MINUTES

CITY OF BGAINESVILLE
PLANNING aND ZONING COMMISSION MEETING

MARCH 25, 18387
Membhers Present: Uan Knight, Jr, EBussell Duncan,

Lhris Kaden., Luann Shortnacy, Don
Hawkins, and Jim Purcell

Memper Absent: Allen Fleitman
Statrt Members rresent: garry LeBaron
Visitors Fresents iommy Fobinson, Uon Hutcherson, Shirley

Lusk LW

e mesting was called to order Dy Lhailrman Yan Knight, Jr.
at apoproximatelu 2:00 P01,

The second 1tem of bhusiness listed on the Agenda was
approval of  the Minutes from the IMarch 11, 1987 meeting.
M. Jim Purcell made a motion to approve the Minutes as
presented with firs. Luann Shortrnacy seconding the motion,
fMotion carried unanimously to accept the Minutes as
presented.,

The third item of businass listed on the Agenda was thse
Public Hearing and recommendation on amending Section 3-107,
Maximum Lot Coverage, and Section 12-102, Parking Schedules
tor Retail Business, of the Zoning UOrdinance of the City of
Hainesville,. Mr. Knight asked Mr. LeBaron 1F he would care
to reiterate on thes subject. He explained thes wvarious
inserts which had been prepared for the Agends Packet which
nutlined and explained background information on how to
calculate the lot coverages and what would be the correct

Figure to refer to i one had to make an adjustment. He
alsn explained that a brisef surveud, being somewhat
inconclusive, had peen made ot alil the property from the
raiiroad tracks on Lalifornia Street to  Grand Avenuse,.  He

rurtner i1ilustrated thes various 1ot coverages in the area,
the side ward sst-backs, [ront uyard set-backs and many other
Factors which have Lo be determined befors one can evaluate
the proper Lot coverage for ang particular lot.

Anocher rttem  which ne sald nesds to be looked at further is

Lhe oarking  n Lhe aresa. M. Ledaron stated bthat side yard
and rront uard set-backs have to be considered  when
calculating areas avallable for parking. For example, a

deveioper may have to relopcate the buillding in order to be
i complrance with the parking and set-back reguirements.



He suggested that maube a8 change should be made in the
amount of parking spaces  in relation to the retail sales
finpr area, rather than the total building footage. He
indicated that this would ke difficult to administer, and
further suggssted that maube one parking space per 250
sguare rest would be a good figures i1n Gainesville:; howsver,
Ul sguarse fest s standard around the country.

Arter iir. Legaron concluded his explanation of the retail
s8les  area maxiimum Lot coveragess and parking space
allotments, SUOOEasting thnat the Flanning and Loning
LOommission changs  Lhe Lot coveragss in the Uffice, GDeneral
Fetalli, and Light industrial designated zoning areas. He
suggested changing  ©he Urtice  zonming to 5% of  ths main
buriding 1ot coverage: b wouid include any accessory
burldings., Lotal peing bh%. uwusneral Fetall would advance to
BU%, and o to bHY% to include acocessory bulildings. Light
Industrial wouwld be changed t©to 4U% of lot coversges and
would inciuds SU% with accessory bhuildings.

Hussell Lbuncan presented discussion on the tupe of parking
for a Uteneral Ketail business, whether the parking would
gither be parallel or front-in parking, which could make a
difference in the amount of parking spaces needed. Mr .
Lebaron explained that all off-street parking reguirements
must be met on sach building lot without wusing the right-of-
ways .,

Mr. Lebdaron pointed out that the maximum lot coverages for
the threse zoning districts in guestion need to increass
guality development on California Strest and Grand Avenus.
He also  presented options for the retaill trade pacrking,
which was discussed by Commission members. After no further
drscussion among the Flanning and Zoning Commission members,
a motion was made by Uon Hawkins and seconded by Jim Purcell
Lo recommend aopproval to the Lity Louncil to changes the
minimum amount  of retarl business floor space to 250 sguare
resl DpEr One parking space.  Motion carried unanimously.

Anotner item of discussion was presented by don Hawkins., He
sard that there 1s definiteliy a “gap” in the Jjump from Four—
FlEx DS ng Con o Pluliba ramilu zoning districts,  He pointed
owt that anuytime someong wants to buirld a six-familu wunit or
mre . Lheug have to  apply o Muitz-Framily zoning  when in
ract they are not wanting to build a largs apartment
D bdamg., Mr . Leparon sudggested that changing the namss of
the zoning districts to a tupe of designation using E, R-1,
H=-g, Chrough K- which can reduce the negative Ffeeling that
goes with a Mr designation. Another consideration that
couwld be taken wouwld allow duplexes in certain Single-Family
zones, rather than going through the problems of trying to
Zong an area into Multi-Family. Mo, LeBaron stated that the
Plamming and Zoning Lommission has the authority to create
another zoning district by establishing the reguirements and



soommencding Lo the ity Lounead an amendment to the oning
Urdinance. He suggested that e would put  togesther
i Ormelaon DOr & new ZOning area in Sainesville to include
all tupes or Vulii—-Family Zoning.

Mr . saniont suggested that possibiy oin fMad, the Flanning and
COMING LOomMmission could meet wilh the new Uity Louncil to go

OWELD SOme we the grojscts and  plans  that ars  being
considaerad Dy the  Filanning and  ZJoning  Uommission  {or

deveiopment of variowus areas of the Lty and possibly get
some 1dea of the ULouncil’'s input concerning these various
ssues, Uir. Ledaron agreed 1t wouwld be a good idea in order
to coordinate the two groups.

At ter no rturther items of business the mesting was adjourned
by Mr. Knight at approximately <:45 p.m.



