
City Council

City of Jonesboro

Council Agenda

Municipal Center

300 S. Church Street

Jonesboro, AR 72401

Municipal Center5:30 PMTuesday, January 17, 2017

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING AT 5:00 P.M.

Council Chambers, Municipal Center

APPEAL HEARING AT 5:15 P.M.

Regarding the appeal by Neil Stallings Properties #1, LLP, and Stallings & Gibson, Inc. 

concerning the decision of the MAPC to grant a conditional use permit to Chris Kidd for 

a self-service laundry at 2404 E. Matthews

1.  CALL TO ORDER BY MAYOR PERRIN AT 5:30 P.M.

2.  PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND INVOCATION

3.  ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK DONNA JACKSON

4.  SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

5.  CONSENT AGENDA

All items listed below will be voted on in one motion unless a council member requests 

a separate action on one or more items.

MIN-17:004 Minutes for the City Council meeting on January 3, 2017

MinutesAttachments:

RES-16:165 A RESOLUTION TO CONTRACT WITH JENNIE FINCH SOFTBALL FOR HOSTING A 

TWO-DAY SOFTBALL CAMP AT SOUTHSIDE SOFTBALL COMPLEX ON 

NOVEMBER 4-5, 2017

Sponsors: Parks & Recreation

Jennie Finch Contract.pdfAttachments:

Legislative History 

1/10/17 Finance & Administration 

Council Committee

Recommended to Council

RES-17:001 RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS 

TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT WITH CRAIGHEAD COUNTY JONESBORO PUBLIC 

LIBRARY FOR PUBLIC SERVICE

ContractAttachments:
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Legislative History 

1/10/17 Finance & Administration 

Council Committee

Recommended to Council

RES-17:002 RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS 

AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT TO SELL 

PROPERTY TO CITY WATER AND LIGHT

Sponsors: Mayor's Office

CWL Purchase Agreement.pdf

Appraisal Dan Ave 25 acres.pdf

Attachments:

Legislative History 

1/10/17 Finance & Administration 

Council Committee

Recommended to Council

6.  NEW BUSINESS

ORDINANCES ON FIRST READING

ORD-16:082 AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE JONESBORO CODE OF ORDINANCES, 

SECTION 117-33, AMENDING THE PROCEDURES FOR AMENDING TEXTUAL 

PROVISION OF THE CHAPTER, AND THE OTHER BEING A CHANGE OF 

BOUNDARY IN A ZONING DISTRICT, WITHIN THE CITY LIMITS OF JONESBORO, 

ARKANSAS

Sponsors: Planning and Metropolitan Area Planning Commission

Sec 117 (rezoning changes)

Zoning Changes

Attachments:

Legislative History 

1/3/17 Public Works Council 

Committee

Recommended to Council

7.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS

COM-16:106 Decision by the City Council regarding the appeal by Neil Stallings Properties #1, LLP, 

and Stallings & Gibson, Inc. concerning the decision of the MAPC to grant a conditional 

use permit to Chris Kidd for a self-service laundry at 2404 E. Matthews

Appeal hearing request

Exhibit A

Exhibit B

Property Owner Affidavit with Exhibits

Attachments:

8.  MAYOR'S REPORTS

COM-17:002 Airport Commission financial statement for December 31, 2016

Sponsors: Municipal Airport Commission
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Financial StatementAttachments:

9.  CITY COUNCIL REPORTS

10.  PUBLIC COMMENTS

Public Comments are limited to 5 minutes per person for a total of 15 minutes.

11.  ADJOURNMENT
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Municipal Center

300 S. Church Street

Jonesboro, AR 72401

City of Jonesboro

Meeting Minutes

City Council

5:30 PM Municipal CenterTuesday, January 3, 2017

SPECIAL CALLED FINANCE COMMITTEE MEETING AT 4:45 P.M.

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEETING AT 5:00 P.M.

APPEAL HEARING AT 5:15 P.M.

Regarding the appeal by Neil Stallings Properties #1, LLP, and Stallings & Gibson, 

Inc. concerning the decision of the MAPC to grant a conditional use permit to Chris 

Kidd for a self-service laundry at 2404 E. Matthews

Attorney Bobby Gibson, representing the Stallings, stated Attorney Don Parker, who 

is representing Mr. Kidd, had a death in family. They are jointly requesting a 

continuance of the hearing.

Councilman Moore asked when Mr. Gibson would like to hold the hearing. Mr. Gibson 

answered in two weeks, at the next meeting.

Councilman Moore motioned, seconded by Councilman Frierson, to reschedule the 

hearing for January 17, 2017, at 5:15 p.m. All voted aye.

1.      CALL TO ORDER BY MAYOR PERRIN AT 5:30 P.M.

2.      PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE AND INVOCATION

3.      ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK DONNA JACKSON

Darrel Dover;Ann Williams;Charles Frierson;Chris Moore;John 

Street;Mitch Johnson;Gene Vance;Chris Gibson;Charles Coleman;Bobby 

Long;Joe Hafner and David McClain

Present 12 - 

4.      SPECIAL PRESENTATIONS

Mayor Perrin welcomed Mr. Hafner and Mr. McClain to the City Council.

5.      CONSENT AGENDA

MIN-16:154 Minutes for the City Council meeting on December 20, 2016

MinutesAttachments:
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This item was APPROVED on the consent agenda.

Darrel Dover;Ann Williams;Charles Frierson;Chris Moore;John 

Street;Mitch Johnson;Gene Vance;Chris Gibson;Charles Coleman;Bobby 

Long;Joe Hafner and David McClain

Aye: 12 - 

6.      NEW BUSINESS

COM-16:106 Decision by the City Council regarding the appeal by Neil Stallings Properties #1, 

LLP, and Stallings & Gibson, Inc. concerning the decision of the MAPC to grant a 

conditional use permit to Chris Kidd for a self-service laundry at 2404 E. Matthews

Appeal hearing request

Exhibit A

Exhibit B

Property Owner Affidavit with Exhibits

Attachments:

Councilman Vance motioned, seconded by Councilman Gibson, to postpone the 

decision until the next regularly scheduled meeting on January 17, 2017. All voted 

aye.

7.      UNFINISHED BUSINESS

ORDINANCES ON THIRD READING

ORD-16:042 AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 117, KNOWN AS THE ZONING 

ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS, PROVIDING FOR 

CHANGES IN ZONING BOUNDARIES FROM R-1 TO RM-12 LUO FOR 

PROPERTY LOCATED AT 3423 HUDSON AS REQUESTED BY ROBIN 

CALDWELL

Plat

Planning Dept. Report

Letter from City Water & Light

Aerial View

Application

HUDSON DR - SEWER

Rezoning Questions

Supporting Information

Opposition Letter

Attachments:

Attorney Zac Baker, representing Ms. Caldwell, provided supporting documentation 

to the City Council regarding the rezoning request (see attached supporting 

documentation). He noted it is the same information from the last meeting, so some 

of the Council members may already have it. He discussed the subject property and 

reiterated some information from the last meeting. The MAPC approved the rezoning 

request at their June 28, 2016, meeting. The property is in a high-intensity growth 

sector and that multi-family use is appropriate for this high-intensity growth sector. As 

such, the proposed rezoning conforms with the city’s comprehensive plan. The 

MAPC report notes the proposed use would not be a detriment to the area and would 

have minimal impact on community facilities and services. There were no objections 

by any city departments or agencies.
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Mr. Baker explained the subject land was purchased by the applicant’s parents in 

1952. The current owner grew up in the single-family residence that is on the 

property. She has owned the property since 2003. The property has been listed on 

multiple listing services in Jonesboro with a real estate broker since August, 2015, 

with no offers and essentially no interest. There are parties who have expressed 

interest in the property if it is re-zoned.

He noted at the last meeting there was a question about sewer services. They were 

correct in their thinking that sewer services are offered to the property on its southern 

border. He added a letter from CWL was provided to the City Clerk’s Office and 

attached on the agenda that confirms the availability of city services to the property.

