 1132 S. 14th Street. (Quasi-Judicial)

BOARD BUSINESS

5.1 Election of Chairperson

5.2 Election of Vice-chairperson
PUBLIC COMMENT

ADJOURNMENT

THE NEXT BOA REGULAR MEETING IS SCHEDULED FOR WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 15, 2023.

All members of the public are invited to be present and be heard. Persons with disabilities requiring
accommodations in order to participate in this program or activity should contact (904) 310-3115 or
through the Florida Relay Services at 711 at least 24 hours in advance to request such accommodations.

All interested parties may appear at said meeting and be heard as to the advisability of any action,
which may be considered with respect to such matter. For information regarding this matter, please
contact the Planning Department (904) 310-3135.
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MINUTES
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT
REGULAR MEETING
OCTOBER 19, 2022
5:00 PM
CITY HALL COMMISSION CHAMBERS

1. CALL TO ORDER 5:00 p.m.
ROLL CALL / DETERMINATION OF QUORUM

Present: Geoffrey Grant Steven Papke
Barry Hertslet Jag Pagnucco
Faith Ross Janet Mann

Absent: Chuck Oliva
Others: Taylor Hartmann
Tammi Bach, City Attorney
Sylvie McCann, Recording Secretary
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Ms. Bach explained the Quasi-Judicial procedures for variance.
Ms. McCann administered the oath to parties that wished to give testimony.
3. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES

3.1 Approval of Minutes for the May 18, 2022, Regular Meeting.

ACTION TAKEN: A motion was made by Member Hertslet and seconded by Member Papke to approve the
Minutes as presented.

Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by voice vote, and being all ayes, carried.
4. NEW BUSINESS

4.1 BOA 2022-0016 - ASA GILLETTE, GILLETTE & ASSOCIATES, AGENT FOR LINEAGE
PROPERTIES, LOT 1 SEC 6, AMELIA ISLAND PARKWAY + AMELIA ROAD
Variance request from LDC Section 7.01.04(A)(7) Parking Standards and parking Lot Design and Table
7.01.04(A) Parking Space Requirements. (Quasi-Judicial)

Ms. Hartmann presented the case and recommended Denial with Criteria 2 and 4 not meeting the required 6
criteria. Staff noted that if the Board wishes to approve the Variance, Staff recommends that the following
conditions be applied: that the applicant must achieve at least 42% total lot area landscaping with planting
emphasis along Amelia Island Parkway; that the applicant incorporate a vertical berm or landscape wall
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measuring at least 2 ft. high within the landscape buffer fronting Amelia Island Parkway, and that the buildings
must provide architectural feature consistent with LDC Section 6.04.00(L)(1) on southern and eastern elevations.

Member Ross asked about the wet detention pond and its close location to the airport. The applicant was to
address this in detail. Member Ross also asked about the landscaping around the detention pond.

Chair Grant asked about the usage of this building still being a medical office in the future if a change of
ownership occurs. He also asked about Special Condition, Literal Interpretation, and General Harmony analysis
from Staff.

Asa Gillette, architect, Gillette & Associates, 20 S. 4th Street, agent for the applicant, spoke of parking
comparison analysis with Nassau County, and requested that 10 parking spaces be located in the front for easy
and safe access for aging patients. He answered a few questions from Members regarding dry ponds and wet
ponds. Chair Grant asked Mr. Gillette to expand on the 20% overage. Mr. Gillette voiced the assumption that
Building B would also be a medical building. Chair Grant also asked about the 2 accesses.

Dr. Russell Metz, 1037 Shipwatch Drive East, Jacksonville, thanked the Board for its time, and presented the
hopes and intent of the project.

Chair Grant asked about tree removal.
Public Hearing was opened and then closed.
Board Discussion was opened.

Member Pagnucco voiced his concern over the front parking spaces to which Vice-Chair Papke provided a
professional opinion.

ACTION TAKEN: A motion was made by Member Papke and seconded by Member Ross to approve BOA 2022-
0016 without conditions; AND moved that the BOA make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law part
of the record: That BOA case 2022-0016, as presented, is substantially compliant with the Comprehensive Plan
and Land Development Code to warrant approval at this time; and that BOA case number 2021-0016 meets the
following criteria 1, 3, 5 and 6 for granting a variance and the City special concept about additional parking
meeting the clients’ and patients’ need, and agreeing with Staff’s conditions, and that per County’s comparison
analysis, 2 lanes will serve the access along with maintenance and fire department requirements.

Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays, being as follows:

Member Ross Aye
Member Hertslet Nay
Member Pagnucco Aye
Vice Chair Papke Aye
Chair Grant Aye

Motion carried.

4.2 BOA 2022-0017 - SULLIVAN POOL CONSTRUCTION, AGENT FOR EVERETT B. Il +
TAYLOR S. TATE, 2240 RYAN ROAD
Variance request from LDC Section 5.01.11(F)(3) to reduce setbacks for swimming pool. (Quasi-
Judicial)

Ms. Hartmann presented the case and pointed out that this was an after-the-fact request. With criteria 1, 2, and 3
not being met, Staff recommended Denial.
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John Sullivan, Sullivan Pool Construction, agent for the owner, 14720 Amelia View Drive, Jacksonville,
explained how the project evolved and also the fact that the owner expanded the work himself in addition to the
pool installation. He spoke of the additional violation regarding the fence which impacted his project.

Ms. McCann administered the oath to Tammy Bliven.

Tammy Bliven, Sullivan Pool Construction, designer, 3820 Peck Road, Green Coves Spring, provided
explanations on the circumstances surrounding the misreading of the survey in regards to the placement of the
fence.

Public Hearing was opened and closed.
Board Discussion was opened.

Member Pagnucco spoke of the circumstances surrounding the error. Member Hertslet asked about of distance
of the setbacks to the pool before and after the recent LDC change.

ACTION TAKEN: A motion was made by Member Hertslet and seconded by Member Papke to approve BOA
2022-0017 as presented; AND moved that the BOA make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law
part of the record: That BOA case 2022-0017, as presented, is substantially compliant with the
Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code to warrant approval at this time; and that BOA case number
2021-0017 meets all criteria for granting a variance, Special Condition is that of a small portion totalling a
change from code to only 9 inches, Special Privilege is also met as this change is necessary, Literal
Interpretation is met as this is a small change, with the condition that the owner of the property modifies the
fence location to be restricted to their property.

Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays, being all ayes, carried.

5. BOARD BUSINESS

Chair Grant spoke of previous cases regarding safety issues and the appeal process, and the Board’s analysis of
those cases and how the Board can improve in their process. Ms. Bach gave further explanation on these cases.

6. PUBLIC COMMENT

7. ADJOURNMENT 7:07 p.m.

Sylvie McCann, Recording Secretary Geoffrey L. Grant, Chair
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Board of Adjustment (BOA) - Submission #10330

Date Submitted: 12/8/2022

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT (BOA)

USE THIS FORM TO Apply for a variance to obtain relief from the design standards of this Land Development Code (LDC) where
otherwise hardship would occur. A person who is adversely affected by any administrative decision may appeal such decision to

the BOA.

— Fees

Once application is submitted it will be reviewed for completeness. Once verified complete, an invoice will be emailed to the

applicant.

Residential Properties $2,500
Non-Residential properties $5,000
Administrative Appeals $500

2023 Submission Deadlines + Board Meetings Calendar
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— Application Requirements T

A complete application filed at least forty-five (45) days before the date of the Board of Adjustment&d€™s public hearing;
A current signed, sealed, scaled surwey of the property (no olderthan two years from date of application);
Proof of ownership (copy of deed or tax statement)

If applying as an agent, Ownera€™s Authorization for Agent Representation form must be signed/ notarized and
submitted as part of the application;

A detailed letter stating the reasons for the request;

Materials as needed to illustrate the nature of the request, including but not limited to, site plans, architectural drawings,
photographs, etc. (Site plans must be dimensioned and to scale).

Pre-Application Meeting

To guide you through the process and ensure that your application is understood and properly processed, you must meet with

the applicable planner prior to submitting your application. Completed Board applications are due forty-five (45) days prior to

the meeting date. Cases in the historic districts or Community Redevelopment Area are heard by the Historic District Council,
please use the HDC Variance Application. Cases in all other areas of the City are heard by the Board of Adjustment.

__Please see the Land Development Code (LDC) for detailed The LDC is available for review at

information:
www.fbfl.us/ILDC

Procedures for Variances &4€* LDC Section 10.02.04.

Expiration of Variance Approval 4€“ LDC Section
10.02.04(C).

Appeals on a Variance &€ LDC Section 10.02.04(D).
Appeals of Administrative Action &€* LDC 11.07.00



https://www.fbfl.us/80/Land-Development-Code

Appeals

Any person aggrieved by any decision of the BOA regarding a variance may present to a court of record a petition, duly verified,
setting forth that the decision is illegal, in whole or in part, specifying the grounds of the illegality. The petition shall be
presented to the court within thirty (30) days after the filing of the decision at the office of the Board; otherwise, the decision of
the Board shall be final.

r— Limitations on the Grant of a Variance

1. A variance shall not be granted which authorizes a use that is not permissible in the zoning district in which the
property subject to the variance is located.

2. A variance shall not be granted which authorizes any use or standard that is prohibited by the Citya€™s
Comprehensive Plan.

3. No nonconforming use of adjacent lands, structures, or buildings in the same zoning district, and no permitted use of
land, structures, or buildings in other zoning districts, shall be considered g

4. A variance shall not change the requirements for concurrency.
5. A variance shall not be granted to permit the use of a single media peonia for the construction of a dwelling unit.

6. A variance shall not be granted if the evidence submitted by an applicant is solely a demonstration of financial
hardship or economic considerations.

7. A variance shall not be granted for procedure or process components of this Land Development Code.

8. A variance shall not be granted to deviate from LDC section 4.02.02 to combine two (2) or more lots which would
result in a lot width greater than 100 feet for lots or parcels that abut Ocean Ave

9. A variance will not be granted which authorizes the filling of wetlands prohibited by Land Development Code Section
3.03.03(A)

10. No variance shall be granted to exceed the maximum building height of 35 feet for a building on any lot within 800
feet of the mean highwater line of the Atlantic Ocean under LDC Section 4.02.03(D

11. A variance shall not be granted for any residential or residential mixed-use structure to exceed the maximum
building height requirements contained in Table 4.02.03(E).

12. A variance shall not be granted to exceed the minimum side yard setbacks listed in Table 4.02.03(E) for any building
within 800 feet of the mean high-water mark of the Atlantic Ocean.

—REVIEW TYPE*

Variance

Appeal of Administrative Decision




Have you met with a planner for a pre-application meeting?*

Yes j

PROPERTY INFORMATION

What was the date of your pre-application meeting?*

|11/17/2022

Property information can be found at the Nassau County Property Appraisera€™s Website a1* Map Search

Site Address*

1018 S 14th Street

City*

State* Zip*

|Fernandina Beach |

IFL | [32034

Parcel ID #(s)*

| 00-00-31-1800-0265-0011, 00-00-31-1800-0265-0012

Zoning District*®

Future Land Use Designation®

IC-2 .LI General Commercial .LI
OWNER OF RECORD

As recorded with the Nassau County Property Appraiser

First Name* Last Name*

| Thomas | | Wheeler
Company (if applicable)

| DBTW AT FBFLLLC
Mailing Address*

|PO Box 30641
City* State* Zip*
|Sea Island ) | [31561
Telephone Number* E-mail Address*

|404-285-3257 |

| tomsipad410@gmail.com

OWNER'S AGENT

If other than owner. If an agent will be representing the owner, an Ownera€™s Authorization For Agent Representation form

must be included


https://www.nassauflpa.com/

First Name Last Name

|Asa | |Gi||ette

Company (if applicable)

|Gi|lette & Associates, Inc.

Mailing Address

|20'S 4th Street

City State Zip

|Fernandina Beach | |FL [ ]
Telephone Number E-mail Address

| 904-261-8819 | | asa@gilletteassociates.com

PROJECT INFORMATION

Variance Requested from LDC Section(s)*

6.04.01(E), 7.01.04(C)(2)

Summary of Request (more detailed information to be provided in required letter of intent)*

Expansion of the existing 8-Flags Shopping Center on South 14th Street to accommodate a new anchor tenant with
exemptions from the LDC sections listed above. Work will include upgrade of site to meet the current City of Fernandina Beach
LDC to the best extent possible. Please see our letter of intent for more detail

REQUIRED FINDINGS FOR A GRANT OF A VARIANCE

In order for an application for a variance to be approved or approved with conditions, the BOA must make a positive finding with
regard to each of the provisions below. The applicant has the burden of proof of demonstrating that the application for a variance
complies with each of the requirements. Please explain in detail how your case meets the following requirements:

1. Special Conditions: Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure, or building involved and which
are not applicable to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same zoning district. Special conditions or circumstances do not result
from actions of the applicant and are not based on a desire to reduce development costs.*

The existing shopping center building and parking area were constructed in the mid 1970's, prior to the current LDC. There were
no regulations at that time for building size, drainage, parking, etc.so what is constructed now does not meet the current LDC.
The owner wishes to expand the shopping center to accommodate a new anchor tenant which will cause a slight increase in
the size of the shopping center building. As part of the conditions of this variance, the owner will meet current LDC to the fullest
extent possible.

2. Special Privilege: Granting the variance does not confer upon the applicant a special privilege that is denied by the Land Development
Code to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same zoning district.*

The existing site was developed prior to the current LDC, as well as the creation of the St. John's River Water Management
District and the owner wishes to upgrade the site to beautify and serve the local area. Since we are complying with the current
LDC (with the exception of the variances asked), we do not feel special privileges are being granted for this site.




3. Literal Interpretation: Literal interpretation of the provisions of the Land Development Code would deprive the applicant of rights
commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district.*

Literal interpretation of the LDC would deprive the owner of bringing a highly, non compliant site in-line with the current LDC,
delay beautification and would deprive the community of a needed senice.

4. Minimum Variance: The variance requested is the minimum variance needed that will make possible the reasonable use of the land,
structure, or building.*

We feel a variance from these two sections of the LDC is the minimum to bring a highly non-compliant site in-line with the
current LDC, and still maintain an overall consistent aesthetic look. We intend to meet all other aspects of the LDC.

5. General Harmony: Granting the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of the Land Development Code and
Comprehensive Plan.*

The existing site is zoned C-2 with a General Commercial land use. The proposed use of the site is the same as the current
use and is in harmony with the general intent and purpose of the LDC and Comprehensive Plan.

6. Public Interest: Granting the variance is compatible with surrounding properties, will not cause injury to the area involved, or otherwise
be detrimental to the public health, s afety, welfare or environment.*

The existing site is already fully developed, so our proposed modifications would be considered an improvement for vehicular
movement, pedestrian access, pedestrian safety and increased landscaping relief.

Upload Supplemental Materials Upload 2
8-flags shopping center variance.pdf 8-flags.pdf
Upload 3 Upload 4

8-flags.pdf Choose File | No file selected

i

Upload 5 Upload 6

i
i

Choose File | No file selected Choose File | No file selected

Upload 7

Choose File | No file selected

— Certification* _

By signing below, | certify that the information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of my
knowledge at the time of the application.

| acknowledge that | understand and have complied with all of the submittal requirements and procedures.

Applicant's First Name* Applicant's Last Name*

Asa | ailette




Today's Date*

I 12/8/2022

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING & CONSERVATION

204 Ash Street | Fernandina Beach, Florida 32034 | 904 310-3480 |
www.fbfl.us/planning

Please make sure to disable pop-up blocker in order to submit.



BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT STAFF REPORT
BOA 2022-0019
JANUARY 18, 2023

Agent/Owner: | Asa Gillette, Gillette & Associates Agent for: Tom Wheeler

Property Address: | 1018 S. 14™ Street

Parcel Number: | 00-00-31-1800-0265-0011 & 00-00-31-1800-0265-0012

Requested action: | 3 Variance Requests from LDC Sections: 6.04.01(E), 10.01.02(A), and 7.01.04(C)(2)

Current zoning: | C-2

FLUM land use | General Commercial
category:

Existing uses on | Shopping Center
the site:

All required application materials have been received. All fees have been paid. All required notices have
been made.

BOA 2022-0019 —January 18, 2023



SUMMARY OF REQUEST AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The subject property is currently a commercial structure of approximately 102,000 square feet and was
purchased by the applicant in 2005. When first constructed, in the 1970s, the shopping center was zoned as C-
1 /Community Commercial and met all applicable codes. However, a number of city-initiated code changes over
the last 50 years have rendered this structure a legal non-conformity. The current LDC allows for the shopping
center to remain, exactly as it is, indefinitely. The applicant would like to work towards correcting non-
conformities.

In 2016 the property owner applied to the Planning Advisory Board (PAB) to rectify an inconsistency between its
zoning district of C-1 and its Future Land Use of General Commercial. After hearing the case, the PAB
recommended approval to the City Commission (CC), who also voted to approve the requested action via
Ordinance 2016-06. The ordinance resulted in the property’s current zoning of C-2 and Future Land Use of
General Commercial.

Today, the applicant is requesting 3 variances from LDC sections:
1. 6.04.01(E) limiting a commercial structure to no more than 80,000 sq. ft.

2. 10.01.02(A) to expand a nonconforming structure. The proposed plans indicate an expansion of
approximately 9, 515 square feet in the form of a centrally located bump-out in order to house a new
anchor tenant in the space.

3. 7.01.04(C)(2) requiring all redeveloping properties to use pervious materials for at least 75% of the
required parking. The applicant is requesting relief from having to provide pervious parking.

Staff notes the following background information on the requested variances.

Starting in early 1999, city-wide concerns about large retail supercenters moving into Fernandina Beach became
a frequent topic of discussion. By August of 1999, the Development Services Department (DSD), now the
Community Services Department (CSD), had researched “Super Center” regulations and provided the Planning
Advisory Board (PAB) with their analysis. The final recommendation offered by the DSD would limit a structure in
a commercial district to no larger than a downtown city block of 200’ by 400’ or 80,000 sq. ft. This discussion
item was placed on the September 7t, 1999, City Commission (CC) agenda and resulted in the CC directing
Staff to seek the input of the PAB and draft an ordinance regulating big box store floor area. The PAB held
public meetings on November 17, 1999, December 15, 1999, and January 12, 2000, to discuss and receive
feedback on Ordinance 99-43, limiting commercial structures to no more than 80,000 sq. ft.,, at which time
members unanimously voted to recommend approval to the CC. On March 7, 2000, the final reading of OR 99-
43 went before the CC and was formally adopted.

In 2012, the City Commission voted to approved Ordinance 2012-29 which added LDC section 7.01.04(C)(2)
requiring all new and redeveloping properties to use pervious materials for at least 75% of the required
parking spaces. This amendment was adopted based on the results of the City’s 2010 adopted Evaluation and
Appraisal Report (EAR) and the City’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan goals.

Prior to 2012, Goal 1 of the City’s Comprehensive Plan expressly prohibited the expansion and/or modifying
of nonconforming structures. However, in 2012 language was added which encouraged the reuse and
revitalization of existing structures. This change was an effort to promote more sustainable development, reduce

BOA 2022-0019 —January 18, 2023 2



the environmental impacts of redevelopment, and preserve older structures. Figures 1 & 2 below show the 2009
and 2012 Comprehensive Plan goals related to legal nonconformities.

OBJECTIVE 1.04. NONCONFORMITIES

The City shall eliminate or reduce nonconforming land uses and nonconforming

structures.
POLICIES
1.04.01. Nonconforming land uses and nonconforming structures shall not be
expanded to increase the nonconformity. Expansion means an increase
in land area or an increase in floor area.
1.04.02. The City shall consider land development regulations for such issues

as the cessation, repair and maintenance, and amortization of
nonconforming uses and nonconforming buildings.

1.04.03. Existing platted lots of record that are located in Central Business
District, Office Residential Mixed Use, Low, Medium, or High density
residential land use districts shall not be prohibited from the
construction of one residential unit due to a non-conforming lot size.
(amended by Ordinance 2005-30, NOI 2006-01)

Objective 1.04 of the City’s 2009 Comprehensive Plan

To promote re-use of structures that contribute to the character, diversity and
sustainability of a neighborhood and to promote economic redevelopment by regulating
structures and uses that do not conform to the current Plan or Land Development Code,
but were lawfully established and in compliance with all applicable ordinances and laws at
the time the structure was constructed and/or the use began, the City shall permit the
continuation of the structure until such time that it becomes hazardous or dangerous and
shall seek to eliminate nonconforming land uses.

The City may utilize overlays or neighborhood conservation districts to establish
Land Development Code regulations which support this objective.

Existing non-conferming structures shall be permitted to expand when the
addition complies with current site design requirements contained in the Land
Development Code.

The City shall establish land development regulations to address the cessation,
repair and maintenance, and amortization of nonconforming uses.

Existing platted lots of record located in Central Business District, Mixed Use, and
Low, Medium, or High Density Residential land use districts shall not be
prohibited from the construction of one (1) residential unit due to 2 non-
conforming lot size.

Objective 1.05. of the City's 2012 Comprehensive Plan

As a result of the proposed adaptive reuse, the following current non-conformities will be brought into full

BOA 2022-0019 —January 18, 2023 3



compliance:

e 4.05.06(A-B) — This section of the code has minimum landscape and shade tree requirements for non-
residential development.

e 4.05.07(A-E) This section of the code sets minimum landscape requirements for off-street parking layout,
perimeter landscaping, and interior parking lot landscaping that includes the addition of landscaped
“cart corrals” and landscaped islands.

e 6.04.01(F) — This section of code requires perimeter landscape buffers.

e 7.01.04 (D)(1-5) — This section of the code requires that pedestrian and vehicular circulation be clearly
and appropriately separated from one another and safe pedestrian connectivity to adjacent residential
neighborhoods and transportation networks.

EXHIBIT A: CURRENT SURVEY
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EXHIBIT B: PROPOSED SITE PLAN
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APPLICABLE GUIDELINES:

CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE:
Staff’s review of this application finds it is not subject to any of the limitations of Section 10.02.01 and can
therefore be considered by the Board.

CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN:
The following Comprehensive Plan statements are applicable in this case:

e Policy 1.02.07 - The City shall implement the Fernandina Beach Comprehensive Plan in a manner that
acknowledges private property rights.

e Policy 1.02.10 - The City shall protect privacy and access to light, air, and open space. The City shall
consider regulations such as building placement on a site, building design, and building orientation as one
means to achieve this policy.

e Objective 1.05. - To promote re-use of structures that contribute to the character, diversity and
sustainability of a neighborhood and to promote economic redevelopment by regulating structures and
uses that do not conform to the current Plan or Land Development Code, but were lawfully established
and in compliance with all applicable ordinances and laws at the time the structure was constructed
and/or the use began, the City shall permit the continuation of the structure until such time that it becomes

hazardous or dangerous and shall seek to eliminate nonconforming land uses.

ANALYSIS:

In order for an application for a variance to be approved or approved with conditions, the BOA shall make a
positive finding with regard to each of the following provisions:

Consistent with All questions must be answered in the affirmative in order for staff to recommend

Criteria? approval of a variance. Negative answers must be addressed in the findings.
S - q Meets
Criteria Applicant Response Staff Analysis Criteria
1. Special Conditions The existing shopping center Yes. Special conditions do exist as they
Special conditions and building and parking area were | relate to the land. The subject commercial Yes
circumstances exist which | constructed in the mid 1970's, center was code compliant at the time of its
are peculiar to the land, prior to the current LDC. There construction and was only rendered a legal 1 No

structure, or building
involved and which are
not applicable to other
lands, structures, or
buildings in the same
zoning district. Special
conditions or
circumstances do not
result from actions of the
applicant and are not
based on a desire to

reduce development costs.

were

no regulations at that time for
building size, drainage,
parking, etc.so what is
constructed now does not meet
the current LDC.

The owner wishes to expand the
shopping center to
accommodate a new anchor
tenant which will cause a slight
increase in

the size of the shopping center
building. As part of the
conditions of this variance, the
owner will meet current LDC to
the fullest

extent possible.

non-conformity due to code changes adopted
decades later, beyond the applicant’s
control. Additionally, at the time of
construction in the 1970s, commercial zoning
districts did not have any impervious surface
lot coverage requirements.

All new development, within the same zoning
district, has the benefit of working with a
“blank slate” to account for pervious surface
requirements and building size related to its
intended use.

BOA 2022-0019 —January 18, 2023
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Meets

Criteria Applicant Response Staff Analysis Criteria
2. Special Privilege The existing site was developed | No. Granting the variance does confer upon
Granting the variance prior to the current LDC, as well | the applicant a special privilege that is O Yes
does not confer upon the as the creation of the St. John's denied by the Land Development Code.
applicant a special River Water Management < No
privilege that is denied by | District and the owner wishes to | All commercial development is required to =
the Land Development upgrade the site to beautify meet the LDC’s minimum requirements.
Code to other lands, and serve the local area. Since However, staff does acknowledge that
structures, or buildings in | we are complying with the adaptive reuse of a property presents
the same zoning district. current additional challenges that “ground up”
LDC (with the exception of the development does not face.
variances asked), we do not
feel special privileges are being
granted for this site.
3. Literal Interpretation Literal interpretation of the LDC | No. The literal interpretation of the Land
Literal inferpretation of would deprive the owner of Development Code would not deprive the O Yes
the provisions of the Land | bringing a highly, non-compliant | applicant of rights enjoyed by other
Development Code would | site in-line with the current LDC, | properties within this zoning district. The LDC < No
deprive the applicant of delay beautification and would | allows for this non-conforming structure to =
rights commonly enjoyed deprive the community of a exist indefinitely or for the applicant to
by other properties in the | needed service. demolish the entire structure and parking lot
same zoning district. to rebuild in accordance with the current code
regulations.
4. Minimum Variance We feel a variance from these | No. The variance requested_is not the
The variance requested is | two sections of the LDC is the minimum variance needed to make possible | [J Yes
the minimum variance minimum to bring a highly non- the reasonable use of the land. The subject
needed that will make compliant site in-line with the property currently houses multiple tenants < No
possible the reasonable current LDC, and still maintain operating a variety of businesses.
use of the land, structure, | an overall consistent aesthetic
or building. look. We intend to meet all
other aspects of the LDC.
5. General Harmony The existing site is zoned C-2 Yes. Granting the variance will be in
Granting the variance will | with a General Commercial harmony with the general intent and purpose Yes
be in harmony with the land use. The proposed use of of the Land Development Code and
general intent and the site is the same as the Comprehensive Plan. The LDC and Comp Plan 1 No

purpose of the Land
Development Code and
Comprehensive Plan.

current use and is in harmony
with the general intent and
purpose of the LDC and
Comprehensive Plan.

both stress the importance of adaptive reuse
of existing structures due to the reduced
impact on the environment and enhanced
sustainability.

Pedestrian-centered design is a core focus
throughout both documents as well and the
proposed plans drastically improve the
safety and security of all patrons of the
shopping center.
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Criteria Applicant Response Staff Analysis C’\:‘i‘:::isa
6. Public Interest The existing site is already fully | Yes. Granting the variance is compatible
Granting the variance is developed, so our proposed with the surrounding properties, may not
compatible with modifications would be cause injury to the area involved, or Yes
surrounding properties, considered an improvement for | otherwise be detrimental to the public health,
will not cause injury to the | vehicular safety, welfare, or environment. The current 1 No
area involved, or movement, pedestrian access, parking lot layout presents a number of
otherwise be detrimental pedestrian safety and increased | pedestrian and vehicular safety issues
to the public health, landscaping relief. including a lack of sidewalks, crosswalks,
safety, welfare or curbing, and greenspace. Additionally, the
environment. subject parcel currently has just 4 landscape
islands whereas the proposed plans indicate
more than 2 dozen. These islands are raised
which helps to calm vehicular traffic, they also
include curbs that can better direct
stormwater, and green areas to reduce the
heat island effect.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

The variance requested is consistent /inconsistent with the criteria for granting a variance as follows:

Consistent Inconsistent
1. Special Conditions X
2. Special Privilege X
3. Literal Interpretations X
4. Minimum Variance X
5. General Harmony X
6. Public Interest X

Staff finds that the requested action, as presented, DOES NOT meet all six criteria for granting a variance,
therefore staff must recommend DENIAL.

While Staff cannot make a recommendation of approval, it does ask the Board to consider the extent to which
the proposed plans would benefit the area neighborhoods and improve the pedestrian pathways in addition to
achieving an overall lower development impact. It also makes the following recommendation should the Board
vote to approve the requested variances:

® Recommend that the owner apply for a Heritage Tree designation for the 50” Live Oak that is located in the
northwestern part of the existing parking lot.

;\ @ i
- ,E;;:;:;:-_:;:;:
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Staff recommends:

DENIAL of BOA 2022-0019.
MOTION TO CONSIDER

| move to approve or deny BOA case number 2022-0019;

AND | move that the BOA make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law part of the record:

That BOA case 2022-0019, as presented, is or is not substantially compliant with the Comprehensive Plan and
Land Development Code to warrant approval at this time;

AND that BOA case number 2022-0019 meets or does not meet the following criteria for granting a variance:

LIST OF EXHIBITS:

EXHIBIT A — CURRENT SURVEY
EXHIBIT B — PROPOSED SITE PLAN
EXHIBIT C — SURROUNDING AREA PARCELS

Respectfully Submitted,

J. ~ |_—
oyt [tlinacn

K
Taylor Hartmann
Planner |
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303 Centre Avenue
Fernandina Beach, Florida 32034

Property Folio Number:

WARRANTY DEED

This Warranty Deed made and executed the Ist day of September, 2005, by EIGHT FLAGS,
L.L.C.,, a Florida limited liability company, whose address is {260 Dugest Staty e D

_260 Dugest Station Ct,Suite D dax,fi32217
hereinafter called the grantor to DBTW AT FBFL, LLC, whose address is 3525 Mall Boulevard, Suite 5-AA, Duluth,
GA 30096, hereinafter called the grantee.

(Wherever used herein the term "grantor” and grantee” include all the parties to this instrument, singular and plural, the heirs, legal
representatives, and assigns of individuals, and the and assigns,

the context so admits or requires.)

Witnesseth: That the said grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of $10.00 and other valuable
considerations, receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, by these presents does grant, bargain, sell, alien, remise,
release, convey and confirm unto the grantee all that certain land situate in Nassau County, State of Florida, viz:

SEE EXHIBIT A, ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF.

Together with all the elements, hereditaments and appurtenances thereto belonging or in anywise
appertaining.

To Have and to Hold, the same in fee simple forever.

And the grantor hereby covenants with said grantee that it is lawfully seized of said land in fee simple, that
it has good right and lawful authority to sell and convey said land, that it hereby fully warrants the title to said land

and will defend the same against the lawful claims of all persons whomsoever; and that said land is free of all
encumbrances except for real estate taxes for the year 2005 and subsequent years.

The Property conveyed hereby is not and never has been the homestead of any of the grantors.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the grantor has caused these presents to be executed in its name, and its

corporate seal to be hereunto affixed by its proper officers thereunto duly authorized, the day and year first written
above.
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STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF NASSAUN L un |

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 3] day of gba st ,
2005, by Charles Price as Manager of Eight Flags, L.L.C., a Florida limited liability comYany, on behalf of the

Company. He/She is personally known to me or hespregated assdenrfcation.
NOTARY PUBLIC:
S DONNA F. GAITHER _ é Z .
« Wongf , MYCOMMISSION # DD 441772 Sign 2 7%%%
M EXPIRES: July 7, 2009 Print
i B Bonded Th Bdget Ny Sevions Sae e alage e

My Commission Expires:

EIGHT W L.C.
By:
Name:

les Pn‘ce’ Manager

.
Witness

Name: 7im t"{fy A Kflx't
L Do F S Lrither

Witness

Name:D/)UUﬁ m)f éﬁﬂlh{:ﬂ,
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EXHIBIT “A”

Legal Description

A PORTION OF BLOCK 265, “FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA” AS SHOWN ON
THE OFFICIAL PLAT OF SAID CITY (AS LITHOGRAPHED AND ISSUED BY THE
FLORIDA RAILROAD COMPANY IN 1857 AND ENLARGED, REVISED AND RE-
ISSUED BY THE FLORIDA TOWN IMPROVEMENT COMPANY IN 1887 AND 1901)
BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGIN AT A CONCRETE MONUMENT SET WHERE THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY
LINE OF SOUTH FIFTEENTH STREET (A 60 FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY NOW
ABANDONED) INTERSECTS WITH THE NORTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF LIME
STREET (A 60 FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE NORTH 82°29°00” WEST, ALONG
SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF LIME STREET, A DISTANCE OF
351.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 07°32°00” EAST A DISTANCE OF 190.00 FEET;
THENCE NORTH 82°29°00” WEST A DISTANCE OF 161.00 FEET TO THE
EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SOUTH FOURTEENTH STREET; THENCE
NORTH 07°32°00” EAST, ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A
DISTANCE OF 450.00 FEET; THENCE SOUTH 82°29°00” EAST A DISTANCE OF
167.00 FEET; THENCE NORTH 07°32°00” EAST A DISTANCE OF 220.00 FEET TO
THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF JASMINE STREET (A 60 FOOT
RIGHT-OF-WAY); THENCE SOUTH 82°29°00” EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY
RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SAID JASMINE STREET, A DISTANCE OF 345.00 FEET
TO THE EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SOUTH FIFTEENTH STREET (A 60
FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY NOW ABANDONED); THENCE SOUTH 07°32°00” WEST,
ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE, A DISTANCE OF 860.00 FEET TO
THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
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EXHIBIT “B”

PERMITTED TITLE EXCEPTIONS

1. All general and special taxes and assessments for the year 2005 and subsequent years.
2 Rights of tenants in possession and under unrecorded written leases.
3. Easement to Florida Public Utilities Company as set forth in instruments recorded in

Official Records Book 140, page 673 and official Records Book 141, page 434, as re-
recorded in Official Records Book 149, page 179, of the public records of Nassau
County, Florida.

