
PLANNING COMMISSION 
     
Be it remembered that the Oxford Planning Commission did meet in regular 
session on Monday, August 11, 2014 at 5:00 p.m., in the City Hall Court Room 
with the following members present: 
 
   Mark Huelse, Acting Chairman 
   Darryail Whittington 
   Duncan Gray  

Walt Bishop 
Hayden Alexander 
John Bradley 
Mark Huelse 

 
       Others Present: 
     

Paul Watkins, City Attorney 
Andrea Correll, City Planner 
Reanna Mayoral, Assistant City Engineer 
Katrina Hourin, Assistant City Planner 

 
Due to the absence of Chairman Harmon, Commissioner Alexander made a 
motion to appoint Commissioner Mark Huelse as Acting Chairman to 
preside over the August 2014 meeting of the City of Oxford Planning 
Commission.  Commissioner Whittington seconded the motion. 
 
All members of the Commission voting aye, Commissioner Huelse was 
appointed Acting Chairman for the August 2014 City of Oxford Planning 
Commission. 
 
1. Call to Order.  The meeting was called to order by Acting Chairman Huelse.          
 
2. Approval of the Agenda.  Acting Chairman Huelse asked if there were any 
changes to the agenda.  Case #1837 was withdrawn.  With the noted changes, 
Commissioner Bradley made a motion to approve the agenda, which was 
seconded by Commissioner Alexander. 
 
All present voting aye, the revised agenda was approved. 
 
3. Approval of the July 14, 2014 Regular Meeting Minutes.   
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Acting Chairman Huelse asked if there were any changes to the minutes. There 
being none, Commissioner Whittington made a motion to accept the July 14, 2014 
regular meeting minutes as presented, seconded by Commissioner Alexander.   
   
All present voting aye, the minutes were approved. 
 
4. Planning and Building Officials’ Reports.   

The July 2014 building report was included in the Commissioner’s packets. 
Building Official Randy Barber informed the Commission that one hundred 
eighty two (182) permits were issued for a valuation of $3.5 million during the 
month of July 2014 which in comparison to July 2013 remains relatively constant.  
There were not permits issued in July 2014 for projects approved by the Planning 
Commission. 

City Planner Andrea Correll addressed the Commission and provided the 
following report. 

At a special meeting today, July 14, 2014, a moratorium was adopted which 
requires a freeze on development unless it meets the storm water and erosion 
control standards of the City adopted on July 1, 2014. 
 
To meet the requirements of the moratorium adopted by the Mayor and Board of 
Alderman of the City of Oxford today July 14, 2014, two conditions below must 
be made a part of your motion for the consent agenda site plans requesting 
approval tonight.  These items have met all other development requirements and 
should be approved with conditions. 
 
For the site plans being considered on the consent agenda to gain approval under 
this moratorium the following conditions must be added: 
 

1. The requirements of the erosion control standards and storm water 
standards adopted by the City of Oxford on July 1, 2014 will be met prior 
to the issuance of any permits. 

2. All storm water and erosion control designed for the project must be 
approved by the Engineering Department prior to the issuance of any 
permits. 

Commissioner Bradley made a motion to accept the Building and Planning 
reports, which was seconded by Commissioner Alexander.   
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All present voting aye, the building and planning reports were accepted. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA 
 
5.  Public hearing for Case #1853 – Final plat approval for ‘The Grove at 
Grand Oaks’ Phase III – a 19 lot residential subdivision located in the Grand 
Oaks, Phase III (PUD) Planned Unit Development (Planning Commission) 
 
Planners Comments:  The subject property is Phase III of “The Grove of Grand 
Oaks” subdivision located in Section 23A and a portion of Parcel 24 of the Grand 
Oaks Planned Unit Development.   Phase III is approximately 14.27 acres and 
contains nineteen (19) lots.  The home sites are consistent with the other phases of 
“The Grove of Grand Oaks” ranging in size from 18,800 square feet to 34,950 
square feet and all located on Fazio Drive or Crail Cove.  
 
The applicants met with the Site Plan Review committee and have made all 
necessary revisions for compliance.  The Preliminary Plat was recommended for 
approval by the Planning Commission in June and approved by the Board of 
Alderman in July. 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for Final Plat of Phase III of “The Grove 
at Grand Oaks” in the Grand Oaks Planned Unit Development with the following 
condition:  
 

1. The requirements of the erosion control standards and storm water standards 
adopted by the City of Oxford on July 1, 2014 shall be met prior to the 
issuance of any permits. 

2. All storm water and erosion control designed for the project shall be 
approved by the Engineering Department prior to the issuance of any 
permits. 
 