Councilman Long referred to information provided by the applicant that indicated the 

neighbors understand the area is to be redeveloped and accept the inevitability the 

neighborhood will not continue to remain as it is. He then questioned how they know 

that and if they spoke with the neighbors. Mr. Baker stated he believes that question 

was answered during the first Council meeting in which the rezoning was presented 

and the answer was yes, an attempt was made. Numerous persons were spoken to 

by Cole Stevenson, the property owner’s real estate broker, and they gave their 

responses. Councilman Dover asked if Mr. Baker had a copy of those. Mr. Baker 

answered they were verbal.

Mr. Stevenson stated his answer to the question was reflective of two parts – talking 

to the MAPC, reviewing what has happened in the area. They attempted to speak 

with the property owners whose property abuts the subject property, not any property 

on Pearl Drive or some of the other areas because the property, as it sits, they didn’t 

see how others would be affected. He personally spoke with Mr. Gibson to the 

northwest and he had no problems with it. He also spoke with the corner lot owners, 

who attended a past meeting and didn’t have a ton of negative things. He spoke with 

the Costners, who he thought were of the open that he expressed recently in the 

paper. He has since been told by the Costners that wasn’t their view, so he 

apologized to them for misrepresenting it. He was unable to make contact with the 

other neighbors, but they did attempt. They wanted to move forward with the process 

and did the best they could, so they hope the neighbors take the time to express their 

opinions now.

Councilman Dover asked if a community meeting was offered. Mr. Stevenson 

explained they went door to door three times. At the time, they thought that would be 

sufficient. They didn’t realize there would be this outlash from the community given 

their stances to the previous commercials rezonings around them.

Councilman Moore noted Mr. Stevenson is a licensed agent who does business in 

Jonesboro. He asked what Mr. Stevenson would attribute the property being vacant 

since 2005 to. Is it due to too high of an asking price or is it because nobody would 

want to build R-1 in that area. Mr. Stevenson clarified his answer would be 

speculative and of his professional opinion. The entire area surrounding this property 

has gone either commercial or industrial. He doesn’t think he can speculate as to the 

prices. But, he doesn’t see a high demand to build a house next to a future 

commercial development, plus there’s industrial property to the south that has been 

built on. Councilman Moore clarified that Mr. Stevenson thinks the property has the 

wrong zoning due to the commercial and industrial. Mr. Stevenson answered yes, he 

thinks that the growth and development in the neighborhood as well as the rezonings 

attribute to what they are trying to achieve to put the property to its best use. He 

noted that is just his opinion based on what has been reviewed in the last year.

Councilman Dover referred to the information presented to the Council members, 
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specifically the Application for Zoning Map Amendment. He stated the application 

asks the use of the adjoining properties and lists them as residential on the north, 

east and west with commercial on the south. He questioned how they can say the 

property is surrounded by commercial or industrial when commercial borders only 

25% of the property. Mr. Stevenson noted when they started the process the property 

to the west had not been rezoned, but it has been rezoned. Mr. Baker stated he has a 

problem with the inquiry because the MAPC has already decided they are consistent 

with the Comprehensive Use Plan and everything else. Councilman Dover stated the 

MAPC doesn’t get to make the final decision.

Dan Pasmore, 7114 Highway 351, spoke in opposition to the rezoning. He doesn’t 

live in the neighborhood, but does own a house in the neighborhood. There’s only a 

couple of rental properties in the area. It’s mostly homeowners who have been there 

a long time. Jonesboro is running out of small neighborhoods that can be managed 

and kept under control. He discussed the neighborhood. He explained if you try to 

pull out on Hudson you can’t see to turn, but then if you go towards 49 you’re only 

200 yards to the Aggie Road stoplight. Trying to turn left towards the hospital is 

treacherous. He added he lives out there now and it’s a nightmare if you are trying to 

leave for work at 8 and come home at 5. There’s wreck after wreck out there. It is a 

quiet, respectable neighborhood and it needs to stay that way. Councilman Moore 

asked if he owns one of the four lots directly to the east. Mr. Pasmore answered he 

has a lot that is the longest lot backing up to the property on Hudson. He added the 

only way out of the property is on Hudson, around the curve which is a pretty good 

blind spot by itself. It’s going to be a nightmare. He asked that the property be left 

alone.

Brenda Hetler, 1811 Pearl Drive, thanked the city because last time she was at a 

meeting she had a water that has since been taken care of. She then read from a 

letter she wrote (see attached opposition letter) detailing her opposition to the 

rezoning.

Councilman McClain questioned what school district this rezoning is in. Mr. Baker 

answered it is in the Nettleton School District. Councilman McClain noted that their 

information refers to an increase in tax revenues. He asked if they had any 

information regarding the tax revenue difference between R-1 and R-12 zoning, the 

apartments versus single family homes. Mr. Baker answered no. Since this is a pure 

rezoning and not in conjunction with a site plan, then those aspects are too 

speculative for them to attempt.

Councilman McClain then asked how long the property was for sale as R-1. Mr. 

Baker answered the property was listed in 2015 with Mr. Stevenson’s brokerage. Mr. 

Stevenson added Ms. Caldwell, the property owner, hired him in August, 2015, to 

represent her and it has been listed as R-1 since then. Councilman McClain 

questioned whether he spoke with developers in order to develop the property as R-1 

or whether they went straight for R-12. Mr. Stevenson explained he cannot divulge 

his client dealings, but he can say this proposition has been discussed at different 

times. It just seems to him and from what he has seen with the developers that the 

interest leans towards multi-family zoning, which is why they asked for the rezoning.

Councilman Dover stated he gets hung up on the “best use” statement. He explained 

if the best use of the property was R-12, then it would’ve been R-12 in the land use 

map. Rather, what’s being said is R-12 is the best use of the property for the money. 

Mr. Baker answered the land owner and the market decide what is the best use of 

the property. The land owner is saying what the best use is, as is the real estate 

broker. He didn’t have any way to second guess them. 
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Councilman Hafner stated the property has been vacant since 2005 and was listed 

for sale in August, 2015. He noted there was a ten-year period when there was no 

effort to sell the property, so it was vacant by choice. Mr. Baker answered yes. 

Councilman Hafner then asked if there were any sales comparisons in the area to 

reflect what homes sell for in the area over the last two or three years. Mr. Baker 

answered no. Councilman Hafner said then they can’t be sure if the reason the 

property hasn’t sold is due to a high asking price. Mr. Baker explained his 

understanding of the process is that if someone is interested they can call and haggle 

when it comes to price. But, there has been absolutely no interest in the property as 

it’s presently zoned. There has been interest in the event it is rezoned. There is a 

better chance of the property being developed if it’s rezoned. Councilman Vance 

clarified there is no offer contingent upon the property being rezoned. Mr. Baker 

stated that is correct.

Councilman Gibson noted he received a text today from Mark Belk, a Nettleton 

School Board member, who expressed his objection to the rezoning.

Councilman Street explained he still goes back to his original complaint that 

single-family homes have a slower absorption rate than apartments. If the property is 

developed as R-1, then it probably has an absorption rate of 8-10 years allowing time 

to possibly widen Highway 351 or make other traffic changes to help the 

infrastructure. But, if you put 96 apartments up then in nine months you would 

instantly have the traffic and the schools would have the kids to make space for. He 

then asked the city planner to speak about the rezoning. He noted the current city 

planner was not involved in the rezoning of this property on the front-end.

City Planner Derrel Smith explained the rezoning did occur before his tenure started, 

but he’s not sure it meets the Land Use Plan. He thinks parts of it do fit. He did agree 

with former City Planner Otis Spriggs’ comment that these are not hard and fast lines. 

But, he’s not sure all of this needs to be in the high intensity growth sector. He also 

has access concerns in regards to Hudson Drive, as well as the compatibility to the 

adjacent neighbors. In the future, this may turn out to be the best zoning for the 

property, but at this time he’s not sure it is. He clarified that actually he does not feel 

this is the best zoning for the property at this time.