4. Easement for ingress and egress as set forth in instrument recorded in Official Records
Book 195, page 505, of the public records of Nassau County, Florida.

5. Survey by Manzie & Drake Land Surveying dated March 13, 2001, discloses the
following:

A. Electric box located near Southerly boundary line.
B. Curb extends from Easterly boundary line into right-of-way of S. 14" Street.

6. Declaration of Easements recorded in Official Records Book 983, page 567, of the public
records of Nassau County, Florida.
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Gillette & Associates, Inc.

Civi! & Environmental Engineering » Mechanical & Structural Engineering ¢ Construction Management

AGENT AUTHORIZATION

M U/ } S L“of DBTW FB. LLC, the owner of the following property(s) do hereby

authorize,

to act as my Agent in conjunction with all site plan applications and any other
Local, State and/or Federal development permits necessary for development of the following property, without any
further notice.

Property 1D} Number(s): 00-00-31-1800-0265-0011: 00-006-31-1800-0265-0012
Location; 1018 South 14" Street and 1010 South 14" Street . Fernandina Beach FL

’/Q’Z 2%  [2fey2= C‘f D‘K)MI 2257

Signamwso /" V7 A.W';ﬁ vz /Dgle # Telephone Number

TATEOTLONY

bl DYy =
Subscribed and swom to before me this % day of De-(:@if‘ﬂ!{f/f .
26

Who(is pelsoaaHy known to —or has produced identification

D bowtr/ Tricio Baven
Notary Pubic: Signature Printed Name
My Commission Expires: 679 5/ 2y’

v-“ " TRICIA BOWEN

t Notary Public - State of Fiorida
" Commission # HH 266943
3 -EEX w'\; My

Comm. Expires May 23, 2026
Bonded through Hnlonal Nutary Assn,

20 SoUTH 47TH STREET & AMELIA ISLAND, FLORIDA 32034 Prone: (304) 261-8819
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Gillette & Associates, Inc.

Civil & Environmental Engineering ¢ Mechanical & Structural Engineering e Construction Management

December §, 2022

Ms. Taylor Hartman

Planner and BOA Liaison
City of Fernandina Beach
204 Ash Street

Fernandina Beach, FL 32034

Re: 8-Flags Shopping Center Renovation
1018 S. 14" Street
Fernandina Beach, Florida
Variances from City of Fernandina Beach Land Development Code
TRC Case Number: Not Applicable at this time.

Dear Ms. Hartman:

On behalf of our client, we are respectfully requesting the following variances to the City of Fernandina Beach’s
Land Development Code (LDC). We ask the Board of Adjustments (BOA) to consider the following items.

e We request a variance from Section 6.04.01(E) of the City of Fernandina Beach’s LDC which limits the
maximum gross floor area for all buildings in a commercial development to 80,000 square feet. We ask for
a variance to this section to allow for expansion of the existing building at the above referenced address to
accommodate a new anchor tenant. The existing building is approximately 101,490 square feet and was
constructed in the mid 1970’s, prior to the current LDC. Please reference Attachment A for the existing
survey. We propose to add approximately 8,390 square feet (+8.3%) of new building space to the existing
structure to accommodate a new anchor tenant. We propose site upgrades and parking reconfiguration,
complying with the current LDC as much as reasonably possible. Please reference Attachment B for the
proposed layout.

e  We request a variance from Section 7.01.04 (C)(2) of the LDC, which requires pervious parking materials
for a minimum of 75% of the required parking spaces. The existing site parking lot is essentially one
continuous asphalt parking surface, with minimal landscape interruption. We ask for this variance to allow
preservation of as much of the existing asphalt area, while incorporating landscape islands, parking space
restriping, lighting, stormwater management etc. in an attempt to meet the current LDC. This would be
applicable to the redevelopment of the northwest outparcel (Jasmine Street and 14" Street) for the new
parking to facilitate the shopping center upgrade, with new parking spaces matching the existing asphalt
surface. This would limit impacts to the existing drainage system and would present a more uniform
appearance.

We appreciate your consideration in this matter If you have any questions, please contact our office at 261-8819.

Sincerely,

[

Asa R. Gillette, P.E.
Principal
Gillette & Associates, Inc.

cc: Owner
file

20 SOUTH 4TH STREET ® AMELIA ISLAND, FLORIDA 32034 PHONE: (904) 261-8819



ATTACHMENT A

Existing Site Survey

20 SOUTH 4TH STREET ® AMELIA ISLAND, FLORIDA 32034 PHONE: (904)261-8819 Fax:(904)261-9905
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§0 = SHORD DISTANCE noE 2 ot o beammme TN SOUTHWESTERN—MOST PORTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY AND TO CREATE
SURVEY NOTES: 5o P0G = PONT OF COMMENGEMENT F
” ‘o tion” s ; it ; ; = CENTRAL ANGLE .0.C. = » »

1) The ’Legal Description” hereon is in accord with the description provided by the client CH = CHORD P.R.C. = POINT OF REVERSE CURVATURE THEATER PARCEL " IN SAID PORTION. NO OTHER PORTION OF THIS SURVEY

2) Underground Improvements were not located or shown. Zx—x— = CHAIN LINK FENCE PRM. = PERMANENT REFERENCE MONUMENT HAS BEEN FIELD VERIFIED SINCE INITIAL BOUNDARY SURVEY, DATED

3) In connection with preparation of this Survey, we reviewed First American Title Insurance Commitment for Title g’gﬁ,{f%%%grgONUMENT /}gC:;_EA%LL'j/ISVFORCED CONCRETE PIPE 08/06,/2020, FILE NO. C—4, WAS COMPLETED, BY THIS FIRM. (WKD)

Insurance No. 05-8888 for the Property, with an effective date of July 10, 2005 and utilized it in preparation of the STRUCTURE TABLE ESE]= CONCRETE FLATWORK R/W = RIGHT—OF—WAY 3 REVISED ON 72/75/2027 TO EXCLUDE THE THEATRE PARCEL. (LP)

Survey. In terms of the Schedule B, Section 2, Exceptions: Exception 8 applies to the Property and is shown on the CMP = CORRUGATED METAL PIPE PIN. = PARCEL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

Survey; Exception 11 applies to the Prope/rz‘y but is so vague that it cannot be shou(/n; Exce/jf/’on 10 establishes M orAlE BOTTOM ELEVATION INVERT NORTH INVERT SOUTH INVERT EAST INVERT WEST gﬁ_: g’;f‘%*‘gngASEMENT C=SgﬁEgCCL7?,4/\V/\//<OUT ﬁHE T ORMATION  SHOWN LEREON MEETS THE

parking easements and access and ingress/egress easements encumbering the Property (Parcel 1) for the benefit of SM#1 22.49 17.62 17.64 —E—E— = AERIAL UTILITY WIRES _ A 7 A ) (

) gw shown F;/o/rce/ 2; /ond fxcep;/’on 9 does affect ;he 7/;’7r0pberl‘y and /fs shown/ on the C/Sur\;e); " ) g2 20.65 693 6.90 700 sf’ EEE";'/S?'IZ/-CA#;'/)V/TMETER %: §%§,§ m;\\////jgtg E[gg/DDQRDBSOA%Z PO/?% 7/'/?60‘:‘;;_ Eggl ENZ?RZ-(/JR?/E)/;E‘; MEXNZI[E & DRAKE LFXNID SURXVEYI[N G

4 earings and/or angles shown hereon are assumed. e bearing reference line is indicated as thus . » = TELEPHONE PEDESTAL . .

5) The pr%perl‘y shownghereon lies within flood zone “X” as per /-'.gE.M.A. Flood Insurance Rate Map Poge/ *12089C 0239 PARKING SPACE INFORMATION (TOTAL) S 20.69 1794 i 07 /t-:LEM::F/%sE/}/?DmZ',LVOOR E' = UTILITY EASEMENT AND MAPPERS IN CHAPTER = 5J=17,  FLORIDA 117 South Ninth Street, Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
G”, Dated "08/02/2017". Flood Zone information listed above and shown on this survey is provided as a courtesy 448 REGULAR PARKING SPACES bm#1 22.38 1565 UNABLE TO MEASURE | UNABLE TO MEASURE | UNABLE TO MEASURE | UNABLE TO MEASURE XL = FIRE HYDRANT W = AT T e ﬁgg/gz/gTRAFng/DiOgt;% TZL%EgUANT T0 SECTION  —== (904) 491-5700 WWW.MG/’)Z/'eAnd[?,I’er. com
and is approximate at best. All data should be verified by Nassau County Building Department for accuracy. We 10 HANDICAP PARKING SPACES CB# 21.15 UNABLE TO MEASURE 17.08 17.08 ~_=GZOSU’VMDE7ER V7= WooD FLATWORK el : Certificate of Authorization Number LB 7039
assume no liability for its accuracy. Flood Zone information is not covered by the certification hereon and is not CBY2 20.44 17.27 17.34 T Q. = Wo0D POWER POLE "
required to be shown per Chapter 5J—17, Florida Administrative Code, pursuant to Section 472.027, Florida Statutes. 43 2013 17.39 702 ;:;: _ jﬁgx’ ;/55 @ = WELL - oM ¢ OUR SIGHTS ARE ON THE FUTURE,

6) The legal description shown on the Survey was field verified as part of this Survey by the undersigned Surveyor and is - 7'03 : LR. & C. = IRON ROD W/ PLASTIC CAP O= 5/8" IRON ROD & CAP N~ . & SET YOUR SITES ON US."
the same property described in the Warranty Deed into 8 Flags, LLC recorded at Official Records Book 983, Pages cop 20.19 7 17.04 L= LENCTH (s 7039) SET MICHAEL A. MANZIE, P.L.S. 4069

= LIGHT POLE = BACK FLOW PREVENTER ’
573-575, of the public records of Nassau County, Florida. ce#5 20.15 17.05 MEAS. = MEASURED © = CREASE TRAP
i divie) i ; ; 5 = WATER VALVE = " ,

7) Unit de/S/OH walls have not been verified since .pr/or survey‘ dated‘ 05—-15-2002 > ATM. = AUTOMATED TELLER MACHINE SCALE: 17=40 JOB NO: 13921 DATE- 07, 128 12005 CADD: WKD

8) Elevations shown hereon are based on the National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929. ©— = GUY ANCHOR P & T = OVERHEAD TELEPHONE & POWER LINES

Q) The Reference Benchmark is 60d nail & disk "LB 6670 BCA” in south face of wooden power pole (Elevation = 22.43’)  CUT OFF VALVE ® = LOT NUMBER (TYPICAL) FB NO:___X=189 PpPAGE NO: 46 FIELD CREW- JM FILE NO: C—4A
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AutoCAD SHX Text_615
X-346

AutoCAD SHX Text_616
59

AutoCAD SHX Text_617
PARKING SPACE INFORMATION (TOTAL) 448 REGULAR PARKING SPACES 10 HANDICAP PARKING SPACES

AutoCAD SHX Text_618
REVISIONS: 1. REVISED ON 08-29-2005 TO ADD "8 FLAGS SURVEY CERTIFICATE. (WKD) REVISED ON 08-29-2005 TO ADD "8 FLAGS SURVEY CERTIFICATE. (WKD) 2. REVISED ON 02/01/2021 TO UPDATE IMPROVEMENTS FOR THE REVISED ON 02/01/2021 TO UPDATE IMPROVEMENTS FOR THE SOUTHWESTERN-MOST PORTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY AND TO CREATE "THEATER PARCEL" IN SAID PORTION.  NO OTHER PORTION OF THIS SURVEY HAS BEEN FIELD VERIFIED SINCE INITIAL BOUNDARY SURVEY, DATED 08/06/2020, FILE NO. C-4, WAS COMPLETED, BY THIS FIRM. (WKD) 3. REVISED ON 12/16/2021 TO EXCLUDE THE THEATRE PARCEL. (LP)REVISED ON 12/16/2021 TO EXCLUDE THE THEATRE PARCEL. (LP)


ATTACHMENT B

Proposed Preliminary Site Plan

20 SOUTH 4TH STREET ® AMELIA ISLAND, FLORIDA 32034 PHONE: (904)261-8819 Fax:(904)261-9905



NOTE: SOME DETAILS IN THESE DRAWINGS
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION 1 j2r10 BE CONSIDERED TYPICAL AND
MAY NOT BE CALLED OUT ON PLANS.
CONTRACTOR SHALL BECOME FAMILIAR
WITH AND FOLLOW ALL DETAILS DURING
GENERAL SITE NOTES: CONSTRUCTION IN ALL TYPICAL AREAS.
PARKING CALCULATIONS: 3 i s
7] \O% o_'uco)
TOTAL UPDATED PARKING: 387 i & UE;O.
& &L =
NEW ANCHOR TENANT BLDG. AREA: 42,800 S.F. 3 5 =
EXISTING MED. OFFICE BLDG AREA: 19,290 S.F. 2 S O g
NEW OUTPARCEL BLDG AREA: 3,100 S.F. 4 & <
REMAINING EXIST. BLDG. AREA: 47,500 S.F. (LESS MED. OFF.) ZIIQ 5
(%) <>
GRAPHIC SCALE ANCHOR TENANT REQ'D PARKING: 1 PER 300 S.F. &
(42,800 S.F./300) = 143 SPACES
0 i i I i 100 MED. OFFICE REQ’D PARKING: 1 PER 250 S.F.
(19,290 S.F./250) = 77 SPACES
PARKING SPACES REMAINING: (387—143—77) = 167 REMAINING
( IN FEET )
1 inch = 40 ft. REMAINING BUILDING AREA PARKING REQ’D:
(50,600 S.F.)/(300 SF/SPACE) = 168 SPACES
REM. SPACES AVAILABLE: 167
DEFICIENCY(—)/EXCESS(+) PARKING: —1 =
APPROX. NET BLDG. AREA ADDED: 8,390 S.F. §
)
=
<
EXISTING REAR ANCHOR TENANT |
BUILDING EGRESS UNLOADING AREA NCE IS 1 EAST wy %
\ . ) ) ) ) ) ) / wohou FENCEH ) H ) i H ) JFOF PRZPERTY LII?I-‘E \ : Z@ % 5
L} {1 {3 0— 7 Lt L7 1 L} 2 L i—= Lt O— s =) =) =) o - e = @ @ =
F— fommeem [/ e s f Fr s £ f—— Oy 3 < £ = £ = £ 2
Vo) ® / 16’ UﬂLIT/ EASEMENT YO ® Lo'—
~—__ / _
I - '/ | SOUTH FIFTEENTH STREET - o Ak
- . - | L (CLOSED BY CITY ORDINANCE) -»% ) —
4’ CHAIN - . ‘ -] = [ ] \—% w |
LINK FENCE /3.0 7] il Zls
" | & @ ] I . —
MISC SERVICE PARKING : : g{gg WALL j | | | =
FOR CORBIN AUTOMOTIVE cLus 14 : | ‘ ‘ ‘@‘ ‘ ‘
CORBIN AUTO @
ANCHOR TENANT = c
S ONE—-STORY BUILDING s or <+ o
e | 43K SQUARE FEET ] e O L S ¢
m m mm m MEDICAL OFFICE |/ Z 6 % B
LAUNDRY -_— = 9
S S PARCEL DIVISION ) - = 8
i > FOR EXIST. MEDICAL N ~ .2
3 7 el 2 EXIST. DEMISING WALL EXIST. / OFFICE SPACE WEIFEEEE:
CONNECTION TO DEMISING WALL —~ 240.9° (9,300 S.F. +) 1233’ < =1 S % ©
BE REMPDVED FOR LAUNDRY / 7, ’ T | — 2|z =
2118 246.8 ’ REMOVE EXISTING ) z d <ZE =
™ ‘ | ,/ ™~ 260.7 DRIVEWAY | O 3B £ S =
S = CONNECTION AR, 3
EXIST. COVERED CONC. WAMT \ | EXIST. COVERED CONC. WALK \ N S FO_: * <ZE .
NEW BLDG. 1 PROPOSED FRONT : J L Z12e 5
. < << o Ll
$MXQWWMXQNR?QN€ WALL = CURB SYSTEM AND }&NNMN&MNE\&N{ | ] < Sy o
- S | BUMP—OUT ENTRANCE : S - — T -« | ] &L E * %
N Y 7 \ — o0
-~ N . - N @ ' ‘ q \ 7 ;G E |
N f N - OPEN USE AREA  © o OPEN USE AREA N @ T SlE® o
\ : % . Q 0 EENIA W it Hﬁﬁg ~ N
CONNECTION v , * = <5
- S - - Ll & ¥ o
< - o —1 = .o
- N NEW S/W (TYP) - S - 1z Zh
z ;;;: -/\ T — NEW D/W O §T g %
@& &1 | ) 1 | CONNEC]TION = a
V4 o o o jj m—
B | N e o lte b =l
EXIST. TREES T | s L — .
TO REMAIN Y ISR — ; ' V
NEW MONUMENT +] = e GIRNG DO NG 7 ST (TS 73 — NEW MONUMENT ~
GN S e i e p— T ) SHRUBS Q — q o Y N Y S/GN oz = M
@ e ER ' z —— | EXIST. LIGHT TO BE XS O
L | T = 1 ; (me) | | RELOCATED (6 PL) = = S
q @ — - | —+
TINE] — sromee | . |- EXIST. S/W | N 8 g 3 S
............... OUTF o : . Lyq N = = C
5 S e @ — J ™ m [:L % E b £
Y O TN e e T (DY e — S 5
Lg 5 N —= ; EXIST. OUTPARCEL 8 Q: e o, = .
EXIST. TREES = el j 30,905 SQ. FT. | M~ S o > Y&
TO REMAI S — . : ne © < 7
E S | = T —= O
. M (/’)
- I . T 2o936 SE - ' ‘ ' * — g V0 BT m
J) \%’ )))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))))) 2R N A’ @ :f:izl \ LA \ S L rﬂ 8 Y — 0 @) -
< NEW OUTPARCEL NEW 67FT S/W g [TF © o o .S
S ] L suiome CONNECTED 7O | EXIST. LIGHT TO BE N o <O — 0T
5 ONE-STORY - S [47H ST S/W RELOCATED (3 PL) | N L L L S
3,100 S.F. " | | © ~
45°x70’ R 9 : o = =
T BRET. RSIERIEOY |\ WA L
. A CEBENRE o KA A AN , RSN R 7\ A A7\ AR b Y R — = - - - - =2
MRBY.4 I SRR S ERa [ i ‘ \ .
’ / \ \_ ourearceL DATE: _ 12/8/22
NEW ST S 10~FT WIDE J SOUTH \FOURTEENTH STREET o Urebey ACCESS SITE_PLAN W/OUTPARCEL PRELIMINARY
CONNECTED 70 | ANDSCAPE BUFFER EXIST. D/W (VARIABLE WIDTH RIGHT\-OF—WAY) BE UPGRADED . SITE PLAN
S. 14TH ST. S/W CONNECTION TO EXIST. D/W NEW MONUMENT NEW PARKING BU||_D|NG & |:) ARK|NG Norfn 7 Hov ey et
BE UPGRADED. o BE EXIST. S/W SION LANDSCAPE BUFFER e PSp_1
UPGRADED %S
N Page of 1
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION W



AutoCAD SHX Text_619
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_620
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_621
STOP

AutoCAD SHX Text_622
EXIST. COVERED CONC. WALK

AutoCAD SHX Text_623
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_624
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_625
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_626
4' CHAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_627
LINK FENCE

AutoCAD SHX Text_628
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_629
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_630
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_631
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_632
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_633
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_634
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_635
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_636
TV

AutoCAD SHX Text_637
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_638
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_639
FENCE IS 1' EAST

AutoCAD SHX Text_640
OF PROPERTY LINE

AutoCAD SHX Text_641
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_642
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_643
X

AutoCAD SHX Text_644
X

AutoCAD SHX Text_645
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_646
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_647
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_648
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_649
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_650
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_651
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_652
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_653
WOOD FENCE

AutoCAD SHX Text_654
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_655
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_656
16' UTILITY EASEMENT

AutoCAD SHX Text_657
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text_658
H

AutoCAD SHX Text_659
Y

AutoCAD SHX Text_660
D

AutoCAD SHX Text_661
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_662
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_663
EXIST. COVERED CONC. WALK

AutoCAD SHX Text_664
D

AutoCAD SHX Text_665
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_666
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_667
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_668
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text_669
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_670
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_671
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_672
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_673
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_674
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_675
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_676
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_677
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_678
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_679
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_680
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_681
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_682
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_683
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_684
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_685
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_686
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_687
STOP

AutoCAD SHX Text_688
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_689
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_690
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text_691
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text_692
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text_693
D

AutoCAD SHX Text_694
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_695
H

AutoCAD SHX Text_696
Y

AutoCAD SHX Text_697
D

AutoCAD SHX Text_698
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_699
SOUTH FIFTEENTH STREET (CLOSED BY CITY ORDINANCE)

AutoCAD SHX Text_700
LIME STREET (60-FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY)

AutoCAD SHX Text_701
SOUTH FOURTEENTH STREET (VARIABLE WIDTH RIGHT-OF-WAY)

AutoCAD SHX Text_702
JASMINE STREET (60-FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY)

AutoCAD SHX Text_703
DEMISING WALL FOR "CLUB 14" (9,300 S.F. ±)

AutoCAD SHX Text_704
LAUNDRY

AutoCAD SHX Text_705
ONE-STORY BUILDING

AutoCAD SHX Text_706
43K SQUARE FEET

AutoCAD SHX Text_707
ANCHOR TENANT

AutoCAD SHX Text_708
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_709
10" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_710
8" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_711
5" PINE

AutoCAD SHX Text_712
18" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_713
16" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_714
24" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_715
20" WATER OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_716
26" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_717
8" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_718
50" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_719
6" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_720
15+29" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_721
22" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_722
28" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_723
31" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_724
17" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_725
14+16" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_726
30"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_727
12+13"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_728
27"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_729
16" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_730
21" WATER OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_731
15" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_732
24"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_733
32"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_734
PROPOSED FRONT CURB SYSTEM AND BUMP-OUT ENTRANCE

AutoCAD SHX Text_735
EXIST. TREES TO REMAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_736
10-FT WIDE LANDSCAPE BUFFER

AutoCAD SHX Text_737
OUTPARCEL ACCESS

AutoCAD SHX Text_738
30,905 SQ. FT.

AutoCAD SHX Text_739
EXIST. D/W TO BE UPGRADED

AutoCAD SHX Text_740
REMOVE EXISTING DRIVEWAY CONNECTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_741
CLUB 14

AutoCAD SHX Text_742
MEDICAL OFFICE

AutoCAD SHX Text_743
DEMISING WALL FOR LAUNDRY

AutoCAD SHX Text_744
ONE-STORY

AutoCAD SHX Text_745
3,100 S.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text_746
BUILDING

AutoCAD SHX Text_747
NEW 6-FT S/W CONNECTED TO S. 14TH ST. S/W

AutoCAD SHX Text_748
NEW D/W CONNECTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_749
45'X70'

AutoCAD SHX Text_750
2,936 S.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text_751
NEW DRY POND

AutoCAD SHX Text_752
ANCHOR TENANT UNLOADING AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text_753
EXISTING DRIVEWAY CONNECTION TO BE REMOVED

AutoCAD SHX Text_754
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_755
3

AutoCAD SHX Text_756
9

AutoCAD SHX Text_757
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_758
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_759
3

AutoCAD SHX Text_760
EXIST. LIGHT TO BE RELOCATED (3 PL)

AutoCAD SHX Text_761
EXIST. OUTPARCEL

AutoCAD SHX Text_762
EXIST. D/W CONNECTION TO BE UPGRADED.

AutoCAD SHX Text_763
PARCEL DIVISION FOR EXIST. MEDICAL OFFICE SPACE

AutoCAD SHX Text_764
NEW MONUMENT SIGN 

AutoCAD SHX Text_765
EXIST. D/W TO BE UPGRADED

AutoCAD SHX Text_766
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_767
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_768
9

AutoCAD SHX Text_769
NEW PARKING LANDSCAPE BUFFER

AutoCAD SHX Text_770
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_771
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_772
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_773
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_774
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_775
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_776
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_777
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_778
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_779
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_780
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_781
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_782
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_783
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_784
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_785
LOADING/UNLOADING ZONE

AutoCAD SHX Text_786
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_787
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_788
9

AutoCAD SHX Text_789
LOADING/UNLOADING ZONE

AutoCAD SHX Text_790
RELOCATED ATM

AutoCAD SHX Text_791
EXIST. LIGHT TO BE RELOCATED (6 PL)

AutoCAD SHX Text_792
NEW D/W CONNECTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_793
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_794
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_795
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_796
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_797
CART

AutoCAD SHX Text_798
STORAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text_799
CART

AutoCAD SHX Text_800
STORAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text_801
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_802
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_803
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_804
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_805
CART

AutoCAD SHX Text_806
STORAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text_807
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_808
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_809
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_810
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_811
CART

AutoCAD SHX Text_812
STORAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text_813
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_814
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_815
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_816
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_817
CART

AutoCAD SHX Text_818
STORAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text_819
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_820
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_821
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_822
NEW MONUMENT SIGN 

AutoCAD SHX Text_823
NEW MONUMENT SIGN

AutoCAD SHX Text_824
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_825
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_826
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_827
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_828
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_829
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_830
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_831
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_832
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_833
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_834
EXIST. BLDG. WALL

AutoCAD SHX Text_835
NEW BLDG. WALL

AutoCAD SHX Text_836
NEW 6-FT S/W CONNECTED TO S. 14TH ST. S/W

AutoCAD SHX Text_837
EXIST. S/W

AutoCAD SHX Text_838
SHRUBS (TYP)

AutoCAD SHX Text_839
NEW OUTPARCEL

AutoCAD SHX Text_840
EXIST. S/W

AutoCAD SHX Text_841
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_842
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_843
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_844
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_845
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_846
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_847
EXIST. BLDG. WALL

AutoCAD SHX Text_848
EXIST. BLDG. WALL

AutoCAD SHX Text_849
NEW S/W (TYP)

AutoCAD SHX Text_850
MISC SERVICE PARKING

AutoCAD SHX Text_851
FOR CORBIN AUTOMOTIVE

AutoCAD SHX Text_852
CORBIN AUTO

AutoCAD SHX Text_853
EXISTING REAR BUILDING EGRESS

AutoCAD SHX Text_854
EXIST. TREES TO REMAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_855
OPEN USE AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text_856
OPEN USE AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text_857
LINE OF OUTPARCEL

AutoCAD SHX Text_858
GENERAL SITE NOTES: PARKING CALCULATIONS: TOTAL UPDATED PARKING: 387 NEW ANCHOR TENANT BLDG. AREA: 42,800 S.F. EXISTING MED. OFFICE BLDG AREA: 19,290 S.F. NEW OUTPARCEL BLDG AREA: 3,100 S.F. REMAINING EXIST. BLDG. AREA: 47,500 S.F. (LESS MED. OFF.) ANCHOR TENANT REQ'D PARKING: 1 PER 300 S.F. (42,800 S.F./300) = 143 SPACES MED. OFFICE REQ'D PARKING: 1 PER 250 S.F.  (19,290 S.F./250) = 77 SPACES PARKING SPACES REMAINING: (387-143-77) = 167 REMAINING  REMAINING BUILDING AREA PARKING REQ'D: (50,600 S.F.)/(300 SF/SPACE) = 168 SPACES REM. SPACES AVAILABLE:  167 DEFICIENCY(-)/EXCESS(+) PARKING: -1  APPROX. NET BLDG. AREA ADDED: 8,390 S.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text_859
North / Elev Key

AutoCAD SHX Text_860
Sheet

AutoCAD SHX Text_861
Page

AutoCAD SHX Text_862
of

AutoCAD SHX Text_863
N

AutoCAD SHX Text_864
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_865
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_866
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_867
8-FLAGS SHOPPING CENTER

AutoCAD SHX Text_868
ITEM

AutoCAD SHX Text_869
REV

AutoCAD SHX Text_870
DATE

AutoCAD SHX Text_871
CIVIL, ENVIRONMENTAL, MECHANICAL, & STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING

AutoCAD SHX Text_872
20 S. 4th STREET * FERNANDINA BEACH, FL 32034

AutoCAD SHX Text_873
GILLETTE & ASSOCIATES, INC.

AutoCAD SHX Text_874
PHONE: 904-261-8819  *  www.gilletteassociates.com

AutoCAD SHX Text_875
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION NO. 9332

AutoCAD SHX Text_876
DATE:

AutoCAD SHX Text_877
12/8/22

AutoCAD SHX Text_878
NOTE: SOME DETAILS IN THESE DRAWINGS ARE TO BE CONSIDERED TYPICAL AND MAY NOT BE CALLED OUT ON PLANS. CONTRACTOR SHALL BECOME FAMILIAR WITH AND FOLLOW ALL DETAILS DURING CONSTRUCTION IN ALL TYPICAL AREAS.

AutoCAD SHX Text_879
ASA R. GILLETTE, P.E.  *  FL. PE NO. 56177

AutoCAD SHX Text_880
FLORIDA P.E. NO. 56177

AutoCAD SHX Text_881
ASA R. GILLETTE, P.E.

AutoCAD SHX Text_882
%%UREGISTERED DESIGN PROFESSIONAL

AutoCAD SHX Text_883
A

AutoCAD SHX Text_884
12/8/22

AutoCAD SHX Text_885
1

AutoCAD SHX Text_886
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - VARIANCE SUBMITTAL

AutoCAD SHX Text_887
1018 S 14th Street Fernandina Beach, Florida 32034

AutoCAD SHX Text_888
ANCHOR TENANT RENOVATION

AutoCAD SHX Text_889
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_890
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_891
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_892
PSP-1

AutoCAD SHX Text_893
PRELIMINARY

AutoCAD SHX Text_894
1 inch =     ft.

AutoCAD SHX Text_895
( IN FEET )

AutoCAD SHX Text_896
GRAPHIC SCALE

AutoCAD SHX Text_897
0

AutoCAD SHX Text_898
40

AutoCAD SHX Text_899
40

AutoCAD SHX Text_900
80

AutoCAD SHX Text_901
40

AutoCAD SHX Text_902
160

AutoCAD SHX Text_903
20

AutoCAD SHX Text_904
MANZIE & DRAKE LAND SURVEYING

AutoCAD SHX Text_905
WKD

AutoCAD SHX Text_906
SITE PLAN

AutoCAD SHX Text_907
%%USITE PLAN W/OUTPARCEL

AutoCAD SHX Text_908
%%UBUILDING & PARKING


NOTE: SOME DETAILS IN THESE DRAWINGS
NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION IN ANY MANNER [MOTE: SOME DETALS I THERE DRAMS
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION " |\ay NoT BE CALLED OUT ON PLANS.