3.   The bonds are received prior to the Board of Alderman hearing for the final 
plat and approved by Public Works. 

 
6.  Public hearing for Case #1854 – Final plat approval for ‘The Heights’, 
Phase II – a (#) lot residential subdivision located in the Oxford Commons 
(PUD) Planned Unit Development (Planning Commission) 

Planner’s Comments:  The subject property is located on the south side of Sisk 
Avenue across for the new Oxford High School on approximately 12.27 acres.  
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The applicant is requesting final plat approval for 13 lots in Phase II of the 
subdivision.  
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for final plat of ‘The Heights’ – Phase II 
with the following conditions:  
 

1.   The bonds are received prior to the Board of Alderman hearing for the final 
plat and approved by Public Works. 

 
7.  Public hearing for Case #1855 – Final plat approval for ‘The Preserves’, 
Phase II, (#) lot residential subdivision located in the Oxford Commons 
(PUD) Planned Unit Development (Planning Commission) 
 
Planner’s Comments:  The subject property is located on the south side of Sisk 
Avenue across for the new Oxford High School on approximately 12.27 acres.  
The applicant is requesting final plat approval for 13 lots in Phase II of the 
subdivision.  

Recommendation:  Approve the request for final plat of ‘The Heights’ – Phase II 
with the following conditions:  
 

1.   The bonds are received prior to the Board of Alderman hearing for the final 
plat and approved by Public Works. 

Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none he entertained a motion for approval of the consent 
agenda to include the following cases: 
 
     Case #1853 – Final Plat ‘The Grove at Grand Oaks’ Phase III, Grand Oaks,  

                Phase III PUD 
 
     Case #1854 – Final Plat ‘The Heights’ Phase II, Oxford Commons PUD  
 
     Case #1855 – Final Plat ‘The Preserves’ Phase II, Oxford Commons PUD 
 
Commissioner Alexander made a motion to approve the consent agenda as 
presented.  Commissioner Bradley seconded the motion. 
 
All members of the Commission voting aye, the cases on the consent agenda as 
listed were approved. 
 
REGULAR AGENDA 
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8.  Consider adoption of amendments to the Future Land Use Map. 
 
The last time the City updated the Future Land Use Map was in 2007.  This is a 
very important activity because zonings and rezonings are required to be 
compatible with this map.  
 
These map changes include part of Callicutt Farms that was annexed effective 
May 2014.  I will also recommend a change to the remainder of Callicutt Farms, 
which will be mixed use. It should be noted the areas previously identified 
incorrectly as the PUD zoning category were relabeled as mixed use land use. 
 
 It is an important strategy of the 2004 Comprehensive Plan to promote smart 
growth by including mixed-use development.  Find below excerpts from the 
adopted Plan from pages 20-22. 

STRATEGIES AND ACTIONS 

3A-2   Encourage mixed-use development form. 
 
In the conventional suburban development 
pattern land uses such as residential 
subdivisions, employment areas, and retail 
centers are isolated from one another. This 
pattern both contributes to a lack of community 
identity (in contrast to the "synergy" created by 
mixed uses in a traditional, functioning 
downtown) and creates total dependence upon 
the automobile to perform basic daily activities 
such as working and shopping. 
 
By definition, a mixed-use development consists of 
several types of activity, each of which could function 
independently, but that would benefit from proximity 
to each other. For example, residential units could be 
located on upper stories above ground level stores or 
in residential development within easy walking 
distance of a neighborhood retail center, thus 
affording ready access to businesses that provide 
groceries and other goods and services needed on a 
daily basis. Adding office space would create the 

Measures of Progress: Mixed- 
Use Development 
• Address mixed-use 

development in the 
comprehensive development 
ordinance revision. 

• Develop a strategy to promote 
mixed-use development. 
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opportunity to live, work, and shop in the same 
vicinity, while a public facility or facilities such as a 
park, community center or school would increase the 
range of activities and provide a community focus. 

 
The City has identified mixed-use zoning as a desirable 
development pattern and has encouraged mixed uses 
in specific developments. Promoting additional mixed 
uses – both within individual developments and in 
land use relationships between proximate properties – 
is a key Comprehensive Plan strategy. Three primary 
contexts are proposed for application of the mixed-use 
concept. 

 
• Areas where office or a combination of office 

and commercial (retail and service 
establishments) area the primary uses. Those 
areas designated on the Land Use Plan or 
office mixed-use should include smaller scale 
retail/ service and possibly residential 
development as supporting uses, while areas 
designated for office and commercial mixed-
use could potentially include residential. 

 
• Existing commercial centers that serve 

surrounding neighborhoods. Oxford's existing 
land use pattern includes a number of small 
(neighborhood-scale) and medium 
(community-scale) commercial centers that 
serve surrounding neighborhoods. Midtown on 
North Lamar Avenue is a good example of a 
neighborhood-scale commercial center, while 
community-scale centers include the 
downtown and the Jackson Avenue shopping 
centers. Opportunities to introduce or 
reinforce mixed-use characteristics in these 
centers and adjacent areas should be 
explored. For example, residential and / or 
office uses could be added when larger 
shopping centers are infilled or redeveloped. 
The Oxford Mall area has several different 
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uses (commercial, residential, University, and 
park) located in close proximity to each other, 
but would benefit from sidewalk connections 
between the uses. These existing 
neighborhood and community-scale 
commercial areas area encouraged to become 
enhanced mixed-use centers. 

