
AGENDA  
Special and Workshop City Council Meeting 

Monday, April 15, 2024, 6:00 P.M. 
Council Chambers, 116 First Street, Neptune Beach, Florida 

1. CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL / PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

2. RESOLUTION NO. 2024-03, A Resolution of the City of Neptune Beach, Florida., Opposing Any
Plans by the Duval County School District to Close Atlantic Beach Elementary or Other Schools at
the Beaches and to Consolidate Any Such Schools with Neptune Beach Elementary

3. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF WASTEWATER RECLAMATION FACILITY GRIT REMOVAL
SYSTEM - MECHANICAL

4. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF CITY HALL LANDSCAPE GROUND COVERING

5. CONSIDERATION OF APPROVAL OF DANCIN’ IN THE STREET EVENT (MAY 18, 2024)-Deferred

6. PUBLIC COMMENTS

7. ADJOURN

WORKSHOP CITY COUNCIL MEETING IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING 
THE ABOVE SPECIAL MEETING 

1. CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL

2. AWARDS / PRESENTATIONS / RECOGNITION OF GUEST / NONE

3. COMMITTEE REPORTS

A. Charter Review
B. Finance
C. Land Use and Parks
D. Transportation and Infrastructure Planning

4. PUBLIC COMMENTS

5. PROPOSED ORDINANCES / NONE

6. CONTRACTS / AGREEMENTS / NONE

7. ISSUE DEVELOPMENT

A. Historical Preservation and Code Review Subcommittees Presentation
B. 572 Atlantic Water Tank Joint Status Report

8. PUBLIC COMMENTS

9. COUNCIL COMMENTS

10. ADJOURN
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Make sure you are parked in a North Beaches public parking space – we can’t 
validate valet parking or parking in private lots. 

• To use a kiosk: Using a nearby kiosk, press the Start button and then select 2 to
enter your plate and the validation code.

• To use the Flowbird app: Tap the nearest yellow balloon and tap “Park here.”
From the payment screen, select “Redeem a code” at the top. Confirm your
information and tap “Purchase” – the price will show “Free.”

Residents attending public meetings 
can use the code DD14 to validate 
their parking session at no cost. 
After 5:30 on the date of the 
meeting, follow these steps: 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2024-03 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF NEPTUNE BEACH, FLORIDA, OPPOSING 
ANY PLANS BY THE DUVAL COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT TO CLOSE 
ATLANTIC BEACH ELEMENTARY OR OTHER SCHOOLS AT THE BEACHES 
AND TO CONSOLIDATE ANY SUCH SCHOOLS WITH NEPTUNE BEACH 
ELEMENTARY. 

WHEREAS, as the smallest municipality at the beach, both by population and geography, 
Neptune Beach already experiences significant burdens as a result of having two public schools 
within our two square miles; and 

WHEREAS, in 2022-2023, the enrollment of Neptune Beach Elementary was 782 
students and the enrollment of Atlantic Beach Elementary was 479 students; and  

WHEREAS, if the schools were merged, this will result in a sixty-one percent (61%) 
increase in the enrollment at Neptune Beach Elementary, with a total student body of 
approximately 1,261 students.  

WHEREAS, this alone would place Neptune Beach Elementary above the 1,200-student 
maximum figure that the Duval County School Board’s consultants state is appropriate for a 
school to be considered effective; and 

WHEREAS, we believe it inappropriate that a school be immediately overcrowded  and 
ineffective as a result of a plan intended to save money; and 

WHEREAS, Neptune Beach is composed mostly of year-round residents who live, work, 
eat, and play in our City; and 

WHEREAS, the addition of nearly 500 students, and the accompanying traffic, will be 
crippling to the entirely residential neighborhood where the school is located; and 

WHEREAS, without any further changes to Neptune Beach Elementary, Florida Boulevard 
is already experiencing significant overburden from traffic; and 

WHEREAS, the five-way stop with Florida Boulevard, Penman Road, and Forest Avenue 
is well-known to be a failing intersection, with the City of Jacksonville investigating options to 
alleviate the already-present problems; and 

