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The meeting was called to order by Chairman Carl Stewart at 4:00 pm.  Other members present: Joe Pickens, 

George DeLoach, Earl Wallace, Joe Petrucci and Lavinia Moody.  Members absent:  Judith Gooding, Anthony 

Harwell and Vice-Chairman Daniel Sheffield.  Also present: Planning Director Thad Crowe, Recording 

Secretary Pam Sprouse and City Attorney Don Holmes. 

 

Mr. Motion was made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Pickens to approve the minutes for the December 

4, 2012 and the January 8, 2013 meetings. All present voted affirmative, motion carried. 

 

Chairman Stewart read the appeal procedures and requested that disclosure of any ex parte communication be 

made prior to each case.   

 

NEW BUSINESS 

 

Case 13-05 A request for a conditional use to locate an alcohol serving establishment within 300 feet 

of another licensed alcohol serving establishment.  

 Location: 101 S. 10
th

 Street 

 Applicant: Donald L Hersey Jr. 

 

Mr. Crowe explained that this is a reopening of a bar use that was formerly located there, but had been closed for 

more than one year. Conditional use approval is required due to distance limitations that are established in the 

alcohol ordinance (in this case when one alcohol-serving establishment is within 300 feet of another).  The 

application is not in conflict with applicable elements of the Comprehensive Plan.  There is good vehicle and 

pedestrian access to the use with sidewalks on both sides of the street. He added that there is sufficient parking, 

although there are no parking requirements for the downtown area, they will have one striped handicapped 

space. He added that bar is immediately adjacent to homes to south and suggested to maintain a viable mixed-use 

area protective measures are needed for adjacent residences.  He recommended lessening impacts to the adjacent 

residential uses by installing “Resident Parking Only” signs in front of nearby residences, prohibiting outdoor 

patio use after 10 PM, and prohibiting live entertainment & amplified sound in outdoor areas.  There are some 

appearance issues that need addressing; the unsightly chain link fence around outdoor patio should be replaced 

with some sort of decorative fencing, landscape areas/planters should be added to improve site appearance and 

any exterior lighting must be shielded.  Also, screening of the refuse area is required and the changeable copy 

sign must be removed.  He recommended approval with the following conditions:  

 

1.  The City shall install “resident parking only” signs in front of the nearby residences on S. 10
th

 St. and 

Oak Street. 

2.  Refuse storage area to be provided within the parking lot (or within alternative area as approved by 

Staff), fenced on all sides with six-foot tall wood privacy fence, with one of those sides including a gate. 

3.  Changeable copy sign in the landscape area along St. Johns Avenue must be removed.   

4. Exterior lighting shielded and downcast to minimize glare. 

5.  Outdoor patio closed off to customers after 10 PM.   

6.  Live entertainment and amplified music or other sounds not allowed in outdoor areas. 

7.  Window covering will be removed, window tinting shall be prohibited, and windows shall be kept free 

of excessive signage and graphics (not to exceed 25% of window area). 
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8.  Planter landscape boxes shall be installed bordering the outdoor fenced area. 

9.  Applicant to maintain attractive landscaped area both in the green area along St. Johns Avenue and 

along S. 10
th

 St. A shade tree shall be planted in one of these areas, and both areas should be planted 

with shrubs, groundcovers, and flowers (not grass). Applicant shall present a sketch landscape plan to 

Staff for approval prior to the opening of the business, and shall install planting within six months of 

commencing operations. 

10. Replace chain link fence with decorative aluminum fence. 

11. All other applicable Code standards to be met. 

 

Mr. Holmes asked what alcohol serving establishment was within 300 feet. Mr. Crowe answered that Pizza Boyz 

restaurant was immediately next door. 

 

Donald Hersey Jr. stated that he lives in San Mateo and has lived here all his life, his father was part of the 

Palatka government for 28 years and he is very proud of that and that they would do everything in their power to 

work with the City with regards to beatification and provide a good safe entertainment establishment. The last 

thing he would want to do is something to degrade this City.   

 

Mr. Petrucci asked the applicant if he had any issues with the staff recommendations. Mr. Hersey stated that he 

believed that an aluminum wall around the outside patio would close that space in and make that area hot.  He 

added that they did intend on doing some landscaping and making that place more presentable.  

 

Mr. Crowe clarified that he was referring to a fence, a decorative wrought iron type fence, so you would still 

have the openness.  

 

Mr. Pickens stated that in reading the packet, it appears that there has been a significant attempt to improvement 

of what was there before and what is there now, which is a boarded up building.  He expected some resistance to 

replacing the fencing of the outside area and the absence of outdoor music, and appreciates that there wasn’t any.   

 

Motion made by Mr. Pickens and seconded by Ms. Moody to approve the request, subject to staff 

recommendations.  All present voted affirmative, motion carried.   

 

Case 13-04 Administrative request to amend Zoning Code Sec. 94-141 to allow churches by conditional use 

permit in residential zoning districts on properties less than 40,000 square feet. 

 

Mr. Crowe explained the intent of this administrative request is to provide small churches with the same 

opportunity that larger churches have to apply for conditional use approval.  Currently the Zoning Code only 

allows residentially zoned churches through the Conditional Use process and only on lots greater than 40,000 

square feet. There are a number of small churches in residential neighborhoods that do fit in well. This rule 

discriminates against small churches and encourages larger churches that can more negatively impact 

neighborhoods through traffic, parking etc.  He recommended approval of this Zoning Code text change. 