 
• Areas suitable for development as new 

neighborhood-serving, mixed-use centers. In 
addition to existing commercial areas, two 
undeveloped sites are recommended as 
potential mixed-use development and designated 
as Special Opportunity Areas (Figure 4). Please 
note the area being added was not part of the 
City in 2004 and not part of this figure. 

 
The city should undertake several initiatives to 
encourage mixed-use development and to make 
such development a more attractive option. A 
new mixed-use zoning district should be 
considered to allow for infill or redevelopment of 
existing neighborhood or community-scale 
shopping centers with a wider range of uses. 
This could be in the form of an overlay district 
that sets criteria for the design of mixed-use 
centers and is tied to the locations shown on 
Figure 4. 
 
Finally, the City should take a proactive 
approach to encouraging desirable mixed-use 
development through appropriate incentives, 
partnerships with the private sector or Ole Miss 
(with respect to the Oxford Mall tract), and 
consideration of developer competitions for 
publicly owned property. 
 
Finally the change in land use around the new Hospital and the development of 
300/Oxford Way across Callicutt is the change and the need for the proposed land 
use change to mixed use. 
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See below the Transportation Plan from the 2004 Comprehensive Plan 
documenting 300 extending across Callicutt Farms. 
 
Recommendation: Adopted the amended Future Land Use Map dated 
July, 2014 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none, he entertained a motion for adoption of proposed 
amendments to the Future Land Use Map.  Commissioner Alexander made a 
motion to approve the amendments as presented.  Commissioner Whittington 
seconded the motion. 

Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote and the results were as followed: 
 
Commissioners Bishop, Whittington, Bradley, Alexander, Gray, Huelse, and 
voting aye. 
 
With unanimous affirmative vote the motion was approved. 
 
9.   Public hearing for Case #1837 – Plat Amendment for ‘Windsor Falls’ 
subdivision located off of South Lamar Boulevard in a (RA) Single Family 
Residential zoned district (Planning Commission) 
 
 WITHDRAWN 
 
10.  Public hearing for Case #1856 – Special Exception for ‘West 100’ to 
permit residential use in a (NB) Neighborhood Business zoned district for 
property located at 100 –108 Oxford Square Boulevard (Board of 
Adjustment) 

Planner’s Comments:  The property is located on +/- 2-acre property behind 
Starbucks on West Jackson and in front of the Oxford Square Townhouses.   The 
proposed project will be a mix use development that will have a 2,000 square foot 
retail building at the front of the development with 15 units of residential behind 
the proposed retail. 
 
Residential development is in keeping with the surrounding zoning and 
development pattern. The proposed residential unit will be an appropriate use that 
is compatible with the existing town homes.  
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for a Special Exception for property 
known as West 100 with the following conditions:  
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1. Special Exception for residential usage is allowed with the provision that 

commercial usage is also required and conditioned to the site plan 
approved. 

 
Pat Chisholm was present before the Commission requesting a special exception 
for the property located at 100-108 Oxford Square Boulevard to allow residential 
use in a (NB) Neighborhood Business zoned district.  He stated that he had 
received positive feedback from five (5) neighboring property owners and Oxford 
Square Townhomes.   
 
Commissioner Gray inquired about the number of beds and the estimate of 
increase in traffic.  Mr. Chisholm stated that the development would have sixty 
(60) beds and that a traffic study was not required. 
 
Commissioner Whittington asked about the height of the building compared to 
other surrounding buildings.  Mr. Chisholm stated that to the west the buildings 
were two (2) story and to the south there were two (2) story and three (3) story 
buildings. Also, the Oxford Square Townhouses are separated from the proposed 
development by two (2) parking lots. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, he entertained a motion for Case #1856.  Commissioner Bradley 
made a motion to approve the special exception, as presented and with the stated 
condition, for the property located at 100-108 Oxford Square Boulevard to allow 
residential use in a (NB) Neighborhood Business zoned district.  Commissioner 
Bishop seconded the motion. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote with the following results: 
 
  Commissioner Bradley  Aye 
  Commissioner Whittington  Aye 
  Commissioner Bishop   Aye 
  Commissioner Alexander  Aye 
  Commissioner Huelse   Aye 
 
  Commissioner Gray   Abstain 
 
With majority affirmative vote, the motion passed and the special exception was 
granted. 
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11.  Public hearing for Case #1857 – Site plan approval for ‘West 100’ for 
property located at 100-108 Oxford Square Boulevard in a (NB) 
Neighborhood Business zoned district (Planning Commission) 
 
Planner’s Comments:  The subject property is located on +/- 2-acre property 
behind Starbucks on West Jackson and in front of the Oxford Square 
Townhouses.   The proposed project will be a mix use development that will have 
a 2,000 square foot retail building at the front of the development with 15 units of 
residential behind the proposed retail. 
 