CONTRACTOR SHALL BECOME FAMILIAR

GENERAL SITE NOTES:

. WITH AND FOLLOW ALL DETAILS DURING
BUILDING CALCULATIONS: CONSTRUCTION IN ALL TYPICAL AREAS.
TOTAL EXIST. CONTINUOUS BUILDING AREA: 101,489 S.F+ LR
TS
NEW ANCHOR TENANT BLDG. AREA: 44,214 S.F. &L z%
EXISTING MED. OFFICE BLDG AREA: 19,290 S.F. & £
REMAINING EXIST. BLDG. AREA: 47.500 S.F. (LESS MED. OFF.) & =
TOTAL CONTIGUOUS BLDG. AREA: 111,004 S.F. & oo
Q& .
Q <
APPROX. BLDG. AREA ADDED: 9,515 S.F.+ & Y=
§ 23
L
PARKING CALCULATIONS:
ANCHOR TENANT REQ'D PARKING: 1 PER 300 S.F.
GRAPHIC SCALE (44,214 S.F./300) = 148 SPACES
40 0 20 4 0 160 MED. OFFICE REQ'D PARKING: 1 PER 250 S.F.
REMAINING BUILDING AREA PARKING REQ'D:
( IN FEET ) (47,500 S.F.)/(300 SF/SPACE) = 158 SPACES
1 inch = 40 ft. =2
TOTAL PARKING AVAILABLE: 384 £
TOTAL SPACES REQUIRED: 383 =,
A
w2
HE
=
>| <
V| &
'_
. =
OF PROPERTY LINE L2
E/-WOOD FENCE 'r _ _ Ia %
m—ﬂ {1 {} {}——i——1] {1 ] 1 ey {1 E E E ., ., —F— 1 . J—— . Ll —— 1 T 1 = 2 <
Cb S )y 9( o
SM#3 ‘> Qo 16” UTILITY EASEMENT Q_@ | (—CM:D:' X S .
- v - = B B o ISM#I — &
s 4 i T o - |85
> A S T B > 2 zl3|g
iy X g | : . . ((:1‘ ~ { = m| DO
. P Ol = lod = E— S
4 CHAIN = [ ] = w| &L
‘ \ \ = || &
B LINK FENCE T ANE
| ) —— — - 4 o [%|§]5
J . r4m7 o g EXIST. BLDG ©) 0 i T
. ] | — O N WALL TO REMAIN j = o1 [ | 3| <|o
: ! EXIST.|BLDG WALL AT | %)
. NEW TENANT SPACE -
) NEW ANCHOR TENANT  TO BE| REMOVED © c
fa 44,214 S.F. = L E
— L » 1-STORY ] Qs | O o peliS:
, N O il /] = = IR
246.7 | MEDICAL OFFICE _SPACE | m— M
g 19,200 S.F. < .0
EXIST. DRIVEWAY — 3 EXIST. BLDG. 2 | 1—STORY -~ _ TR
CONNECTION TO WALL TO REMAIN EXIST. COVERED WALKWAY ® NE| - @
BE REMOVED (TYP 5 1O BE REMOVED EXIST._SPACE : WEIEEERE:
- Do O O
SOUTH SIDE) EXIST. SPACE " EXIST. BLDG WALL AT EXIST. BLDG TO_REMAIN | — G(R?Y I =
TO_REMAIN NEW TENANT SPACE WALL TO REMAIN | < 2|lcS @m2
, TO BE REMOVED | , g = =
212.1 262.3' i 121.6 | n |y < -
y | NEW DRIVEWAY O 8§ 2 %
BE
COVERED CONC. WALK COVERED CONC. WALK \J CONNECT'ON x % g é * <ZE
\ = |= . o *
| W 1 S OADIN G N OADING. l 1: . Ay LOAQINGXUNLQAQING \ | < % 2a U
) . : in o S S ui »
| &5 g & o e ! SI0E « =
~ 2 -2 ’5 | S EEE L3
Gre 3 gJlEe M
= ; —
NEW [DRIVEWAY I R I R
CONNECTION % ) T — a2 o»q
E C oo nopamkneomareeL - N\ = — = o =
CK-U B % +— O
7 =~ 7 gl ¥8
NEW INTERNAL - 2 y ) — = o
SIDEWALK (TYP) - o | "// 4 —1 = =
NEW MONUMENT B ¢ s | N - o O
sm;f 4 G (% %} < = g
dq a — 6
e e N e el N B et X
Q11D . @ 11D — =
~ @ L[ @ sHopping || : N8
_ i CART RACK . — Nt < ~ < — NEW MONUMENT x = =
=~ o (4 P—| SIGN w O N
N Q : I — — N
T — — — Noinoy | 53
| e : =
S | [O)-wvomgi] [ O] [ O] () & S3 83
S A A ] & =z = °C
S A : : —~T — | O L 0 O
= . ® || ® ¥ @@ g 5 Z o —
[y = - @l® ; @l 1T~ olo S = <
B & E o = < <
S - N V4 VACANT OUTPARCEL | n o o Z: 3
Sk e e | S S E N e | s 2= ¢
3 O 9 A O S N T
. < . < - < . . Q I_ w
\J H | p g @ ‘ = & & S c
o 3 © - T D: O Pap—
I NE;" 0‘775 YS’;OND \} 2 N_ TREE TO BE op TERMINAL LANDSCAPE - RELOCATED 2 N~ <o -5
) I .F. | E L *_ REMOVED (TYP) ISLAND (TYP) - ATM 7 | ﬂ © —1 -
TREES TO BE it IE S B . ~ b S =
PRESERVED . 4 |
L sl By @l e Ry e e E] ][]y 0 Z 5
i - R : 0 ©
B 4 e B B B = 1Y K e ' @
y 2 L - _ L : ' \\ . - - - _ )
| — — \ \ N — _ —
— \ NEW CcURB (TYP) \_ NEW MONUMENT \ DATE: 12/19/22
SIGN NEW MONUMENT
EXIST. CURB SIGN PRELIMINARY
: SOUTH FOURTEENTH STREET SITE PLAN
(VARIABLE WIDTH RIGHT—OF—-WAY) North / Elev Key[Sheet
E
GEOMETRY PLAN Sep_
SCALE: 1:40 N S
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION Page of 1
NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION IN ANY MANNER W



AutoCAD SHX Text_909
ASPHALT PAVING

AutoCAD SHX Text_910
COVERED CONC. WALK

AutoCAD SHX Text_911
4' CHAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_912
LINK FENCE

AutoCAD SHX Text_913
ASPHALT

AutoCAD SHX Text_914
SM#3

AutoCAD SHX Text_915
SM#2

AutoCAD SHX Text_916
ASPHALT PAVING

AutoCAD SHX Text_917
FENCE IS 1' EAST

AutoCAD SHX Text_918
OF PROPERTY LINE

AutoCAD SHX Text_919
X

AutoCAD SHX Text_920
X

AutoCAD SHX Text_921
WOOD FENCE

AutoCAD SHX Text_922
16' UTILITY EASEMENT

AutoCAD SHX Text_923
COVERED CONC. WALK

AutoCAD SHX Text_924
SM#1

AutoCAD SHX Text_925
DM#1

AutoCAD SHX Text_926
ASPHALT

AutoCAD SHX Text_927
SOUTH FIFTEENTH STREET (CLOSED BY CITY ORDINANCE)

AutoCAD SHX Text_928
LIME STREET (60-FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY)

AutoCAD SHX Text_929
SOUTH FOURTEENTH STREET (VARIABLE WIDTH RIGHT-OF-WAY)

AutoCAD SHX Text_930
JASMINE STREET (60-FOOT RIGHT-OF-WAY)

AutoCAD SHX Text_931
10" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_932
8" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_933
5" PINE

AutoCAD SHX Text_934
18" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_935
16" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_936
24" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_937
20" WATER OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_938
26" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_939
8" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_940
50" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_941
6" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_942
15+29" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_943
22" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_944
28" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_945
31" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_946
17" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_947
14+16" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_948
30"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_949
12+13"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_950
27"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_951
16" PALM

AutoCAD SHX Text_952
21" WATER OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_953
15" LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_954
24"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_955
32"LIVE OAK

AutoCAD SHX Text_956
G

AutoCAD SHX Text_957
SLOPE 

AutoCAD SHX Text_958
DOWN

AutoCAD SHX Text_959
6" SANITARY

AutoCAD SHX Text_960
6" GREASE

AutoCAD SHX Text_961
*

AutoCAD SHX Text_962
SEC.

AutoCAD SHX Text_963
PRIM.

AutoCAD SHX Text_964
TRANSFORMER

AutoCAD SHX Text_965
GENERATOR

AutoCAD SHX Text_966
STAND BY

AutoCAD SHX Text_967
LOAD 

AutoCAD SHX Text_968
GEN. CONN.

AutoCAD SHX Text_969
UTILITY  CT CAB.

AutoCAD SHX Text_970
SLOPE 

AutoCAD SHX Text_971
6" SANITARY

AutoCAD SHX Text_972
6'-0" BFF

AutoCAD SHX Text_973
3,010 S.F.

AutoCAD SHX Text_974
NEW DRY POND

AutoCAD SHX Text_975
3

AutoCAD SHX Text_976
3

AutoCAD SHX Text_977
9

AutoCAD SHX Text_978
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_979
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_980
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_981
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_982
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_983
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_984
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_985
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_986
11

AutoCAD SHX Text_987
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_988
3

AutoCAD SHX Text_989
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_990
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_991
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_992
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_993
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_994
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_995
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_996
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_997
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_998
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_999
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_1000
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_1001
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_1002
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_1003
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_1004
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_1005
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_1006
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_1007
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_1008
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_1009
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_1010
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_1011
8

AutoCAD SHX Text_1012
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_1013
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_1014
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_1015
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_1016
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_1017
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_1018
9

AutoCAD SHX Text_1019
9

AutoCAD SHX Text_1020
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_1021
10

AutoCAD SHX Text_1022
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_1023
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_1024
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_1025
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_1026
5

AutoCAD SHX Text_1027
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_1028
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_1029
4

AutoCAD SHX Text_1030
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_1031
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_1032
6

AutoCAD SHX Text_1033
NEW ANCHOR TENANT 44,214 S.F. 1-STORY

AutoCAD SHX Text_1034
EXIST. SPACE TO REMAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1035
EXIST. SPACE TO REMAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1036
MEDICAL OFFICE SPACE 19,200 S.F. 1-STORY

AutoCAD SHX Text_1037
VACANT OUTPARCEL

AutoCAD SHX Text_1038
7

AutoCAD SHX Text_1039
3

AutoCAD SHX Text_1040
2

AutoCAD SHX Text_1041
CARTS

AutoCAD SHX Text_1042
CARTS

AutoCAD SHX Text_1043
CARTS

AutoCAD SHX Text_1044
CARTS

AutoCAD SHX Text_1045
NEW MONUMENT SIGN 

AutoCAD SHX Text_1046
TERMINAL LANDSCAPE ISLAND (TYP)

AutoCAD SHX Text_1047
RELOCATED ATM

AutoCAD SHX Text_1048
NEW CURB (TYP)

AutoCAD SHX Text_1049
EXIST. CURB

AutoCAD SHX Text_1050
EXIST. BLDG WALL AT NEW TENANT SPACE TO BE REMOVED

AutoCAD SHX Text_1051
EXIST. BLDG WALL AT NEW TENANT SPACE TO BE REMOVED

AutoCAD SHX Text_1052
EXIST. BLDG WALL TO REMAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1053
EXIST. BLDG. WALL TO REMAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1054
NEW MONUMENT SIGN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1055
NEW MONUMENT SIGN 

AutoCAD SHX Text_1056
SHOPPING CART RACK (4 PL)

AutoCAD SHX Text_1057
NEW MONUMENT SIGN 

AutoCAD SHX Text_1058
NEW DRIVEWAY CONNECTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_1059
NEW DRIVEWAY CONNECTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_1060
LOADING/UNLOADING

AutoCAD SHX Text_1061
LOADING/UNLOADING

AutoCAD SHX Text_1062
EXIST. BLDG WALL TO REMAIN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1063
TREE TO BE REMOVED (TYP)

AutoCAD SHX Text_1064
TREES TO BE PRESERVED

AutoCAD SHX Text_1065
EXIST. COVERED WALKWAY TO BE REMOVED

AutoCAD SHX Text_1066
EXIST. DRIVEWAY CONNECTION TO BE REMOVED (TYP SOUTH SIDE)

AutoCAD SHX Text_1067
NEW INTERNAL SIDEWALK (TYP)

AutoCAD SHX Text_1068
GENERAL SITE NOTES: BUILDING CALCULATIONS: TOTAL EXIST. CONTINUOUS BUILDING AREA:  101,489 S.F±NEW ANCHOR TENANT BLDG. AREA: 44,214 S.F. EXISTING MED. OFFICE BLDG AREA: 19,290 S.F. REMAINING EXIST. BLDG. AREA:  47,500 S.F. (LESS MED. OFF.) 47,500 S.F. (LESS MED. OFF.)  (LESS MED. OFF.) TOTAL CONTIGUOUS BLDG. AREA:  111,004 S.F. APPROX. BLDG. AREA ADDED: 9,515 S.F.  BLDG. AREA ADDED: 9,515 S.F.±PARKING CALCULATIONS: ANCHOR TENANT REQ'D PARKING: 1 PER 300 S.F. (44,214 S.F./300) = 148 SPACES MED. OFFICE REQ'D PARKING: 1 PER 250 S.F.  (19,290 S.F./250) = 77 SPACES REMAINING BUILDING AREA PARKING REQ'D: (47,500 S.F.)/(300 SF/SPACE) = 158 SPACES TOTAL PARKING AVAILABLE: 384 384 TOTAL SPACES REQUIRED: 383383

AutoCAD SHX Text_1069
PSP-1

AutoCAD SHX Text_1070
PRELIMINARY

AutoCAD SHX Text_1071
SITE PLAN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1072
%%UGEOMETRY PLAN

AutoCAD SHX Text_1073
SCALE: 1:40

AutoCAD SHX Text_1074
North / Elev Key

AutoCAD SHX Text_1075
Sheet

AutoCAD SHX Text_1076
Page

AutoCAD SHX Text_1077
of

AutoCAD SHX Text_1078
N

AutoCAD SHX Text_1079
S

AutoCAD SHX Text_1080
W

AutoCAD SHX Text_1081
E

AutoCAD SHX Text_1082
8-FLAGS SHOPPING CENTER

AutoCAD SHX Text_1083
ITEM

AutoCAD SHX Text_1084
REV

AutoCAD SHX Text_1085
DATE

AutoCAD SHX Text_1086
CIVIL, ENVIRONMENTAL, MECHANICAL, & STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING

AutoCAD SHX Text_1087
20 S. 4th STREET * FERNANDINA BEACH, FL 32034

AutoCAD SHX Text_1088
GILLETTE & ASSOCIATES, INC.

AutoCAD SHX Text_1089
PHONE: 904-261-8819  *  www.gilletteassociates.com

AutoCAD SHX Text_1090
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION NO. 9332

AutoCAD SHX Text_1091
DATE:

AutoCAD SHX Text_1092
12/19/22

AutoCAD SHX Text_1093
NOTE: SOME DETAILS IN THESE DRAWINGS ARE TO BE CONSIDERED TYPICAL AND MAY NOT BE CALLED OUT ON PLANS. CONTRACTOR SHALL BECOME FAMILIAR WITH AND FOLLOW ALL DETAILS DURING CONSTRUCTION IN ALL TYPICAL AREAS.

AutoCAD SHX Text_1094
ASA R. GILLETTE, P.E.  *  FL. PE NO. 56177

AutoCAD SHX Text_1095
FLORIDA P.E. NO. 56177

AutoCAD SHX Text_1096
ASA R. GILLETTE, P.E.

AutoCAD SHX Text_1097
%%UREGISTERED DESIGN PROFESSIONAL

AutoCAD SHX Text_1098
A

AutoCAD SHX Text_1099
12/8/22

AutoCAD SHX Text_1100
1

AutoCAD SHX Text_1101
BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - VARIANCE SUBMITTAL

AutoCAD SHX Text_1102
1018 S 14th Street Fernandina Beach, Florida 32034

AutoCAD SHX Text_1103
ANCHOR TENANT RENOVATION

AutoCAD SHX Text_1104
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_1105
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_1106
B

AutoCAD SHX Text_1107
12/19/22

AutoCAD SHX Text_1108
UPDATED PER ANCHOR TENANT DRAWINGS

AutoCAD SHX Text_1109
NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION IN ANY MANNER

AutoCAD SHX Text_1110
NOT FOR DISTRIBUTION IN ANY MANNER

AutoCAD SHX Text_1111
NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION

AutoCAD SHX Text_1112
1 inch =     ft.

AutoCAD SHX Text_1113
( IN FEET )

AutoCAD SHX Text_1114
GRAPHIC SCALE

AutoCAD SHX Text_1115
0

AutoCAD SHX Text_1116
40

AutoCAD SHX Text_1117
40

AutoCAD SHX Text_1118
80

AutoCAD SHX Text_1119
40

AutoCAD SHX Text_1120
160

AutoCAD SHX Text_1121
20

AutoCAD SHX Text_1122
MANZIE & DRAKE LAND SURVEYING

AutoCAD SHX Text_1123
WKD


MEMORANDUM
DATE: FEBRUARY 10, 1999
TO: PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS
FROM: TIM KUBIAK, PLANNER

RE: APPROPRIATE ZONING REQUIREMENTS FOR ‘SUPER
CENTERS’

Please review the attached information regarding the review of regulations
concerning “Super Centers” and their impact upon the community. At the request
of the City Commission, the Planning Advisory Board has been asked to consider
this matter and submit any comments it might have regarding this issue.

TK/ dg



CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH

SUBJECT: Proposed maximum size for large retail establishments

DEPARTMENT: Development Services
ATTACHMENTS: _ Ordinance ~___ Resolution ___Budget Resolution

X__ Other ___ Support Documents Available in City Manager’s Office

SUMMARY: The City Commission and Planning Advisory Board have expressed concerns over
the size of large scale retail establishments. The Development Services staff has researched
various proposals to regulate ‘big box’ development. The staff suggests that a maximum size be
placed on a wholesale or retail establishment that would limit the maximum size of the ground
floor of a structure in a commercial district to no larger than a current downtown city block or 200°
X 400’ (80,000 sf). The City of Clermont recently passed a similar ordinance. However, they
chose 100,000 sf as the allowable maximum (see attached). The Nassau County Code requires a
separation between structures at 400’ intervals to allow public access.

Staff would recommend that a minimum separation of 60 feet be required at 200 foot intervals on
the principal street side of a large scale building, to allow adequate protection and vehicle and
pedestrian access.

Staff recommends that the City Commission instruct the City Attorney and staff to draft an
amendment to the Land Development Code to incorporate these proposals.

RECOMMENDED MOTION: Instruct City Attorney and Development Services Department to codify
restrictions for large scale commercial buildings and send to the Planning Advisory Board for their
consideration and recommendations.

DEPARTMENT HEAD Submitted: Doug Jones Date: August 26, 1999
Requested Agenda Date: September 7, 1999

FINANCE DEPARTMENT Approved as to Budget Requirements Date: N/A

CITY ATTORNEY Approved as to Form and Legality Date:

CITY MANAGER Approved Agenda Item for: Date:




COMMISSION ACTION:  Approved as Recommended ____ Disapproved
____ Tabled Indefinitely ____ Continued to Certain Date

____Approved with Modification



MEMORANDUM

TO: PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD
FROM: DOUG JONES, DIRECTOR DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

DATE: SEPTEMBER 15, 1999

RE: PROPOSED MAXIMUM SIZE FOR RETAIL STORES

The City Commission instructed the City Attorney and Development
Services to prepare an ordinance regulating the maximum size of retail
establishments. The City Commission motion included establishing a
maximum size of 80,000 sf.

Staff is soliciting input for any additional requirements/restrictions that the
PAB may deem appropriate to be included in the proposed ordinance.

This item 1s placed on the agenda for discussion to receive input from the
PAB.
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The Planning Advisory Board (PAB) of the|City of Femaﬂina Beach met in Regular Session
nesday, er 15, 1 the Cityy Ch S.
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airman Howat called the meeting to order.

Attendance
ardWMember Davis bsent
Board Member Lubin Present
Board Member Smith Present
oard Member Bradford esent
B ember R resent
1fman Howa resent
Also present were Planner H Peter King, City Attorney Price Poole, and Recording Secretary

Daniélle Glouner.

val of Min f Special ing of Novegfger 17,

X
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Board Member Roland made a motion, seconded by Board Member Bradford| to

approve the minutes with| the correction of the attendance of Board Member R(:.lﬂ,nd
d Bgard Member Davis to rgflec halthe were,present at th eetng n November
178899. Vote u passage w en ith)%nd nays, a eing all a arried.

At that time, the Board heard the application for annexation of Landyn’s Liake.
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Dan McCranie, 23 South 3'¢ Street, agent for the applicant, spoke to the Board in favor of the

afigexgtion. x x
aff sfated that"the applicant Has applied| for Te-zofling |in tHe couhty for a“lower® densi

classification.
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At that tinK made a motioh, seconded b

Bradford to Annexation Ap ber
ith*famended otion; a pon|Gre and lica eets|all

t iteria set fi in Ordin 9-21. V on p en yes and

rried.

nays and being all ayes, c:

The next item on the ag.enda was the Public Hearing and review of Ordinance 99-43
restricting tﬂe size of comn|1|ercial buildings” Y

The board was not comfortable with the explanation of the origin of the 80,000 square foot
limitation number.
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Board Member Lubin requeste-d that Commu;lity ﬁevelopmzent staff research how other
communities deal with size limitations and how communities attempt to break up mass. He
stated that he would like to see alternative examples of other cities solutions. -

At that time, Board Member Smith made a motion, seconded by Board Member Roland
to defer decision on Ordinance 99-43 until the next regular meeting of the Planning

Advisory Board. Vote upon passage was taken with ayes and nays, and being all ayes,
7'\ A\ N\

carried. ' 4

The next itém on the agenda, was the discussion and review of the draft ordinance codifying
the Old Town Prgservation jand Design Guidelines.
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nays:

Board Member Conger- Aye

rd™emberYuhifi- ye
B Memberxord Xay X x X

ar emberSmith- ye
Board Member Roland- Aye
Chairman Howat- Aye
TX)tior pas%a vote ofX&. x x x
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Watson Bell, 220 South 14" Street, asked| the Board if it would be possible that he could
o%he wpli%r ueithXPO Jistrigt insgead ¢ thYtrict

John Stackl| 9147 Atlantic|| Aveffue,Nstated togfhe™poard tha#” thS subject &ies are
contiguous |to the C1 zoning district. He added that it made sense [to ask for the||Cl
classitieatiofn

oat
vah’

X

right, Cli
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ch Diggf spoke in
icati uest

%
X
X
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Fe na B

cach re

gation

The Board suggested that the applicant re=submit its request and come before the Planning

Advisory Board at a later meeting.

Miscussion, ard l\lll]embe radford m%gmohﬂon, %ied by ember
andto close e piblic heariwf of Wpplicatiof CZN99-04.
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At that tim¢, motion was made by Board Member Smith, seconded ber
, to| rec nd that this/Change i ing| Ap be
di roved for easan th request i nsistent nd
that a zoning change such as this would create a precede at
npighhnrhr d_sc pment Vote upon-passage.w VS
and being all ayes, carrie
X %t item on th§agenda was ublic hm Applicati U 99-05,Mack for x
nna% Mitchell# reqWests||chafge Thom |Lo emsity [Residentidh to |Medfum Mintensity
Commercial
t that time, Board Member_Conger made a tion, seconded by Board Member
X R to open ublic hea% Case LNSU. x
John Stack,| /914 Atlantic Aiyenue, spoke in favor of appli¢ation LU 99-05
There being| no additional {input from the|public, Board Member Smiﬂ made a motion,
X ségongded by Bofgd Membher CXto close lic 1ealXCa LUN9-08. x
ter @iscussiorf, motion [was*made by BofArd Member Smitl® second€d b erd
Member Roland, to recommend that this Future Land|Use Map Classification Change
Application No. LU 99-05[is disapproved for the reason that staif recommendation that
angeg in FLUM frgm low dgnsity,residentjal tomedium jntensity commercigl is not
cofgiStent yith t tent/of O ive 1,08.0 . Vote up assage wa en with
s agd nays, ing all ayéS, Carried.
TIIII: lll‘—:xi t 1l i‘lll‘: agl‘—:lll‘h \'A'Id: i}lt‘ pu'l 11 ‘lll—'/ll;llg llr I:\l ‘l;l"di;llll (‘7 % I,\llf\’ J(I‘llll S;/Il 1K nll
Donna Mitchell, requests|change in zoning district classification from R2, Residential
X x\ DemsitXCo 1meXedi I ity . x x
thistime, Bodrd Member Sthith thade a nfotion, secondell by Board Mémber*Roland
to open the public hearing for CZ 99-06.
ere peing no gput fiom the pyblicgBoard Membger Smith padegm motiongseconded by
X Boafd Member nd to clo%ubl c hea of A »plic%?l 9-06. x
After discussion, motion |was made by Board Member Smith, seconded by Board
Member Rol g . is
disapproved for the reason that it does| not meet the criteria set forth in §126-221 (2
X xw womwas taX]th ayes a ys, and bxll ayes, cagrigd. x
t that time, Board Member Conger made a motion, seconded by Board Member
Bradford to adjourn the meeting at 9:43 p.m. Vote upon p i ves
and nays, being all ayes, carried.
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The Planning Advisory Board (PAB) of th¢|City of Fernandina Beach met in Regular Session
xnesday, 12, 2ooxe City C%ion I‘hamX X
airman Howat called the meeting to order.
Attendance
Mo | Mo X | X | X
ardWlember RObertson esent
Board Member Roland Present
Board Member Smith Preseht
oard Me Present
t
t
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radford
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Plannér 11

Bea Hartman,
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X

City Attorney
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Price Poole, ar
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1d Recording

X

Secretary Dan
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Mirfutes Of Special Meetthg of Dec€mbe 15, [199

Board Member Conger made a motion,/seconded by Board Member|Smith to appriove
the miputes| for the Dgce ber 5, 1999 meetipng. Vgte upon passage was taken with ayes
an@gfays, and beg’all ayes, cargi€d. Y x
Chairman Howat stated that since the public hearing of the Old Town Guidelines was
SE ‘lll—'l}l 1Il—'l‘i I..-:..._._'A"!‘!." 1[‘]: }‘I:iil:l ;r 1[]!;‘ S‘II( Ili—i'l:l 11 ll:llia‘l l|\'ll:lild-\ll pu}“l;l" }Il—'/ll;ll(c :‘l:
deferred until the regular eeting on February 9, 2000 sa|that enough time can be spent on
%the > im issues.

that* time, B6ard Member Bradford| made a motion, s€condéd by Bdard Member
Smith to defer public hearing of the Short-term rental overlay until the February 9,

2000 regul{lr meting.

The next item on the agenda was the Public Hearing
restricting the size of commercial buildings.
Ll Ll Ll
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VTe upon passaje was taken with ayes and n

ays, and being

N

and review of Ordinance 99

o
=

S
VS

nays and bein
| 4 |

Hearing none, Board Member Conger made a motion, seconded b

Smith to close the public hearing of Ordinance 99-43.
« 2z |
Board Member Smith made a motion, seconded by Board Member Roland to replace
the word “retail”, in Sections 126-164 (2), 126-224 (c ), 126-244 ( c¢) , 126-264 (c ), with
“commercial” and replace the word “establishment” with “building” in Sections 126-

. 7

T T
Board Member Smith made a motion, seconded by Board Member
the public hearing for Ordinance 99-43. Vote upon passage was taken with ayes an
g 311 ayes, carrie(.i:

“n 7z |
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164 (2), 126-224 (c. ), 126-244 (c.) and 126-264 (c.). Board Member Conger amended
the motion, seconded by Board Member Bradford, to accept the changes and

recommend approval to the City CommissioB. Vo‘te u

and nays, and being all ayes, carried.

pon passage was taBen V&lth ayes
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Guidelines{| Vote upon age was taken with ayes and mays, and being 2 yes,
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J tman, ZIXada Etreexe in oppx of the gxes. She s#fitcd, that|she
was concermied about parking for cars, boats, and the safety hazards that would be created by
passing *‘“"M' i stated that children would have no place to play if the guidelines
should pass|| She feels that [storm-water run|off will be a ptoblem.
I\M Stauffer, South 6t t, spake of QImpo1 anc% intent oxrid. He
sfated that he understo®d the resfents*concerns@bout*raffic anfl parking.
Pat Gass, 801 White Street][stated that there must be requited off-street parking.
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hxam onxge was tNith yes ays,|and Dgipg€ all ayes
c .
Board Member Smith made a motion. seconded by Board Member Roland to strike!the
words “ orj| other related uses” in section 126-380 (a)|. Vote upon passage was taken
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Board Member Smith made a motion, seconded by Board Member Roland to add after
“Dispfict” in Secty 26-];;51 ( the sente Omﬂting 62 (b.)3 Family
D ings.”” Vo n passag takeﬁl wit s and na
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The Citly Commission of the City of Fernandina Beach, Florida,
met in |Regular Session on Tuesday, October 5, 1999 at 6:00
p.m. in| the City Commission Chambers. Present were Mayor Ron
Sapp, Vice Mayor James Rodeffer, Commissioners Kim Page,
Robert |B. Rogers and Patricia Thompson. Also present were
City Mahager Fred Hays, City Attorney Wesley R. Poole and City
Clerk Vjicki P. Cannon.

Mayor Sapp called the meeting to order and led the Pledge of
Allegiahce to the Flag. The Invocation was then given by
Commissfioner Patricia Thompson.

AGENDA |CHANGES : Mayor Sapp requested Item 2(b), Resolution
#99-50 | expressing gratitude to the Nassau County School
System, | be heard first. There were no objections from the

Commissjon.

RESOLUTION #99-50 EXPRESSING GRATITUDE TO THE NASSAU COUNTY
SCHOOIL, EBYSTEM FOR EFFORTS DURING HURRICANE FIOYD: Mayor Sapp
read Repolution #99-50 by title only, which was as follows: “A
RESOLUT[LON OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA,
COMMEND[NG THE NASSAU COUNTY SCHOOLS FOR EXTRAORDINARY EFFORTS
IN ASS[STING FERNANDINA BEACH AND AMELIA ISLAND EVACUEES
DURING | HURRICANE FLOYD.” It was the consensus of the
Commissjion =~ to adopt Resolution #99-50. He stated the
Resolutjion was sponsored by Vice Mayor Rodeffer. Mayor Sapp
presentgd the Resolution to Gail Cook, School Board Member,
and expfressed extreme thanks to the school system. Ms. Cook
thanked| all that participated in the emergency, and commended
Ms. Ralph for her efforts at Yulee Elementary, which served as
Command| Station.

ORAL REPORT BY HERBERT J. BABIN, CHATRMAN OF THE VISION 2000
‘STEERING COMMITTEE: Herbert J. Babin, 2335 Pirates Bay Drive,
updated| the City Commission on the following items: October
15" expecting reports from individual work groups, October
27" Stelering Committee Meeting will begin work on the final
report fo be completed by end of November or very beginning of
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r, after final report will have a forum to present it
the community, requested City Commission participation
m, and inquired about the future of Vision 2000, what
continuity going to be between Vision 2000 and
tation. Mayor Sapp inquired if the Commission was
b receive a written report. Mr. Babin stated there is
o be a written report and there are templates from
ke St. Augustine thgt they can use. Mayor Sapp stated
bceiving the report that the Commission would schedule
hop with the Visien 2000 Steering Committee. Vice
bdeffer requested # template by next meeting for the
lon’s review. Mr. Babin stated that he could provide a
> after the meeting on October 27" and give the
lon time to look it over. He further stated the
lon charters the vision, and not all action items need
y to take action o1, but that the community as a whole
do certain things. Commissioner Rogers thanked Mr.
for his remark, because what he has implied is
rivate responsihilities and within the state it 1is
) an increasing teend.
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RESOLUTION #99-50 EXPRESSING GRATITUDE TO THE NASSAU COUNTY
SCHOOL SYSTEM FOR EFFORTS DURING HURRICANE FILOYD: The City
Commission deviated from the agenda to discuss this item, Item
2(b), earlier in the meeting.

PROCLAMATION DECIARING OCTOBER 1999 AS ALPHA DELTA KAPPA
INTERNATIONAL SOCIETY FOR WOMEN EDUCATORS MONTH: City Clerk
Cannon read the proclamation in full declaring October 1999 as
“Alpha Delta Kappa International Honor Society for Women
Educators Month”. Mayor Sapp presented the proclamation to
representatives of the Alpha Delta Kappa International Society
for Women Educators.

CONSENT AGENDA : The following sixteen items were on the
consent agenda and were approved by one motion with the
exception of the following: Item (e), Approval of

recommendation for agreement with First Coast Community Bank
to provide employee banking services, which was removed by
Commissioner Page so she can abstain from voting, since she is
on the Board of Directors for First Coast Community Bank; Item

(f), Approval of recommendation for Contract for Services
between the City and the First Coast Humane Society, which was
removed by Mayor  Sapp; and Item (1), Acceptance of

recommendation for approval of Change Order #5 to Contract
with C.C. Borden Construction, Inc. for Golf Course Clubhouse
project, which was withdrawn by the City Manager at the
request of the Golf Director.

INVOICE FOR ILEGAL SERVICES IN THE AMOUNT OF $80.00: Support
documents providing information on this item were included in
the Agenda packet. The following invoice was presented for
approval from Bill Hazes Court Reporting in the amount of
$80.00. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by
Commissioner Rogers, to approve the invoice for payment. Vote
upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
being all ayes, carried.

ADDENDUM _TO THE RESOURCE EAP, INC. CONTRACT: According to
agenda support documents contained in the packet, there was a
recommendation to approve the City Manager signing an addendum
to the October 1, 1997, contract with Resource EAP, Inc., to
provide Employee Assistance Program services to City employees
and their family members. A motion was made by Vice Mayor
Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to approve the
recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

FISCAL YEAR 1999-2000 SEWER & REFUSE EXEMPTION LIST: According
to agenda support documents contained in the packet, there was
a recommendation to approve the Sewer and Refuse Exemption
List for Fiscal Year 1999-2000 consisting of applications 1-
30. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by
Commissioner Rogers, to approve the recommendation. Vote upon
passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
ayes, carried.

APPROVAI, OF RECOMMENDATION OF ELSIE HARPER VOLUNTEER AWARDS

COMMITTEE: According to agenda support documents contained in
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the pdcket, there was a recommendation to accept the
recommendation of the Elsie Harper Volunteer Award Committee
to relihquish the duties of the Committee to the Nassau County
Voluntepr Center. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,

seconde

recommehdation.

ayes an

EMPLOYE

sl by Commissioner Rogers, to approve the
Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by

l nays and being all ayes, carried.