 

Mr. Pickens asked if Staff‘s intent was to simply remove the words “on lots greater than 40,000 square feet” he 

would be in favor of that. 

 

Motion was made by Mr. Pickens and seconded by Mr. Petrucci for the removal of the words “on lots greater than 

40,000 square feet” as it currently exists in the Code. All present voted affirmative, motion carried. 
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Case 13-03 Administrative request to amend Zoning Code Sec. 94-200 to allow for staff approval of outdoor 

promotional sales, sale of seasonal goods or commodities, sale of temporary goods, and farmers’ markets; and to 

extend the maximum sale period of 30 days to 45 days for sales of seasonal goods and commodities; and to provide 

for an appeal process for such staff decisions.  

 

Mr. Crowe advised that as the Board had directed, the proposed amendment would allow for more reasonable 

time period for Christmas tree sales, fireworks, etc. extending the sale period for seasonal goods and 

commodities from 30 to 45 days.  The proposed amendment would also minimize the delay to the applicant from 

the public hearing process by allowing Staff reviews of outdoor promotional sales, seasonal goods sales, 

temporary goods sales, and farmers’ markets.  He added that Staff would utilize the conditional use criteria to 

determine compliance, the site would be posted and neighbor letters sent regarding staff review.  Any appeals of 

staff decisions would to go to Planning Board.  He stated that he believes that the proposed amendment would 

encourage businesses and reduce the regulatory burden on applicants and is supported by the Comprehensive 

Plan.  

 

Mr. Holmes asked if there was anything in the amendment that would affect temporary automobile sales, or are they 

just not allowed. Mr. Crowe advised that was correct, they are only allowed in conjunctions with Credit Unions car 

sales events.  

 

Mr. Petrucci asked if this would affect stores placing goods on their sidewalks. Mr. Crowe replied no, that actually 

covered last month under non-temporary outdoor sales. 

 

Motion was made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Ms. Moody to approve the amendment as submitted. All present 

voted affirmative, motion carried. 

 

Case 13-02: Administrative request to amend Zoning Code section 94-161 and 94-162 to revise dimensional 

standards for ground signs fronting on Reid Street within Downtown zoning districts. 

 

Mr. Crowe explained this is somewhat of a clean-up effort, since regulations that restrict freestanding signs to smaller 

ground signs in the Downtown zoning districts extend to certain parts of the south side of Reid Street on the south 

side, while other properties on the north side and south side of this road are in the C-2 zoning district, where much 

larger signs are allowed.  The allowable signs in the downtown districts are as follows: directional signs; ground signs 

(maximum six feet high, eight feet wide, 30 square feet in size); wall signs and sandwich board signs. The allowable 

signage in the C-2 zoning district is varied and includes ground, pole signs (maximum 35 feet high, 96 square foot 

size).  The proposed amendment would allow slightly larger freestanding signs in Downtown zoning, along the south 

side of Reid Street while limiting such sign types to ground signs.  He recommended going from six feet to eight feet 

in height and 30 to 60 square feet in total size for these properties fronting Reid Street.  He believes this amendment 

would reduce the discrepancy between C-2 and Downtown zoning sign size along the Reid Street corridor while still 

retaining a less cluttered appearance of ground signs for this area, which serves as a gateway for downtown. He 

recommended approval of the amendment.    

 

Mr. Wallace asked what difference would two feet make; rather than allow for more clutter on the south side of Reid 

Street he would rather see more restrictive sign standards placed on the north side to put everyone on an even playing 

field.  

 

Mr. Crowe advised that is another option, but a little taller ground sign would be a little more of an advantage 

especially if you have multiple tenants. In speaking with existing business owners several noted that they would be 

content with a six foot tall ground sign.  The thought was also, that in the future there was the possibility of using 

CRA funds to retire some of these big signs and encourage business owners to put up more attractive signs with 
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associated landscaping. This item is sort of a stopgap measure, as there as some people on the south side that are 

hamstrung in regards to putting in signs.     

 

Mr. Petrucci commented that eight feet would put the sign at eye level for cars driving by. 

 

Motion was made by Ms. Moody and seconded by Mr. DeLoach to accept staff recommendation to increase 

ground signs from six feet to eight feet in height and 30 to 60 square feet in total size. A vote resulted with 5 yeas 

and 1 nay from Mr. Wallace. Motion carried. 

 

Case 12-53: Administrative request to amend the City’s Comprehensive Plan Capital Improvement 

Plan for fiscal years 2012-2013 through 2017-2018 (tabled from December meeting). 
 

Mr. Crowe explained that per statutes the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) of the Comprehensive Plan is required to 

be updated annually.  The plan is for the City’s public facilities includes “hard” costs for equipment, infrastructure, 

vehicles, etc. and allows for ongoing capital facilities planning. This provides a basis for impact fee calculation, 

covering the following areas; Wastewater, Stormwater/Drainage, Solid Waste, Potable Water, Streets, Parks, Fire, 

Police and Airport. He recommended approval of the amendment to the Comprehensive Plan. 

 

Mr. Petrucci asked if this is something the city would look at when doing their budget. 

 

Mr. Crowe replied yes, and each department provides input.  

 

Mr. Motion was made by Mr. DeLoach and seconded by Mr. Pickens to approve the minutes for the December 

4, 2012 and the January 8, 2013 meetings. All present voted affirmative, motion carried. 

 

With no further business, meeting adjourned.  

  

 

 

 