Seeking site plan approval the applicant met with the site plan review committee 
in July, and the proposed development was found to be in compliance.  
 
Recommendation:  Approve the Site Plan for with the following conditions: 
 

1. The requirements of the erosion control standards and storm water standards 
adopted by the City of Oxford on July 1, 2014 will be met prior to the 
issuance of any permits. 
 

2. All storm water and erosion control designed for the project must be 
approved by the Engineering Department prior to the issuance of any 
permits. 

 
Pat Chisholm was present before the Commission requesting Site Plan Approval 
for ‘West 100’ a mixed use development located at 100 – 108 Oxford Square 
Boulevard.   
 
Commissioner Gray asked about the barrier of trees and if they would remain.  
Mr. Chisholm stated that the majority of the tree barrier would remain.  Jeff 
Williams, Williams Engineering, informed the Commission that the storm drains 
would be filmed to make sure there were no problems. 

Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, he entertained a motion for Case #1857.  Commissioner Bradley 
made a motion to approve the site plan, as presented and with the stated 
conditions, for the property located at 100-108 Oxford Square Boulevard.  
Commissioner Alexander seconded the motion. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote with the following results: 
 
  Commissioner Bradley  Aye 
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  Commissioner Whittington  Aye 
  Commissioner Bishop   Aye 
  Commissioner Alexander  Aye 
  Commissioner Huelse   Aye 
 
  Commissioner Gray   Abstain 
 
With majority affirmative vote, the motion passed and the special exception was 
granted. 
 
12.  Public hearing for Case #1858 – Variance to Section 133.03 of the Land 
Development Code regulating accessory structures in the rear yard for 
property at 628 North 14th Street located in a (R1A) Single Family 
Residential zoned district.  The request for a rear yard variance of 5 feet for 
and accessory structure/carport (Board of Adjustment) 
 
Planners Comments:  The subject property is a regularly shaped lot located on 
the east side of North 14th Street and measures approximately 9,300 square feet.  
The topography of the property peaks well above street level and the house is 
sited in the rear half of the property allowing a generous proportion as front yard.   
The existing home was built circa 1890 and according to the historic survey 
conducted in 2000 is influenced by the Queen Anne architectural style.  There is a 
non-conforming land-locked lot with a residence built in circa 1960 located to the 
rear of the subject property.  The existing primary structure on the subject 
property has fallen into disrepair in past years.  Access to the structure is by a 
driveway located to the south and is shared with the L.Q.C. Lamar Museum 
House; a registered National Historic Landmark; as well as the residence to the 
rear.  
 
The applicant is in the process of renovating the main structure and would like to 
build a carport in the rear of the property to minimize vehicular conflict.  While 
also wanting to maintain the historic integrity of the resource, an arbor style 
designed carport is proposed in the hopes that it will have the least visual impact 
to the historic structure.   
 
The proposed 22-foot by 24-foot carport will extend to the rear property line and 
will come within 3-feet of the primary structure. The applicant is seeking a 
variance to the construct the carport on the rear property line and within 3-feet of 
the main structure.  
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The applicant is also seeking approval for (COA) Certificate of Appropriateness 
from the Oxford Historic Preservation Commission at their regularly meeting 
scheduled for Tuesday, August 12, 2014.   
 
A variance request may be granted under the terms of the Ordinance after the 
applicant can demonstrate the following:  
 

a. That special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to 
the land, structure, or building involved and which are not applicable 
in to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same district;  

 
b. That literal interpretation of the provisions of this ordinance would 

deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties 
in the same district under the terms of this ordinance;  
 

c. That the special conditions and circumstances do not result from the 
actions of the applicant; and 
 

d. That granting the variance requested will not confer on the applicant 
any special privilege that is denied by this ordinance to other lands, 
structures, or buildings in the same district.  

 
Recommendation:  If the applicant can demonstrate a hardship not self-created 
the following condition accompany the request for a five (5’) foot rear (east) yard 
setback variance for the accessory structure and a three (3’) foot variance to the 
primary structure: 
  

1. the variance applies to the attached site plan 
 
Jay Hughes was present before the Commission requesting a five (5’) foot rear 
yard setback variance for the property located at 628 North 14th Street to construct 
a rear carport structure.  Mr. Hughes stated that currently the L.Q.C. Lamar house 
and the property in question share an asphalt parking pad which would be 
removed and parking moved to the rear.  Once the asphalt pad is removed the area 
would be returned to green space.  The proposed carport structure would be an 
arbor style structure, which would be open on three (3) sides, to the rear of the 
main structure.   
 