T

i BANKING SERVICES: According to agenda support

documengs contained in the packet,
to appkove
Communify Bank to provide employee banking services.
made
Rodeffer,

was

there was a recommendation
with First Coast
A motion
by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Vice Mayor
to approve the recommendation. Vote upon passage of

entering into an agreement

the motjion was taken by ayes and nays and was as follows:

Motion
abstain

Vice Mayor Rodeffer: Aye
Commissioner Rogers: Aye
Commissioner Thompson: Aye
Commissioner Page: Abstained
Mayor Sapp: Aye

carried. Commissioner Page advised that she had to
from voting as she served on the Board of Directors of

the Firgt Coast Community Bank.

CONTRACT

to agen
a recom
the Fix
Beach.

County

portion
stated

Commiss]
the recd
by ayes

SCHOOL

[ FOR SERVICES - FIRST COAST HUMANE SOCIETY: According
la support documents contained in the packet, there was
nendation to approve the Contract for Services between
st Coast Humane Society and the City of Fernandina
Mayor Sapp inquired if the truck was for all of Nassau
and 1f so was the City buying the entire truck or a
of it. City Manager Hays and Chief of Police Hammond
it was a portion of the truck. A motion was made by
loner Page, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to approve
pmmendation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken
and nays and being all ayes, carried.

RESOURCE OFFICER CONTRACTS WITH THE NASSAU COUNTY

SCHOOIL 1
in the
annual
the Sch
Police
seconded

recommendation.

ayes ang

ACCEPTAN

BOARD : According to agenda support documents contained
packet, there was a recommendation to approve the
renewal of the School Resource Officer Contracts with
ool Board of Nassau County and the Fernandina Beach
Department. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,
| by Commissioner Rogers, to approve the
Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
Ll nays and being all ayes, carried.

ICE_OF RECOMMENDATION FOR AWARD OF BID #99-37 FOR

LUBRICAN

TS AND BID #99-47 FOR TIRE WORK FOR THE PUBLIC WORKS

DEPARTMH
the pagd
Florida
Battery

documents.
by Commjissioner Rogers,

upon pa

being all ayes,

INT: According to agenda support documents contained in
ket, staff recommended approval of Bid #99-37 to
Petroleum Corporation and Bid #99-47 to B&C Tire &
Inc. for the amounts outlined in the support
A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded
to approve the recommendation. Vote
ssage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
carried.
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CHANGE ORDER #5 TO CONTRACT WITH C.C. BORDEN CONSTRUCTION,
INC. FOR GOLF COURSE CLUBHOUSE PROJECT: This item was
withdrawn from the Agenda at the request of the City Manager.

UNIVERSITY OF FLORIDA’S PRELIMINARY POPLULATION ESTIMATE FOR
PERMANENT RESIDENTS: According to agenda support documents
contained in the packet, staff recommended to accept Option 1,
considering the population estimate reasonably correct. A
motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded Dby
Commissioner Rogers, to approve the recommendation. Vote upon
passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
ayes, carried.

RESOLUTION #99-49 AUTHORIZING PAYMENT FOR THE FISCAL, YFEAR
1998-1999 SEWER AND REFUSE EXEMPTION LIST: According to agenda
support documents contained in the packet, staff recommended
approval of Resolution #99-49. A motion was made by Vice
Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to approve
the recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken
by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

EXTEND PECK CENTER LEASE AGREEMENT WITH EPTSCOPAL CHIIDREN'S
SERVICES, INC. (HEAD START): According to agenda support
documents contained in the packet, there was a recommendation
to approve the lease for the upcoming year. A motion was made
by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
approve the recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion
was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

PECK CENTER IEASE AGREEMENT WITH THE NORTHEAST FILORIDA
COMMUNITY ACTION AGENCY, INC.: According to agenda support
documents contained in the packet, there was a recommendation
to approve the lease agreement for the upcoming year. A
motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded Dby
Commissioner Rogers, to approve the recommendation. Vote upon
passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
ayes, carried.

BID #99-64 FOR COURIER SERVICE: According to agenda support
documents contained in the packet, staff recommended approval
of Bid #99-64 to William C. Shubert Courier Service for the
amounts outlined in the support documents. A motion was made
by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
approve the recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion
was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

BUDGET AMENDMENT FOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT: According to
agenda support documents contained in the packet, staff
recommended to approve the budget amendments as follows:
transfer $16,000 from 440-340-534-340 (contractual) to 440-
340-534-463 (repair/maintenance to vehicles) and transfer
$20,000 from 440-340-534-640 (machinery/equipment) to 440-340-
534-140 (overtime). A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,
seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to approve the
recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

APPOINTMENT OF DEIRDRE WALLACE AS FIFTH MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE POLICE AND FIRE PENSION PIAN: According to

agenda support documents contained in the packet, there was a
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recommehdation to accept the appointment of Deirdre Wallace to

the Bog

fill the unexpired term of Robert Peters.

by Vics
approve

was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,

RESOLUT[ON

FOR AMH

rd of Trustees of the Police & Fire Pension Plan to
A motion was made
seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
Vote upon passage of the motion
carried.

Mayor Rodeffer,
the recommendation.

99-44 APPROVING BOND ISSUE FOR FINANCING STRUCTURE
LIA TRACE AND ADJACENT PROPERTY FOR DEVELOPMENT AND

CONSTRUCTION OF INDEPENDENT SENTIOR HOUSING AND APARTMENTS : A

motion

Commissjoner Page,

Rogers
ready {
concern
from hi
and he
that i
developt
the def
Managemg
a month
not set
the fea
Amelia

West No
$2,500

that an
apartmej
if they
stated

study b
tell if

Commiss]
just dog
entertai
definit]
involve
cost in

Vice Mg
feasibil]
target

Penland
market,
that th
was a

Commiss]

Commiss?
since i
inquired
be spen;
the ac
communit
would r
reserve
Funding
the int

was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by
to approve Resolution #99-44. Commissioner
stated that he would vote against this item, and was
or discussion regarding the by-laws. He expressed
as to whether or not a public purpose was involved
5 question for whom the facilities would be affordable,
stated that he was not on the side that would argue
Lt 1s government’s rightful role in the economic
nent. Commissioner Thompson expressed a concern as to
inition of affordable. Tim Penland, President of FHG
ent Company, stated affordable certainly wasn’t $2,300
for assisted living. He further stated that they have
the rates yet, but they will be middle class based on
5ibility study and the market that can be attracted to
[sland. Mr. Penland explained that at the facility in
rth Carolina the rates ranged from $1,200 per month to
for deluxe private units, and the assisted living units
e proposed for Amelia Island such as the independent
1its would be a lower cost. Commissioner Thompson asked
would only be accepting private pay. Mr. Penland
not necessarily and they intend to do the feasibility
hsed on private pay only, but at this time they can not
they will be taking Medicare.

loner Rogers stated that studies based on only private,
esn’'t ring a bell with him that the City should be
lning $28-30 million in bond issues without more
lon to the end result. Mr. Penland explained it would
a very extensive feasibility and market study at a
the range of $100 - 150 thousand.

yor Rodeffer expressed concerns about not having a
ity study done prior to Commission decision, what the
narket was and what the prices were going to be. Mr.
explained they tried to give the Commission a range
which would be moderate income. He further stated
ry had done a preliminary analysis to prove that this
viable project, and they needed to know if the
lon was willing to approve the project.

loner Thompson stated she had doubts about the project,
t didn’'t seem to help low to moderate income. She
I about the breakdown of how the $28-30 million would

L. Mr. Penland stated the following: $4.5 million for
juisition of the property, construction costs of
y building and two independent apartment buildings

in $15-18 million, and then the required maintenance
money. Patricia Newman, President of P&H Capital
and Managing Director of Samco Capital Markets, stated
erest during construction would run in excess of $3
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million. Commissioner Thompson then inquired if the facility
would draw a lot of the City residents with the moderate
income fee of $2,300. Mr. Penland stated again that is a high
number, which is typically for a deluxe unit; North Carolina
facility has residents paying as little as $800 to $1,200 per
month. He further stated they would expect to draw residents
from surrounding areas, and explained that 50-70% of assisted
living residents come from within a 10-15 mile radius of the
area.

Commissioner Page stated she was also concerned about approval
prior to the feasibility study being done. Ms. Newman stated
that normally they are asking the governmental sponsor only to
vote to create an entity that will then approve a bond issue
once the feasibility, environmental, and all the normal things
that come with a borrowing of this type, are in place. Ms.
Newman further stated that this is not the City’s sign off on
this transaction, but this is the most preliminary approval
for them to move forward.

Mayor Sapp stated that he is looking down the line to see what
the market will be like for senior housing in those years, and
currently the City has Osprey Cove and the Jane Adams House.
He explained some reasons why he thought this would be good
for the City: he expects the demand to increase for
facilities, the City of Fernandina Beach is not financially
obligated, at the end of fourteen years the City gets the
facility to run, sell, receive income, or utilize the land.
Mayor Sapp questioned if Mr. Penland receives pay based on
managing the facility and if he receives any additional money
from the bond issue. Mr. Penland replied that his fee is
subordinate to paying the principal, interest and paying the
operational cost. Mayor Sapp gquestioned how Ms. Newman gets
paid. Ms. Newman replied that she receives a fee at closing
that is a percentage on the principal amount of the bonds (3%
of the tax exempt bonds, 7% of less than a million dollars).
Mayor Sapp stated the City would play a passive role in this
project.

City Attorney Poole stated that they were asking the
Commission to establish a not for profit corporation and
appoint a board, and then that board would be empowered to
issue the bonds if and when that time takes place.

Commissioner Page inquired about any safeguards in place that
would prevent the facilities from being mismanaged. Mr.
Penland replied the bond documents will be dictated by the
safety of the City of Fernandina Beach and the bond
purchasers. He further stated that the City is not liable in
any way, it is non-recourse to the City (Lock box transaction
the revenues that come in are sent to a trustee, and then the
trustee distributes the funds.) Mr. Penland stated the method
by which the manager fee is established and a maximum of 6% of
revenue. Mr. Penland further stated the elderly and the frail
elderly are in need of these types of services, and your
estimation is what is going to happen in the next 15-20 years
is actually going to be a flood of seniors and frail seniors
who need assistance and independent 1living throughout the
nation. Mr. Penland stated the largest market is moderate
income individuals, and currently the facility here on Amelia
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and he wants to continue that and

yvor Rodeffer stated that the project is a benefit to
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was made by Vice Mayor QRodeffer, seconded Dby
to table the item. Vote upon passage of
ion was taken by ayes and nays and all being ayes,

Mayor Sapp requested the City Commission to get all
uestions to the City Clerk, and to get the answers

1999 meeting.

Speed, 870 Laguna Drive, inquired who was responsible

expenses 1f the project does not go through. Mayor
ated the not for profit company is not financially
ible for anything.

ver, 86 Marsh Lakes Drive, stated she objects to this
grounds of public purpose, and in her mind public
is to serve the majority of people in the community
5 1s not going to do that. She further stated that if
vere going to be 1low income, federally subsidized,
[y subsidized people then she would see it as public
Ms. Carver suggested finding out about the
ng: the individuals that are involved in the project,
ferest rates on the bonds, have there Dbeen any
lties in the past, names of some projects that have
and have any states eliminated this kind of bonding
Mayor Sapp stated that her facility was the only one
erate incomes and inquired if she thought it would be
have competition and not just one place for people to
Carver stated that she wasn’t opposed to competition,
is opposed to the City sponsoring competition for a
industry when the need is already being met.
Lloner Rogers stated the perception of Ms. Carver could
etition, and for the Commission’s benefit asked her to
state her academic and professional qualifications.
rver stated she 1s a nurse practitioner with Dr.
r, DeVane and Burford, and she recently graduated from
Coastal School of Law and works with Attorney Clyde
Mayor Sapp stated that her organization, the Jane
puse does an outstanding job.

loner Rogers requested to expand the Workshop agenda to
the articles of incorporation and the by-laws before
j the petitioners back. Mayor Sapp stated that the
mmission needs to look at these items, but he isn’t
e . Commissioner Rogers made a motion to add to the
but the motion died due to the lack of a second.

IEARTING AND FINAL READING OF ORDINANCE #99-37 PROVIDING

FOR INC]

REASES TN REFUSE COLLECTION RATES FOR PLASTIC RECYCLING

PROGRAM

only,
COMMISS]
SECTION
FERNAND]
RATES;

made by

City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #99-37 by title
vhich was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
[ON OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING
66-66 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF
[NA BEACH, PROVIDING FOR INCREASES IN REFUSE COLLECTION
AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A motion was
Commissioner Page, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to
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open the public hearing. Vote upon passage of the motion was
taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried. George
Speed, 870 Laguna Drive, stated he believes in recycling and
that it should be 1left up to the individual. He further

stated that he conducted a non-scientific study of about 64
houses and from that only 16% of the community is recycling
bottles or cans. Mr. Speed ingquired about the looks of the
recycling truck and what it does. Jim Higginbotham, Director
of Public Works, replied the vehicle is 30 feet in length and
it has 5-6 separate bins on the side with mechanical trays
that takes the product to the top and dumps it in. He further
stated the trays are 10 feet high by 5-6 wide, and when you

get to your site it dumps into each bin. Mr. Higginbotham
added that he did not have a picture of the truck, since there
are 5 -7 different looks for one. Mr. Speed expressed that he

thought the $1.38 increase would not pay for the program. Mr.
Higginbotham stated that if the City can reduce the fee after
they are at full operation, they would. Bob Ringel, 2526
Captain Oak Drive, stated that he would not fool with plastic
bottles in a separate can or aluminum containers, because he
continuously hears that there isn’t money in this anymore and
that cities are discontinuing these recycling projects. There
being no further comment, a motion was made by Commissioner
Page, seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to close the public
hearing. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes
and nays and being all ayes, carried. A motion was made by
Commissioner Page, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to approve
Ordinance #99-37 on second and final reading. Commissioner
Page expressed her plea for recycling plastics, and stated
that there isn’t money in it, but we do it to keep plastics
from filling up our landfills. She further stated that short
term rentals should be charged a higher garbage fee and let
that cost offset the recycling cost. Mayor Sapp stated that
he would vote against this ordinance, since the process for
recycling plastics is so cumbersome. Vote upon passage of the
motion was taken by ayes and nays and was as follows:

Commissioner Rogers: Nay
Commissioner Thompson: Nay
Commissioner Page: Aye
Vice Mayor Rodeffer: Aye
Mayor Sapp: Nay

Motion failed.

PUBLIC HEARING AND FINAL READING OF ORDINANCE #99-40 RELATING
TO ACCESSIBILITY OF REFUSE CONTAINERS: City Attorney Poole
read Ordinance #99-40 by title only, which was as follows: “AN
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING SECTION 66-44(A) (1) AND (2) OF THE
CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY, RELATING TO ACCESSIBILITY OF
GARBAGE CONTAINERS; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A
motion was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Commissioner
Thompson, to open the public hearing. Vote upon passage of
the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,
carried. There being no comment from the floor, a motion was
made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
close the public hearing. Vote upon passage of the motion was
taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried. A motion
was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Commissioner
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approve Ordinance #99-40 on second reading.
stated that he opposed this ordinance,
he believes it 1is unenforceable. Mayor Sapp stated
more specific and will enable the code
After some further
vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes

and nayg and was as follows:

Motion

PROPOSE]
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Commiss
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agenda
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because
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property
effected

FIRST K

Vice Mayor Rodeffer:
Commissioner Rogers:
Commissioner Thompson:
Commissioner Page:
Mayor Sapp:

Aye
Nay
Aye
Aye
Aye

rarried.

D ORDINANCE TO ALLOW TOWNHOUSE ON SUBSTANDARD ILOTS OF
t City Manager Hays referred to a memo from the City
y which was contained in the agenda support documents.
loner Rogers stated that this 1left the Planning
y Board (PAB) on June 16" and is just getting on the
bn October 5”2 meanwhile there hasn’t been a concerted
ro keep the City Commission apprised as to why that was
1g. He stated his concern was if substandard lots had
roperly addressed, and another concern is packaging
e lots to meet the requirements of R-2 and R-3 zoning.
~d the City Commission has redefined the time frame in
hey must do something, but how are the people going to
out it. He inquired if the people do not know about
the Commission creating something that approximates a
Commissioner Rogers stated that Doug Jones has gone
property appraiser to identify all the substandard
ut the computer can’t tell you they are substandard
they look standard when there are two adjacent
lard lots by the same owner. He further stated the
lon should not enact the action unless the people that
e substandard 1lots can be notified that they are
i to take action.

torney Poole stated that there is a conflict with the
ensive Plan and the appropriate time to do that review
ne Evaluation and Appraisal Report (EAR) process. Doug
Director of Development Services, stated with the EAR
nendments the PAB will hold a public hearing later this
and after the public hearing the PAB will do a
rtal of their recommendations. He further stated the
brocess 1s to do the EAR based amendments and then come
address this issue.

Lloner Rogers requested when it comes back to the
lon that the brief sheet gives the Commission assurance
ther through direct mailing to property owners or
. advertisements that the City has optimized the
¥ owners probability of being aware of those being
i by the ordinance.

EADING OF ORDINANCE #99-43 RESTRICTING THE SIZE OF

COMMERC]
43 by t
CITY Cdg

[AL_BUILDINGS: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #99-
itle only, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE
MMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA,
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AMENDING THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY, ARTICLE III.,
IDILSILRILCTS 8 DIVISION 5, R-2C RESIDENTIAL-COMMERCIAL MIXED
DISTRICT, SECTION 126-164(c) (2); DIVISION 8, C-1 COMMUNITY
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, SECTION 126-224; DIVISION 9, C-2 GENERAL
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, SECTION 126-244; AND DIVISION 10, C-3
CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT, SECTION 126-264 OF THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY; RESTRICTING THE SIZE OF COMMERCIAL
BUILDINGS TO NO MORE THAN 80,000 SQUARE FEET; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A motion was
made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to
approve Ordinance #99-43 on first reading and refer it to the
Planning Advisory Board (PAB). Commissioner Rogers stated that
an ordinance of this sort should go to the Planning Advisory
Board (PAB) on a routine basis for their review and
recommendation, before the Commission votes for approval. Vote
upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and was
as follows:

Commissioner Rogers: Nay
Commissioner Thompson: Aye
Commissioner Page: Aye
Vice Mayor Rodeffer: Aye
Mayor Sapp: Aye

Motion carried.

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE #99-44 REQUIRING SPECIAL USE
PERMITS FOR PROPERTIES DEVELOPED IN THE COASTAL TUPLAND
PROTECTION ZONE: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #99-44 by
title only, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, REQUIRING
SPECIAL USE PERMITS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF PROPERTY IN THE
COASTAL UPLAND PROTECTION ZONES; ESTABLISHING THE CRITERIA FOR
ISSUANCE OF A SPECIAL USE PERMIT IN THE COASTAL UPLAND
PROTECTION ZONES; AMENDING SECTIONS 110-31 AND 110-32 AND
CREATING A NEW SECTION 110-96 OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE
CITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A motion was made by
Commissioner Page, seconded Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to approve
Ordinance #99-44 on first reading and refer it to the Planning
Advisory Board (PAB). Commissioner Rogers referred to his
comment on the previous item. Vote upon passage of the motion
was taken by ayes and nays and was as follows:

Commissioner Thompson: Aye
Commissioner Page: Aye
Vice Mayor Rodeffer: Aye
Commissioner Rogers: Nay
Mayor Sapp: Aye

Motion carried.

CONSIDER ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION #99-48 APPROVING FINAL PLAT OF
SEASIDE SUBDIVISION: A motion was made by Commissioner
Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to approve
Resolution #99-48. Commissioner Rogers requested an update on
the resolution of main lines and bike paths between Seaside,

Ocean Cay, Ocean View. City Manager Hays stated that the
sewer line has been installed in Seaside. Doug Jones,
Director of Development Services, stated the Ocean View

subdivision residents are anxious about the bike trails that
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which is not before the

this evening. He further stated the

represehtatives of the Seaside development stated that there
were prpblems while installing the sewer lines with the trees

in the
for the
stated

been objjected by the residents of Ocean View,
down thp
Boulevard.
the biKe path/sidewalk to be 5 feet,
comments
Hays thlanked staff for their approach in this project.

and they included tree protection in their bond
Mike Antonopolous), 202 Art Museum Drive,

area,
project.

the bike path/sidewalk in the settlement agreement has

since it runs
center of the 80’ unimproved section of Jean LaFitte
He further stated they had submitted a width of
and was waiting for
City Manager
Vice

from the Director and the City Manager.

Mayor Rodeffer inquired of the City Attorney as to the City

being held 1liable

replied

sidewalk/bike path,
negligeht fashion the City could be held liable.

further
by ayes

DISCUSSION OF MEDIA ONE CABLE FRANCHISE:

for the sidewalk. City Attorney Poole
that any time the City undertakes to construct a
street or anything else, if you do it in a
After some
vote upon passage of the motion was taken
carried.

discussion,
and nays and being all ayes,

Mayor Sapp stated

that oV

complaints

that th
Murphy,
unaware
through

customeyrs are not getting through.

er the last year he has received a large number of
regarding service, and the primary complaint is
ere 1is no one there to answer the calls. Ann Carter
Representative from Media One, stated that she was
that there still were problems with customers getting
to live individuals, and she is still concerned that
She further stated that

they hafl taken corrective action with the phone switches last

year, Db

ut she will act quickly to look into the situation.

Mayor Sppp stated that in the past citizens could go to the

local office to get their problems resolved,

to call

unfamiljar with the area and it
approach to cable TV in Fernandina Beach. Ms.

and now they have
a computer service or someone in Jacksonville that is
seems like an impersonal
Murphy stated

that Media One still has the local office and Martin Mosher

and the
office.
which Db
offered
comes i
for her
call cs
Attornej
1999 req
renewal
Vice N

folks here work with their trucks out of the 1local
She stated as they get into their broadband upgrade,
egins mid year 2000, a new kind a service will be
Ms. Murphy explained there is a dispatch line that
nto Fernandina, and she requested a personal example
to follow through on; she can follow the call from the
nter in Jacksonville and why it didn’t work. City
y Poole referred to his memorandum dated October 1,
parding the issues of change of control and request for
A motion was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by
[ayor Rodeffer, to follow the City Attorney’s

recommeIdation. to direct staff to prepare a resolution and

schedul
action
the mexrq
action
merger |
reason f{
within

Rodeffer

Commiss3
Commiss]

a public hearing. City Attorney Poole stated the
was whether the Commission will approve or disapprove
per, transfer of control from Media One to AT&T; if no

1s taken the City Commission has deemed to approve that

without any further action; if there is opposition or
[0 oppose then the City has to notify Media One of that
that 120 days. Commissioner Page and Vice Mayor

incorporated into the main motion that the City

lon take no action on the merger and that the City
lon prepare the resolution which addresses the second
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part and schedule a public hearing. Vote upon passage of the
motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

WAIVER OF BID REQUIREMENTS TO PURCHASE FURNISHINGS FOR THE NEW
GOLF COURSE CLUBHOUSE: City Manager Hays stated this item is
to waive the bid, or the option to go out for bid as noted in
the memorandum from the City Clerk dated September 30, 1999.
City Attorney Poole stated the Ordinance requires competitive
bid on any purchase in excess of $5,000, unless the Commission
finds that there is an emergency or extenuating circumstances,

warranting waiver of the bid requirement. He stated in this
case if the City 1is to approve it, the City must find
extenuating circumstances that justify the waiver. Mayor Sapp

inquired if the City could complete the Clubhouse if the City
goes out for bids and has no furnishings in it. John Vickers,
Golf Course Director, stated the contractor has given a firm
date of December 10, 1999 when the building will be turned
over to him, and based on that date he would not have
furniture when they moved in. A motion was made by Vice Mayor
Rodeffer to waive the bid requirements to purchase the
furnishings for the new golf clubhouse. The motion died due
to the lack of a second.

REQUEST FROM THE AUDIENCE TO BE HEARD ON ITEMS NOT ON THE
AGENDA :

SPECIAI, MEETING OCTOBER 7, 1999: John Cascone, 116 South
4%® gstreet, inquired if there is any change to the meeting
regarding the proposed settlement with the County. Mayor Sapp
stated the meeting is to examine & resolution approving the

mediated settlement. Mr. Cascone resquested that the meeting
be postponed until October 14, 1999 so that community has time
to be informed. City Attorney Poole recommended to the

Commission a public meeting to discuss each item of the
proposed settlement agreement, to solicit public input to
assure the public has had every opportunity to provide input,
and then the Commission makes the decision to approve, reject
or approve with modifications of ths mediated settlement

agreement. He further stated the 1timing is up to the
Commission of whether to proceed with as called by the Mayor
or take Mr. Cascone’s recommendation. City Attorney Poole

stated the mediated settlement agreement is not final until it
is approved in a public meeting, and it is not enforceable
until there is a public meeting to review it item by item.
John Cascone stated that there 1is some gquestion under the
current case law as to whether or not what occurred last week
was a violation of the Sunshine Law, becaise the Commission
met as a body representing this community, outside of the
county, without notice to the citizens, and the ability to
participate and you did it as a body instzad of sending a
designee as the court order suggested; and acted as a body,
five Commissioners affirming the agreement. He stated it
causes him great concern as to what would then occur on
Thursday, a perfunctory rubber stamp of an agreement that at
the very minimum violates the spirit of the Government in the
gunshine Law in the State of Florida. Mayor Sarp stated that
the Commission is not going to be approving tle interlocal
agreement, but would be having a meeting to affir-m what the
Commission did the other day. After some further liscussion,
Commissioner Rogers stated he expressed his concems to the
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City Aftorney about having a meeting on Thursday, and would
like to| see it done at a regular meeting on October 19, 1999.
He requpsted to give it a week to 10 days to get the word out
to everfyone that wants to be here. He commented on Mr.
Casconefs statement that the Commission would be doing
gomethihg perfunctorily, and advised he does no do anything
perfuncforily and he doesn’t think the other Commissioners do
either. Commissioner Page stated she was in agreement with
Commissfioner Rogers and Mr. Cascone, that the Commission would
better |serve the people of Fernandina by having it on a
regular| Commission meeting, since we can also reach people
with the televised broadcast. Mayor Sapp requested that it be
put firpt under 0ld Business on the October 19, 1999 agenda.

SEASIDE| DEVELOPMENT: Doug Adkins, 863 Laguna Drive, expressed
his confern regarding the proposed bike path. Mayor Sapp told
him thaff item was on the agénda and could not be discussed at
this tipme. '

CONSTRULCTION NOISE: Doug Adkins, 863 Laguna Drive, asked the
Commissfion to consider adapting an ordinance establishing some
restricfions on developm¢nt activities after 5 p.m. and on
weekendp. Mayor Sapp stated that there currently was an
ordinanfe that does not allow construction activity after 7
p.m. Mayor Sapp stated that at the first Tuesday in November
the agepda will have an item addressing the issue of the size
of the bike path.

CITY MANAGER REPORTS:

JO[INT I.OCAL PILANAING AGENCY (JLPA) MEETING: City Manager
Hays stated that a meeting of the Joint Local Planning

Agency had teniatively been scheduled for October 26,
19p9 at 7 p.m. '

HALLOWEEN : ity Manager Hays stated there have been
calls regardding Halloween, and that it will be observed
on| October 3", 1999.

CITY ATITORNEY RE{IRTS: The'City Attorney had no reports at

this tite.

COMMISSIONERS’ CMMENTS :

OLD TOWN Hf TORIC DISTRICT: Commissioner Rogers inquired
abeut the. City Attorney codifying the Tilson Report.
City Attorr2y to :report back.

BOAT E’fli -Commissioner Rogers inquired if the
Commissit 1 tasked ATM to design and cost the boat ramp
that t» City wants going into Phase 1II. City Manager
Hays ¢étated that there has been a change order to
acgomi:sh that task. Commissioner Rogers stated he
hearc -t hat they are coming in at $250,000 and inquired if

Andys+ Holesko has looked at it.

PAY. 4 OF GENERAL, INFORMATION RE: HURRICANE FILOYD:
Cc'|l .ssioner Rogers inquired about the filing the Notice
Intent that was referred to 1in the Development
-|7ices Director memorandum of September 23, 1999

.0
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contained in the General Information section of the

Agenda packet. City Manager Hays stated he would look
inte it.
PAGE 5 OF GENERAL INFORMATTION: Commissioner Rogers

requested a copy of the Historical Downtown Development
Guidelines that was referred to in the Development
Services Director’s memorandum of September 23, 1999
contained in the General Correspondence section of the
Agenda packet.

ROUTE OUT OF NORTH FLETCH AVENUE: Commissioner Rogers
stated he is still hearing concern about another route
out of North Fletcher Avenue. Mayor Sapp stated that

there was a meeting today with the State, and they said
to go in at a point where a lot of people are suggesting
would be environmentally unsound, because of dunes,
trees, and things 1like that. He further stated that
there is a legitimate concern about getting back on the
island into that area after the hurricane and they would
be more than willing to look at an alternate path to
allow people to get back into that area.

MARINE PARK UPDATE: Commissioner Rogers inquired of the
status of the welcome station and whether the Commission
has a commitment to the project should be on the agenda.
City Manager Hays stated that they met with the Florida
Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) today and
the Commission would have a memo shortly.

CERTIFIED CITY GOVERNMENT PROGRAM: Commissioner Rogers
stated that the City would be going after the program
again, which was started back in 1994. He then inquired

when short term rentals and the Fairbanks house would be
on the agenda. Mayor Sapp stated he would like a status
report on short-term rentals and the Fairbanks issue.

SYMPATHY: Commissioner Thompson expressed her deepest
sympathy to the family of J. Clayton Sanders and to Chief
Hammond on the loss of his father. Commissioner Page and
Vice Mayor Rodeffer also expressed their sympathy. Mayor
Sapp stated his regards and also from everyone in the
City. He further stated that J. Clayton Sanders was a
wonderful person to work with and the City will miss him.

AGENDA PACKETS: Mayor Sapp requested that in the future
agenda supplements and amended agendas should be limited.

ALLEGATIONS REGARDING SUNSHINE VIOLATION: Mayor Sapp
stated that the Commissioners went through about 11 hours
in the settlement process on City v. County lawsuit in
Jacksonville. He further stated that the Sunshine Law
came up and the City Commission had two attorneys, and it
was determined by the legal minds that the rules
surrounding mediation made this a special case. City
Attorney Poole stated that the City has always tried to,
whenever there has been a question of Sunshine, if we are
going to err, to err on the side of openness, notice and
public access. He further stated mediation is a special
animal, which he discussed with Pat Gleason from the
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Atforney General’s office today. He stated she had
acknowledged that it is in the nature of a judicial
prpceeding and in her words, the law 1is not entirely
clear in this area; and Ms. Gleason recommended to do
expctly what the was proposed tonight: that the agreement
that was negotiated does not become final and enforceable
unfil there has been a full public hearing on the
subject, every item is discussed, every opportunity to
prpvide input, and at the conclusion the Commission has
the opportunity to approve, disapprove, or approve with
mogifications. Mayor Sapp stated he hoped that the City
colild work through this and correct it if needed.

ADJOURNMENT : There being no further business to come before
the Commission, the meeting was adjourned at 8:50 p.m.

ATTEST:

O

 ———

VICKI Pl canNnoN RON Sap¥

City C1

Erk Mayor-Commissioner
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Commission of the City of Fernandina Beach, Florida,
February 1, 2000 at 6:00

Present were Mayor Ron
Commissioners Kim Page,
Also present were
Poole and City

The City
met in Regular Session on Tuesday,
p.m. in|the City Commission Chambers.
Sapp, Vice Mayor James D. Rodeffer,
Robert B. Rogers and Patricia Thompson.
City Marlager Fred Hays, City Attorney Wesley R.
Clerk Vilcki P. Cannon.

ipp called the meeting to order and led the Pledge of
ce to the Flag. The Invocation was then given by
oner Patricia Thompson.

Mayor S4
Allegiar]
Commissi
The Minutes of the Workshop Meeting of

APPROVALL OF MINUTES:

August
made by
approve

motion W

PRESENTA

p3, 1999 were presented for approval. A motion was
Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Page, to
the Minutes as presented. Vote upon passage of the

tas taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

[TION OF PROCLAMATION DECLARING BLACK HISTORY MONTH:

City C1

February

Jones,

the Pro
for the
as foll
Romel Gj
it was
of the n

PRESENTHA

rk Cannon read the Proclamation in full declaring
as Black History Month. Mayor Sapp presented Selicha
bresident of the NAACP Youth Council, with a copy of
rlamation. Selicha Jones thanked the City Commission
Proclamation and introduced the members of the Council
bws: Shawna Dawson as Secretary, Morinda Hooper and
reen for membership services. Mayor Sapp stated that
hn honor for him to make the presentation, since three
lembers were students of his.