Councilman Hafner then questioned how they came up with the number of 96 units. 

Mr. Stevenson explained when they started the process with the multi-family aspect 

he had long discussions with Mr. Spriggs about what the number would be 

density-wise. He and Mr. Spriggs made the decision for R-12. They then came up 

with the 96 units by multiplying what is allowed in R-12 and the amount of acreage.

Councilman Vance stated at the last meeting he made a statement towards Mr. 

Baker that his argument was arguing towards impact fees. He wanted to clarify that 

he is not advocating for the start of impact fees; rather, he’s just saying impact fees 

would be a way for this developer to pay for the expansion and improvement through 

Hudson Drive from one end to the other. He’s not advocating for impact fees and he 

hopes that everyone understands. It may be something that needs to be looked at in 

the future, but he’s not pushing for it.

Councilman Long read from the applicant’s information that states the property would 

be utilized in its highest and best use to create needed housing for continued growth. 

And it would also serve to saturate the surrounding commercial developments with 

new patrons and raise tax revenues. He stated that is what he would not want to 

happen in this particular instance. They will be saturating an area of land with two 

blind spots on a two-lane road in the middle of a residential neighborhood. Next are 

concerns about safety, schools and drainage. Those are the issues he has with the 
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rezoning. Their information also stated the property will be solicited as vacant land for 

an upscale multi-family development, but they don’t know that it will be upscale. He 

thinks they don’t make determinations when it’s convenient, but they also make a lot 

of determinations that he thinks are speculative.

Mr. Baker then drew attention to the provided color-coded map where there is 

property zoned as C-3 LUO on the corner of Hudson Drive and Old Greensboro 

Road. It was rezoned approximately six months ago. During that rezoning, City 

Council did not take a single issue with attempting to improve that intersection. 

Councilman Vance asked if that property is controlled by property that is due south 

that connects directly with Johnson Avenue. He thinks there is a partnership in all of 

that. Mr. Baker continued the issue is when the other rezoning happened the second 

reading was waived and the rezoning was approved without anyone saying anything 

about traffic. Not one word was said about traffic and no one from the neighborhood 

came to complain. The property was rezoned to C-3 and that intersection is a danger 

to the city and the surrounding landowners. He would’ve thought the rezoning would 

be a critical time to take up those issues. He has a problem with the city requiring 

things differently for his client and their rezoning when the other rezoning was just six 

months ago. He also referred to the Curtis rezoning which was five years ago and the 

prior rezoning was done by Terry Trotter via ORD-16:028 at 1822 Old Greensboro 

Road. There’s also a C-3 LUO that is south and east of the subject property rezoned 

C-3 LUO from R-1via ORD-12:002 at 3603 Hudson. That property’s ingress and 

egress is exclusively on Hudson Drive. Like the Trotter rezoning, that rezoning was 

also pushed through unanimously without the slightest bit of disapproval or 

questioning as to traffic or other impact on Hudson.

Councilman Dover asked what was allowed in the rezoned properties Mr. Baker 

referred to. Mr. Smith answered with the LUO’s he would have to go back and look at 

the rezonings. Councilman Dover stated that 96 apartments wouldn’t have been 

allowed. Mr. Smith answered no, but to make a comparison he would have to go 

back and look at the rezonings.

Mr. Baker noted that, again, 96 units isn’t what they are looking for; rather, they are 

looking for the change between R-1 and R-12. Councilman Dover stated they are just 

reading the application.

Mr. Baker explained that essentially the testimony is that Hudson Drive is already 

over-burdened, so if the applicant were to build a single residence on it then it would 

negatively impact Hudson. Councilman Long stated he thinks that is an incorrect 

assumption. Mr. Baker disagreed, adding it’s been the testimony that no one wants 

any more traffic on Hudson and he doesn’t think that statement could be disputed.

Councilman Street stated the property is zoned R-1, so they could start developing it 

as R-1 tomorrow and there’s nothing anyone could do about it. He thinks there’s a big 

difference between 8-10 years of development and nine months of 96 units when it 

comes to traffic. Mr. Baker noted 8-10 years is speculation.

Councilman Dover asked what the vote was at MAPC. Mr. Baker answered the vote 

was 5-3. Councilman Dover stated so that means the three people who voted against 

it also acted in an arbitrary and capricious manner. Mr. Baker answered to his 

recollection one vote was, but he’s not familiar enough with it. Councilman Moore 

asked for a point of order because someone’s personal motive on the MAPC is not 

before us right now.

A motion was made by Councilman Chris Moore, seconded by Councilman 

Charles Frierson, that this matter be Passed . The motion FAILED with the 

following vote.
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Darrel Dover;Ann Williams;Charles Frierson;Chris Moore;John 

Street;Mitch Johnson;Gene Vance;Chris Gibson;Charles Coleman;Bobby 

Long;Joe Hafner and David McClain

Nay: 12 - 

Enactment No: O-EN-001-2017

ORD-16:083 AN ORDINANCE VACATING A DEVELOPED STREET RIGHT- OF- WAY AS 

REQUESTED BY HJE,LLC/HJE III

Engineering & Planning Department Letter

Petition

Updated Plat

Utility Letters

Attachments:

Councilman Moore asked if this is the one on Aggie Road where they needed to build 

a new gate. Mayor Perrin answered he thinks that’s right.

A motion was made by Councilman Chris Moore, seconded by Councilman 

Mitch Johnson, that this matter be Passed . The motion PASSED with the 

following vote.

Darrel Dover;Ann Williams;Charles Frierson;Chris Moore;John 

Street;Mitch Johnson;Gene Vance;Chris Gibson;Charles Coleman;Bobby 

Long;Joe Hafner and David McClain

Aye: 12 - 

Enactment No: O-EN-002-2017

ORD-16:084 AN ORDINANCE VACATING A DRAINAGE EASEMENT AS REQUESTED BY 

RACE STREET ATHLETIC CLUB

Engineering & Planning Department Letter

Petition

Plat

Utility Letters

Attachments:

A motion was made by Councilman John Street, seconded by Councilman Joe 

Hafner, that this matter be Passed . The motion PASSED with the following 

vote.

Darrel Dover;Ann Williams;Charles Frierson;Chris Moore;John 

Street;Mitch Johnson;Gene Vance;Chris Gibson;Charles Coleman;Bobby 

Long;Joe Hafner and David McClain

Aye: 12 - 

Enactment No: O-EN-003-2017

8.      MAYOR'S REPORTS

Mayor Perrin reported on the following items:

The Walton Foundation will be visiting around January 16 or 17. They will also be 

meeting with someone from the Foundation on January 6 to discuss biking and 

walking trails in Jonesboro.

 Last week he met with MBC Holdings as well as Fire Marshal Jason Wills and Chief 

Building Official Tim Renshaw about the Citizens Bank Building. They are getting a 

structural engineer to do some work. He will also be meeting with the attorney and 

First Security Bank, who has the mortgage on the building, next week while he’s in 

Little Rock. If things work out, then they will get with the engineer to see what can be 

done with the building.
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Next week is the Municipal League Winter Conference, January 11-13.

Building permits totaled $4,249,000. 90% is residential with 10% being commercial.

He will be giving the state of the city address before the end of February.

Total building permits for 2016 is at $184 million, which is an increase over last year.

Quality of Life had three demolitions last month, two by Grants, 17 by owners. There 

were also 9 rehabs. There are 21 pending cases for condemnation.

The Highway Department approved the request to get an engineer on board for 

Harrisburg Road. This will be from Parker Road to the fire station, in the area of 

Central Baptist Church. The other is for Southwest Drive and Parker Road to do 

intersection improvements. They will be meeting with some people tomorrow to get 

that started.

Winter Wonderland attendance for this year was 4,083, an all-time high. The skating 

rink has taken in $14,830 through last Friday. It will be open through the rest of this 

month and should hit around $20,000. They will take that money and put it back into 

that operation to make it bigger and larger for next year.

The city received a grant to do advertising for recycling. That will start next week with 

an ad in the paper.