Jim Pryor, Chairman of the Historic Properties Commission, was present before 
the Commission in favor of the proposed renovation and carport structure that is 
proposed for the structure located at 628 North 14th Street.   
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Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, he entertained a motion for Case #1858.  Commissioner Bradley 
made a motion to approve the five (5’) foot rear yard setback variance, with the 
stated condition, for the property located at 628 North 14th Street to construct an 
arbor style carport structure.  Commissioner Whittington seconded the motion. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote with the following results: 
 
  Commissioner Bradley  Aye 
  Commissioner Whittington  Aye 
  Commissioner Bishop   Aye 
  Commissioner Alexander  Aye 
  Commissioner Huelse   Aye 
 
  Commissioner Gray   Abstain 
 
With majority affirmative vote, the motion passed and the special exception was 
granted. 
 
13.  Public hearing for Case #1859 – Ten foot front yard (east) setback 
variance request for property located at 150 Oxford Creek Drive in a (RA) 
Single Family Residential zoned district (Planning Commission) 
 
Planners Comments:  The subject property is a small irregularly shaped interior 
residential lot located in the northeast section of the development and measures 
approximately .25 acres.  The topography of the subdivision is rolling with severe 
slopes through-out and the subject property no exception as it is somewhat level 
at the street, but drops abruptly to a wooded area in the rear.  Approved in 2004 
and abandoned shortly thereafter.   Under new ownership the subdivision nearly 
75% complete and the construction of new homes continues. A community pool 
and walking trails have been installed and a picnic and play area are proposed.     
 
The applicants are seeking a ten (10’) foot front yard setback variance to construct 
within the front setback as it is more level, allowing the applicant to decrease the 
amount of cut and fill thus preserving the trees and vegetation in the low-lying 
rear.  
 
A variance may be granted under the terms of the ordinance if the following can 
be demonstrated:  
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 a. special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the 
land, structure, or building involved and which are not applicable in to 
other lands, structures, or buildings in the same district;  

 
b.  That literal interpretation of the provisions of this ordinance would 
deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in 
the same district under the terms of this ordinance;  

 
c.  That the special conditions and circumstances do not result from the 
actions of the applicant; and 

 
d.  That granting the variance requested will not confer on the applicant 
any special privilege that is denied by this ordinance to other lands, 
structures, or buildings in the same district.  

 
Recommendation:  Due to the steep topography of lot, staff recommends 
approval of the ten (10’) foot front yard variance with the following condition:   

 
1. variance request is for a design plan that is developed specifically for 

the property (lot) 
 
Mac Monteith was present before the Commission requesting a ten (10’) foot 
front yard (east) setback variance for the property located at 150 Oxford Creek 
Drive to build a Single Family Residential structure.   
 
Commissioner Bradley questioned the lay of the land in the rear of the proposed 
structure.  Mr. Monteith stated that there is a forty (40’) foot drop off behind the 
building sites which is the reason for the ten (10’) foot front yard variance 
request in order to move the rear of the proposed structure as far from the drop 
off as possible.   
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, he entertained a motion for Case #1859.  Commissioner Alexander 
made a motion to approve the ten (10’) foot front yard setback variance, with the 
stated condition, for the property located at 150 Oxford Creek Drive.  
Commissioner Bishop seconded the motion. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote with the following results: 
 
  Commissioner Bradley  Aye 
  Commissioner Whittington  Aye 
  Commissioner Bishop   Aye 
  Commissioner Alexander  Aye 
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  Commissioner Huelse   Aye 
 
  Commissioner Gray   Abstain 
 
With majority affirmative vote, the motion passed and the special exception was 
granted. 
 
14.  Public hearing for Case #1860 – Ten foot front yard setback variance 
request for property located at 152 Oxford Creek Drive in a (RA) Single 
Family Residential zoned district (Planning Commission) 
 
Planners Comments:  The subject property is a small irregularly shaped interior 
residential lot located in the northeast section of the development and measures 
approximately .31 acres.  The topography of the subdivision is rolling with severe 
slopes through-out. Many of the lots are small; in turn producing even smaller 
home sites.   Approved in 2004 and abandoned shortly thereafter.   Under new 
ownership the subdivision nearly 75% complete and the construction of new 
homes continues. A community pool and walking trails have been installed and a 
picnic and play area are proposed.     
 
The applicants are seeking a ten (10’) foot front yard setback variance to construct 
within the front setback as it is more level, allowing the applicant to decrease the 
amount of cut and fill thus preserving the trees and vegetation in the low-lying 
rear.  
 