[ TTON OF PROCILAMATION DECLARING AFRICAN AMERICAN READ-

IN CHATN
declarir
In Chair
January
present
apprecis
explainsg
several
Church
Stephie
had brg
diversit

PRESENT/

| DAYS: City Clerk Cannon read the Proclamation in full
lg February 6% and 7", 2000 as "African American Read-
| Days at the Peck Auditorium at 6:00 p.m. on Thursday,
20, 2000." Mayor Sapp stated it was an honor to
Ms. Willie Mae Ashley the Proclamation and expressed
tion for all that she does for the City. Ms. Ashley
d that Martha Owens involved her in the read-in chain
years ago along with the First Baptist Missionary
that sponsored the read-in chain. She stated that
Gusky, Chairperson of the Community Relations Board,
ught the City up to a 1level of involvement and
y, and expressed her gratitude for the City’s efforts.

T TON BY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REGARDING

PROPOSAIl
Hooker,
(ERS), 1
of Tran
present
the proj
and ths
approxin
on the 1
water m
there w4
what wa
He refsd
regardir
DOT was
DOT had

, REIATING TO EGANS CREEK GREENWAY PROPERTIES: Alan
Vice President of Environmental Resource Solutions
nc. expressed appreciation on behalf of the Department
sportation (DOT) project team for the opportunity to
and discuss the proposal. He further explained that
ect could possibly be a joint venture between the DOT

City, and the focus would be the restoration of
ately 25 acres of Egans Creek. Mr. Hooker stated that
horth side of Atlantic Avenue there was a natural salt
hrsh and on the south side because of the causeway,
s no longer tidal inundation there, and explained that
5 left of Egans Creek was a very altered environment.
rred to the Egans Creek Greenway Management Plan
)lg restoration and preservation, and explained that the
interested in collaborating with the City since the
numerous projects that impact salt-water wetlands. He
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explained that the DOT would use Egans Creek as a way of
offsetting the impact of their projects elsewhere, and
presented DOT's plans for the 25 acres. He stated some of the
advantages of the joint venture were: that it would maintain
the present day hydrology and flows, it would restore 25
acres, it would compensate or mitigate the impacts on some
other projects, it would provide for shared technical and
financial resources, it would decrease the need for mosquito
control in the area, and that the DOT proposal was consistent
with and would implement part of the Greenway Management Plan.
Mayor Sapp inquired as to the impact it would have on the
estuary to the north. Mr. Hooker replied that there should be
no impact, and explained that the area was historically salt
marsh. Commissioner Rogers referred to the shared costs and
inquired if the costs were scoped out. Mr. Hooker explained
that the DOT didn’t know what the percentage of the fixed per
acre cost was going to be assigned to the 25 acres, but stated
that it would be a significant amount. City Attorney Poole
stated that the City understood the majority of the 25 acres
was already jurisdictional wetlands, and inquired as to how
it would help with mitigation as far as the St. Johns River
Water Management District (SJRWMD) or the Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) was concerned. Mr. Hooker
replied that DOT had met with both agencies and they had
acknowledged that this was an appropriate mitigation area,
since the value of low salt marsh was much higher and this was

a much more environmentally functional environment. City
Attorney Poole inquired as to why there would not be a berm on
the east side. Mr. Hooker explained that there wasn’t a need
for a berm, because of the natural elevation rise. City

Attorney Poole stated that there were property owners to the
west of the creek and stated if there was a breach of the berm
it might allow additional water to intrude into the upland
areas and could conceivably cause damage to those property

owners. He inquired if the DOT was willing to indemnify the
City for any such liability if such should arise from that
scenario. Mr. Hooker explained that the berm would be

constructed with 3 to 1 or 4 to 1 side slopes, and i1f there
was a breach it would go into wetlands with elevations of 4
and 5, and further explained that more damage would be caused
by the salinity of the water than the amount of water. Mr.
Dave Blood, Production Director for the DOT, explained that
anything the DOT did at Egans Creek would have the same
responsibility they had when building a road, and stated that
he would contact DOT’s attorneys and get back with the City
Commission about the legal implications. He explained they
were trying to form a conceptual plan that would be approved
by the Corps of Engineers so it could be turned into a
mitigation site. A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers,
seconded by Commissioner Page, to grant the request of DOT to
pursue research on the proposed restoration and enhancement
project for the Egans Creek Greenway, with the understanding
that the City Commission would consider whether to grant or
deny approval of the proposed project once the research had
been completed. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

PRESENTATION OF RESOLUTION BY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE REGARDING

THE SHORT-TERM RENTAL ISSUE: Mayor Sapp stated that Mr. Harry
Halley, President of the Amelia Island-Fernandina Beach-Yulee
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of Commerce, wanted to postpone the Resolution
lg this issue, but would make some statements. Mr.
came before the Commission and stated he and the
Board of Directors had reached consensus to delay the
on, since the Planning Advisory Board had this matter
y under consideration. He further stated that they
b technical matters to polish up in the Resolution and
that the Chamber would be speaking in defense of

owners and their rights, in terms of accountability,
support of enforcement of the codes.

FROM THE AUDIENCE TO BE HEARD ON ITEMS NOT ON THE

AGENDA :

OTING: Lawrence Jones, 924 South Division Street,

ressed concern about 9 Street in that he had brought
the City Commission’s attention a month and a half ago
ut the shooting, high speeding, drugs and other things
that particular area. He inquired as to what the City
mission’s stand was on the issue, especially after a
ng lady was shot last week. Mayor Sapp expressed that

of the City Commission was saddened by the horrible
ident and were trusting the local 1law enforcement
ncies to take care of the matter. He stated the City
mission stood firmly behind any actions the Police
artment might take, and that within the next several
ks and months the City Commission and the Police
artment would be getting together to come up with a
ution.

IRCH FOR A NEW CITY MANAGER: Mr. Harry Trevett, 215

er’s Road, questioned the City Commission efforts of
rching for a new City Manager by limiting it to the
culation area of the News Leader, and inquired if the
ision represented the City’s best effort to hire the
t capable individual for the job. Mayor Sapp stated
would do what was in the best interest of the City and
ouraged Mr. Trevett to be involved in the selection
cess of the new City Manager. He further stated the
y Commission had looked at what was done in the past

was looking for an alternative to find someone
sibly in this City, who would be very capable and who
'ed the City. Mr. Trevett questioned the potential for
ronflict of interest by hiring from within the 1local
a. Mayor Sapp explained that the citizens of the City
e ultimately responsible for each of the Commissioners
| the decision of whether the Commission did the right
ng or not would be left up to the citizens.
missioner Page expressed her opinion that some of the
nover problems were due to people being brought into

community and not adapting well to the community.
explained that the City advertised locally first and
a viable candidate was not found, then the City
mission would expand the search. Commissioner Rogers
ted he that did not know if the City would come up
h a statistically significant number of applicants.
expressed that he wanted what was best for the City
t like everyone else. Mr. Trevett commented that
ple believed the City Manager should be a very capable
inistrator, an individual who was capable of running a
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$25 million a year company, and some citizens believed
the City Manager should be able to do his job according
to the City Charter. He encouraged the City Commission
to be accountable and responsible to the citizens in this
community, and for the record he stated his business
address as 1325 Atlantic Avenue.

Ms. Ruth Neely, 1840 Village Court, stated that at one
time the City had a good method in place for selecting
candidates and if the current method didn’t work she
suggested giving the older method a try. Mayor Sapp
explained that 1f the candidates didn’t measure up to
what the Commission was hoping for, then they would be
doing exactly what she suggested.

Mr. Jim Facciolo, Attorney in Jacksonville, 2841 DeSylvan
Lakes, explained that his firm would be opening a branch
office in Fernandina Beach shortly. He suggested the
City ask each of the candidates if they were willing to
and absolutely committed to enforcing the law of this
State and this municipality. He stated, specifically, if
they were willing to enforce the law that required the
City Commissioners not approach members of the
administration in terms of influencing the way in which
the community was managed.

After some discussion, Mr. George Thompson, 331 South 1g&8
Street, inquired as to how much it would cost the
taxpayers if the new City Manager didn’t work out. Mayor
Sapp explained that it depended on the contract with the
City Manager.

Mr. Doug Truman, 2812 Laguna Drive, referred to an
article from the October 25, 1998 Newsleader regarding a
charge Mayor Sapp led. Vice Mayor Rodeffer stated that
everyone was concerned about the process of the selection
of the City Manager, and explained that he would be
bringing to the City Commission a report on a selection
process that the City could follow in the future.
Commissioner Page invited the citizens to attend the
workshop meetings regarding not only the City Manager,
but other issues as well. A motion was made by
Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Thompson,
to put the subject of the expansion of the search for a
City Manager on the agenda. Vote upon passage of the
motion was taken by ayes and nays and was as follows:

Commissioner Rogers: Aye
Commissioner Thompson: Aye
Commissioner Page: Nay
Vice Mayor Rodeffer: Nay
Mayor Sapp: Nay

Motion failed.

CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTMENT OF TWO CITY COMMISSIONERS TO
SERVE ON ISTAND-WIDE PARKS AND RECREATTON COMMITTEE :

Commissioner Rogers commented that based on the Northeast
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Regional Planning Council schedule and the first
being scheduled on February 3, 2000 in Flagler County,
i not be able to serve on the committee. Mayor Sapp

and Commissioner Page volunteered to serve on the committee.

CONSENT

AGENDA: The following five items were on the Consent

Agenda &and were approved by one motion with the exception of

the

removed
Approval

following:
prohibifing wunlawful harassment

Item #2000-09
in the workplace which was
from the agenda by the City Manger, and Item (c),

of invoice for legal services in the amount of

(a),

Adoption of Resolution

$1,176.(43 which was removed at the request of Mayor Sapp.

ADOPTION

OF RESOLUTION #2000-09 PROHIBITING UNLAWFUL

HARASSMHENT IN THE WORKPLACE:

This item was removed at the

request

APPROVAT|

of the City Manager.

OF APPLICATION FOR INCLUSTON ON FY 1999-2000 SEWER

AND REFUSE EXEMPTION LIST: According to the support documents

containg
applicat
1999-204¢
by Commj]
approve
was taks

APPROVAT
$1,176.4
packet,
Rogers,
of s1,1
suit.
should
Rogers’
the own
Commissi
approve
& Gay £
by ayes

APPROVAIJ

d in the packet, staff recommended approval of the
ion [filed by Iola Davis] for inclusion on the FY
0 Sewer and Refuse Exemption List. A motion was made
| ssioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to
the recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion
n by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

OF INVOICE FOR LEGAL SERVICES IN THE AMOUNT OF
3: According to the support documents contained in the
staff recommended to approve the invoice submitted by
Towers, Bailey, Jones & Gay for payment in the amount
76.03. Mayor Sapp inquired about the status of the
City Attorney Poole explained the City Commission
nave received a draft form of a Resolution from the
firm and it was presented to the attorney representing
~rs of the Fairbanks House. A motion was made by
oner Thompson, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
the invoice submitted by Rogers, Towers, Bailey, Jones
br payment. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken
and nays and being all ayes, carried.

, OF ADDENDUM #1 TO CONTRACT WITH KENNETH SMITH

ARCHITE(

TS, INC. FOR THE PECK CENTER REHABILITATION PROJECT -

PHASE I]
packet,
Smith A
ITT -

Rogers,
recommer
ayes and

ACCEPTAN

[T: According to the support documents contained in the
staff recommended to approve the contract with Kenneth
rchitects for the Peck Center Rehabilitation - Phase
Addendum No. 1. A motion was made by Commissioner
seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to approve the
jdation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
| nays and being all ayes, carried.

[CE OF RECOMMENDATION FOR AWARD OF BID #99-41 FOR

MANHOLE
to the
recommer|
rehabilij
from A
Commiss]
approve
was taksg

REHABTILITATION FOR PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT: According
support documents contained in the packet, staff
Jded approval of Concrete Conservation Incorporated for
tation of manholes and wet wells for $60,000 to come
ccount #450-350-535-630. A motion was made by
oner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to
the recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion
n by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.
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PUBLIC HEARING AND FINAL READING OF ORDINANCE #99-51 PROVIDING
AN ADDENDUM TO THE WATER FRANCHISE WITH FILORIDA PUBLIC
UTILITIES TO USE CERTAIN PROPERTY AT THE ATIRPORT FOR WATER
FRANCHISE FACILITIES: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #99-
51 by title only, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE
CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING ORDINANCE NUMBER
96-5, GRANTING TO FLORIDA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMPANY, A NON-
EXCLUSIVE FRANCHISE; ADDING CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY TO THE
FRANCHISE; PROVIDING FOR PAYMENTS BY THE FRANCHISEE; PROVIDING
FOR USE OF THE PROPERTY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A
motion was made by Commissioner  Rogers, seconded by
Commissioner Page, to open the public hearing. Vote upon
passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
ayes, carried. A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers,
seconded by Commissioner Page, to close the public hearing.
Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
being all ayes, carried. A motion was made by Commissioner
Rogers, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to adopt Ordinance
#99-51 on second reading. Vote upon passage of the motion was
taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE 99-4 REGARDIN ZE LIMITATIONS
ON COMMERCIAL STRUCTURES: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance
#99-43 by title only, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF
THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA,
AMENDING THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY, ARTICLE III,
DISTRICTS, DIVISION 5 R-2C RESIDENTIAL-COMMERCIAL MIXED
DISTRICT, SECTION 126-164(C) (2); DIVISION 8, C-1 COMMUNITY
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, SECTION 126-224; DIVISION 9, C-2 GENERAL
COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, SECTION 126-244; AND DIVISION 10, C-3
CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT, SECTION 126-264 OF THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY; RESTRICTING THE SIZE OF COMMERCIAL
BUILDINGS TO NO MORE THAN 80,000 SQUARE FEET; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A motion was
made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,
to approve Ordinance #99-43 on first reading, which included
the Planning Advisory Board’s amendments. Commissioner Page
stated she had a recollection that the City Commission had
sent the section of the code with the height limitations of
buildings in C-1 to the Planning Advisory Board (PAB) and
inquired about the status of it. Mayor Sapp replied the
height limitations could be part of the subject Ordinance or a
separate one. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

A motion was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Vice Mayor
Rodeffer, to put the height ordinance on the agenda. Vote upon
passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
ayes, carried. A motion was made by Commissioner Page,
seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to send the Ordinance
relating to height to the Planning Advisory Board for their
advisement. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes
and nays and being all ayes, carried.

CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATION REGARDING ORDINANCE #2000-02

REGARDING OILD TOWN PRESERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES: A
motion was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Vice Mayor
Rodeffer, to return this item to the Planning Advisory Board
(PAB) for further review and recommendation and that the PAB
have it back by the next City Commission meeting.
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oner Page inquired as to what incorrect information
n given to the PAB and was that information really
t or significant enough that it affected their
-making in approving the guidelines. City Manager
plied that it was dealing with the 0ld Town boundary

and the chairman indicated that it was important
or him to take another look at it. Commissioner Page
d her understanding was that the 0ld Town area was
b be done through an overlay and it was a separate
rom some of the density questions that were being
n other areas. She questioned the City Attorney if she
brrect . City Attorney Poole replied that it was not
b overlay, it was a whole new section of the Code
guidelines and regulations regarding development only
Dld Town Historic District. He explained the density
on the actual size or acreage that 0ld Town would be
the actual number of 1lots that were projected for
ent in Old Town, and, based on the numbers, it would
that even 1if you built out all the lots that were
in Old Town, be they Peonias or Half Peonias (a Peonia
t under the old Spanish grant, which 1is 46 and 6
by 93 feet), it would not exceed ten units per acre,
5 what that property was designated under the Future
e Map. He further explained that if the PAB made any
ive changes then that would require that they
e and have their own advertised public hearing, which

eclude it from coming back to the next City Commission

bpp ingquired if the PAB thought that there would be
ive changes made. A.J. Smith, 308 Citrona Drive,
d that according to the map that was provided in the
e taking the size, the square footage of each of those
ame up to twenty acres, and that the PAB didn’t think
s a problem but they wanted to make sure. He stated
tre should not be any construction on a single Peonia,
PAB would not be sure until they really examine the
Mayor Sapp inquired about the difference of 40
20 acres. City Attorney Poole explained that it
like from Mr. Smith’s comments that he did not include
the right-of-way areas or the Carlos San Plaza area,
b areas, all of which were part of 01d Town.
oner Rogers commented that to get it right was vitally
|t, and that the people that lived there and the people
ited to build there would be happier with the City if
it right the first time. Commissioner Thompson asked
th if the ordinance went back before the PAB if two
s enough time for the PAB to review it, correct it and
recommendation on it. Mr. Smith replied that since
bw what areas to look at they would like to give the
pmmission a proper response and felt they could
sh it quickly. Mayor Sapp expressed concern that some
going to come in and buy a piece of property zoned R-3
in a multi-family dwelling, and that was why he would
see the historical guidelines adopted, but adopted in
ect way.

705 White Street, referred to Section
which provided “there shall be
She pointed out

rtney McCranie,
R-3, in Paragraph (b),
construction in any new subdivision.”
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that 0ld Town was platted in 1811 so it was previously
platted, and that it was exempt from the density issue. She
inquired as to why was the City Commission sending it back to
the PAB for the density question, if the PAB based its vote on
density and 0ld Town was exempt from that. City Attorney Poole
explained that he was not sure that “exempt” was the right
word and stated that even if those provisions of the Land
Development Code were applicable that it didn’t answer the
question of consistency with the Comprehensive Plan. He
stated that what happens in 01d Town has to be reconciled with
the Comprehensive Plan, and if what Mr. Smith says is true
that there is about only 20 acres out there, then there could
be a conflict with the Comprehensive Plan. After a brief
discussion about the Comprehensive Plan and the measurements
used by the Planning Advisory Board, Ms. McCranie requested
that when the City Commission sends it back to the Planning
Advisory Board, they vote and discuss only those
inconsistencies and only those issues that they claim were
incorrect and not start at page one and change their mind and
change their vote on everything in the Guidelines.

Commissioner Page requested to incorporate into the motion, if
the maker of the motion had no objection, to have the Planning
Advisory Board be directed to look at the inconsistencies with
the Comprehensive Plan, in regard to the inconsistencies that
were raised already due to the supposed incorrect data that
was given. Commissioner Rogers explained that he would not
incorporate that into the motion for the simple fact that the
Planning Advisory Board under the State’s eyes was designated
the 1local planning agency and they had very specific
responsibilities as the local planning agency.

A motion to amend was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by
Commissioner Thompson, to move that the Planning Advisory
Board be directed to look at inconsistencies with the Comp
Plan based on the erroneous information that they were given.
Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
was as follows:

Commissioner Thompson: Aye
Commissioner Page: Aye
Vice Mayor Rodeffer: Aye
Commissioner Rogers: Nay
Mayor Sapp: Aye

The motion to amend carried.

Ms. Joan Altman, resident of 0ld Town for 13 years, referred
to the section of the Code that read “parcels of land that do
not conform to the lot area or lot frontage provisions, this
land code and tract of land is under one ownership and had
remained unimproved or undeveloped for a period of two years
from August 9, 1991 it shall be incumbent upon the owner of
that tract to replat that lot to conform to the minimum area
and frontage provision of this land development code.” She
stated that if a property owner had to meet those perimeters,
they would have their yard area, and that’s where evidently
she miscalculated, and inquired 1if the City Attorney could
correct her misjudgment. City Attorney Poole explained that
the City’s consultant was working on the language to go into
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brehensive Plan to address that particular issue, and
that the City was looking at trying to resolve same.
hs a brief discussion regarding the calculations and
rship map. Ms. Altman requested that the City take a
on what 0ld Town is, how big it 1is, and how much
can be allowed there.
ha Henderson, resident in 0ld Town, stated that if the
Advisory Board made any changes that it had to be
ed for a public hearing, and ingquired realistically
j it would be until the first reading. Mayor Sapp
d that it all depended on whether those changes would
that it would be considered a substantially changed
e or not. He further stated that hopefully the PAB
able to do so in a manner that it did not have to be
ised and they could bring it Dback to the City
on.

rrk Cannon read the motion to amend as follows: The
Advisory Board be directed to look at inconsistencies
he Comprehensive Plan based on the incorrect
ion; and the main motion as follows: To refer it back
lanning Advisory Board and that it be back to the City
on at its next regular meeting. Vote upon passage of
on, as amended, was taken by ayes and nays and being
carried.

IATTON OF RECOMMENDATION REGARDING POLICE BUILDING
hformation contained in the Agenda Packet provided a
of possible Police Station sites. A motion was made by
oner Thompson, seconded by Commissioner Page, to
staff to obtain further information on the 1listed
by priority and present it to the Commission. Vice
pdeffer inquired if the City had looked at any other
ntally owned land, and requested that it be added if
not. Commissioner Rogers requested Number 7 on the
eliminated from consideration. Vote upon passage of
ion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,

CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTION #99-80 OPENING COUNTESS OF

EGMONT

RESOLUT]
COUNTESH
NASSAU
motion
Commissi
opening
engineef
Vote upd
being al

FIRST R

AND BILACKBEARD PIACE:
ON TO AUTHORIZE THE

OF EGMONT AND BLACKBEARD PLACE,
COUNTY, FLORIDA” was presented for consideration. A
was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded Dby
oner Thompson, to approve Resolution #99-80 for the
of Countess of Egmont and Blackbeard Place, subject to
ring, design, construction of roadways and drainage.
in passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
1 ayes, carried.

Resolution #$#99-80 entitled, ™“A
OPENING AND DEVELOPMENT OF
FERNANDINA BEACH,

EADING OF ORDINANCE #2000-06 CHANGING TIME OF CITY

COMMISS]
Page,
#2000-0¢
#2000-04
THE CIT]
OF THE

WHICH T}

seconded by Commissioner Thompson,

ON REGULAR MEETING: A motion was made by Commissioner
to approve Ordinance
on first reading. City Attorney Poole read Ordinance
by title only, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF
Y OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING SECTION 2-61
CODE OF ORDINANCES OF SAID CITY; AMENDING THE TIME AT
{EE CITY COMMISSION REGULAR MEETINGS WILL BE CONDUCTED;




193

MINUTES
Regular Meeting
February 1, 2000
Page 10

AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” Vote upon passage of the
motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

The City Commission took a brief recess at this time.

PUBLIC HEARING AND FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE #99-49 AMENDING
THE CITY’'S COMPREHENSIVE PLAN: City Attorney Poole read
Ordinance #99-49 by title only, which was as follows: "“AN
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING
THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH AS
REQUIRED BY CHAPTER 163, FLORIDA STATUTES, FOR THE PURPOSE OF
IMPLEMENTING EVALUATION AND APPRAISAL REPORT (E.A.R.) BASED
AMENDMENTS, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FINDINGS OF THE CITY’'S
E.A.R. ADOPTED DECEMBER 16, 1997; AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE
ELEMENT; AMENDING THE TRAFFIC CIRCULATION ELEMENT; AMENDING
THE HOUSING ELEMENT; AMENDING THE PUBLIC FACILITIES ELEMENT;
AMENDING THE COASTAL MANAGEMENT ELEMENT; AMENDING THE
CONSERVATION ELEMENT; AMENDING THE RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE
ELEMENT; AMENDING THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION ELEMENT;
AMENDING THE CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS ELEMENT; AMENDING THE PORT
FACILITIES ELEMENT AND PORT MASTER PLAN; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO TRANSMIT THE
AMENDMENT PACKAGE TO THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY
AFFAIRS AND OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES FOR REVIEW; PROVIDING
FOR REPEAL OF ORDINANCES IN CONFLICT HEREWITH; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE." A motion was
made by Commissioner Thompson, seconded by Vice Mayor
Rodeffer, to open the public hearing. Vote upon passage of
the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,
carried. Ms. Gerry Clare, 241 Marsh Lakes Drive, stated that
the Housing Authority met with the Nassau County once a year
and ingquired if this was in the existing code or was this in
the amendment of the Ordinance. City Attorney Poole replied
that it was part of the amendment. Mayor Sapp stated the City
Commission would continue the public hearing until the next
City Commission meeting . for additional work from Solin and
Associates. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,
seconded by Commissioner Page, to continue the public hearing
until the next City Commission meeting. Commissioner Rogers
inquired of the City Attorney if the cumulative affect of all
of the changes was substantial. City Attorney Poole replied
that he would have to go back to Florida Statutes, Chapter
163, regarding the adoption process. Mayor Sapp explained
that the City was currently working with Nassau County to
develop an “Island Wide Comprehensive Plan” and questioned how
that would fit into the Comprehensive Plan. Mr. Les Solin
explained that should be part of the Land Development Code and
once the plan was adopted and accepted by the Department of
Community Affairs (DCA) there would be a one year period to
develop necessary amendments to the Land Development Code.
Commissioner Rogers suggested, based on the previous comments,
that the City Manager be directed to coordinate with Nassau
County Coordinator Walt Gossett and not name it a
“Comprehensive Plan”, but possibly name it “Island Wide Land
Development Regulations. Community Development Director Doug
Jones advised of the wvarious agencies which receive the
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendment package, including the
County. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and
nays and being all ayes, carried.
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HEARTING ON BUREAU OF JUSTICE ASSISTANCE TLTOCAL TAW
ENT BLOCK GRANT: Information pertaining to the grant
posal was contained in the Agenda Packet. A motion was
Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,
the public hearing. Vote upon passage of the motion
n by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried. There
b comment from the audience, a motion was made by
oner Thompson, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to
le public hearing. Vote upon passage of the motion was
by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.
oner Rogers referred to the statement about a
ized recording system with Caller I.D. and inquired if
t was studied enough to be able to fund this with the
was additional money necessary from the City. Police
mmond explained that a study was done and this could

be done
Rogers,

proposed

was takdn by ayes and nays and being all ayes,

FIRST

K

within the grant. A motion was made by Commissioner
seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to approve the
expenditure of funds. Vote upon passage of the motion
carried.

EADING OF ORDINANCE #2000-03 APPROVING APPILICATION

#1.U00-01

AMENDING THE FUTURE TAND USE MAP FROM RESIDENTIAL

MEDIUM
SANDCAST

Ordinand
ORDINAN(
BEACH, 1
ALL THAT
AND BET
CONTAINT
PAGES 3§
NASSAU
FERNAND I
CLASSIFI]
CLASSIF]
LAND US
FERNAND]

motion was made by Commissioner Page,
Rodeffexn

Vote upd
being al

FIRST K

DENSITY TO CITY I.OW DENSTITY RESIDENTIAL, FITED BY
LE INNOVATIONS/NICK GILLETTE: City Attorney Poole read
e #2000-03 by title only, which was as follows: “AN
E OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
"LORIDA, CHANGING THE FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION FOR
CERTAIN LOT, PIECE, OR PARCEL OF LAND SITUATED, LYING
NG IN SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 3 NORTH, RANGE 28 EAST,
NG 9.61 ACRES + IN AREA AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5,
0, 381, 213, 214, 395 AND 396 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
COUNTY, SAID LOT LYING AND BEING WITHIN THE CITY OF
NA BEACH, FLORIDA; CHANGING FROM COUNTY FLUM
CATION RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM DENSITY TO CITY FLUM
CATION RESIDENTIAL LOW DENSITY; AMENDING THE FUTURE
E MAP OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF THE CITY OF
NA BEACH; AND, PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A
seconded by Vice Mayor
, to approve Ordinance #2000-03 on first reading.
n passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
1 ayes, carried.

EADING OF ORDINANCE #2000-04 APPROVING APPLICATION

#CZ00-01

AMENDING THE ZONING DISTRICT DESIGNATION FROM COUNTY

RS-2 T

CITY R-1A, FILED BY SANDCASTLE INNOVATIONS/NICK

GILLETTH:

only, ¢
COMMISSI
THE ZON]
TWO (N2
DWELLIN(
CERTAIN
BEING ]
CONTAINI
PAGES 3§
NASSAU
FERNAND]
DATE."”

Vice Ma

[: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #2000-04 by title
fhich was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
ON OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, CHANGING
NG DESIGNATIONS FROM RS2, RESIDENTIAL SINGLE FAMILY
A\SSAU COUNTY DESIGNATION) TO R1-A, SINGLE FAMILY

DISTRICT (CITY ZONING DESIGNATION) FOR ALL THAT
LOT, PIECE, OR PARCEL OF LAND SITUATED, LYING AND
N SECTION 32, TOWNSHIP 3 NORTH, RANGE 28 EAST,
NG 9.61 ACRES + IN AREA AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5,
0, 381, 213, 214, 395 AND 396 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF
COUNTY, SAID LOT LYING AND BEING WITHIN THE CITY OF
NA BEACH, FLORIDA; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE
A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by
yor Rodeffer, to approve on first reading Ordinance

i
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#2000-04. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes
and nays and being all ayes, carried.

CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATION RELATING TO ORDINANCE #2000-05
REGARDING CITY RIGHTS-OF-WAY: Ordinance #2000-05 entitled, “AN
ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING SECTION 122-119 OF THE CODE OF
ORDINANCES OF THE CITY, RELATING TO ‘CLEARING AND GRADING OF
RIGHT-OF-WAY’; PROVIDING FOR FUNDING OF IMPROVEMENTS TO
RIGHTS-OF-WAY IN EXISTING SUBDIVISIONS; PROVIDING FOR PLANS
AND SPECIFICATIONS; PROVIDING FOR SECURITY; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE” was presented
for consideration. A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers,
seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to refer proposed Ordinance
#2000-05 to the Planning Advisory Board, for its review and
recommendations. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATION RELATING TO ORDINANCE #2000-07
REGARDING DEFINITIONS FOR ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE TANDS:
Ordinance #2000-07 entitled, “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, PROVIDING
DEFINITIONS FOR CHAPTER 110, ENVIRONMENTALLY SENSITIVE LANDS,
IN THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY; CREATING SECTION 110-4,
DEFINITIONS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE” was presented for consideration. A motion was
made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Page, to
refer proposed Ordinance #2000-07 to the Planning Advisory

Board, for its review and recommendations. Commissioner
Rogers referred to the definition of dune and questioned the
use of the term artificial mechanism. City Attorney Poole

explained that the definition came directly from the Florida
Administrative Code. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken
by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

CONSTIDERATION OF RESOLUTION #2000-11 RENAMING ELM STREET AS
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. STREET: Resolution #2000-11 entitled,
“A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
BEACH, FLORIDA, RENAMING ELM STREET TO MARTIN LUTHER KING,
JR.” was presented for consideration. Commissioner Thompson
explained that most cities that she had traveled through had a
Martin Luther King Street and she thought it would be
befitting to have the one in the City of Fernandina Beach. A
motion was made by Commissioner Thompson, seconded by Vice
Mayor Rodeffer, to approve Resolution #2000-11 renaming Elm
Street to Martin Luther King, Jr. Street.

Reverend Wardell Avant, 1114 Elm Street, Pastor of Elm Street
Church of God, requested that items such as this should have a
process to inform citizens that live in the area before being

placed on the agenda. He expressed that he was against the
proposed resolution, since Elm Street Church of God had
invested money on improvements and property. He further

explained that the name “Elm Street Church of God” would have
to change names with the renaming of the street and explained
the costs associated with changing names.

Lavinia Williams, 530 Division Street, commended Commissioner
Thompson for bringing this item back [from years past] and
stated that any street the City chooses would affect someone’s
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address |or business. She related that some cities have two
street [pames on the same street sign, and that way the
original]l street name would not be lost.

Stephanile Gusky,
Citly

the
streets

many pedgple.

changed
much ti
prepare

Reverend

during

409 South 6™ Street, expressed her idea that
should consider renaming one of the north/south
and be aware that any change of street name affects
She suggested looking at other cities that have
street names and see how they have done it, and how
ne did they give citizens and business to plan and
for the change.

Herman Bernard Thompson, 1311 Beech Street,
his travels with Commissioner Thompson

explained
that they

discussqd with wvarious cities the criteria for the street,

such as
be in a

the street being in an area where it generally would
black business district or where there were historical

black lgndmarks in town.

Mr.
cities
Luther

neighbonhoods,

Thomas Morris,

1204 First Street, stated that in a lot of
"hat he had been to the streets named after Martin
King Jr. were not all in predominately Dblack
but where everyone could see the street. He

suggestdd forming a group to discuss this issue.

Ms. Paulla Morris, 1204 First Street, commended Commissioner
Thompsorl for placing this item on the agenda and stated she
was in [favor of naming a street in honor of Dr. King. She

expressqd opposition to renaming Elm Street.

She stated that

Martin Huther King was for equality for all and suggested that

whateven

street was named in honor of Martin Luther King be

highly yisible.

Ms.

Susan Laird,

501 South 6™ Street, stated she thought it

was impqgrtant that the street be a east/west street instead of

a north

south street, and that she lived at the intersection

of Elm and 6™ Street and would be honored to live on a street

named afiter Dr.

King.

Commissijoner Thompson stated that 8" Street would be perfect,

but it

vas a State road. She stated that the reasons why she

had brolight the proposal before the Commission and expressed

her opihion that it would be in the best interests of the
citizeng. Commissioner Page stated that she couldn’t see
anyone flisagreeing with naming something after Dr. King and

expressdgd her concern about renaming Elm Street,

part of

since it was
the alphabetical order of tree names along 8" Street.