WHEREAS, recent studies indicate that traffic on Florida Boulevard has nearly doubled in 
the last ten years, even without adding 500 students; and 

WHEREAS, adding such significant additional traffic will overburden the existing streets 
and intersections and further strain the City’s police, public works, and other resources; and 

Special Meeting Agenda Item #2
Res. No. 2024-03
Oppose School Closings
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WHEREAS, the impacts will not be felt only in Neptune Beach; and 

WHEREAS, aside from Atlantic Beach losing an institution, it will likewise suffer from 
significant traffic increases as a result; and 

WHEREAS, Atlantic Boulevard, an already extremely busy and dangerous corridor, will 
also be forced to absorb hundreds of additional vehicles transporting students to Neptune Beach 
Elementary 

WHEREAS, even broader, the Beaches community as a whole will suffer as a result of 
these consolidation plans; and  

WHEREAS, while separate municipalities, the Beaches share a common sense of 
community; and  

WHEREAS, to eliminate half of the elementary schools at the Beaches, with only three 
schools serving the over 45,000 Beaches residents, would alter traffic flows throughout the island, 
causing new hardships to tens of thousands of people; and 

WHEREAS, this plan also ignores economic factorsNeptune Beach pays significantly 
more per capita in ad valorem real estate taxes to the School Board than areas around the county 
that will not be impacted by this plan;  

WHEREAS, Neptune Beach has the highest median property value in the county, at 
$745,000.00, compared to a median value of $299,000.00 countywide; and 

WHEREAS, Neptune Beach, and the Beaches as a whole, consistently pay a significantly 
larger amount of the total School Board and county budget than their per capita share; and 

WHEREAS, to make decisions negatively impacting tens of thousands of Beaches 
residents on the basis of lack of funding ignores that the Beaches carry more than their fair share 
of such burden 

WHEREAS, these examples are just that, examples; and 

WHEREAS, the quality of life of the residents of Neptune Beach, and of the Beaches as 
a whole, will be significantly harmed if this plan were to move forward; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEPTUNE 
BEACH, FLORIDA, THAT: 

SECTION 1.  Adoption of Recitals. The foregoing recitals are deemed true and material 
parts of this resolution and are fully incorporated herein by reference. 

SECTION 2. Opposition to Plan.  The City of Neptune Beach vehemently opposes any 
plan to consolidate or close schools at the Beaches or to otherwise expand the enrollment of 
Neptune Beach Elementary. 

SECTION  3. Repeal of Prior Inconsistent Resolutions and Council Decisions. All 
prior resolutions or parts of resolutions in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of 
the conflict.   
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SECTION  4. Severability. If any section, sentence, clause, or phrase of this resolution 
should be held invalid, unlawful, or unconstitutional, said determination shall not be held to 
invalidate or impair the validity, force, or effect of any other section, sentence, phrase, or portion 
of this resolution not otherwise determined to be invalid, unlawful, or unconstitutional. 

SECTION  5. Effective Date. This resolution shall become effective immediately upon 
passage and adoption by City Council. 

ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Neptune Beach, Florida, on this _____ day 
of _____________, 2024. 

ATTEST: 

 Elaine E. Brown, Mayor 

Catherine Ponson, City Clerk 

5



Special Meeting Agenda Item #3
Grit Removal System-Mechanical
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Special Meeting Agenda Item #4
City Hall Ground Covering
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CITY OF NEPTUNE BEACH 
CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

STAFF REPORT 

AGENDA ITEM: Workshop Agenda Item #7A-Historic Preservation and Code Subcommittees 
Presentation 

SUBMITTED BY: Historic Preservation Subcommittee and Code Review Subcommittee 

DATE: April 11, 2024 

BACKGROUND: The Historic Preservation and Code Review Subcommittees of the 
Community Development Board are presenting proposed Code 
changes regarding variances for historically significant properties. 
The revisions have been reviewed and revised by the City Attorney. 