A variance request may be granted under the terms of the Ordinance after the 
applicant can demonstrate the following:  
 

a. That special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to 
the land, structure, or building involved and which are not applicable 
in to other lands, structures, or buildings in the same district;  

 
b. That literal interpretation of the provisions of this ordinance would 

deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties 
in the same district under the terms of this ordinance;  
 

c. That the special conditions and circumstances do not result from the 
actions of the applicant; and 
 

d. That granting the variance requested will not confer on the applicant 
any special privilege that is denied by this ordinance to other lands, 
structures, or buildings in the same district.  
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Recommendation:  Due to the steep topography of lot, staff recommends 
approval of the ten (10’) foot front yard variance with the following condition:   

 
1.  variance request is for a design plan that is developed specifically for  
     the property (lot) 

 
Mac Monteith was present before the Commission requesting a ten (10’) foot 
front yard (east) setback variance for the property located at 152 Oxford Creek 
Drive to build a Single Family Residential structure.   
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, he entertained a motion for Case #1860.  Commissioner Alexander 
made a motion to approve the ten (10’) foot front yard setback variance, with the 
stated condition, for the property located at 152 Oxford Creek Drive.  
Commissioner Bishop seconded the motion. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote with the following results: 
 
  Commissioner Bradley  Aye 
  Commissioner Whittington  Aye 
  Commissioner Bishop   Aye 
  Commissioner Alexander  Aye 
  Commissioner Huelse   Aye 
 
  Commissioner Gray   Abstain 
 
With majority affirmative vote, the motion passed and the special exception was 
granted. 
 
15.  Public hearing for Case #1861 – Amendments to Section 117.13 and 154 
of the Land Development Ordinance regarding permissible Bed and 
Breakfast facilities (Planning Commission) 

Sec. 117. Definitions. 
117.13 Bed and breakfast: A private residence which provides short-term 

overnight sleeping accommodations to the public for a fee on a room-by-
room basis for more than fourteen (14) nights in a calendar year, and where 
breakfast is customarily furnished by the owner. The term "bed & breakfast" 
shall not include any hotel, motel, dormitory, fraternity or sorority house. A 
bed and breakfast may be a home occupation only in an owner-occupied 
dwelling. Refer to Section 154, Bed & Breakfast Regulations and Section 
156, Home Occupation 11.a. 
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Sec. 154. Bed and breakfast facilities. 
 

Bed and breakfast facilities [shall be] subject to the following limitations:  
1. The structure housing such bed and breakfast shall be in compliance with 

all other requirements of the district it is located within.  
2. The bed and breakfast shall be managed and occupied by the owner of 

the property, who shall reside either within the same structure, or on the 
same property as the structure, or on the adjoining property.  

 
3. Only breakfast may be provided to registered guests and no other meals 

may be served. 
 
4. The bed and breakfast facility shall contain no more than five bedrooms 

for guests at any one location or premises.  
 
5. No cooking facilities shall be permitted in guest rooms.  The only meal 

served will be limited to breakfast for the occupants of guest rooms 
only. 

 
6. Paved off-street parking shall be provided with one space required for 

each bedroom, to be located in a side or rear yard on the premises. No 
guest parking space shall be in the front yard and parking for the owner 
or permanent residents of the structure shall be as otherwise required by 
this ordinance. See sections 200—209.  

 
7. One sign shall be allowed, not more than four square feet in area, 

mounted either flush upon the wall of the building or in the front yard. 
Signs placed in the front yard shall not exceed 30 inches in height and 
must be located a minimum of 20 feet from the edge of the street 
pavement or curb.  

 
8. Parties, meetings, receptions, clubs or other unrelated activities shall be 

prohibited. 
 
9. At the time of application for a bed and breakfast, the owner shall 

demonstrate that the structure has some historical, cultural or 
architectural feature, which will make the structure appropriate and 
suitable as a bed and breakfast.  

 
10. No other Bed and Breakfast shall be located within 2,640 linear feet 

of an existing Bed and Breakfast. 
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11. Only one bed and breakfast shall be allowed on the face of each city 

block. 
 
City Planner Andrea Correll presented the proposed amendments to the 
Commission regulating Bed and Breakfasts.   
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none, he entertained a motion for Case #1861.  Commissioner 
Bradley made a motion to approve Case #1861 as presented for amendments to 
Section 117.13 and 154.  Commissioner Alexander seconded the motion. 

Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote and the results were as followed: 
 
Commissioners Bishop, Whittington, Bradley, Alexander, Gray, Huelse, and 
voting aye. 
 
With unanimous affirmative vote the motion was approved. 
 
The amendments are recommendations of the Planning Commission to the Board 
of Aldermen who will hold numerous public hearings on the matter and ultimately 
provide final approval or denial.   

 
16.  Public hearing for Case #1862 – Amendments to Sections 117.74 and 
192.09(2) of the Land Development Ordinance to define and regulate 
“franchise architecture’ in the downtown area (Planning Commission) 
 
Article 1. General Provisions 
 
Sec. 117. Definitions. 
 
117.74[117.74a] Franchise Architecture: Is a building design that is 
trademarked, branded, or easily identified with a particular chain or 
corporation and is ubiquitous in nature. 
 