She stafed the City could figure out the best street or park,

and

on the

considexn

Commissi
compromi
have a

Rodeffen

believe
Commiss]
had the

suggested Division Street
street that was dividing people.

since it seemed to imply a

She suggested putting this
next agenda for more consideration and to possibly
naming a location in honor of Dr. King.

oner Thompson stated that she was willing to
se on any street and explained it was her vision to
street named after Martin Luther King. Vice Mayor

expressed that everyone here has stated that they
something should be done and that was what the City
on needed to build upon. Mayor Sapp stated the City
perfect vehicle with the Community Relations Board and
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suggested that the Community Relations Board have a hearing to
hear from people in the community, and then the Community
Relations Board could bring that recommendation back to the
City Commission. A substitute motion was made by Vice Mayor
Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Page, to refer to the
Community Relations Board and the Community Relations Board
have a public hearing to receive input from the public, and
then make a recommendation to the City Commission based on
that input. Commissioner Rogers suggested adding to the
motion, that within 60 days the Commission will act on the
naming of a street in honor of Dr. Martin Luther King.
Commissioner Rogers suggestion was incorporated into the
motion. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and
nays and being all ayes, carried.

CONSIDERATION TO NOMINATION TO THE FLORIDA MUNICIPAL INSURANCE
TRUST: In response to a request from the Florida League of
Cities for nominations for trustees to serve on the Florida
Municipal Insurance Trust, Commissioner Rogers stated this
would not be an easy one to participate in from the travel
standpoint. It was the consensus of the Commission to check
with the Florida League of Cities to see if they had
sufficient nominees to fill the requirements of the board and
if they did not then the City volunteers to send a
Commissioner. If they don’t need a nominee then the City would
back out of it.

CONSTIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATION REGARDING PARALLEL ILTIVES
PROGRAM: Information on the Parallel Lives Program was
contained in the Agenda Packet. A motion was made by
Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to
approve sponsorship of the “Parallel Lives” program.
Commissioner Rogers ingquired how the City would make the
sponsorship effective and what was the cost. City Manager
Hays replied that there were no costs at this point and that
the City was sponsoring the program coming on March 18, 2000.
He further explained that the City would advertise through
cable and whatever advertising that the City could through the
local media. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER TO BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF
THE POLICE AND FIRE PENSION FUND: According to information
contained in the Agenda Packet, there were no resumes for the
Commission’s consideration. Mayor Sapp encouraged citizens
that were interested in serving on the Board of Trustees of
the Police and Fire Pension Fund to submit their resumes to
the City Clerk’s office at City Hall. He further stated the
Airport Advisory Commission also needed a couple of members.

CONSIDERATION OF APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO PLANNING ADVISORY
BOARD (PAB): Information on individuals interested in serving
on the PAB was contained in the Agenda Packet. A motion was
made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Page, to
appoint Richard Bradford, William Conger, Robert Howat, and
Peter Wilking to fill the terms due to expire in the month of
March on the Planning Advisory Board. Commissioner Rogers
pointed out that Mr. Chuck Drace had submitted a resume, but
his name didn’t appear on the summary. Mayor Sapp stated that
Thomas Martin served on the Planning Advisory Board and he did
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a very pood job, and suggested the City Commission consider
Mr. Marftin based on his excellent record during his past
service. He expressed his personal 1list would be Mr.
Bradford, Mr. Conger, Mr. Howat and Mr. Martin. Commissioner
Thompsor] expressed agreement with the Mayor’s statement. Vote
upon pagsage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and was
as follgws:

Commissioner Thompson: Nay
Commissioner Page: Aye
Vice Mayor Rodeffer: Aye
Commissioner Rogers: Aye
Mayor Sapp: Nay

Motion darried.

Mayor Sapp stated that Richard Bradford, William Conger and
Robert Howat had done an excellent job. City Clerk Cannon
apologigded for not putting in Chuck Drace’s resume and
explaindd it was an error and would rectify it in the future.

CONSIDEHATION OF APPOINTMENT OF MEMBER S TO BOARD OF
ADJUSTMBENT : Information and a resume submitted for
considenation was contained in the Agenda Packet. A motion was
made by |Commissioner Page, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
appoint | Kathy Lang to the Board of Adjustment. Vote upon
passage |of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
ayes, cparried. City Attorney Poole ingquired if Mr. Martin
would b¢ available for the Board of Adjustment. City Clerk
Cannon gtated that he would be contacted to see if he would be
available.

CITY MANAGER REPORTS: The City Manager had no reports at this
time.

CITY ATTORNEY REPORTS: The City Attorney had no reports at
this tine.

COMMISSIONERS'’ COMMENTS :

WA3TEWATER FUNDING: Commissioner Rogers referred to the
Legislative Bulletin from the Florida League of Cities in
regards to wastewater funding and suggested a letter be
sent supporting it, since the City qualifies as a City
under 12,500 and would mean grant money for water reuse.

RENAMING EIM STREET: Commissioner Thompson  thanked
ryone that responded to the possible renaming of Elm
Stfeet to Martin Luther King Street, and stated she felt
d knowing that she was able to shake the bushes and
the constituents out. She further stated that she
proud of the Commission for standing their ground and
gnked the entire Commission.

SE JACKSON: Commissioner Thompson inquired if anyone
w if Jesse Jackson was coming to town, since she had
eived numerous phone calls. Mayor Sapp stated that no
in Jesse Jackson’s organization had contacted him.
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POLICE EXPLORERS GROUP: Commissioner Page stated Officer
Branning was heading up the Police Explorers Group for
youth that are interested in careers in law enforcement,

and explained that it was a great program. She commended
the Police Department for doing this for the youth in our
community.

PARKWAY NORTH: Commissioner Page thanked the City Manager
for following up with Mr. Callahan and the residents of
Parkway North about their concerns.

ADJOURNMENT : There being no further business to come before
the Commission, the meeting was adjourned at p.m.

ATTEST:
et © (f i L
VICKI P. CANNON RON SAPP

City Clerk Mayor-Commissioner
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The City Commission of the City of Fernandina Beach, Florida,
met in Regular Session on Tuesday, March 7, 2000 at 6:00 p.m.

in the City Commission Chambers. Present were Mayor Ron Sapp,
presiding, Vice Mayor James D. Rodeffer, Commissioners Kim
Page, Robert B. Rogers and Patricia Thompson. Also present

were Interim City Manager Andy Barton, City Attorney Wesley R.
Poole and City Clerk Vicki P. Cannon.

Mayor Sapp called the meeting to order and led the Pledge of
Allegiance to the Flag. The Invocation was then given by
Commissioner Thompson.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: The Minutes of the Workshop Meeting of
August 26, 1999; the Special Meeting of August 26, 1999;
Workshop Meeting of August 30, 1999; Workshop Meeting of
October 7, 1999; Regular Meeting of November 2, 1999; and two
Workshop Meetings of November 9, 1999 were presented for
approval. A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded
by Commissioner Thompson, to approve the Minutes as presented
with the scrivener corrections as provided to the City Clerk.
Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
being all ayes, carried.

PRESENTATION OF PROCTAMATION DECLARING MARCH g AS
INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY: City Clerk Cannon zread the
Proclamation in full declaring March 8, 2000 as International
Women’s Day. Mayor Sapp presented Commissioners Kim Page and
Patricia Thompson  with a copy of the Proclamation.
Commissioner Thompson stated it was a pleasure and an honor to
be a recipient of this special honor, and thanked the City of
Fernandina Beach. Commissioner Page agreed with those
sentiments, and presented the photograph of Eleanor Roosevelt
and Mary McCloud Buthune that would be displayed at the Peck
Center. :

PRESENTATION OF CITY MEDAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL ACHIEVEMENT TO
SERGEANT PAUL CARTER: Chip Hammond, Chief of Police, commended
Sergeant Paul Carter and his family for an outstanding job in
support of Operation Pirate Country. Sgt. Carter introduced
his wife Tammy and his daughter Madison. Chief Hammond
commended Sgt. Carter for his efforts in combating the drug
problem and removing drug dealers from the streets. Mayor
Sapp presented Sgt. Carter with a medal from the City of
Fernandina Beach and thanked him on behalf of the citizens of
the City for his excellent work. Sgt. Carter stated it was an
honor to receive the Medal and thanked the Chief and
Lieutenant Jim Coe for their support and trust during the
operation. He further thanked the officers that had helped
him during the course of the investigation.

REQUESTS FROM THE AUDIENCE TO BE HEARD ON ITEMS NOT ON THE
AGENDA: There were no requests from the audience at this time.

INTERGOVERNMENTAT, COORDINATION BUSINESS: There was no
intergovernmental coordination business at this time.

CONSENT AGENDA: The following nine items were on the Consent
Agenda and were approved by one motion with the exception of
the following: Item (b), Approval of Ground Lease Agreement
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and Aviation Inc. for Bulk Hangar #2 at Airport which
ved at the request of Commissioner Rogers; Item (9),
ce of recommendation of award of Bid #2000-03 for
edevelopment Project, Phase I which was removed at the
of Mayor Sapp; and Item (h), Approval of
dation for assignment/use of City vehicles which was
at the request of Commissioner Rogers. Item (d),
of Resolution #2000-20 designating March 10, 2000 as

Leadership Day” was withdrawn from the agenda.
City Manager Barton stated the corrected project cost
h (e) regarding the cleanup of site leased to First
ving & Storage was $30,005.

OF INVOICE FOR LEGAL SERVICES IN THE AMOUNT OF

78.37:

the pack

Invoice
of $78.3
by Comm
Vote upd
being al

APPROVAT]

According to the agenda support documents contained in
et, the following invoice was presented for approval:
from Rogers, Towers, Bailey, Jones & Gay in the amount
7. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded
issioner Page, to approve the invoice for payment.
n passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
1l ayes, carried.

OF GROUND LEASE AGREEMENT WITH ISIAND AVIATION INC.

FOR BUILK

HANGER #2 AT AIRPORT: According to the agenda support

documend
of the
Commissi
of the
explainsg
initial
addition
provided
lessee

bays
lessee does not.

s contained in the packet, staff recommended approval

lease to Island Aviation Inc. In response to
oner Rogers’ question regarding Page 7 of 15 (Page 12
Consent Agenda) Paragraph 10(d), City Attorney Poole
d the intent was to provide a ground lease for the
parcel and it would also provide a ground rate for any
al parcels optioned. He further explained that 10(d)
an opportunity for renegotiations for instances the
the City’s share or other instances where the
Commissioner Rogers further ingquired about

the lesgsee having 180 days to exercise the option of whether

or not
was enou
Higginbd
understs
open, by

He stated that a JPA could be done in 180 days,

getting

ro take on the two parcels and questioned if 180 days

gh time for the City Commission to execute a JPA. Jim
tham, Public Works Director, explained his
nding that the gentleman wanted to hold the option
t he does not want to do it at this particular moment.
as far as

it started. Public Works Director Higginbotham stated

the Airport Advisory Commission was leaning towards the City

building
basis,
issue.
certain

and explained that they were

the hangar and leasing it out on a per square foot
still working on that
Commissioner Rogers commented that he wanted to make
that the Airport Advisory Commission was recommending

to the [ity Commission a design specific building that would

be usable across a broad range of leasing opportunities, and
that tHere was equity and not subsidization of private
enterprise. A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers,
seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to approve the lease as
presentgd, with the Commission recognizing that further
recommenldations are forth coming from the Airport Advisory
Board in regards to options  to be exercised and rental

payments

as specified in Paragraph 10(d). Vote upon passage

of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,

carried)|
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ACCEPTANCE OF RECOMMENDATION FOR AWARD OF BID $#2000-04
REGARDING SOFTBALIL FIELD IRRIGATION MATERIALS: According to
the agenda support documents contained in the packet, staff
recommended to award Bid #2000-04 for the Softball Field
Irrigation Materials to Florida Irrigation Supply, Inc at bid
price $14,213.94. A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,
seconded by Commissioner Page, to approve staff’s
recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION #2000-20 DESIGNATING MARCH 10, 2000 AS
“FIORIDA TIEADERSHIP DAY”: This item was withdrawn from the
agenda.

ACCEPTANCE OF RECOMMENDATION APPROVING BUDGET AMENDMENT FOR
CLEANUP OF SITE TLEASED TO FIRST COAST MOVING & STORAGE:
According to the agenda support documents contained in the
packet, staff recommended to approve the transfer of funds
from the Airport Contingency Fund Account #420-420-542-990,
into Account #420-420-542-340 (environmental work) , and
Account #420-420-540-340 (landfill). Interim City Manager
Barton stated the corrected project cost was $30,005. A motion
was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner
Page, to approve staff’s recommendation. Vote upon passage of
the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,
carried.

ADOPTION OF RESOLUTTION 2000-21 REGARDING 300,000 T.OAN FOR
THE MARINA REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT: According to the agenda
support documents contained in the packet, staff recommended
adoption of Resolution #2000-21 entitled, "A RESOLUTION
AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF A REVENUE NOTE, SERIES 200A, OF
THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, IN THE PRINCIPAL AMOUNT
OF $300,000 TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL FINANCING FOR PHASE I OF THE
CITY MARINA RESTORATION PROJECT AND TO ACQUIRE RIPARIAN WATER
RIGHTS; PLEDGING CERTAIN REVENUES FOR REPAYMENT OF THE NOTE;
PROVIDING A COVENANT TO BUDGET AND APPROPRIATE FROM NON-AD
VALOREM REVENUES SUCH SUMS AS ARE NECESSARY TO PAY THE
INDEBTEDNESS IN THE EVENT THE PLEDGED REVENUES ARE
INSUFFICIENT THEREFORE; AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR, CITY CLERK,
FINANCE DIRECTOR AND CITY ATTORNEY TO EXECUTE THE NOTE AND
OTHER DOCUMENTS IN CONNECTION THEREWITH; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE." A motion was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,
seconded by Commissioner Page, to approve staff’s
recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

ACCEPTANCE OF RECOMMENDATION FOR AWARD OF BID #2000-03 FOR
MARINA REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT, PHASE 1: According to the agenda
support documents contained in the packet, staff recommended
to award the construction contract for Phase I of the Marina
Redevelopment Project to Hal Jones Contractor, Inc, in the
amount of $1,225,000 contingent upon the approval of the terms
sheet and loan from Nations Bank for $300,000. Mayor Sapp
commented that the City had been trying for about 30 years to
do something with the properties at the Marina and related the

history behind this project. He thanked Marina Director
Coleman Langshaw, all the staff, and everyone that had been a
part of the project. A motion was made by Commissioner Page,

seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to approve staff’s
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recommer|[dation. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by

ayes and
APPROVAIL

nays and being all ayes, carried.
OF RECOMMENDATION FOR ASSIGNMENT /USE OF CITY

VEHICLEY:

According to the agenda support documents contained

in the gacket, staff recommended to approve the assignment/use

of City
Rogers

vehicles as
rommented that he wasn’t

presented in the packet. Commissioner
sure 1if all the submitted

names w¢re in fact supported by rationale and requested some

clarifidation.
there we¢re two criteria to be met,

part of
have to
hours.
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Commissi
passage
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Interim City Manager Barton explained that
which was the person be
an emergency response team and/or the individual would
visit field sites before or after normal working
He stated that Tommy Purvis, William Ward and Doug
A motion was
Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Page, to
the recommendation. Commissioner Thompson inquired if
icle should be parked when the person was off-duty.
City Manager Barton replied yes it should. Mayor Sapp
since the City
ed them to use the vehicle to increase the number of
 tizens see the vehicles. City Attorney Poole stated
ot see that provision and inquired if there should be
sted amendment to the policy to recognize the special
for the police wvehicles. Commissioner Thompson
if family members could ride in the cars. Interim
hager Barton replied not when they were on official
but again the police were a special case. Vote upon
of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
rried.

CE OF RECOMMENDATION FOR PURCHASE OF A TRACTOR FOR THE
According to the agenda support documents contained
packet, staff recommended to approve purchase of a
rries Tractor for the Airport. A motion was made by
ror Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Page, to approve
recommendation. Vote upon passage of the motion was
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

EARING AND FINAL READING OF ORDINANCE #99=43 REGARDING
[ITATIONS ON COMMERCIALi STRUCTURES: City Attorney Poole
inance #99-43 by title only, which was as follows: “AN
E OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
"LORIDA, AMENDING THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY,

Al 5 DISTRICITS, DIVISION 5, R-2C RESIDENTIAL-
AL MIXED DISTRICT, SECTION 126-164(C) (2); DIVISION 8,
MUNITY COMMERCIAL DISTRICT, SECTION 126-224; DIVISION
GENERAL COMMERCIAIL DISTRICT, SECTION 126-244; AND
[ 10, C-3 CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT, SECTION 126-264 OF
. OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY; RESTRICTING THE SIZE OF
AL BUILDINGS TO NO MORE THAN 80,000 SQUARE FEET;
(G FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.”
n was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by
oner Page, to open the public hearing. Vote upon
of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
hrried. There being no comment from the floor, a
was made by Commissioner  Rogers, seconded by
oner Page, to close the public hearing. Vote upon
of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
arried. A motion was made by Commissioner Page,
| by Vice Mayor Rodeffer,

to approve Ordinance #99-43
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on final reading. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken
by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

FIRST READING OF REVISED ORDINANCE #99-52 REGARDING
SUBSTANDARD LOTS: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #99-52 by
title only, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, REPEALING SECTION 126-412 OF THE
CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH AND
REPLACING SAME WITH A NEW SECTION 126-412, REGARDING
SUBSTANDARD LOTS; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A
motion was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by
Commissioner Page, to approve Ordinance #99-52 on first
reading. Commissioner Page questioned the Community
Development Director about how difficult it would be to notify
owners of substandard lots by mail of the ordinance and the
final reading and public hearing. Doug Jones, Community
Development Director, stated that it would probably be easier
to do a mass mail out from either property records or from
utility bills. He explained that the property tax rolls
weren’t set up to distinguish substandard lots. Commissioner
Page expressed that she felt the City needed to do more than
what was legally required for notification and suggested that
the Commission do a mass mailing. A substitute motion was
made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
approve Ordinance #99-52 on first reading and recommend that
the City do a mass mailing to all the owners of property in
the City regarding the contents of the motion and when the
public hearing would be held. Commissioner Rogers requested
that when the item comes up for second reading he would 1like
staff comments on the impact of this Ordinance on the
Comprehensive Plan Policies, Goals and Objectives in regards
to affordable housing. He referred to the paragraph beginning
with “However, any development on contiguous substandard lots
or parcels” and inquired if it was redundant to the provisions
of (a) and (b) above. City Attorney Poole replied that it
probably was. Commissioner Rogers requested to amend the
motion to delete the paragraph that begins with “However”
following subparagraph (c)5. The motion to amend died due to
the 1lack of a second. Commissioner Thompson questioned
Community Development Director Jones as to whether there were
a lot of 50’ substandard 1lots in the City that were
unbuildable. Community Development Director Jones explained
that most lots that were 50’ in the City were in a zoning
district where they were not substandard. Commissioner
Thompson inquired as to why the issue was Jjust Dbeing
addressed now if it had been a problem in the past. Community
Development Director Jones stated that it was brought up 6 to
8 months ago and had been around in various forms all last
summer, and the subject revision was what the Planning
Advisory Board (PAB) had come up with in conjunction with the
consultant. Commissioner Thompson commented that if the City
Commission approved the ordinance we would be blocking out the
little man who might only be able to afford a 50’ lot. In
response to Commissioner Thompson’s gquestions, City Attorney
Poole explained the Bert Harris Act. He stated the Ordinance
was an attempt to rectify a problem within the Land
Development Code that represented an inconsistency with the
Comprehensive Plan in that it allowed the construction of
duplexes on 5,000 square foot lots (50’x100’). He stated that
if everyone built duplexes within a subdivision or an area
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would exceed the allowable densities for the R-2

He stated that he did not believe this would lead
aim under the Bert Harris Private Property Act, and
is recognizes the property owner’s right to build a
Family dwelling on the 50’ lot with the requirement
they would be building a duplex that then they would
meet the minimum 60’ requirement. City Attorney Poole
d that rather than an individual mailing another
ight be using a 1/4 page ad or the 1/8 page ad notice
der range of notice. Mayor Sapp expressed his concern
h a mass mail out a lot of people wouldn’t understand
fjould be scared about what the City was doing to their
Community Development Director Jones stated the
rrent record was the January 1, 2000 property records
hing that had changed hands since then wouldn’t get a
Vote upon passage of the substitute motion was taken
and nays as follows:

Commissioner Page:
Vice Mayor Rodeffer:
Commissioner Rogers:
Commissioner Thompson:
Mayor Sapp:

Aye
Aye
Aye
Nay
Aye

arried.

HEARING __AND FINAL READING OF ORDINANCE #99-53

ESTABLIA

HING CONSERVATION AND PARKS AND RECREATION ZONING

DISTRICT

S: Interim City Manager Barton stated that while

reviewir
for the
the fol
related
are eley
function
State pdg
Act (AD
public 1
will s34
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SECTION
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DIVISION

CON
INTENT AND APPLICATION OF DIVISION;

g the Ordinance the City hadn’t made an accommodation
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). He suggested
lowing changes: Section 126-363 (b) (1)1, Docks and
boardwalks, that do not exceed a width of 5 feet, that
rated in order to reduce adverse impacts on hydrologic
s of wetlands, or as otherwise required to satisfy
rmitting standards and the Americans with Disabilities
A); Section 126-363 (b) (2)Al, Add to the sentence
hulti-use trails shall be constructed to a width that
tisfy the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
ents; and Section 126-352 (b) (6), Passive parks and
bces, including, but not limited to community centers,

nature centers, and community theaters, that are
d operated by public or semi-public agencies.

orney Poole read Ordinance #99-53 by title only, which
ollows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH,
AMENDING THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH ZONING CODE BY

CHAPTER 126, ARTICLE III, DISTRICTS, TO CREATE
15, REC PARKS AND RECREATION DISTRICT, AND DIVISION

CONSERVATION DISTRICT; CREATING SECTION 126-351,
CREATING SECTION 126-352;
CREATING SECTION 126-353, PROVIDING
CREATING SECTION 126-354, PROHIBITED USES;
126-355, BUILDING HEIGHT AND SITE AREA
ONS; CREATING SECTION 126~356, MINIMUM YARD
ENTS; CREATING SECTION 126-357, LOT COVERAGE; CREATING
126-358, USE REGULATIONS AND EXCEPTIONS; CREATING
126-359,
; CREATING SECTION 126-361,
; CREATING SECTION 126-362,

G PERMITTED USES;
NAL USES;
SECTION

RESTRICTIONS ON CONVEYANCE OF RECREATIONAL
INTENT AND APPLICATION OF
PROVIDING PERMITTED USES;




251

MINUTES

Regular Meeting
March 7, 2000
Page 7

CREATING SECTION 126-363, PROVIDING CONDITIONAL USES; CREATING
SECTION 126-364, PROHIBITED USES; CREATING SECTION 126-365,
BUILDING HEIGHT AND SITE AREA REGULATIONS; CREATING SECTION
126-366, MINIMUM YARD REQUIREMENTS; CREATING SECTION 126-367,
LOT COVERAGE; CREATING SECTION 126-368, USE REGULATIONS AND
EXCEPTIONS; CREATING SECTION 126-369, RESTRICTIONS ON
CONVEYANCE OF CONSERVATION PROPERTY; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A motion was
made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner Page, to

open the public hearing. Vote upon passage of the motion was
taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried. There
being no comment from the floor, a motion was made by

Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to
close the public hearing. Vote upon passage of the motion was
taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried. A motion
was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Commissioner
Thompson, to approve Ordinance #99-53 on third and final
reading with the ADA amendments as presented by the Interim
City Manager. Commissioner Rogers inquired if there was an
implied grandfathering of the existing miniature golf course.
City Attorney Poole stated that any use that would not be
permitted by this Ordinance, but is in existence as of the
date of adoption of this Ordinance would be grandfathered in
by other provisions of the code. Vote upon passage of the
motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

FIRST READING OF REVISED ORDINANCE #2000-02 REGARDING OLD TOWN
PRESERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES: City Attorney Poole
stated he had some concerned with the Ordinance, but suggested
the City Commission go ahead with the first reading and
recognize that there may be changes between first and second
reading. He read Ordinance #2000-02 by title only, which was
as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH,
FLORIDA, AMENDING SECTION 114-5, CERTIFICATE OF
APPROPRIATENESS, CREATING A NEW SUB-SECTION (e) (7) FOR OLD
TOWN GUIDELINES; AMENDING THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH ZONING
CODE BY AMENDING CHAPTER 126, ARTICLE III, TO CREATE DIVISION
17, OLD TOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT; AMENDING SECTION 126-81,
DISTRICT CLASSIFICATIONS, TO ADD A NEW DISTRICT, “OLD TOWN

HISTORIC DISTRICT”; CREATING SECTION 126-370, INTENT AND
APPLICATION OF DIVISION; CREATING SECTION 126-371, PROVIDING
PERMITTED USES; CREATING SECTION 126-372, PROVIDING

CONDITIONAL USES; CREATING SECTION 126-373, DEFINITIONS;
CREATING SECTION 126-374, BUILDING HEIGHT AND SITE AREA
REGULATIONS; CREATING SECTION 126-375, MINIMUM YARD
REQUIREMENTS; CREATING SECTION 126-376, MAXIMUM DENSITY;
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.”
A motion was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by
Commissioner Thompson, to approve Ordinance #2000-02 on first
reading with the modifications prepared by the Planning
Advisory Board. Commissioner Rogers referred to a memorandum
from the City Attorney, dated February 28, 2000, and referred
to staff’s response to Ms. Gass dated February 29, 2000. He
commented that some of the questions were deferred to the City
Attorney and at least one question to the Public Works

Director. Commissioner Rogers referred to the memorandum in
response to Joan Altman’s questions and stated there seemed to
be a more complete response. He stated the issues that still

needed to be addressed are issues that were raised by the
Environmental Advisory Board, which would be storm water run
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drainage. Commissioner Rogers stated a concerned
requested a determination of the impact of the

ent of 0ld Town vis-a-vis the concurrency standards on
bet . Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes
and being all ayes, carried.

HEARING AND FINAL, READING OF ORDINANCE #2000-03
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G APPLICATION NO. I1.U00-01 AMENDING THE FUTURE LAND USE
M RESTIDENTIAL MEDIAN DENSITY TO CITY TOW DENSITY
IAL FILED BY SANDCASTLE INNOVATIONS /MCCRANTE &
'ES: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #2000-03 by
nly, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY
ON OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, CHANGING
URE LAND USE DESIGNATION FOR ALL THAT CERTAIN LOT,
R PARCEL OF LAND SITUATED, LYING AND BEING IN SECTION
ISHIP 3 NORTH, RANGE 28 EAST, CONTAINING 9.61 ACRES +
AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 380, 381, 213, 214,
396 OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF NASSAU COUNTY, SAID LOT
(D BEING WITHIN THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA;
FROM COUNTY FLUM CLASSIFICATION RESIDENTIAL MEDIUM
TO CITY FLUM CLASSIFICATION RESIDENTIAL LOW DENSITY;
THE FUTURE LAND USE MAP OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OF
' OF FERNANDINA BEACH; AND, PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE
City Attorney Poole stated that there has been a
ion in the case 1law, and that 1in some cases an
it to the Comprehensive Plan was not a quasi-judicial
ng but was a legislative proceeding. He advised the
mmission to consider Ordinance #2000-03 (Land Use
and #2000-04 (Re-zoning) together as one quasi-
hearing. Mayor Sapp agreed.

torney Poole read Ordinance #2000-04 by title only,
s as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF
Y OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, CHANGING THE ZONING
IONS FROM RS2, RESIDENTIAL SINGLE FAMILY - TWO (NASSAU
DESIGNATION) TO R1-A, SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING DISTRICT
NING DESIGNATION) FOR ALL THAT CERTAIN LOT, PIECE, OR
OF LAND SITUATED, LYING AND BEING 1IN SECTION 32,

3 NORTH, RANGE 28 EAST, CONTAINING 9.61 ACRES + IN
RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGES 380, 381, 213, 214, 395
OF THE PUBLIC RECORDS OF NASSAU COUNTY, SAID LOT LYING
NG WITHIN THE CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA; AND
(G FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” City Clerk Cannon read the
dicial hearing procedures in full. There were no ex
pmmunications from the City Commission and there were
es opposed to this action.

hes, Community Development Director, explained these
| ications were for modifying the land use map due to
ect property recently being annexed into the City of
na Beach and it was adjacent to the south border of
pwood subdivision. He further explained the land use
were to reflect a low density designation in the City
rezone to City designation R1-A to be consistent with
1 use change. City Attorney Poole referred to the

packet and explained that Exhibit A was not attached,
ed that Exhibit A was a legal description by metes and
lescribing the 9.61 acres and would be attached to the
He stated

Planning

ve Ordinances if and as they were approved.
y Commission had staff’s report and the
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Advisory Board’s recommendation, which had both made findings
that the proposed amendment to the Comprehensive Plan and the
following rezoning met the criteria, were consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan, met the objectives and policies of the
Comprehensive Plan, and recommended approval. City Attorney
Poole advised the City Commission that it constituted
competent substantial evidence sufficient to approve Ordinance
#2000-03 and Ordinance #2000-04. A motion was made by
Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Thompson, to
approve the adoption of Ordinance #2000-03 and #2000-04. Vote
upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
being all ayes, carried.

PUBLIC HEARING AND FINAL READING OF ORDINANCE #2000-04
APPROVING APPLICATION #CZ00-01 AMENDING THE ZONING DISTRICT
DESIGNATION FROM COUNTY RS-2 TO CITY R-1A, FITLED BY SANDCASTLE
INNOVATIONS /MCCRANIE & ASSOCIATES: This item was heard in

conjunction with the previous item.

PUBLIC HEARING AND FINAL READING OF ORDINANCE #2000-06
CHANGING TIME OF CITY COMMISSION REGULAR MEETING: Mayor Sapp
commented that this item came about with the change of hearing
requests from the audience at the beginning of the City
Commission Regular Meetings, and explained that he didn’t
intend to begin the City Commission meetings at 5:30. A
motion was made by Commissioner Thompson, seconded by
Commissioner Rogers, to deny adoption of Ordinance #2000-06,
with the exception of the third Tuesday in May of each year
per Section 18 of the Charter, it shall be at 7:00 p.m. Vote
upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
being all ayes, carried.

FIRST READING OF ORDINANCE #2000-08 CREATING A SHORT-TERM
RENTAL OVERIAY: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #2000-08 by
title only, which was as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
BEACH ZONING CODE BY AMENDING CHAPTER 126, ARTICLE I, SECTION
126-1, DEFINITIONS, TO ADD A DEFINITION OF "“RESORT RENTAL
HOUSING” ; AMENDING ARTICLE III, TO CREATE DIVISION 18, SECTION
126-343, RESORT RENTAL HOUSING OVERLAY DISTRICTS; CREATING
SECTION 126-344, ENTITLING CERTAIN PROPERTIES WITHIN THE
RESORT RENTAL HOUSING OVERLAY DISTRICT TO OBTAIN NON-
CONFORMING STATUS; CREATING ARTICLE V, SECTION 26-101, IN
CHAPTER 26 OF THE CODE, REQUIRING RESORT RENTAL HOUSING
PERMITS FOR THE USE OF PROPERTY FOR RESORT RENTAL HOUSING;
ESTABLISHING THE CRITERIA FOR ISSUANCE OF A RESORT RENTAL
HOUSING PERMIT; PROVIDING FOR FEES; PROVIDING FOR ENFORCEMENT;
PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.”
Commissioner Rogers commented that based on staff’s
recommendation the Ordinance in its entirety was not ready for
the City Commission’s consideration, and that he didn't
believe a first reading was appropriate. Mayor Sapp inquired
if it could be made ready for the second reading. Community
Development Director Jones explained that when the Planning
Advisory Board (PAB) discussed it they could only consider the
part that dealt with Section 126, because that was the only
part that came under their purview. He stated the PAB
recommended the City Manager go over the other section of the
code with the appropriate parties. Mayor Sapp questioned the
City Attorney if it was his understanding that the Ordinance
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dy for the City Commission to consider on first

City Attorney Poole stated that it was in a form
and

it was @ valid point that the Police Chief had suggestions he

wanted
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deny approval
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that

stated
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stated
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bddressed that had not been included.

Harky Halley,

A motion was
seconded by Commissioner Rogers, to
of Ordinance #2000-08 on first reading.
oner Page explained her reason for rejecting the
e was due to the fact she wanted to change a lot of
n the Ordinance.

Commissioner Page,

President of the Amelia Island/Fernandina

lee Chamber of Commerce, stated the Chamber had
a Resolution (which he presented to the City
on) concerning short-term rentals and read said

He stated the Chamber was requesting the

changes to existing =zoning to allow
rm rentals in areas where they currently existed to
proper level of accountability by all responsible
to short-term rentals, and to enforce all applicable
Mr. Halley
#2000-08 didn’'t
they  recommend

on in full.

current form Ordinance
the issues, therefore

in 1its
address
n.

Smith, a member of Planning Advisory Board (PAB),
that one of the members requested removal of the

of fact and to include it as an attachment to the
e. He further stated that he believed that it should

be in the whereas portion of the Ordinance and explained there

was a
Mr. Smit
Mr.

been a
been a
rental {
a vacati

it would be detrimental to most of the businesses,

findings
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rentals
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Aubyrey Williams,

unanimous vote to have it removed from where it was.

h discussed the contents of the ordinance.