The city has right at 10,000 followers on Facebook, which is double what it was last 

year. It has been a great media outlet for the citizens.

9.      CITY COUNCIL REPORTS

Councilman Street motioned, seconded by Councilman Dover, to elect Chris Moore 

as President Pro Tempore for 2017. All voted aye.

He commended Winter Wonderland and the ice skating rink.

Councilman Dover motioned, seconded by Councilman Street, to suspend the rules 

and place ORD-16:086 on the agenda. All voted aye.

ORD-16:086 AN ORDINANCE TO WAIVE COMPETITIVE BIDDING AND AUTHORIZE A 

CONTRACT WITH USABLE TO PROVIDE INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR CITY 

EMPLOYEES FOR 2017

Sponsors: Human Resources

City of Jonesboro Amendment USAble.pdf

USAble.pdf

Attachments:

Councilman Dover offered the ordinance for first reading.

Councilman Street motioned, seconded by Councilman Moore, to suspend the rules 

and waive the second and third readings. All voted aye.

A motion was made by Councilman John Street, seconded by Councilman 

Mitch Johnson, that this matter be Passed . The motion PASSED with the 

following vote:
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Darrel Dover;Ann Williams;Charles Frierson;Chris Moore;John 

Street;Mitch Johnson;Gene Vance;Chris Gibson;Charles Coleman;Bobby 

Long;Joe Hafner and David McClain

Aye: 12 - 

Enactment No: O-EN-004-2017

Councilman Hafner stated he is honored to be representing the citizens of Jonesboro. 

He hopes they can continue to make good, informed decisions to keep the city 

moving forward. He noted in December the MAPC tabled discussion on sidewalks in 

order to form a committee. He asked about the status of the committee. Mayor Perrin 

stated he met with Mr. Smith today. They have been waiting on people to submit their 

names and have now gotten the information back. They are at 11 for the committee 

and will be bringing it back to Council. It was a good base from architects to 

engineers. Councilman Hafner explained he thinks that will be an important 

committee for development and safety in order to get a good, fair system.

Councilman Long noted the roundabout is starting to get traffic on it. Mayor Perrin 

explained when the company is paying $1,300 a day in penalties things will get done 

quicker. The penalty will stop due to the winter months, but they have done a good 

job of getting the roundabout to a certain point. The first layer of paving is done and 

has been striped. They have put up the stop signs and probably won’t come down 

until the roundabout is completed.

Councilman McClain stated he is looking forward to the next four years serving for 

the city.

Councilman Gibson stated as current acting chair of Nominating & Rules it had been 

discussed having a special meeting tonight, but Councilmen Hafner and McClain 

accepts the roles their predecessors were in so there’s no need for a meeting at this 

point, but we may revisit it later in the year.

He then asked Mr. Smith to report an update on the changes to Section 117 that had 

been previously discussed last year. Mr. Smith explained the Public Works 

Committee had asked for a change to the proposed ordinance. He will make that 

change so the ordinance should be on the Council agenda for the next meeting.

COM-17:001 Letter from Sage Meadows Property Owners Association regarding street 

improvements in the subdivision

LetterAttachments:

Councilman Gibson read for a letter from the Sage Meadows Property Owners 

Association. He read the letter (see letter attached to communications file). He asked 

that he, Mayor Perrin, Street Director Steve Tippett and Councilwoman Williams set 

some available times to visit the areas in question to address the issues. Mayor 

Perrin stated he will meet with Mr. Tippett and get back with Councilman Gibson.

This item was Read.

Councilwoman Williams asked for an update concerning the widening of South 

Patrick. City Engineer Craig Light explained there’s a water line on the west side of 

the road that needs to be relocated. He spoke with CWL. They think they can have it 

Page 9City of Jonesboro

http://jonesboro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=L&ID=18199
http://jonesboro.legistar.com/gateway.aspx?M=F&ID=7ddca17d-72e9-47f8-b083-3b2532371895.pdf


January 3, 2017City Council Meeting Minutes

relocated in about four weeks. They will begin advertising the project once they see 

CWL start relocating the water line.

10.      PUBLIC COMMENTS

Dan Pasmore, 7001 Highway 351, asked when the update with the new Council 

members addresses and information will be on the website. Mayor Perrin stated it’s 

already on there.

11.      ADJOURNMENT

A motion was made by Councilman Mitch Johnson, seconded by Councilman 

Chris Moore, that this meeting be Adjourned . The motion PASSED with the 

following vote.

Darrel Dover;Ann Williams;Charles Frierson;Chris Moore;John 

Street;Mitch Johnson;Gene Vance;Chris Gibson;Charles Coleman;Bobby 

Long;Joe Hafner and David McClain

Aye: 12 - 

_____________________________       Date: ____________

Harold Perrin, Mayor

Attest:

_____________________________       Date: ____________

Donna Jackson, City Clerk
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File #:  Version: 1RES-16:165 Name: Contract with Jennie Finch Softball for softball camp

Status:Type: Resolution Recommended to Council

File created: In control:12/30/2016 Finance & Administration Council Committee

On agenda: Final action:

Title: A RESOLUTION TO CONTRACT WITH JENNIE FINCH SOFTBALL FOR HOSTING A TWO-DAY
SOFTBALL CAMP AT SOUTHSIDE SOFTBALL COMPLEX ON NOVEMBER 4-5, 2017

Sponsors: Parks & Recreation

Indexes: Contract

Code sections:

Attachments: Jennie Finch Contract.pdf

Action ByDate Action ResultVer.

Finance & Administration Council
Committee

1/10/2017 1

A RESOLUTION TO CONTRACT WITH JENNIE FINCH SOFTBALL FOR HOSTING A TWO-DAY
SOFTBALL CAMP AT SOUTHSIDE SOFTBALL COMPLEX ON NOVEMBER 4-5, 2017
WHEREAS, the City of Jonesboro owns and maintains Southside Softball Complex located at 5301 Stadium
Blvd;

WHEREAS, the City of Jonesboro softball will partner with local businesses to provide support for this event;

WHEREAS, the City of Jonesboro softball will provide a “Dinner of Champions” for the campers and the
general softball community. Location TBA.  This will offset the cost of camp.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JONESBORO,
ARKANSAS:

SECTION 1:  That the City of Jonesboro, Arkansas shall contract with the Jennie Finch Softball to host a two
day softball camp at the Southside Softball Complex. A copy of said contract is attached as Exhibit A.

SECTION 2:  The Mayor, Harold Perrin and City Clerk, Donna Jackson are hereby authorized by the City
Council for the City of Jonesboro to execute all documents necessary to effectuate the agreement.
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Indexes: Contract
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Attachments: Contract

Action ByDate Action ResultVer.

Finance & Administration Council
Committee

1/10/2017 1

RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS TO ENTER INTO
A CONTRACT WITH CRAIGHEAD COUNTY JONESBORO PUBLIC LIBRARY FOR PUBLIC SERVICE
WHEREAS, the City of Jonesboro has received a contract from Craighead County Jonesboro Public Library;
and

WHEREAS, this contract is for the purposes of remitting the City's portion of property tax to the Craighead
County Jonesboro Public Library; and

WHEREAS, the City of Jonesboro believes the benefits to be derived from the operation and maintenance of a
public library will enhance the quality of life of the City of Jonesboro and its residents; and

WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the City of Jonesboro that the City Council authorize the Mayor and
City Clerk to execute this contract.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF JONESBORO,
ARKANSAS THAT:

1.  This contract is for the purposes of remitting the City's portion of property tax to Craighead County
Jonesboro Public Library.

2.  That this contract is for the best interest of the residents of the City of Jonesboro.

3.  The Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized to execute said contract.



Public Service Contract 
Between 

The City of Jonesboro 
And 

Craighead County Jonesboro Public Library 
 

This contract is entered into on this ___ of January 2017 between the Craighead County 
Jonesboro Public Library, located at 315 W. Oak Ave., Jonesboro, Arkansas and The City of 
Jonesboro, located at 515 W. Washington, Jonesboro, Arkansas. 
 