ARTICLE 5. SIGN REGULATIONS 
 
192.09 Special provisions.  
 

2. Specific regulations in the downtown  
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a. Notwithstanding any other provisions of the ordinance, business 
signs located within the central business district may project over 
public street rights-of-way, provided, however, that all such signs 
shall maintain a clear height of eight feet above the sidewalk and 
shall not project more than 42 inches from any building or within 24 
inches of any curb line or pavement edge. 

  
b.  The use of franchise or corporate architecture is prohibited.  

Buildings or structures, other than allowable signs, shall not be 
designed in an attempt to use the building or structure itself as 
advertising.  Building where the proposed architecture is the 
result of “corporate” or franchise style shall be prohibited.  New 
construction should provide variety and diversity and express its 
own uniqueness of structure, location or tenant. Buildings shall 
be consistent with the local architectural vernacular, establish a 
sense of permanence, and avoid over- commercialization.  
Building design shall reflect local, unique, and traditional 
designs rather than chain or franchise designs.  This provision 
shall not apply to existing franchise businesses established prior 
August 2014 and located within the historic district if a 
Certificate of Appropriateness is obtained from the Historic 
Commission. 

 
b. In instances where off-street parking is provided in the front of any 

building located within the central business district, no sign shall be 
erected which obstructs visibility in an area measured within 2.5 feet 
and nine feet from the ground line, and within 20 feet of the street, 
road, or highway pavement edge or curb line.  

 
City Planner Andrea Correll presented the Commission with amendments to 
Sections 117.74 and 192.09(2) of the Land Development Ordinance to define and 
regulate “franchise architecture” in the downtown area.   
 
Commissioner Bishop questioned why this provision was limited to the 
downtown area.  Commissioner Gray questioned the possibility of extending 
beyond the downtown district. 
 
George Haymans addressed the Commission and expressed his concerns with the 
proposed amendment for “franchise architecture”. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none, he entertained a motion for Case #1862.  Commissioner 
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Whittington made a motion to approve Case #1862 as presented for amendments 
to Section 117.74 and 192.09(2) of the Land Development Ordinance to define 
and regulate “franchise architecture” in the downtown area.  Commissioner 
Alexander seconded the motion. 

Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote and the results were as followed: 
 
Commissioners Bishop, Whittington, Bradley, Alexander, Huelse, Gray, and 
voting aye. 
 
With unanimous affirmative vote the motion was approved. 
 
The amendments are recommendations of the Planning Commission to the Board 
of Aldermen who will hold numerous public hearings on the matter and ultimately 
provide final approval or denial.   
 
17.  Public hearing for Case #1863 – Amendments of the Land Development 
Ordinance to delete a phrase from 227.02 planning commission appeal 
procedure (Planning Commission) 
 
Sec. 227. Planning commission appeal procedure. 
 
227.01 The regulations, restrictions and district boundaries set forth by this Code 

may from time to time be amended, supplemented, changed or repealed. 
Also, from time to time the public health, safety, or general welfare of the 
community may require that amendments and variances be granted in 
specific cases from the regulations and provisions of this Code. Appeals from 
the recommendations of the Oxford planning commission relating to 
amendments or in the administration or enforcement of the provisions of the 
Code shall be submitted to the mayor and board of aldermen for ruling. The 
appeal procedure outlined in this section does not apply to decisions made by 
the board of adjustment, including decisions regarding special exceptions and 
variances. See section 216.09 [216.03] for information regarding such 
appeals.  

 
227.02 Procedure. 
 

1. Appeal of Oxford planning commission recommendation: No 
amendment for which the planning commission has recommended 
rejection shall be considered by the mayor and board of aldermen until 
and unless an appeal is filed. In the event an appeal is filed with the 
director of planning and development, the appellant may file a written 
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brief outlining the basis for the appeal and stating the facts of the matter 
in question, including any maps, reports or other documents pertinent to 
the case. Said brief may be filed prior to or at the time of the public 
hearing. Any party aggrieved by a recommendation of the Oxford 
planning commission shall also be entitled to an appeal from such 
recommendation or decision to the mayor and board of aldermen, 
provided the procedures herein stated are followed:  

 
a. A written notice of appeal shall be given to the director of planning 

and development within ten days from the date of such 
recommendation by the Oxford planning commission. The planning 
director and governing authority shall set the date of the public 
hearing on the appeal for the first regularly scheduled meeting for 
the mayor and board of aldermen; as long as the legal 
advertisement requirements can be met. following the date of 
approval of the minutes of the planning commission relative to the 
matters of the case on appeal, The planning director shall mail a 
notice to all parties entering an appearance in such cause, and shall 
have published advertisements.  

 
b. The planning director shall have published one advertisement of 

such hearing setting forth the time and place of the hearing, 
description of the property involved, the existing zoning and 
purported changes and modifications therein. Such publication shall 
be made in a newspaper of general circulation within the City of 
Oxford, Mississippi, the first publication to be at least 15 days 
before such hearing.  