1848 Highland Drive, explained he had
resident since 1942 and stated that there had always
large number of rental properties. He stated the
roperties provided housing and allowed people to have
on home. He stated he objected to the Ordinance since
and the
of fact were not a fact. He explained the fact that
louses were not generally compatible, but he stated
had not found that to be a problem and had weekly
right next to a permanent residence. He disputed the
at rentals make a great demand on recreational
es by stating he thought that was what they were
o accomplish. He stated the requirements were trying
p owners out of their rental property business, and
d that the City was getting into spot =zoning. He
objected to the Ordinance since it would cost the
s a lot of money to put all the regulations in for no
bther than to harass the people who had short-term

ne Adams, representing the Amelia Island Tourism
ent Council (TDC), zread a letter regarding their
meeting of February 16, 2000 unanimously opposing the

of Ordinance #2000-08 in its present form. He

d the TDC felt the emphasis should be placed on code
ent and that the changes would have a detrimental

bn  the business community resulting in lost tourism
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generated revenues. He further explained the TDC requested
that the City Commission: continue short-term rentals as they
exist by precedent and practice, ensure proper level of
accountability by all responsible parties to short-term
rentals, and enforce all applicable codes relating to short-
term rental property.

Mr. Jim Facciolo, 2841 Sylvan Lane, stated the proposed
Ordinance was bad policy, since it unnecessarily placed the
Commission in a position of conflict with citizens. He stated
that it was bad law, because it went beyond what was necessary
to accomplish the justifiable interest of the Commission in
seeking good health and welfare for its citizens. He
suggested that it be accomplished much more narrowly with less
infringement on the Constitutional property rights of the
affected citizens. He stated the Ordinance was a slow
strangulation of the particular usage of the property and was
denying the historic use, which he thought wasn’t legally
justifiable.

Mr. Neil Murphy, representing a number of homeowners along the
beach, stated he agreed with the previous speaker and
commented that AlA was a State highway, which he wouldn’t
characterize that as a neighborhood atmosphere. He referenced
and read portions of the Bert Harris Act regarding inordinate
burden of property. He stated the Ordinance would prohibit
owners from renting ever again if they currently were not
renting or hadn’t rented in the last six months. After more
discussion, Mayor Sapp questioned Mr. Murphy if his position
was that anyone in the City of Fernandina Beach in any zone
should be allowed to rent or engage in commercial activity of
renting their home out at anytime. Mr. Murphy replied his
position was that if the City let people rent for 50 years and
had done nothing about it and the City had prospered from it,
then the property owner should be able to rent. He stated his
position was that the rental was allowed in that area in R-1
along the beach. Mayor Sapp further inquired about his
position saying that the City of Fernandina Beach allowed
them, encouraged them, issued licenses, and there was some
recognition on the part of the City that rentals could go on
as commercial uses in those residential zones. Mr. Murphy
replied absolutely that was his position.

Mr. Mike Lamb, 2468 South Fletcher Ave, representing the
board of directors of the Chamber of Commerce, as a local
businessman, and as a resident on the beach, explained at
first he thought this issue was something that needed to be
looked at, and when he first saw the proposed Ordinance he was
amazed. He stated the end result of this was the City getting
rid of tourism and as a businessman he had problems with that,
because his business did depend somewhat on the businesses
that rely on tourism. He stated that the City did need to do
some things to tighten it up, but the proposed Ordinance was
not going to serve the City or the residents any good.

Mr. Clyde Davis, 2040 Highland Drive, stated he represented
the local association of realtors, and commented about the
term realtor in the Ordinance as a national designation of the
National Association of Realtors. He explained that it was
not the same thing as a real estate professional, and he
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ded the City not use the professionally trademarked
ion in the Ordinance. He commented that there were
pblems on the beach, but you don’t kill the entire
ental industry trying to solve the problem. He stated
bm with the Ordinance was that resort rentals were

be placed only in portions of the beach area without
hing any basis while differentiating between the two.
ented that the findings of fact were flawed and he
elieve the City could find the data to support it, and
d to give a couple of examples. He suggested the City

the short-term rentals to address the problems of
nhd trash, not the economics of owning property on
sland.

Lynch, 276 Otter Run Drive, spoke as a resident and as
yee of ERA Fernandina Beach Realty, and stated that
mmons had built his business over the past 25 years
majority of it was resort rentals. She stated that
d before the Commission as someone who might not have
ind explained that they worked closely with City staff
ly with regulations. She explained that during the
estival there had to be places to put all the people,
- they hire off duty Police staff to protect their
es. She stated that it not only affected the rental
but also affected all real estate agents. She
d that the City consider enforcement to the owners and
er rental agencies that weren’t working to control
operties.

rles Shelton, Chairman of the Economic
hanked the City Commission for hearing the people
that it gave them a flavor of what was coming. He
that from an economic development standpoint they
t it and it was clear to them that an economic impact
hadn’t been done 1in relation to the proposed
= He stated that without some dimension of
ent to base sound decisions upon, the City might be
g property owners and the 1lives of a group of
ents beyond the extent that could be perceived. He
some  aspects of the Ordinance were well prepared and
jere sufficient provisions for administration and
ent, however the Ordinance was too far reaching given
ence of data to determine the impact. He commented
pperty owners had a clear perception that short-term
apability was traditionally known as wvalue, and if the
k away that value then they would have a loss of value
question would becomes how to compensate for that
[e stated the Economic Development Board suggested the
g proposals: remove all references of zone
cation and allow property owners involved in short-
\tals to register as short-term rentals, which would
City a complete database to do an economic impact

; and to allow the term of rental to continue as had
ally been practiced. He stated the 90 day window was
row and that the City should go far beyond the
nal method of notification. He commented that they
llow the administration and the enforcement to have an
ity to work before such a sweeping change was made
1ld exclude an entire segment of zoning classification

Development

and

b
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and put into effect a minimum turn of rental that would be
detrimental to a very viable market.

Chief Hammond, Chief of Police, stated that he was
disappointed that this had stalled out and commented that the
regulatory portion of the Ordinance was very important to him
in addressing the problems the City had on the beach. He
referenced Florida Law Chapter 509 that relied on the owner or
property manager to regulate and give them the right of
eviction. He stated that he had worked with ERA and Amelia
Island Lodging Systems to come up with a regulatory agreement,
and requested the City Commission consider splitting the
Ordinance and 1letting him resubmit the regulatory portion
after consulting with the City Attorney, City Manager and City
staff.

Mr. David Caples stated that he owned a private home that he
uses exclusively for rental, and explained the City faces a
positive problem with the success of tourism. He explained
that tourism in Florida produces about 15% of all the taxable
revenue, and the community of Fernandina Beach and Nassau

County produces 36% of the sales tax revenue. He stated to
send the message out that tourism wasn’t important affected
the housekeepers, the cooks, the reservation agents, etc. He

commented the problem originated from complaints about unruly
guests, which was an enforcement problem and encouraged the
City Commission that the answer lies within the paperwork from
people that had worked on the process, and stated that there
were i1deas about enforcement that would work. He suggested
tabling the idea of zoning changes for 24 months, and instead
work on the enforcement issues. He concluded by stating that
over 3600 citizens in Nassau County and thousands more work in
tourism, and the City didn’t want to send the wrong message.

Mr. Greg Roland, 302 South 7" Street, life long resident and a
member of the Planning Advisory Board (PAB), stated the
statement that the PAB wanted rentals stopped was false. He
explained that weekly rentals on the beach ranged from $3,000
a week to $800 a week, and suggested creating the resort
rental district in a specific target area. He commented that
the City already restricted what could and couldn’t be done on
personal property. He explained that there was a lot of
information that needed to be sorted out to find out what was
correct and what was not. He stated that the City didn’t want
to turn this town into a strictly commercial money grabbing
atmosphere, but to keep the City a community of homeowners.

Commissioner Page stated that there were things in the
Ordinance that went too far, but there were many more things
that didn’t go far enough. She stated that she wouldn’t vote
in favor of any Ordinance that allowed a resort rental
district to go all the way back to the basin of Egans Creek.
Commissioner Page stated she was familiar with the Harris Act
and she didn’t want the City to be faced with any lawsuits
from that. She suggested making North Fletcher, South
Fletcher, and Ocean Avenue within the City limit boundaries
the City’s short-term rental district, regardless of whether
the houses were R-1, R-1A, R-2 or R-3. Commissioner Page
explained that by creating that district the City was making a
statement that the rest of the City was a residential area and
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rea for commercial activities. She stated there were
t issues to consider as follows: where were the short-
itals going, how to regulate and control the behaviors
hort-term renters and regulate the rentals themselves,
would pay for it. She stated that the City needed to
lot more teeth in the regulatory portion of the
e and those that chose to rent their properties should
ng to pay the costs for garbage pickup, registration
d the regulation fees.

or Rodeffer questioned the City Attorney about what in
inance prevented the City from having more and more
in R-1, R-1A and R-1AA. City Attorney Poole stated
. district was described as R-2, R-2C and R-3, and
d that they would not be permitted in R-1 except those
11d be grandfathered in. Vice Mayor Rodeffer inquired
nat would happen to those properties in R-1 under the
€ City Attorney Poole replied that they would
to be short-term rentals as long as they registered
t with the City. He stated that would continue until
t discontinued for a period of 6 months or more. Vice
deffer inquired if the resort rental housing district
ep short-term rentals from anywhere else in the City.
forney Poole explained that was the idea. Vice Mayor

referred to Section 2, Purposes, Intent and
es and inquired about the boundaries. City Attorney
rated the resort rental would be an overlay and the
es would keep their existing district designations.
yor Rodeffer referred to the Section 126-344, non-
ng uses, about the grandfather proviso and inquired if
'red to R-1 and R-1A along the beach or throughout the
ity Attorney Poole explained that the clause providing
\dfather proviso wasn’t in the Ordinance for the City
on’s consideration. Vice Mayor Rodeffer referred to
tion dealing with enforcement and inquired 1if that
was ready. City Attorney Poole stated that the Chief
ike to see that portion modified and explained his
ons had not been incorporated vyet. A substitute
was made by Vice Mayor QRodeffer, seconded Dby
oner Page, to direct staff to prepare Article V of the
e for consideration at the next City Commission

oner Rogers commented that staff’s recommendation
indicated they wanted the ad hoc committee involved
bnd the Planning Advisory Board (PAB) recommendation
nforced by the staff recommendation. He stated that
ammond’s appearance before the Commission was the
indication that at this point in time that the second
of the Ordinance represented incomplete staff work.
oner Rogers related that the Charter provided an
e could address a single subject, and commented that
een said that there were two subjects contained within
inance. He suggested bringing the ad hoc committee
o existence to help solve the problem that the Chief
He urged the Commission to focus on the impending
ty first and referred to the letter from Foy Maloy.
bnted about the nuisance aspect and requested to put
the people best qualified to minimize the lawyer’s
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Commissioner Thompson commented that the City Commission
needed to admit that any decision that they made was not going
to make everyone happy. She stated that if she could have
things her way, things would remain just like they were, but
with enforcement being enforced. She stated that the nuisance
was a problem and stated that short-term rentals had enhanced
the economics of the City. She explained the Commission
needed to listen to the good advice from concerned citizens
and stated the decision the City made would affect the entire
City.

Commissioner Rogers inquired 1f the City Manager had
determined that there were better qualified people within the
community to advise them, if he would be precluded from doing
that by the motion. Mayor Sapp replied that he didn’t
interpret it that way. Vote upon passage of the substitute
motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

A motion was made by Commissioner Page to direct City staff to
return to the City Commission at the next meeting an Ordinance
dealing with Section 126, which would define the resort rental
housing district as all R-1, R-1A, R-2, R-3 districts located
on North Fletcher, South Fletcher, and Ocean Avenue within the
City limits that also included all the findings of fact that
the City Attorney originally had in the Ordinance and that
also determined what criteria either the City Manager or City
Commission would use in determining a non-conforming use and
whether there had been a lapse in that use. The motion died
due to the lack of a second.

Mayor Sapp commented that he had heard from citizens that had
bought property at the beach and lived there year round, and
those people should probably be the Commission’s first
obligation. He stated that there had been an explosion of
rentals and stated that we would not allow a resident to be
disturbed in any other area of the City. He suggested that the
Commission look 5 to 15 years down the road and think about
the impact. He stated that he would not support any Ordinance
that would allow commercial use to infringe and invade.

There was further discussion on the topic. Vice Mayor
Rodeffer explained the City Commission’s intent was to strike
a balance 1in that it was not stopping tourism, but was
stopping the encroachment of resort rentals, yet preserving a
common and historical practice at the beach.

The City Commission took a brief recess at this time.

CONSIDERATION OF OPTIONS REGARDING THE CENTRE STREET/DOWNTOWN
REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT: Controller Cindy Dickerson presented
the recommendations and options as provided in the agenda

packet. She stated that the Cable Franchise contract was up
in 2003, and suggested using the Water Franchise Fees over a
17 year time frame. She stated the recommendations were to

approve the Ordinance to amend the budget and then to
authorize her to prepare a bid proposal for the additional
$1,000,000 and pledge Water Franchise Fees for the repayment
of that loan. Commissioner Page referred to the amortization
schedule and inquired if the Controller had considered any
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balloon. Controller Dickerson explained that she had
t some things with the City Manager and possibly doing
er term, but her concern was that the City had a lot
s that would have to be worked into next year’s budget
sn‘t 1in the current vyear’s budget. Interim City
Barton stated the City did have enough to service the
lng the Water Franchise Fees if it went the full 17
ut the trade-off was that we would end up paying more
est over the life of the loan. A motion was made by
oner Page, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to approve
troller’s recommendation, but also include that she

ate any options of a shorter repayment plan such as a
payment and if she finds a feasible option to return
the City Commission.
n by ayes and nays and being all ayes,

Vote upon passage of the motion
carried.

ADING OF ORDINANCE #2000-14 AMENDING FISCAL YEAR 1999-

2000 ANN
14 by t
CITY OF
BUDGET 1
FUND; il
PROVIDIN
Commissi
approve

[UAL, BUDGET: City Attorney Poole read Ordinance #2000-
jtle only, which was as follows: "“AN ORDINANCE OF THE
FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, AMENDING ORDINANCE #99-42,
FOR THE 1999-2000 FISCAL YEAR; INCREASING THE GENERAL
NCREASING THE CDBG ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT FUND; AND
G FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.” A motion was made by
oner Rogers, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to
the adoption of Ordinance #2000-14. Vote upon passage

of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,

carried.
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IND FIRE PENSION PIAN: Information

who had expressed an interest in

tained in the agenda packet. A motion was made by

oner Rogers, seconded by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, to
Mr. Eugene Bell. Vote upon passage of the motion was
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

LADING OF ORDINANCE #2000-13 APPROVING APPL.ICATION FOR

HISTORI(
City At
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AL LANDMARK DESIGNATION FILED BY MACEDONIA AME CHURCH:
rorney Poole read Ordinance #2000-13 by title only,
s as follows: “AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF
¥ OF FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, APPROVING APPLICATION

GRANTING HISTORIC LANDMARK DESIGNATION FOR THE
A A.M.E. CHURCH, AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.”
n was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Vice
rodeffer, to approve Ordinance #2000-13 on first
Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by ayes and
being all ayes, carried.

IATTON OF REQUEST TO FUND PICNIC SHELTERS AT EILM STREET
A motion was made by Commissioner Thompson, seconded
Mayor Rodeffer, to have possible funding for picnic
at the Elm Street Recreation Center. City Attorney
fated that it would be prudent to identify the source
funds and how much. Mayor Sapp questioned Parks and
on Director Tommy Purvis about the cost of the
, which might be similar to the ones at the Main Beach
hrks and Recreation Director Purvis stated that the
t of the Little League had requested two shelters and
d the cost at $20,000, which might be high. Mayor
juested some cost estimates be prepared and brought
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back to the City Commission. Commissioner Rogers stated that
he had spoken with the gentlemen about needs in the area as
well as these picnic tables, and suggested that the guidance
the City Commission gives to staff have both design and cost
components. Mayor Sapp inquired about the concession stand.
Parks and Recreation Director Purvis explained that there was
a shared responsibility for the concession stand and stated

the City sprayed it and had insurance on it. Mayor Sapp
commented that the restrooms had no partition to provide any
privacy. Parks and Recreation Director Purvis explained that

the lack of partition was ©zrequired by Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) because there wasn’t enough room for a
wheelchair. Interim City Manager Barton stated that staff
would look into the issue and get back with the Commission.
Commissioner Thompson commented that Elm Street had been made

a lot of promises and questioned if Mr. Purvis had
contemplated allocating funds from the upcoming budget to fix
items that needed repair. Interim City Manager Barton

encouraged everyone from the group to meet with him and to
come up with a list of things that needed to be done.

Mayor Sapp stated the City needed to look at the Elm Street
Recreation Center as a park area, and that it needed to
improve all of those facilities. He requested to find a way
to make Elm Street a complete recreational facility that would
encourage more people to use that area. Commissioner Rogers
stated that it was inconceivable to him that a facility built
within the last vyear in the City was built outside of ADA
considerations that would afford the niceties of privacy.

Mr. Nikita Raysor, 1015 Beech Street, stated the work that had
already been done at Elm Street was really appreciated. He
explained that there were still concerns about problems with
the lighting, the possibility that the concession stand was
not up to ADA standards, and the need for more attention to
the maintenance. He inguired as to what could be done now and
in the future to take care of this matter. Mayor Sapp stated
the Commission was committed to making the Elm Street
Recreation Center the best center they could make it.

Paul Gilyard, 605 South 9™ Street, addressed the issue about
having sponsorship signs that were in the area taken to
enclose a City building. He expressed concern about who was
responsible for that, and commented that they had come before
the Commission with their problems and stated that not all of
those things had been done. He requested that they work
together to get things done. Parks and Recreation Director
Purvis explained that there was a hole torn into the storage
area and they used two of the signs to cover the hole, and
explained that there were 20 signs at the garage waiting to be
called for.

Commissioner Rogers referred to a memorandum he had created
based on the meeting with Mr. Raysor and Mr. Gilyard, which he
presented to the Interim City Manager.

It was the consensus of the Commission to approve the main
motion.
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IATION OF RESOLUTION #2000-12 AMENDING NAME AND DUTIES
BEACH PLANNING COMMITTEE: Resolution #2000-12 entitled
UTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
'LORIDA, AMENDING RESOLUTIONS 98-1 AND 98-22; CHANGING
m OF THE MAIN BEACH PLANNING COMMITTEE AND EXPANDING
ES; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE" was presented for
ation. A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers,
by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, for approval of Resolution
Vice Mayor Rodeffer inquired if the Committee would
bk at the walkovers. Parks and Recreation Director
stated the Beach Committee would have input. After a
scussion about ADA requirements and specifications for
walkover, vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
nays and being all ayes, carried.

y Commission deviated from the agenda and heard Item
re Item (d).

IATTON OF APPOINTMENT TO BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT :

Informat
interest
packet.
Vice May
Board of
by ayes

CONSIDEH

ion providing resumes of citizens who had expressed an

in serving on the Board was contained in the agenda
A motion was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by
ror Rodeffer, to appoint James “Butch” Williams to the

Adjustment. Vote upon passage of the motion was taken
and nays and being all ayes,

carried.

IATION OF AUDIT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT :
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motion was made by Commissioner Page,

Rodeffer
to the

regardirn
Commissi
it  woul
recommer

bpp stated that he had brought the item up due to

that people in the community were going into the
y Development Department seeking information,
ions or permits, and from time to time might get
tent information. He stated that he wanted to find a
make sure that any time an applicant went to the
nt they would get consistent information. He
d another concern that there were Ordinances, Codes,
ons, Rules that City staff was simply not enforcing.
nted that Les Solin’s firm had indicated a willingness
y for the task, and stated that he just wanted to
the service to the citizens of Fernandina and the
ts to make sure everyone was treated equitably.
oner Page inquired 1f the Human Resources Manager
‘ersee the audit and if the City would have to get bids
fferent agencies that wanted to conduct the audit.
bpp suggested that the City go out for requests for
s, by outlining the scope, see who'’s out there, get
s back, that individual would work with City staff
le to the City Manager, and then the City Manager and
lividual would report back to the City Commission. A
seconded by Vice Mayor
, to direct the City Manager to bring something back
City Commission at the next meeting, if possible,
g an audit of the Community Development Department.
oner Rogers suggested utilizing the bid process and if
d cost money that wasn’t 1in the budget that a
dation be made concerning funding. Vote upon passage

of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,

carried.

CONSIDEK

IATTON OF RECOMMENDATION REGARDING EGANS CREEK

GREENWAY :

Susan Laird, Project Manager Egans Creek Greenway,
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reviewed the summary as presented in the agenda support

packet. She stated that the Greenway Team met with design
consultants from Orlando yesterday about an overall master
park plan for the City. A motion was made by Commissioner
Rogers, seconded by Commissioner Page, to approve

Recommendation #1 in staff’s report. Vote upon passage of the
motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

Commissioner Rogers stated that he had discussed the second
recommendation with the City Manager, and expressed concern
about attacks on the General Fund-Contingency Fund. He stated
the County Commission was going to give the City approximately
$39,000 from the Marine Park expenditures, and stated that
there should be a budget amendment and inquired where that

money would go. Controller Dickerson stated that the City
budgeted for the loan payment and the loan payment would be
part of the repayment too that would be paid back. She

explained that it was paid from the Capital Improvement Fund
and suggested that it would be put back in that fund.
Controller Dickerson explained that the City doesn’t do a
budget amendment every time additional revenue was received

that wasn’t budgeted. Commissioner Rogers inquired if the
project would be a reasonable expenditure from the Capital
Improvement. . Fund. Controller Dickerson replied that it

wouldn’t because it was operating expenses to do the Greenway
Project, and she felt it should be funded through the General
Fund. A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by
Commissioner Thompson, to approve Recommendation #2 ($25,000
to be appropriated from the General Fund-Contingency Fund as
an initial Greenway budget, for purposes of an archeological
survey, retaining a consultant to identify strategies for
carrying out the Management Plan, for signs marking the Egans
Creek Greenway, and expenses associated with making
information about the Greenway public). Vote upon passage of
the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,
carried.

A motion was made by Commissioner Rogers, seconded by Vice
Mayor Rodeffer, to approve Recommendation #3 (that the
Greenway Team proceed with plans to open the Greenway, Phases
I and II to the public for passive recreational uses, as soon
as possible). Vote upon passage of the motion was taken by
ayes and nays and being all ayes, carried.

A motion was made by Commissioner Page, seconded by Vice Mayor
Rodeffer, to approve Recommendation #4 (the attached updated
list of properties for priority purchase). Vote upon passage
of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all ayes,
carried.

Project Manager Laird changed Recommendation #5 to: “Approve
the Project Manager and the City Manager to accept Option
Agreements, which may include non-refundable binders of up to

$5,000. Agreements with owners requesting larger binders will
be brought before the City Commission for approval. Binders
will be paid out of the Land Acquisition Account.” A motion

was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded by Commissioner
Page, to approve Recommendation #5, as revised. Vote wupon
passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and being all
ayes, carried.
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VAGER REPORTS: Interim City Manager Barton asked for

to advise of concerns and problems regarding Elm
r any other topic so the City would be better able to
the issues.

TORNEY REPORTS:
received from Jacobs

City Attorney Poole referred to a
& Associates regarding Crane
He stated the City needed
nd to the letter since Mr. Jacobs suggested that they
lng to go back to the claim that there was a 15’ road
by had ownership of. City Attorney Poole requested to
rh the City Manager and Airport Manager/Public Works

and formulate a response, but there would not be
City Commission meeting before Mr. Jacobs stated date
h 15, 2000 that might impact Airport operations. A
was made by Vice Mayor Rodeffer, seconded Dby
oner Page, to accept the City Attorney’s
ldation. Commissioner Rogers stated the City
on had the obligation to assess it from the standpoint
| fees that might be incurred by the position taken,
bngly urged the Commission to have a Special Meeting.
n passage of the motion was taken by ayes and nays and
ollows:

Commissioner Page:
Vice Mayor Rodeffer:
Commissioner Rogers:
Commissioner Thompson:
Mayor Sapp:

Aye
Aye
Nay
Aye
Aye

arried.

ONERS’ COMMENTS:

UMS: Commissioner Rogers thanked the City Attorney for
ries of memorandums provided to City Commission
g items in the agenda packet.

oner Rogers commented about the synergism between
hood programs hoping to avoid the necessity in the
rm for arrests. He stated the demolition list was
synergism that had gone on too long.

(DS :
rted by the City Manager, reread all the Minutes since
rrent Commission had been seated. He commented about
loose ends that were outstanding, and gave the example
)g the Marina Advisory Committee a permanent committee

of the motion was that the Commission would address
iage to go into the Code. Commissioner Rogers stated
ites become a tickler system and they needed to be
because a lot of things were hanging out. Mayor Sapp
vith Commissioner Rogers, and stated for the past two
e City had been running from the top down. He stated
|ld come from the City Manager and City staff to the
on. Commissioner Rogers recommended that  the
on take a deep breath and stop generating work and let
f, the City Attorney and everybody catch up.

Commissioner Rogers requested that the City staff,
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FPU FRANCHISE: Commissioner Rogers referred to a series of
memorandums between the City Attorney, Mr. Higginbotham and
Patty Mack, and stated he thought when the City extended the
franchise with FPU that the billing problems went away. He
stated when they assumed the collection responsibility for the
City on garbage and sewer and the hammer was that they turned
the water off. Commissioner Rogers inquired if there was a
legal issue because the owner of the property was responsible
for paying one set of bills and the renter was responsible for
paying the other, and questioned how to solve the issue. City
Attorney Poole commented that there had always been a problem
where you have renters on a piece of property, in that the
statute as far as allowing the City to place a lien on the
property for non-payment was unenforceable when the account
was opened by the tenant. He stated that the owner was not
liable for the tenant’s charge. Controller Dickerson stated
that the City had addressed that memorandum and had sent a
letter to the owner letting them know if they didn’t pay the
City within 30 days the City would put a 1lien on their
property. Commissioner Rogers suggested taking another look at
the agreement to try to fill the gap.

YOUTH BANQUET: Commissioner Thompson thanked Commissioner Page
for speaking at the Youth Banquet, and thanked the Mayor for
attending. She further thanked the two youths that follow
her, and explained that she was their advisor.

MISQUOTED IN THE PAPER: Commissioner Thompson commented that
she was misquoted in the paper as making reference to saying
she was glad the drug bust happened, which was so incorrect of
what she said. She explained that she had requested that
statement be retracted, and wanted the public to know that she
would not make a statement to rejoice 1in someone else’s
downfall.

NAACP FREEDOM FUND BANQUET: Commissioner Thompson announced
that Friday night the NAACP Adult Banquet was having their
Freedom Fund Bangquet at Amelia Island Plantation, and the
donation was $35. She explained she had tickets available for
interested parties.

INTERIM CITY MANAGER: Commissioner Page welcomed Andy Barton
as the City’s Interim City Manager, and stated that it had
been a pleasure working with him. She thanked him for his
response on a couple of things she had requested.

NAACP YOUTH COUNCIL: Commissioner Page thanked the NAACP Youth
Council for inviting her to attend their banquet.

INTERIM CITY MANAGER: Vice Mayor Rodeffer welcomed Andy Barton
and stated that Andy had put out a very nice letter to the
City employees.

AIRPORT NOISE: Mayor Sapp stated he had a call over the
weekend about a airplane buzzing over Parkway North, and he
requested that the issue be looked into. Interim City Manager
Barton explained that he Dbelieved the noise was being
generated by Patty Wagstaff, the world champion aerobatics.
He stated that he had spoken with the Airport Manager and
explained that there was nothing on the books about enforcing
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gating the noise. Interim City Manager Barton stated
1v recourse was through the Federal Aviation
ration (FAA) and there had been a call to them for the
ayor Sapp inquired if the City Manager could talk with
lividual about not doing the stunt flying over
ial areas.

Mayor Sapp related a call about the ash product that
hauls over 3™ Street uncovered and explained that
that product was being left on the highway. Interim
nger Barton advised he had spoken with Rayonier
s and they were going to take care of it.

OAD PROJECT: Mayor Sapp stated that the City needed to
hing about the Sadler Road Project and explained that
boad was intolerable, and stated that the City needed
these concerns with the County. Commissioner Rogers
d that the City Manager talk with Walt Gossett to see

had sorted out the drainage issue. Mayor Sapp
d an update as to when it might happen.
CITY MANAGER: Mayor Sapp stated that the City

on had hired Andy Barton as the Interim City Manager,

e was no talk about a salary adjustment. He commented
here wasn’t an Interim City Manager'’s salary.
oner Rogers suggested the City Attorney and the

er bring forth a proposal for the next City Commission
It was the consensus of the Commission to have the
orney and the Controller to bring forth a proposal for

City Commission Meeting.
ENT: There being no further business to come before
ission, the meeting was adjourned.
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ORDINANCE 2012-29

RDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
1 AMENDING THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, REVISING CHAPTER 4 TO
IDE CONTEXT SENSITIVE SETBACK DETERMINATIONS, AND REVISING
[ER 7 PARKING STANDARDS AND PARKING LOT DESIGN; PROVIDING FOR
ABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

AS, the City Commission adopted a unified Land Development Code on September 5, 2006
e effective on October 1, 2006; and

AS, the City’s adopted 2030 Comprehensive Plan directs changes to the Land Development
nsistency with State Laws and current planning methods for growth and economic
; and

AS, Staff has maintained a log of inconsistencies and/or inadequacies encountered during
on of the Code and proposed changes to correct identified issues; and

AS, the City’s planning staff have reviewed the proposed changes for consistency with the
rehensive Plan and Land Development Code and finds the request sufficiently compliant to
at this time; and

AS, the proposed amendments will specifically modify the following chapters and sections
Development Code including Chapter 4 to add Section 4.02.03 (E) and Chapter 7 Section

AS, the Planning Advisory Board has reviewed the suggested amendments in a public
November 14, 2012 and has issued a recommendation of approval subject to identified
s proposed at the meeting; and

AS, notice of public hearing on such amendments was published in the News Leader, a
F general circulation in Fernandina Beach, Nassau County, Florida, on October 30, 2012;

HEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
NA BEACH AS FOLLOWS:

N 1. The City Commission hereby approves and adopts modifications to the Land
t Code of the City of Fernandina Beach, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.

SECTION 2. SEVERABILITY. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase of this Ordinance, or
the particular| application thereof, shall be held invalid by any court, administrative agency or other body with
appropriate jurisdiction, the remaining sections, subsections, sentences, clauses and phrases under application
shall not be ;E\t!"ected thereby.

SECTION 3. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

ADOPTED this 2™ day of January, 2013.

ATTEST: CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH

VM ) < 7T QA vk oL P

Mary L. M¢reer QS%Trfh L. Pelican s

City Clerk ¥ Mayor — Commissioner

APPROVED AS T; §ORM:
[
C

Tammi E. Bach Y
City Attorney




-ORDINANCE 2012-29

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
BEACH AMENDING THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE, REVISING CHAPTER 4 TO
INCLUDE CONTEXT SENSITIVE SETBACK DETERMINATIONS, AND REVISING
CHAPTER 7 PARKING STANDARDS AND PARKING LOT DESIGN; PROVIDING FOR
SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City Commission adopted a unified Land Development Code on September 5, 2006
which became effective on October 1, 2006; and

WHEREAS, the City’s adopted 2030 Comprehensive Plan directs changes to the Land Development
Code for consistency with State Laws and current planning methods for growth and economic
development ; and

WHEREAS, staff has maintained a log of inconsistencies and/or inadequacies encountered during
implementation of the Code and proposed changes to correct identified issues; and

WHEREAS, the City’s planning staff have reviewed the proposed changes for consistency with the
City’s Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code and finds the request sufficiently compliant to
be approved at this time; and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendments will specifically modify the following chapters and sections
of the Land Development Code including Chapter 4 to add Section 4.02.03 (E) and Chapter 7 Section
7.01.01; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Board has reviewed the suggested amendments in a public
session on November 14, 2012 and has issued a recommendation of approval subject to identified
modifications proposed at the meeting; and

WHEREAS, notice of public hearing on such amendments was published in the News Leader, a
newspaper of general circulation in Fernandina Beach, Nassau County, Florida, on October 30, 2012;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
FERNANDINA BEACH AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The City Commission hereby approves and adopts modifications to the Land
Development Code of the City of Fernandina Beach, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.

SECTION 2. SEVERABILITY. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase of this Ordinance, or
the particular application thereof, shall be held invalid by any court, administrative agency or other body with
appropriate jurisdiction, the remaining sections, subsections, sentences, clauses and phrases under application
shall not be affected thereby.

SECTION 3. This Ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

ADOPTED this 8" day of January, 2013.

CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH

Arlene R. Filkoff
Mayor — Commissioner



ATTEST:

Mary L. Mercer
City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

g

s
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Tammi E. Bach T
City Attorney .
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CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM
CITY OF FERNANDINA BEACH

SUBJECT: 1* Reading Ordinance 2012—2‘3: LDC Amendments Chapters 4 and 7
DEPARTMENT: Community Development Department
ATTACHMENTS: X Ordinance ____Resolution

____Support Documents ___ Other

RECOMMENDED ACTION:  Approve Ordinance 2012- Qci at 1¥ Reading.