Craighead County Jonesboro Public Library is currently funded by a 2 mill property tax that is 
collected by Craighead County and remitted to The Craighead County Jonesboro Public Library 
by way of the County Treasurer and transactions are posted in the County’s annual operating 
budget as required by law. 
 
Whereas, The City of Jonesboro by way of this contract will receive the City portion of the tax 
collections from the County Treasurer and will remit them to The Craighead County Jonesboro 
Public Library. 
 
With these funds, the Craighead County Jonesboro Public Library will provide services to the 
citizens of Jonesboro and Craighead County as normally associated with this type of public 
facility. 
 
This contract shall be effective January 1, 2017 and remain in effect for a period of one (1) year 
and expiring December 31, 2017.  This contract will be entered into annually at the beginning of 
each calendar year to satisfy the scope of the law. 
 
 
 
City Official:              Craighead County Jonesboro Public Library Official: 
 
 
 
_________________________ _________________________ 
Harold Perrin    David A. Eckert 
Mayor City of Jonesboro  Library Director 
 
 
 
 
 
_________________________ 
Donna Jackson 
City Clerk 
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File #:  Version: 1RES-17:002 Name: Agreement with CWL to sell property on Dan
Avenue to CWL

Status:Type: Resolution Recommended to Council

File created: In control:1/6/2017 Finance & Administration Council Committee

On agenda: Final action:
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AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT TO SELL PROPERTY TO CITY
WATER AND LIGHT
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Indexes: Property purchase - real

Code sections:

Attachments: CWL Purchase Agreement.pdf

Appraisal Dan Ave 25 acres.pdf

Action ByDate Action ResultVer.

Finance & Administration Council
Committee

1/10/2017 1

RESOLUTION BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS AUTHORIZING
THE MAYOR TO ENTER INTO AN AGREEMENT TO SELL PROPERTY TO CITY WATER AND
LIGHT
WHEREAS, the City of Jonesboro, Arkansas and City Water and Light Plant of the City of Jonesboro,
Arkansas desire to enter into an Agreement to Purchase and Sell Real Property located on Dan Avenue in the
City of Jonesboro; and

WHEREAS, the parties have had the property appraised and agree to a purchase price of $126,000.

WHEREAS, said agreement is attached hereto and the terms set out therein;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL FOR THE CITY OF JONESBORO,
ARKANSAS THAT:

1. The City of Jonesboro approves the Agreement to Sell Property To City Water and Light located on Dan
Avenue as specified in the attached documents.  That the purchase price shall be $126,000.  All other details of
the purchase are in the attached agreement.

2. The Mayor, Harold Perrin and City Clerk, Donna Jackson are hereby authorized by the City Council for the
City of Jonesboro to execute all documents necessary to effectuate this agreement and the sale of the property.
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File #:  Version: 1ORD-16:082 Name: Amend Section 117-33 of the Code of Ordinances

Status:Type: Ordinance First Reading

File created: In control:12/1/2016 Public Works Council Committee

On agenda: Final action:

Title: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE JONESBORO CODE OF ORDINANCES, SECTION 117-33,
AMENDING THE PROCEDURES FOR AMENDING TEXTUAL PROVISION OF THE CHAPTER,
AND THE OTHER BEING A CHANGE OF BOUNDARY IN A ZONING DISTRICT, WITHIN THE CITY
LIMITS OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS
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Indexes: Code of Ordinances amendment

Code sections: Chapter 117 - Zoning

Attachments: Sec 117 (rezoning changes)

Zoning Changes

Action ByDate Action ResultVer.

Public Works Council Committee1/3/2017 1

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE JONESBORO CODE OF ORDINANCES, SECTION 117-33,
AMENDING THE PROCEDURES FOR AMENDING TEXTUAL PROVISION OF THE CHAPTER, AND
THE OTHER BEING A CHANGE OF BOUNDARY IN A ZONING DISTRICT, WITHIN THE CITY
LIMITS OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS
WHEREAS, The City of Jonesboro desires to encourage orderly development and provide clarity within the
existing code of ordinance in relation to zoning procedures.

WHEREAS, The City of Jonesboro Code of Ordinances currently gives the Metropolitan Area Planning
Commission authority to hold public hearings, review, and make recommendation to the Jonesboro City
Council on matters related to the zoning code.

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council for the City of Jonesboro, Arkansas that:

SECTION ONE:  Section 117-34, Zoning shall be amended as follows:

Sec 117-34. - Amendments.

Two types of amendments to this zoning chapter are recognized; one being a revision in the textual provisions
of the chapter, and the other being a change of boundary in a zoning district.

(1) Amendment to text. Amendments to the text may be initiated by the planning commission, the city
council, or by the mayor.  Proposed amendments shall be processed in accordance with the procedures
set forth in this section.
a. Notice. The city planner shall be responsible for scheduling a public hearing before the planning

commission.  He shall prepare the content of a public notice, and ensure that the notice is published
in the newspaper of general circulation with the city at least 15 days before the public hearing.

b. Hearing and recommendation by the planning commission. The planning commission shall
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conduct a public hearing on the proposed amendment, hearing both the proponents and opponents, if
any.  Following the public hearing the commission shall determine its recommendation regarding
the proposed amendment and make such know to the city council.

c. Action by the city council.  After receiving the recommendation of the planning commission, the
city council:

1. May approve the amendment as submitted;
2. May approve a revised version they deem appropriate;
3. Refer it back to the planning commission for further study and consideration;
4. Table it; or
5. Deny it.
If the city council action does not take place within six months after the planning commission’s
public hearing, the amendment process must begin anew.

(2) Change in district boundary.  A change in a district boundary, also referred to as a map amendment or
rezoning, may be proposed by the city council, the planning commission, or by a property owner or his
legal agent.  Such amendments shall be considered in accordance with the procedures set forth in this
section.

a. Application submittal. A complete application for change in district boundary or map amendment,
hereafter referred to as a rezoning, shall be submitted to the city planner in a form established by him,
along with a nonrefundable processing fee established in section 117-35.

Applications shall be filed according to the submittal schedule available online or in the planning office in
order to be placed on the planning commission agenda for the subsequent meeting.  No application shall
be processed until the city planner determines that the application is complete and the required fee has
been paid.

b. Notice.

1. Promptly upon determining that the application is complete, the city planner shall schedule a
public hearing date before the planning commission, notify the applicant of the hearing date, and
provide at least 15 days notice of the hearing in a newspaper of general circulation in the city.
The notice shall indicate the time and place of the public hearing; give the general location and
description of the property, such as the street address and acreage involved; describe the nature,
scope and purpose of the application; and indicate where additional information about the
application can be obtained.

2. The applicant shall:
(i) Post notice on weatherproof signs provided by the city;
(ii) Notify all property owners within 200’ by certified mail return receipt requested 15 days

prior to the meeting;
(iii) Provide notification to the school district serving the area by sending notice to the

Superintendent of the School District of the zoning request.  The school board shall send
their opinion in writing to the office of the city planner within 15 days.  Lack of a
response will be considered as “no opinion” when considering the request.

(iv) Place the signs on the property that is the subject of the application at least 15 days
before the public hearing; and

(v) Ensure that the signs remain continuously posted until a final decision is made by the
city council.  At least one sign shall be posted by the applicant for each 150 feet of street
frontage, up to a maximum of five signs.  Signs shall be placed along each abutting street
in a manner that makes them clearly visible to neighboring residents, and passerby.
There shall be a minimum of one sign along each abutting street.

c. Hearing and recommendation by the planning commission. The planning commission shall hold a
public hearing on the proposed rezoning.  At the conclusion of the hearing, and after deliberation, the
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commission shall recommend approval as submitted; may recommend approval of less area and/or of a
lesser intense, but like classification than what was applied for; table with cause, not to exceed one time
for consideration at the next meeting; or deny the application, and submit an accurate written summary
of the proceedings to the city council.

d. Hearing and action by the city council. After the planning commission recommends approval of an
application, the applicant shall be responsible for preparing the appropriate ordinance and requesting
that the city clerk place it on the city council’s agenda.  Agenda item request and all documentation
shall be submitted in a form established by the city clerk, and be accompanied by a publication fee
prescribed by law.
1. If the planning commission does not recommend approval of an application, the city council

may consider the matter after an appeal is filed by the property owner with the city clerk, and a
special public hearing is set and subsequently held.  Applicant responsibility with regard to filing
documents with the city clerk and paying said fee as is also applicable.