RECOMMENDATION: Discuss and Consider the Subcommittees’ Recommendations 

ATTACHMENT: Proposed Code Changes 

Workshop Agenda Item #7A
CDB Subcommittees
Historically Significant Properties
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Sec. 27-145.3. - Procedures for applying for and issuing a variance for property determined to be 
historically significant. 

(a)SubmiƩal of applicaƟon. The owner or developer shall submit a completed applicaƟon, as described
in secƟon 27-143, to the office of the city manager or designee, specifically requesƟng consideraƟon as a
historically significant property.

(b)DeterminaƟon of sufficiency. The city manager or designee shall review the applicaƟon within five (5)
working days of its submission to determine if it is sufficient. When the applicaƟon is determined to be
complete within the requirements of secƟon 27-143, the city manager or designee shall forward the
applicaƟon to the community development board for consideraƟon.

(c)Community development board acƟon. Allowing for proper noƟce as specified in this division, the
community development board shall conduct a quasi-judicial public hearing and shall prepare, in wriƟng,
its comments and recommendaƟon to the city council for (i) determinaƟon if the property is historically
significant and, if the community development board determines same, (ii) approval, approval with
condiƟons, or denial of the applicaƟon. Any person at the quasi-judicial public hearing shall be afforded
the opportunity to be heard. If the community development board finds the property to be historically
significant, the elements of SecƟon 27-147.1 shall apply. If the community development board does not
find the property to be historically significant, then the processes of SecƟon 21-145 or SecƟon 21-145.2,
as appropriate based on the nature of the property, shall apply and the elements of SecƟon 27-147 shall
apply.

(d)City council acƟon. At the next available meeƟng of the city council, allowing for required noƟce as
described in this part, the city council, by way of quasi-judicial public hearing, shall approve, deny, or
approve with condiƟons said applicaƟon aŌer consideraƟon of the comments and recommendaƟons of
the community development board as to any historically significant property, based on the standards set
forth in this division.

(e) Floodplain variances. This secƟon does not apply to variances from floodplain regulaƟons; such
variances are decided by the community development board as provided in secƟons 27-150 and 17-151.

14



Sec. 27- .- Required findings needed to issue a variance for a Historically 
Significant Property. 

 

The community development board, upon a  Super Majority Vote (defined below)  of the 
members, may determine a property is historically significant for the purposes of evaluating a 
variance request, and this Sec.___ __shall apply in lieu of Sec. 27-147. For 
clarification, a Super Majority Vote (defined below) is required in lieu of a majority vote described 
in Sec. 27-41 (b). 
 
The community development board shall not recommend approval of any variance for a 
historically significant property unless it makes a positive finding, based on substantial 
competent evidence presented at the public hearing, on each of the following criteria: 

 

(1) The property is historically significant..  
 

(2) The proposed variance is the minimum necessary to allow the reasonable use of the 
parcel of land. 

 
(3) The proposed variance would not adversely affect adjacent and nearby properties or the 
public in general. 

 
(4) The proposed variance will not substantially diminish property values in, nor alter the 
essential character of, the area surrounding the site. 

 
(5) The effect of the proposed variance is in harmony with the general intent of the ULDC and 
the specific intent of the relevant subject area(s) of the ULDC. 

 

(6) The requested variance is intended to and will permit the property owner to 
substantially preserve the historical aspects of the property in a manner that would not be 
possible without the requested variance. . 

 
(7) Granting the variance will not confer upon the applicant any special privilege that is denied 
by the ULDC to other lands, buildings, or structures in the same zoning district. 

 
 
Under this Sec. __, each decision of the board must be approved by a Super Majority Vote of 
the members present at a meeting in which a quorum as defined in Sec. 27-41(a) is in 
attendance and voting.   
 
A “Super Majority Vote” shall mean approval by 3 out of 4 members if exactly 4 members are 
present; 4 out of 5 members if exactly 5 members are present; 4 out of 6 board members if 
exactly 6 members are present; or 5 out of 7 board members if exactly 7 members are present. 
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