SUMMARY: This Ordinance proposes Land Development Code (LDC) amendments as directed by the City’s 2030
Comprehensive Plan and as identified in a staff maintained log of errors and inconsistencies encountered while working with
the LDC since 2006. Proposed changes include the addition of context sensitive design standards and revisions to existing
parking standards. All amendments are consistent with the City’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan and internally consistent with the
LDC.

Chapter 4:

The proposed Chapter 4 amendment provides establishes the use of administrative waivers for context sensitive design
standards. The language allows for greater flexibility in setback requirements to encourage retention of existing structures that
contribute to the unique characteristics of our established neighborhoods. There are countless examples of context sensitive
design standards throughout the country, from large urban cities looking to maintain their traditional main streets to small rural
towns trying to retain the agricultural nature of their community. Context sensitive design standards will be reviewed on an
individual basis as an option for property owners. Fair setback requirements would be regulated by the design characteristics of
neighboring properties within each block face. A procedure for this process has been established whereby, an application for
context sensitive setback determination is required. The “authority and limitation™ and “monthly reporting” requirements for
this process are also provided as part of the code amendments. The language itself has been reviewed with local area design
and land surveying professionals to determine the practicality of this process.

Chapter 7:

The proposed Chapter 7 amendments consist of changes specific to parking lot requirements and design standards. Major
changes include the allowance of shared parking and reducing excess parking. In reviewing the minimum parking requirements
section for revisions, staff reviewed similar beach communities with a moderate seasonal population variation in Florida to
determine the reasonability of the proposed reduced parking standards. It is anticipated that future amendments will be
necessary to revise the landscape standards associated with parking areas. These changes can be expected when the staff
reviews the City’s general landscape standards.

The Planning Advisory Board reviewed the proposed amendments at their regular meeting on November 14, 2012 and
unanimously recommended approval with some minor alterations. Those revisions have been incorporated, as recommended
by the PAB, into the ordinance. Staff recommends approval of the ordinance and will be available to address questions at the
meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

CITY ATTORNEY COMMENTS: No Additional Comments

5

Y

M %} i
DEPARTMENT HEAD Submitted by: Marshall McCrary, CDD Dir’ector Date: 11/16/12
Requested Agenda Date: 12/4/12
FINANCE DEPARTMENT Approved as to Budget Requirements  AJ| A Date: —_T
CITY ATTORNEY Approved as to Form % Date: || Sjjéf:?’”
CITY MANAGER Approved Agenda Item for 12/4/12 | Date: 11/19 12
COMMISSION ACTION: L~"Approved As Recommended ___Disapproved
oo Approved With Modification ~___ Postponed to Time Certain

___ Other ___Tabled




ORDINANCE 2016-06

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF FERNANDINA
BEACH, FLORIDA, CHANGING THE CITY’S ZONING MAP TO ASSIGN A ZONING
CATEGORY OF GENERAL COMMERCIAL (C-2) FOR PARCELS TOTALING 9.49
ACRES OF LAND LOCATED ON S. 14™ STREET BETWEEN LIME AND JASMINE
STREETS; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY; AND PROVIDING FOR AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Planning Advisory Board reviewed the Zoning Map Amendment application
numbered PAB 2016-02 at its February 10, 2016 meeting and by a unanimous vote recommended the
change to General Commercial (C-2) zoning; and

WHEREAS, notice of public hearing on such application was published in the News Leader, a
newspaper of general circulation in Fernandina Beach, Nassau County, Florida, on January 27, 2016.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF
FERNANDINA BEACH, FLORIDA, THAT:

SECTION 1. PROPERTY INVOLVED. The properties identified for this change of the Zoning
Map are located on S. 14™ Street between Jasmine Street and Lime Street and identified as Parcel ID
numbers 00-00-31-1800-0265-0011 AND 00-00-31-1800-0265-0012, totaling approximately 9.49 acres,
and as shown on the map attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.

SECTION 2. ZONING MAP CHANGE. For the property in question, the City’s Zoning Map is
hereby changed to General Commercial (C-2).

SECTION 3. SEVERABILITY. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase of this
Ordinance, or the particular application thereof, shall be held invalid by any court, administrative agency or
other body with appropriate jurisdiction, the remaining sections, subsections, sentences, clauses and
phrases under application shall not be affected thereby.

SECTION 4. This Ordinance shall take effect immediately after its final adoption.

ADOPTED this 19th day of April, 2016.
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ORDINANCE 2016-06
EXHIBIT A

REQUEST FOR A ZONING CHANGE FOR 949 ACRES OF LAND FROM COMMUNITY
COMMERCIAL/ C-1 TO GENERAL COMMERCIAL/ C-2 FOR PROPERTIES LOCATED AT 1018 AND
1010 S. 14™ STREET “8 FLAGS SHOPPING CENTER AND NORTHEAST OUTPARCEL” (PARCEL ID#
00-00-31-1800-0265-0011 AND 00-00-31-1800-0265-0012) TO REMOVE EXISTING NONCONFORMING
USES UNDER THE C-1 ZONING DESIGNATION THAT ARE ALLOWABLE UNDER C-2 ZONING

‘ 5 MU R i : R;f s

MU MU ,
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- |
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PAB 301602
Requested Rezoning from C-1ta C-2
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R STAFF REPORT

= 5 % PAB(CZ) 2016-02

S @™ =  Pplanning Advisory Board Hearing
FLomoh February 10, 2016

APPLICATION FOR ZONING CHANGE REQUEST

8 FLAGS SHOPPING CENTER (C-1 TO C-2)

APPLICATION & SURROUNDING AREA INFORMATION:

DBTW AT FBFL, LLC AND DBTW AT FBOP,LLC
Harrison Poole
Zoning Change from C-1 to C-2
1018 and 1010 S. 14" Street
General Commercial land use/ C-1 (Community Commercial) zoning

ROPOSED LAND Use + General Commercial land use (no change)/ C-2 (General Commercial) zoning
ONING: .

Uses ON SiTe: '8 Flags Shopping Center

ROPERTY SIZE: 9.49 acres combined -
IADJACENT PROPERTIES: Direction  Existing Usels) ~ Year Built Zoning ELUM
North ~ Retail and Apartments  2000’s - MU-1 Mixed Use
South Offices Misc C-1 Community
Commercial
East Apartments 2000’s R-3 High Density
Residential
West Gas Station, Church, Misc MU-1 Mixed Use
Mason's Lodge, SF
Home

**% All required application materials have been received. Alf fees have been paid. All required notices have been made. All copies of
required materials are part of the official record and have been made available on the City’s website and at the Community
Development Department Office. ***

SUMMARY OF REQUEST AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:

The 8 Flags Shopping Center has been held under the same ownership for roughly 11 years. Prior to purchasing
the property, the owner received a zoning confirmation from City Planning Staff which outlined the permissible
uses and conditional uses under the C-1 zoning designation. The letter confirmed the existing uses of the site were
allowed at that location.

In October 2006, the City adopted a new Land Development Code which removed the conditional use process
and incorporated a Table of Land Uses whereby uses are either permissible (P), permissible subject to
supplemental standards (S), or prohibited (blank). In making this change, several previously permissible uses
within the C-1 zone were dropped and those allowed under the conditional use process were eliminated from the
zoning district. The applicant’s letter of justification underlines several of these uses that both currently or
previously occupied space at the 8 Flags shopping center and are no longer allowed under C-1. In some cases
these are existing grandfathered uses. Examples of previous uses no longer permissible in the C-1 zoning district
include: movie theaters, self-service laundry, financial institutions, auto repair, or health clubs. As a result of the
2006 code changes, the property owner is seeking a zoning change to C-2 in order to remove concerns over
having several of non-conforming uses within the shopping center and to accommodate anticipated future
redevelopment of the site.

PAB 2016-02
Staff Report: Page 1 of 3



N, STAFF REPORT

PAB (CZ) 2016-02
o Planning Advisory Board Hearing
FLoniet February 10, 2016

CYrY O
Howad

CONSISTENCY WITH THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN (PLAN):

The property contains a Future Land Use Designation of General Commercial (GC). The requested change to C-2
zoning is consistent with the underlying future land use designation assigned (Reference Plan Policy 1.07.08).
Further, the request is consistent with Plan policy 1.04.03 directing that the City promote redevelopment of
general commercial activities, which fulfill market demands of the City’s residents for retail sales and services.
The property’s location is within a concentrated area of commercial development along a major arterial and its
placement is consistent with Plan policy 1.08.02. Lastly, the property is located within one of the City’s Job
Opportunity areas described in Plan policy 12.05.02 which states that the City shall prioritize retention of land
within those areas to support conscious investments which promote job creation.

CONSISTENCY WITH THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE:

Section 2.01.11 of the Land Development Code states the intent of C-2 General Commercial, zoning

classification.
CONSISTENCY WITH THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE:

Section 2.01.11 of the Land Developmeni Code states the intention of the General Commercial (C-2)
zoning district as follows:

The C-2 District is intended for the development of land uses to accommodate offices; commercial retail;
personal services establishments; restaurants; transient accommodations; uses that provide sales and services
for several neighborhoods; repair shops; retail sales and services; and other similar commercial uses. The
General Commercial District recognizes existing development with locations that have access to arterial
roads.

CONCLUSION:

The Plan also directs compact and energy efficient development schemes to serve pedestrian activity. Plan policy
1.08.04 directs the conversion of conventional suburbon style shopping centers into more traditional livable
“destination activity centers” through redevelopment. If in the future, the property owner wishes to seek a Future
Land Use map amendment and zoning change to Mixed Use/ MU-1, the Plan provides sufficient guidance to
allow for such a change.

Given the diverse and high- intensity nature of existing uses within the immediate vicinity, its position on one of
the City’s major commercial corridors and the history of uses at the site the requested change is reasonable. The
requested zoning change is sufficiently compliant with the Comprehensive Plan, Land Development Code. Staff
recommends approval of the applicant’s request.

MOTION(S) TO CONSIDER

I move to recommend (approval or denial) of PAB case number 2016-02 to the City Commission requesting that
a zoning change from C-1 (Community Commercial) to C-2 (General Commercial), as described and that PAB
case 2016-02 as presented, (is or is not) sufficiently compliant with applicable Florida Statutes, Comprehensive
Plan and Land Development Code to be approved at this time.

Submitted by:

Kelly N. Gibson, AICP
Senior Planner

PAB 2016-02
Staff Report: Page 2 of 3
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STAFF REPORT
PAB (CZ) 2016-02

Planning Advisory Board Hearing
February 10, 2016

EXHIBIT A

MU-1

PAB 2016-02
Requested Rezoning from C-1to C-2
Subjsct Properties
sty Limits
1 1Purcels
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OFFICE USE ONLY

RECD . i BY:
PAYMENT: sﬁﬁb rvoe (A 2248
APPUCATION #: __ 0/ -0p0 0032
ases LDolo-02. PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD APPLICATION

BOARD MEETING DATE:

ZONING MAP AMENDMENT
{< 10 acres $850 / > 10acres $1,600)

SUBDIVISION PLAT — PRELIM ($750)

SUBDIVISION PLAT — FINAL {$850)

[< 10 acres $850 / > 10acres $1,600) VACATION OF R.O.W. ($850)

LDC TEXT AMENDMENT ($850)
COMP PLAN AMENDMENT ($850)

I O I R 1 Ry

I LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT
]
- VOLUNTARY ANNEXATION ($1050)

APPLICANT INFORMATION

PBT a4 ? BEL LLz 40 L PBTH/ A%

FROP z4c.

Owner Name: 4/

Mailing Address: é( tori® Y ] %;&
e }1 e @«@f"@ &% ?g 3§ i1 g

Telephone: _ 7,

Tséff , NIk ek 1
Email: yo) 7> 2 -
Agent Name: Ya ;ﬁ & fE, [»4 4 s«?/gz @ﬁ’g{;
Mailing Address: ___. D3 iﬁséﬁ R 5 e s 2 IO
Telephone: __{ L& L/~OC7F 2 Fax: g [ % -07 4
Email: }% ARR{ 4 co
PROPERTY INFORMATION

Street Address: gg? 1? @; f 55; @ O e gfi < élj ?Z gﬁ‘ﬁ?{
o0-60-3( - [800 ~ 03¢ ¢~ 08/
Parcel Identification Numbereh O ~O& = 3/ — oL - O35 - se/1

Lot Number: Block Number: 7 Subdivision:

BOTH W =yy eyl gjﬁ;ﬁézg; A

Section: Township: Range:

Agé& heel

City of Fernandina Beach Community Development Departmem 204 Ash Street Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
P: 904.310.3135 F: 904.310.3460 www.fbflLus/cdd
Revised February 2015
Page 3of 5




PROJECT INFORMATION

Total Number of Lots/Parcels:

Less than One (1) acre Sq. Footage:

One (1) Acre or Greater:

Existing Zoning Cfégificoﬁcm

Existing Future Land Use Classification:

7
Previous Planning/Zoning Approvals: :
Description of Request: \\ /
‘% # 4
();f
%%X / /
f;;
*:%S%; f?
% /
S fg
SIGNATURE/NOTARY ;{*

;g Kg
/N

£

The undersigned states the above inform,dfion is trl}\fnd correct as {slhe is informed and believes.

f;gf %’k
Date /j Sigwre of Applicant
STATE OF FLORIDA f 3
ss / \"{‘
COUNTY OF NASSAU J / N\
/ \
Subscribed and sworn tgfbefore me this ___ day of , 20
!'/ ! %’%
/ “
Notary Publifgfﬁignoture Printed Nome My Commission Expires
y,
Personally Kriown OR Produced Identification ¥D\;¥duced:
%
/ \
/

City of Fernandina Beach Community Development Department - 204 Ash Street Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
P: 904.310.3135 F: 904.310.3460 www.fbfl.us/cdd
Revised February 2015
Page 4 of 5



PROJECT INFORMATION

Total Number of Lots/Parcels: /
Less than One (1) acre Sq. Footage: g é D é%ne (1) Acre or Greater: .5 o S-
: PH/ A hT ' 8,57 Acpe-
Existing Zoning Classification: C -~ & L Y -4 Qg ’ L e & BB L. 7, §'
Existing Future Land Use Classification: &~ ~ Gepe
Previous Planning/Zoning Approvals: s €2 AT e o @@zi[j éf’ ‘
YT AcHED

Description of Request:

Wg ) I

 he RIY O] 55?#% 4@;

[ e C- ] mrs 4 %@Mﬁé%
A Shen ConlSn am Casd)
fr }g%f‘ @{%é

mation is true nd correct as ( éhe is mformed and beheves.

AT v
SlGNATURE/NOTARY gg
Sernve [

The undersigned states the above i

M 2
[ £ ., é/f |

Date Signature of Applicant

Geveagi /
STATE OF PECHEBA

ss 4

COUNTY OF-$s88AU s

o gore v o 2 77 /

Subscribed and sworn to before me this _&  day of ,20/C .

; M é} - éé?{x [L; !é’fg ié?zf%;é

Notary Public: Signature Printed Name

Personally Known OR Produced ldentification D Pro uca’:

City of Fernandina Beach Community Development Department - 204 Ash Street Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
P: 904.310.3135 F: 904.310.3460 www.fbfl.us/cdd
Revised February 2015
Page 4 of 5



OFFICE USE ONLY
REC'D: BY:
PAYMEMT: § TYPE:
APPLICATION #:
CASE #: <
BOARD MEETING DATE:
[]  ZONING MAPAMENDMENT
(< 10 acres $850 /% 10acres $1,600)
*
[  LAND USE MAP AMENDMENT
{< 10 acres $850 / > 10adtes $1,600)
[1  LDCTEXT AMENDMENT\{%O}
[1  COMP PLAN AMENDMENT($850)

N

AN
5,

APPLICANT INFORMATION

%% j

PLANNING ADVISORY BOA?D APPLICATION

/

/
SUBDIVISION PLAT//E/’REUM ($750)

O.W, ($850)

]

[T  SUBDIVISION PLAT — FINAL ($850)
[1  VACATION ?K

-l

y
VOLUNU/M ANNEXATION ($1050)

/
/

/

/

Owner Name:

Mailing Address:

Telephone:

Email:

~ Agent Name:

Mailing Address:

Telephone:

Email:

PROPERTY INFORMATION /

Street Addrgss:&

/

Loy sh R B 4
Parqgl,k{giémificaﬁon\NumH‘ér(s){/

Section:

/

Block Number:

Township:

Subdivision:

Range:

City of Fernandina Beach Community Development Department - 204 Ash Street Fernanding Beach, FL 32034
P: 904.310.3135 F: 904.310.3460 www.fbfl.us/cdd

Revised February 2015
Page 3 of 5



VLRG0 HaH

L5 000/ 451 SEeas £

£'dO

Qe

Pkl
ONIEYEY \@ w
R
] TR B o on - Q
xpe ST YD £
vy

o/

NV1d DNISY31 F

30 DNIddOHS SHVY1J LHDIB

P

LEREIS MIvL WIOOS Bl

A% BT H

o e Ao ML IR A

ans 2vdS

BPROLY AT resRen

LBO0E vO WP
VEGZE "1 ey mapuruiny ess Wist Y08 5005

ST Eopebng eul

SISATVYNY 318

sy Budsons sberd jub

KBRS T NV ENYI
y CISYE MMONS HOUYAECO IS

GOTY SN DAY SRS 0981

ORGP OLL

D

y

BT R R
e
BT WST- - AT

i
LIME STREE

JASMINE STREET

ARG D ARG

LETHLE HINTS Lol HINOS




A

OWNER’S AUTHORIZATION
FOR AGENT REPRESENTATION

(print name of property owner(s))

| /WE

hereby authorize: (A RA > S<= &0 @}f pv /o pf S jo
{print name of agent)

P p yﬁw& B | '

on our behalf. In authorizing the agent to represent me/us, I/we, as owner/owners, attest that the application is
made in good faith and that any information contained in the application is accurate and complete.

) 4

to represent me/us in processing an application for: zé ¥
{type of%pﬁcoﬁon}

(Signoture of owner) 5@ jfs%» ;ﬁ L PYPIS (Signature of owner) <z j&
oy qs [Hoves M, &)
{Print name of owner) {Print name of owner)
é"fé} if"? é ;?
STATE OF FECERIDA
$5
COUNTY OF =S84
G st mamait
Subscribed and sworn to before me this £ _ day of Y. , 20/% .

o Lois A pribior

{x—/ﬁoécry Public: Signature Printed Name

Lo
Personally Known OR Produced Identification ID Prpducektbtary e;.g’;s;: Msg:f?em
Gwinnett County we

My Commission Explres Mar 18, 2019

City of Fernandina Beach Community Development Department - 204 Ash Sireet Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
P: 904.310.3135 F: 904.310.3460 www.fbflus/cdd
Revised February 2015
Page 5of 5



Thomas W. Wheeler, Jr. ’Vice Chairman
Wheeler/Brand Management Company

1960 Satellite Boulevard, Suite 1300

Duluth, Georqia 30097
(A/oq) 285 -3a57

Ms. Adrienne Burke, Esq., MASA, LEED AP+
Community Development Director

City of Fernandina Beach,

204 Ash Street

Fernandina Beach, Florida 32034

Re: Letter of Intent, Requests for Zoning And Land Use Map
Amendments

| have owned 8 Flags Shopping Center on 14th Street since
September, 2005. | have attached a letter dated 8/11/2005
indicating the property was zoned C-1. However, it's obvious
many of the allowed uses in C-1in 2005 have now become
PROHIBITED. For instance, under the current version of C-1,
prohibited uses directly concerning former or present uses
and Tenants at 8 Flags are a Theatre, a Auto Repair
Shop(Corbin's), a Health Club(Club 14), a self serve laundry
mat, any type financial institution, a grocery store, and
outside sales displays like at Sears and the Humane Society

Thrift Shop.

This situation, especially at the theatre, is a hardship to



making progress to keep improving 8 Flags Shopping Center.
Please be aware that by 2005 the property had substantially
deteriorated due to excessive vacancies (Over 60%) and
deferred maintenance. | believe everyone can agree we have
made substantial progress with 8 Flags under our ownership
and with the support of the City. It has become once again a
successful community shopping center. But | t is not a
"neighborhood only" shopping center as the altered C-1
zoning now suggests. And the valuation has increased along
with appearances and adding many viable businesses and
their local employees. In November, 2015 my taxes were over
$91,000, up from less than $50,000 in 2005.

| think the basic issue is the property was permitted and
developed over 35 years ago under a zoning classification
much like the current C-2 zoning category. Reviewing my
attached 8/2005 zoning letter from the City, it's very clear
much has changed as to allowed uses in the C-1 category.
And by far, my property due to its size, and it's historic and
current uses is the most effected and it's very negative. All
these substantial allowed USE changes were made without
even a phone call to me. | am aware of the current policy on
grandfathered uses but | fear that policy also can quickly

change without a notice to the Owner of most effected



property, being 8 Flags Shopping Center.

8 Flags SC obviously fails the current definition of a C-1
property in that it's located on a major road, it's large at
100,000 SF, the lot size is over 9 acres and it serves many
neighborhoods, not just one or two. | have been unable to
find a similar property (size, prohibition of major current and
former Uses) that is now designated C-1 on the current map
that was so negatively effected as 8 Flags.

Please be advised we strongly feel in order to keep this
property viable which includes the challenge to bring in a
new theatre operator (to show first run movies) we must
invest in new projection equipment, new seating, a new
concession area, and the screens. Our budget is about
$500,000 and | can report we have agreed to general terms
with a new operator. |, however need the comfort of knowing
the theatre Use is a firm and lasting allowed USE and can not
be taken away without a fair, open legal process.....rather
than what has happen to so many of our allowed and historic
Uses since 9/2005. | am just as concerned about long time
tenants/historic Uses like Corbin's Auto Repair, Club 14

Fitness, the closed former S&L, the former right to develop a
convenience store with fuel, and to bring in another grocery



store...should Lotts not exercise their term option.

In summary, there are are many allowed uses in the current
version of C-2 that | do not want at the property and | am
happy to work out a list that will be legally prohibited in the
future.

Thank you for your consideration.

Kindest regards,

Very Truly Yours.

DBTW at FBFL, LLC and
DBTW at FBOP, LLC

Thomas W Wheeler, Jr
Sole Manager

cc: Harrison Poole
Poole and Poole



APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS
PLANNING ADVISORY BOARD

APPLICATION CHECKLIST:

Submit all of the following information for a complete application, as applicable:

EA notarized application filed at least thirty (30) days before the date of the Planning Advisory Board's public
hearing;

current survey of the property (no older than two years);
A completed owner’s authorization for agent form, if applicable;
] A detailed letter of intent stating the following:
© The consistency of the proposed amendment(s) or action(s) with the City's Comprehensive Plan.

0 A justification for the proposed amendment(s} or action(s).

L] A map of the area indicating the proposed zoning district designation for the subject property. The map shall
/show the current zoning district designations and land use categories from the Future Land Use Map in the
comprehenswe plan for fhe subject property and all adjacent properties.

%ﬁiﬁ = 54 S g

IMPORTANT NOTES AND REQUIREMENT::

Please see additional Land Development Code (LDC) requirements for specific application types:

[]LDC Text Amendment — see LDC Section 11.01.08.

[[] Preliminary Subdivision Plat — see LDC Section 11.01.05.

[ Final Subdivision Plat — see LDC Section 11.01.05. 5%_%,5@@3%;?;{‘ v i?@f ﬁéfﬁgﬁfﬁ gg@g&f@
[[] Zoning Map Changes - see LDC section 11.01.07. ?,%g 7 TACHE

You will receive a staff report one week before your meeting.

STAFF CONTACT:

Kelly Gibson
Senior Planner
kgibson@fbfl.org
904.310.3135

City of Fernandina Beach Community Development Department - 204 Ash Street Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
P: 904.310.3135 F: 904.310.3460 www.fbfl.us/cdd
Revised February 2015
Page 2 of 5
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT

August 11, 2005

Ms. Lois Mittiga

Wheeler/Kolb Management Company
3525 Mall Boulevard

Suite SAA

Duluth, Georgia 30096

Re: Zoning Confirmation for 1114 Sputh 1

Dear Ms. Mittiga;

This letter serves as an Offi 1a1 Zoning Conﬁrmatxon per City of Fernandina
Beach Ordinance 2004- 148 g

As of the date of thi - property located at 1114 South 14" Street,

Fernandina Beach F londa, 1 ated t the corner of I,Jme and 14% Streets and identified in
curt > g ‘omiiercial, by the City of

egulnuons for this district are

as follows:

Sec. 126-221. Intent and application of division.

(a) Intent. Rt

(1) The C-1 district is intended to provide retail sales and services for more than one
neighborhood. Its location should be primarily oriented to intersections of arteries or
major collector streets as designated in the comprehensive plan. This district is not
intended to be suitable for outdoor sales activities or to encourage extension of strip
commercial areas. New districts should be adequately separated from existing or
projected single-family resuie al dlStI‘l tsg equate dep Jf low r 1 te zomng
or by a suitable buffer. ~3 S 5)\"/‘P’ ~

(2) The following criten'a shall be considered in evaluating des1gnat10n of ﬂus district: e~ YR A_
a. Convenient and direct access at minor/major arterial intersections or Roory -
collector/arterial intersections if minimal access is necessary on the collector street.

204 Ash Street » Fernandina Beach FL 32034-4230 « [904) 277-73725 « Fax (9041 277-7324 » TND (904] 977.7300



b.  Accessibility to or the ability to provide essential public services consistent with
chapter 106.

c.  Pattern of development, considering accessibility, compatibility and clustering, with
priority at locations exhibiting proximity to other types of nonresidential uses, including
employment centers and marketing centers.

d.  Compatibility between commercial and surrounding land uses, including traffic
circulation, pedestrian access, hours of operation, visual impacts and landscape design.
(b)  Application. The provisions of this division shall apply to all C-1 community
commercial districts.

Sec. 126-222. Permitted uses.

(a)  This section shall apply to all C-1 community commercial districts.

(b) Within any C-1 commercial district, no building, structure, land or water shall be
used except for one or more of the following uses:

(1) Art, antique, gift, china, jewelry and luggage shops.

(2) Bakeries, retail.

(3) Beauty shops and barbershops.

(4) Book and stationery stores, and newsstands.

(5) Business offices such as real estate broker, insurance agent, stockbroker and
manufacturer's agent offices, and similar uses.
(6) Commercial amusements conducted Wlthln a building, including theaters, but no
drive-in theaters, billiard parlors, game rooms, skating rinks or bowling alleys.

(7)  Drugstores and confectionery, sundries and tobacco shops. é
(8) Grocery, vegetable, fruit and meat markets, and delicatessens. g@ es «é AAGPS
(9)  Laundry and dry cleaning pickup stations, where o work is done on the premises,
and self-service laundries.

(10)  Music, art or dancing schools, music and record shops, and preschools and day
care centers.

(11)  Photographic supplies and studios, and artists' supplies.

(12)  Private clubs and lodges, including those operating on a semi-commercial basis,
but no living quarters (permanent or transient) are allowed.

(13)  Professional offices such as accountant, architect, attorney, engineer, land
surveyor, optometnst medical, chiropractic and dental offices (but not a clinic, massage
parlor or hospital), and similar uses.

(14)  Retail stores for the servicing of the surrounding neighborhood with convenience
items, such as dry goods, household items, electrical appliances and home furnishings;
variety stores; shoe stores; hardware, paint and garden stores; jewelry sales and jewelry
repair stores; and apparel stores.

(15)  Shoe repair, hat cleaning, and dressmaking and tailor shops.

(c) Allsales, services and commercial activities enumerated in subsection (b) of this
section must be conducted within a structure, and no outdoor display of merchandise or
products will be permitted in connection with any of such uses.

See. 126-223. Conditional uses.



(a) This section shall apply to all C-1 community commercial districts.
(b)  When, after review of an application and plans appurtenant thereto and a hearing
thereon, the planning advisory board finds as a fact that the proposed uses are consistent
with the comprehensive plan and are in the public interest, the following uses may be
recommended to the city commission for approval:
(1) Outdoor commercial amusements, such as miniature golf or fishing piers, but not
including amusement parks and drive-in theaters.
(2) Liquor stores and barrooms.
(3) Automobile service stations.
(4) Hotels and motels.
(5) Churches.
(6) Schools.
(7)  Skating rinks, billiard parlors, bowling alleys and game rooms.
(8) Restaurants.
(9) Medical or dental clinics, hospitals, sanitariums and churches.
(10) Medical or dental laboratories, and manufacture of prosthetic appliances,
dentures, eyeglasses, hearing aids and similar products.
(11)  Credit unions.
ey T,

Sec. 126-224. Building height and site area regulations.

(a) This section shall apply to all C-1 community commercial districts.

(b) No building or structure shall exceed 45 feet in height.

(c) No building or structure within 800 feet of the high-water mark of the Atlantic
Ocean shall exceed 35 feet in height.

(d) Building site area regulations: No commercial building may occupy more than
80,000 square feet.

Sec. 126-225. Minimum yard requirements.

(a) Applicability. This section shall apply to all C-1 commiunity commercial districts.
(b) Front yard. The minimum front yard shall be 25 feet.

(¢c) Side yards. None are required, except, where rear access is not available from a
public street or alley, a side yard of not less than ten feet will be provided on one side.
(d)  Rear yard. The minimum rear yard shall be 20 feet, except, where the rear of the
property is bounded by a public alley or street, the rear yard may be decreased by one-
half the width of that alley or street up to ten feet.

Sec. 126-226. Lot coverage.

(a) This section shall apply to all C-1 community commercial districts.

(b) The maximum that may be covered by buildings shall be 50 percent of the lot.

Sec. 126-227. Use regulations and exceptions.

(a) This section shall apply to all C-1 community commercial districts.

(b) Seearticle V, "Supplementary District Regulations," sections 126-411 through 126-
428 and sections 126-451 through 126-458 for use regulations and exceptions.



A complete version of the City’s Land Development Code can be viewed online
at www.municode.com. Please note that this zone is also ggeesned by the City’s
Comprehensive Plan, which limits the Floor Area Ratio t

If you have any additional questions, please feel free to contact the Planning
Department at 904-277-7325.

Sincerely,

(b W

Catherine Hartley
Planner I1



CITY COMMISSION AGENDA ITEM
City of Fernandina Beach

SUBJECT: Ordinance 2016-06 Ju
Zoning Map Change - 8 Flags Shopping Center
ITEM TYPE: Xl Ordinance [ ] Resolution [ ] Other
[ ] Proclamation [_] Presentation

REQUESTED ACTION: Approve Ordinance 2016-06 at Second Reading.

SYNOPSIS: The owner of 8 Flags Shopping Center has been the same for approximately eleven years.
Prior to purchasing the property, the owner received a zoning confirmation from City Planning staff which
outlined the permissible uses and conditional uses under the C-1 zoning designation. The letter confirmed the
existing uses of the site were allowed at this location.

In October 2006, the City adopted a new Land Development Code which removed the conditional use process
and incorporated a Table of Land Uses whereby uses are either permissible (P), permissible subject to
supplemental standards (S), or prohibited (blank). In making this change, several previously permissible uses
within the C-1 zone were dropped and those allowed under the conditional use process were eliminated from
the zoning district.

The applicant’s letter of justification underlines several of these uses that both currently or previously
occupied space at the 8 Flags Shopping Center and are no longer allowed under C-1. In some cases these are
existing grandfathered uses. Examples of previous uses no longer permissible in the C-1 zoning district
include: movie theaters, self-service laundry, financial institutions, auto repair, or health clubs. As a result of
the 2006 code changes, the property owner is seeking a zoning change to C-2 in order to remove concerns
relating to several non-conforming uses within the shopping center and to accommodate anticipated future
redevelopment of the site.

Staff recommends approval of the applicant’s request. The Planning Advisory Board unanimously
recommended approval of the request at its Regular Meeting on February 10, 2016. The City Commission
approved this Ordinance at first reading on March 15, 2016.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

2015 STRATEGIC PRIORITIES: l:l Waterfront Funding (priority 1) D Fire Department (Priority 1)
D 8" Street (Priority 1) D Department Goals (Priority 1)
[ ] Trolley System (priority 2) [ ] Beach Renourishment (priority 2)
[ ] 4 Year Terms (Priority 2) ] 8" Street Entrance (Priority 2)

[ ] Waterfront Park- Lot B (Priority 3)

CITY ATTORNEY COMMENTS: No additional comments.

CITY MANAGER RECOMMENDATION(S): I recommend that the City Commission approve the
Second Reading of Ordinance 2016-06. **"

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR Submitted by: Marshall McCraryf%gg@gg ~ Date: 4/1/2016
CDD Director
CONTROLLER Approved as to Budget Compliance Date:

CITY ATTORNEY Approved as to Form and Legality ™%/ [



Citv of Fernandina Beach
CITY MANAGER Approved Agenda Item for 04/19/2016 Date: 4/1/2016
COMMISSION ACTION: Mproved As Recommended [] Disapproved

[] Approved With Modification
[] Other

[] Postponed to Time Certain
[ ] Tabled
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