2. In considering an application for approval, whether on appeal or not, the city council may reduce
the amount of land area included in the application, but not increase it and may change the requested
classification in whole or in part, to a less intense zoning district classification that was indicated in
the planning commissions required public notice.

e. Approval criteria. The criteria for approval of a rezoning are set out in this subsection.  Not all criteria
must be given equal consideration by the planning commission or city council in reaching a decision.  If
any project doesn’t meet all the criteria in this section the planning commission or city council can
require the owner to provide additional information to determine if the rezoning should move forward.
Additional information may include but not be limited to; traffic studies, drainage considerations, crime
reports, noise and light studies, wetlands and historical considerations.  The criteria to be consider shall
include, but not be limited to, the following:
1. Consistency of the proposal with the comprehensive plan;
2. Consistency of the proposal with the purpose of this chapter;
3. Compatibility of the proposal with the zoning, uses and character of the surrounding area

including adjacent neighbors that have a direct impact to the property;
4. Suitability of the subject property for the uses to which it has been restricted without the

proposed zoning map amendment;
5. Extent to which approval of the proposed rezoning will detrimentally affect nearby property

including, but not limited to, any impact on property value, traffic, drainage, visual, odor, noise,
light, vibration, hours of use/operation and any restriction to the normal and customary use of the
affected property;

6. Impact of the proposed development on community facilities and services, including those
related to utilities, streets, drainage, parks, open space, fire, police, emergency medical services, and
school districts.

f. Successive applications. In the event that the city council denies an application for a rezoning, a similar
application shall not be considered by the planning commission for six months from the date of the
denial by the city council, unless the planning commission, upon recommendation by the city planner,
determines that there is a significant change in the size or scope of the project, or that conditions have
changed in the area by the proposed rezoning.

g. Withdrawal of application.
1. Only one withdrawal shall be allowed as a right following the application filing for a rezoning,

annexation or conditional use;
2. On or after the second time withdrawal granted, the applicant must wait 90 days before

resubmitting the same or similar petition involving the same land use, and, under extenuating
(emergency) circumstances, the planning commission or city council may consider and grant a
request to waive the 90 day restriction on the second time request for withdrawals;
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3. Third-time withdrawal requests will default to the most current ordinance requirement for denied
rezoning petitions.



Sec 117-34. – Amendments. 

Two types of amendments to this zoning chapter are recognized; one being a revision in the textual 
provisions of the chapter, and the other being a change of boundary in a zoning district. 

(1) Amendment to text.  Amendments to the text may be initiated by the planning commission, the 
city council, or by the mayor.  Proposed amendments shall be processed in accordance with the 
procedures set forth in this section. 
a. Notice. The city planner shall be responsible for scheduling a public hearing before the 

planning commission.  He shall prepare the content of a public notice, and ensure that the 
notice is published in the newspaper of general circulation with the city at least 15 days 
before the public hearing. 

b. Hearing and recommendation by the planning commission. The planning commission shall 
conduct a public hearing on the proposed amendment, hearing both the proponents and 
opponents, if any.  Following the public hearing the commission shall determine its 
recommendation regarding the proposed amendment and make such know to the city 
council. 

c. Action by the city council.  After receiving the recommendation of the planning commission, 
the city council: 

1. May approve the amendment as submitted; 
2. May approve a revised version they deem appropriate; 
3. Refer it back to the planning commission for further study and consideration; 
4. Table it; or 
5. Deny it. 

If the city council action does not take place within six months after the planning 
commission’s public hearing, the amendment process must begin anew. 

(2) Change in district boundary.  A change in a district boundary, also referred to as a map 
amendment or rezoning, may be proposed by the city council, the planning commission, or by a 
property owner or his legal agent.  Such amendments shall be considered in accordance with 
the procedures set forth in this section. 

a. Application submittal. A complete application for change in district boundary or map 
amendment, hereafter referred to as a rezoning, shall be submitted to the city planner in a form 
established by him, along with a nonrefundable processing fee established in section 117-35

b. Notice.  

.   
Applications shall be filed according to the submittal schedule available online or in the planning 
office in order to be placed on the planning commission agenda for the subsequent meeting.  No 
application shall be processed until the city planner determines that the application is complete 
and the required fee has been paid.  

 
1. Promptly upon determining that the application is complete, the city planner shall 

schedule a public hearing date before the planning commission, notify the applicant of 



the hearing date, and provide at least 15 days notice of the hearing in a newspaper of 
general circulation in the city.  The notice shall indicate the time and place of the public 
hearing; give the general location and description of the property, such as the street 
address and acreage involved; describe the nature, scope and purpose of the 
application; and indicate where additional information about the application can be 
obtained. 

2. The applicant shall: 
(i) Post notice on weatherproof signs provided by the city; 
(ii) Notify all property owners within 200’ by certified mail return receipt requested 

15 days prior to the meeting; 
(iii) Provide notification to the school district serving the area by sending notice to 

the Superintendent of the School District of the zoning request.  The school 
board shall send their opinion in writing to the office of the city planner within 
15 days.  Lack of a response will be considered as “no opinion” when 
considering the request. 

(iv) Place the signs on the property that is the subject of the application at least 15 
days before the public hearing; and 

(v) Ensure that the signs remain continuously posted until a final decision is made 
by the city council.  At least one sign shall be posted by the applicant for each 
150 feet of street frontage, up to a maximum of five signs.  Signs shall be placed 
along each abutting street in a manner that makes them clearly visible to 
neighboring residents, and passerby.  There shall be a minimum of one sign 
along each abutting street. 

c. Hearing and recommendation by the planning commission. The planning commission shall hold 
a public hearing on the proposed rezoning.  At the conclusion of the hearing, and after 
deliberation, the commission shall recommend approval as submitted; may recommend 
approval of less area and/or of a lesser intense, but like classification than what was applied for; 
table with cause, not to exceed one time for consideration at the next meeting; or deny the 
application, and submit an accurate written summary of the proceedings to the city council. 

d. Hearing and action by the city council. After the planning commission recommends approval of 
an application, the applicant shall be responsible for preparing the appropriate ordinance and 
requesting that the city clerk place it on the city council’s agenda.  Agenda item request and all 
documentation shall be submitted in a form established by the city clerk, and be accompanied 
by a publication fee prescribed by law. 
1. If the planning commission does not recommend approval of an application, the city council 

may consider the matter after an appeal is filed by the property owner with the city clerk, 
and a special public hearing is set and subsequently held.  Applicant responsibility with 
regard to filing documents with the city clerk and paying said fee as is also applicable. 

2. In considering an application for approval, whether on appeal or not, the city council may 
reduce the amount of land area included in the application, but not increase it and may 
change the requested classification in whole or in part, to a less intense zoning district 
classification that was indicated in the planning commissions required public notice. 



e. Approval criteria. The criteria for approval of a rezoning are set out in this subsection.  Not all 
criteria must be given equal consideration by the planning commission or city council in reaching 
a decision.  If any project doesn’t meet all the criteria in this section the planning commission or 
city council can require the owner to provide additional information to determine if the 
rezoning should move forward.  Additional information may include but not be limited to; traffic 
studies, drainage considerations, crime reports, noise and light studies, wetlands and historical 
considerations.  The criteria to be consider shall include, but not be limited to, the following: 
1. Consistency of the proposal with the comprehensive plan; 
2. Consistency of the proposal with the purpose of this chapter; 
3. Compatibility of the proposal with the zoning, uses and character of the surrounding area 

including adjacent neighbors that have a direct impact to the property; 
4. Suitability of the subject property for the uses to which it has been restricted without the 

proposed zoning map amendment; 
5. Extent to which approval of the proposed rezoning will detrimentally affect nearby property 

including, but not limited to, any impact on property value, traffic, drainage, visual, odor, 
noise, light, vibration, hours of use/operation and any restriction to the normal and 
customary use of the affected property; 

6. Length of time the subject property has remained vacant as zoned, as well as its zoning at 
the timid of purchase by the applicant; and 

7. Impact of the proposed development on community facilities and services, including those 
related to utilities, streets, drainage, parks, open space, fire, police, emergency medical 
services, and school districts. 

f. Successive applications. In the event that the city council denies an application for a rezoning, a 
similar application shall not be considered by the planning commission for six months from the 
date of the denial by the city council, unless the planning commission, upon recommendation by 
the city planner, determines that there is a significant change in the size or scope of the project, 
or that conditions have changed in the area by the proposed rezoning. 

g. Withdrawal of application. 
1. Only one withdrawal shall be allowed as a right following the application filing for a 

rezoning, annexation or conditional use; 
2. On or after the second time withdrawal granted, the applicant must wait 90 days before 

resubmitting the same or similar petition involving the same land use, and, under 
extenuating (emergency) circumstances, the planning commission or city council may 
consider and grant a request to waive the 90 day restriction on the second time request for 
withdrawals;  

3. Third-time withdrawal requests will default to the most current ordinance requirement for 
denied rezoning petitions. 

 

 
 





300 S. Church Street
Jonesboro, AR 72401City of Jonesboro

Legislation Details (With Text)

File #:  Version: 1COM-16:106 Name: Decision by City Council concerning appeal by Neil
Stallings Properties #1, LLP, and Stallings &
Gibson, Inc.

Status:Type: Other Communications Recommended Under New Business

File created: In control:12/7/2016 City Council

On agenda: Final action:

Title: Decision by the City Council regarding the appeal by Neil Stallings Properties #1, LLP, and Stallings &
Gibson, Inc. concerning the decision of the MAPC to grant a conditional use permit to Chris Kidd for a
self-service laundry at 2404 E. Matthews

Sponsors:

Indexes: Appeal hearing

Code sections:

Attachments: Appeal hearing request

Exhibit A

Exhibit B

Property Owner Affidavit with Exhibits

Action ByDate Action ResultVer.

Decision by the City Council regarding the appeal by Neil Stallings Properties #1, LLP, and Stallings &
Gibson, Inc. concerning the decision of the MAPC to grant a conditional use permit to Chris Kidd for a self-
service laundry at 2404 E. Matthews



IN THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF JONESBORO, ARKANSAS 

RE: CU-16-17 
Conditional Use: 2404 E. Matthews - Chris Kidd 

APPEAL 

Neil Stallings Properties #1, LLLP, f/k/a Stallings/Moore Limited Partnership #1, LLLP 

( a/k/a Stallings Moore, LLP# 1 as referenced in the Craighead County Assessor's real estate records), 

and Stallings & Gibson, Inc. ( collectively, "Appellants"), respectfully appeal to the City Council of 

the City of Jonesboro, Arkansas, to reverse the decision of the Metropolitan Area Planning 

Commission ("MAPC") related to CU-16-17 (see Minutes, attached as Exhibit "A") for the 

following reasons: 

1. The proposed use does not conform to all applicable provisions related to I-1 zoning. 

Although a laundromat is a potential conditional use in such district, an unattended, late-night 

operation with minimal parking and little or no safety measures for pedestrian traffic, is not 

contemplated by the district regulations. 

2. The proposed use is not proposed to be designated, located and operated in a manner 

that the public health, safety and welfare will be protected. Surrounding business and properties are 

occupied and managed during regular working hours and cater to vehicular traffic. 

3. The proposed land use is incompatible with and will adversely affect other property 

in the area. [See above]. 

4. The parking, lighting, pedestrianways are inadequate and inconsistent with the 

purposes and requirements ofl-1 zoning. [See above]. 
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5. There are insufficient safeguards proposed to limit crime and potential injury to the 

public. 

6. The MAPC failed to adopt conditions to the approval that specifically require the 

applicant to take action, rendering the decision arbitrary and ambiguous. There is no public record 

that documents the "several conditions attached" to the approval of the conditional use, and therefore 

no method to determine whether the applicant has abided by, or violated the conditions. To the 

extent conditions were in fact attached, they are vague and ambiguous and therefore impossible to 

interpret or enforce. 

7. The MAPC failed to confirm that landowners within 200 feet of the property had 

received proper notice of the proposed use, and the hearing date, time and place, and that such notice 

was effectuated at least ten (10) days prior to the hearing. No return receipts were included in the 

Staff Summary provided by the Planning Department prior to the hearing before the MAPC, and no 

plat or map was presented that reflected the property location and the owners of all properties within 

200 feet of the proposed location of the laundromat. 

8. The MAPC failed to obtain proof of ownership of the property that is the subject of 

the proposed conditional use. Although the apparent owner of the property (Burns Finis Revocable 

Trust) is listed on the application, there is no signature of the Trustee of the trust, and it lacks any 

verification by "at least one of the owners of the property proposed to be changed, attesting to the 

truth and correctness of all facts and information presented with the application." Jonesboro 

Municipal Code Sec. 117-199( 1 )(a). 

Appellants are property owners within 200 feet of 2404 E. Matthews, Jonesboro AR. See 

attached Exhibit "B." 
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For all of the above reasons, the Appellants submit that the approval by the MAPC of the 

applicant's conditional use application was arbitrary, capricious, and inappropriate. 

APPROVED: 

Respectfully, 

Ralph W. Waddell (85163) 
Robert J. Gibson (93242) 
WADDELL, COLE & JONES, PLLC 
P. 0. Box 1700 
Jonesboro, AR 72403 
(870) 931- 00 

Neil Stallings Properties #1, LLLP f/k/a 
Stallings/Moore Limited Partnership #1, LLLP 

By~.ij._4 ~ 
ennethS&ilings 

General Partner and Limited Partner 

Stallings & Gibson, Inc. 

By:~~~ I 
enneth Neil talings W 

President 
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Exhibit "A" 

Minutes of Metropolitan Area Planning Commission 
Related to CU-16-17 (Action Details) 



City of Jonesboro - Action Details Page 1 of 1 

Oel>ils 

FIie r: 

Type: 

Title: 

Mover: 

Result: 

Agellda note: 

Mllilutes oote: 

Ac!ll!I!: 

Actkio text: 

Vct .. (B:01 

9 records Group 

C\J.16-17 Version: l 

Conditional Use 

Condlllanal Use: 2404 E, Matlllews • Chrts Kidd Chris Kidd Is requesting HAPC approval or a Condlllt:111al Use rO( a !lelf·Servlce IJlumry within the M lndustfial 
Dlstrlet, whleh Is required fO( retail uses within Section 117-139 of the code, This Is located at 2404 e. Mallhews. 

~ Seconder: Jimmy Copper 

Pass 

Approved 

APPUCANT: Mr. Chris Kidd requested MAPC awroval ol a Coodlllonal Use for a selr·servlce laundry within the 1-1 Industfial District. The applicant would like to 
build this at 2<402 East Matthews. AUDIENCE: Mr, Harold carter was at the meetltlg to voice his concem regarding this request. He was concerned about how this 
dewlopment would Increase crime In the area and the lack of sidewalks and cress walks In the area, He IS concerned about people walking down Matthews and 
trying to cross the street to get to this laundry seMc:e, He requested they require the dl!Vl!loper to put In a cross walk acrcss Matthews. Ms. Cathy Buchannan 
was also at the meeUng to volc:1! her concems regarding this request. Sile was concerned with crime, parklno, llghllno and the lack of a full llme attendant at the 
fadUty, She asked the HAPC not to allow them to be open 24 hours a day. She also wants a worker there all the time. APPLICANT: Mr, ICldd said this w11s a 
slgnlllcant Investment ror him and one that he will protect, He will nat tolerate crime happenl!lg at this locaUon, He will have plenty or lkJhtlng on the property. 
He said he would like to ewmtuallv have an employee at the location but would not pmmlse that until alter he soe how successful the business will be. He said 
that the business would rot be open 24 hoots a day, They would like to be open from 6 a.m, to 10 p.rn. He would like to get app,uval to operate from 6 a.m. to 
11 p.m. He wDI lnstilll cameras and a security system on the property, STAFF: Mr, Denet Smith explained to the Board that they could attach any conditions to 
this request that they deemed necessary such as hours cl operation and llghl!ng, COMMISSION: Mr. Perkins asked Mr, Kidd to address the Issue of patklng. 
APPUCANT: He said that they were going to put In the amount of parlclno that Is required bv dty code, He W01Jld be agreeable ta all er MS. BuchaMan's 
conceins with the Cl<CeJ)tlon of the lull time empl~ at the location. COMMISSlON: Mr. Kelton aslled how many units they would have In the building far 
washing and drying. APPLICANT: Mr, Kidd said 28 washers and 32 dryers. COMMISSION: Mr. Perkins asked Ir someone would be there to open and dose the 
business. Mr, Kidd said he could not promise anycx,e W01Jld be there. He could not commit to having a full time employee there all the time. APPLICANT: Ms. 
l<ldd said that she would be the attendant for the first l'ew months. The Intention Is to have someone there full tlme but that will depend on haw welt the 
business operate$. COMMISSION: Mr, Scurlock suggested they glvtl the applicant a one year check up and then have the applicant come back bllfore Iha Board 
for approval again. APPLICANT: Mr, Kidd did not like this Idea. He was concerned with making this Investment and then the Board l'C\/Oking his condltional use In 
one year. That leaves him open to loslno his entire Investment a.rterone year. COMMISSION: Mr. Perklns and Mr. Reece said lhe Beard should approve or deny 
the request at that mllllilng and avoid having the applicant come back within one year, The Board decided to 1111te en the condlijonal use. They voted on the 
allflraval of Ut~ condltlonal use with several ~ndltlons attached, A motion was made by Jerry Reece, seconded by Jimmy Cooper, that this matler be ~. 
The moUan PASSED with the following vote. 

l¾:111.on N.1-mt" Vote 

LPooie B0tiecs:; 1, 
eaut Hoelscher 
~ 

~ 

JimSi;utJock 
~ 

Chair 

Aye 

Aye 

Aye 

Aye 

Aye 

Aye 

Aye 

http://jonesboro.legistar.com/HistoryDetail.aspx?IDcl2583528&GU1D=9AD8E269-CFD ... 11/7/2016 



Exhibit "B" 

Property Owners within 200 Feet 
of 2404 E. Matthews, Jonesboro, AR 72401 



NEIL STALLINGS PROPERTIES 1 LLLP-01-144212-03600 - ARCountyData.com 

NEIL STALLINGS PROPERTIES 1 LLLP 
2414 E MATTHEWS 

JONESBORO, AR 

9 

Basic Info 

Parcel Number: 

County Name: 

Ownership 

Information: 

01-144212-03600 

Craighead County 

NEIL STALLINGS PROPERTIES 1 LLLP 

2414 E MATTHEWS 

JONESBORO.AR 
Map This Address 

Billing Information : NEIL STALLINGS PROPERTIES 1 LLLP 

361 SOUTHWEST DR BOX 165 

JONESBORO AR 72401 

Total Acres: 

Timber Acres: 

Sec-Twp-Rng: 

Lot/Block: 

Subdivision: 

0.00 

0.00 

21-14-04 

Page 1 of 2 

Legal Description: COBB SURVEY NW E65' N167.5' W316.7' LT 4 ALL THAT PT OF W121.8' OF LOT 4 LYING 

NORTH OF MATTHEWS AVE 

School District: 

Improvement 

Districts: 

J JB JONESBORO CITY 

Drainage District 20 

Homestead Parcel?: No 

Tax Status: 

Over 65?: 

Taxable 

No 

http://www.arcountydata.com/parcel_sponsor.asp?item=l l6A1A&Page=l&countycode=C... 11/9/2016 



STALLINGS MOORE LLP #l-01-144212-03700 - ARCountyData.com 

STALLINGS MOORE LLP #1 
2424 E MATIHEWS 

JONESBORO, AR 

9 

Basic Info 

Parcel Number: 

County Name: 

Ownership Information: 

Billing Information : 

Total Acres: 

Timber Acres: 

Sec-Twp-Rng: 

Lot/Block: 

Subdivision: 

Legal Description: 

School District: 

Improvement Districts: 

Homestead Parcel?: 

Tax Status: 

Over 65?: 

01-144212-03700 

• Craighead County 

STALLINGS MOORE LLP #1 

2424 E MATTHEWS 

JONESBORO, AR 

. Map This Address 

STALLINGS/MOORE LLP1 

361 SOUTHWEST DR STE A BOX 165 

JONESBORO AR 72401 

0.25 

0.00 

21-14-04 

COBB SURVEY NW E65' N167.5' W215.7' LT 4 JBORO CITY 

J JB JONESBORO CITY 

Drainage District 20 

, No 

Taxable 

, No 

Page 1 of 1 

http://www.arcountydata.com/parcel_ sponsor.asp?item= 1 l 6Al B&Page=l &countycode=C... 11/9/2016 



STALLINGS MOORE LLP #1-01-144212-03800 - ARCountyData.com 

STALLINGS MOORE LLP #1 
2424 E MATTHEWS 

JONESBORO. AR 

9 

Basic Info 

Parcel Number: 

County Name: 

Ownership Information: 

Billing Information : 

Total Acres: 

. Timber Acres: 

Sec-Twp-Rng: 

LoUBlock: 

Subdivision: 

Legal Description: 

School District: 

Improvement Districts: 

Homestead Parcel?: 

· Tax Status: 

Over 65?: 

01-144212-03800 

Craighead County 

STALLINGS MOORE LLP #1 

2424 E MATTHEWS 

JONESBORO, AR 

Map This Address 

STALLINGS/MOORE LLP1 

361 SOUTHWEST DR STE A BOX 165 

JONESBORO AR 72401 

0.25 

0.00 

21-14-04 

COBB SURVEY NW E65' N167.5' W186.7' LT 4 JBORO CITY 

J JB JONESBORO CITY 

Drainage District 20 

No 

Taxable 

No 

Page 1 of 1 

http://www.arcountydata.com/parcel_sponsor.asp?item=116A1C&Page=l&countycode=C... 11/9/2016 



STALLINGS & GIBSON INC-01-144212-03900 - ARCountyData.com 

STALLINGS & GIBSON INC 
2506 E MATIHEWS 

JONESBORO, AR 

9 

Basic Info 

Parcel Number: 

County Name: 

Ownership Information: 

Billing Information : 

Total Acres: 

Timber Acres: 

Sec-Twp-Rng: 

Lot/Block: 

Subdivision: 

Legal Description: 

School District: 

Improvement Districts: 

Homestead Parcel?: 

Tax Status: 

Over 65?: 

Improvements 

01-144212-03900 

Craighead County 

STALLINGS & GIBSON INC 

2506 E MATTHEWS 

JONESBORO, AR 

Map This Address 

STALLINGS & GIBSON 

1021 NEIL DR 

JONESBORO AR 72401 

0.75 

• 0.00 

i 21-14-04 

Map View 

COBB SURVEY NW PT LOT 4 140X235.9 JBORO CITY 

J JB JONESBORO CITY 

Drainage District 20 

No 

Taxable 

• No 

Page 1 of 1 

http://www.arcountydata.com/parcel_sponsor.asp?item=l 16A1D&Page=l&countycode=C... 11/9/2016 
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Airport Commission financial statement for December 31, 2016
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