 
City Planner Andrea Correll presented the Commission with an amendment to the 
Land Development Ordinance section 227.02 regarding the appeal process and 
procedures for cases heard by the Planning Commission.  She stated that the 
change in the appeal process and time line would allow time for a legal notice to 
be printed and placed in the local newspaper before it is heard by the Board of 
Aldermen. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none, he entertained a motion for Case #1863.  Commissioner 
Bradley made a motion to approve Case #1863 as presented for an amendment to 
the Land Development Ordinance section 227.02 regarding the appeal process 
and procedures for cases heard by the Planning Commission.  Commissioner 
Whittington seconded the motion. 
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Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote and the results were as followed: 
 
Commissioners Bishop, Whittington, Bradley, Alexander, Gray, Huelse, and 
voting aye. 
 
With unanimous affirmative vote the motion was approved. 
 
The amendment is a recommendation of the Planning Commission to the Board of 
Aldermen who will hold numerous public hearings on the matter and ultimately 
provide final approval or denial.   
 
18.  Public hearing for Case #1864 – Amendments to Section 148.07 the Land 
Development Ordinance (“NC – Neighborhood Conservation Overlay 
District – Design standards – Old Town Oxford (except downtown 
business)”) changing subsection (3) to reduce the lot coverage allowed in RB 
and RC districts and adding subsections (14) and (15) to limit the number of 
units and bedrooms allowed in two unit and multi-unit developments in the 
Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District (Planning Commission) 
 
Sec. 148. N-C Neighborhood Conservation Overlay district. 
 
148.07 Design standards—Old Town Oxford (except downtown business).  
 

3. Lot coverage: Lot coverage shall not exceed 40 30 percent for properties 
zoned RB, RC; 50 for properties zoned CE, RE, RA, R1A; and 60 for all 
properties zoned commercial. Lot coverage shall include building 
footprint, driveways, parking pads, and sidewalks. The remainder of the 
site shall be landscaped. See Appendix B, section 9½, of the Landscape 
Ordinance.  

 
4. Front yard: New construction shall conform to the front yard setbacks 

established by the existing principal structures located on the adjacent 
lot.  

 
5. Side yard: A minimum side yard of ten feet shall be provided. 
 
6. Rear yard: A minimum rear yard of 20 feet shall be provided. 
7. Roof line and pitch: Roof line design shall be of a traditional residential 

style with consistent use of pitches between 6/12 and 12/12.  
 
8. On-site parking: On-site parking shall be required for any new 

construction and for remodeling and additions that exceed 50 percent of 
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the current value of the building. One parking space per lodging room 
shall be provided for use as a rooming house. A dwelling shall be 
defined as a rooming house if it contains more than two bedrooms and 
has a bathroom to bedroom ratio of 1.0 or greater, unless the dwelling is 
occupied by persons related by blood, marriage, or adoption with not 
more than two unrelated persons.  

 
9. Access: All lots shall have frontage and access to an approved public 

street in accordance with Section 160, Land Subdivision. New streets 
shall be located so as not to create a corner lot of the adjacent property.  

 
10. Parking location: Parking located within the required front yard shall not 

exceed two spaces and a maximum of 360 square feet of paved area. 
Parking location in a side or rear yard is preferred.  

 
11. Flag lots: Flag lots, as defined in section 162.03 of the land development 

code, shall not be created in the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay 
District.  

 
12. Lot size: A minimum lot size of 7,500 square feet per unit shall be 

required for a zero lot line development in any RB (Two-Unit 
Residential District) in the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District.  

 
13. Retaining walls: Retaining walls shall not exceed six feet in height 

except when located in the front building setback then the height shall 
not exceed four feet. Height shall be measured from finished ground to 
top of wall. Parks of a wall below finished ground shall not be included 
in measurement of height. Distance between retaining walls shall be a 
minimum of 20 feet. On a series of consecutive walls, slope of finished 
ground between walls shall be a maximum of 3:1 (horizontal distance to 
vertical distance). No retaining wall shall be so close to an adjacent 
property as to impair development capacity of the neighboring property.  

 
14. NC-Dwelling, multi-unit: is defined as a dwelling designed to contain 

up to three dwelling units. RC zoned units may not be larger than 
three bedrooms in the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District. 
No more than one-third (1/3) of the units in any RC development in 
the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District may have three 
bedrooms. The remaining units must be one- or two-bedroom units. 

 
15. NC- Dwelling, two-unit: is defined as a dwelling designed to contain 

up to two dwelling units. RB Zoned units will not be larger than 
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three bedrooms in the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District. 
No more than one-half (1/2) of the units in any RB development in 
the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District may have three 
bedrooms. The remaining units must be one- or two-bedroom units.  

 
City Planner Andrea Correll presented the Commission with amendments to 
Section 148.07 of the Land Development Ordinance which would reduce lot 
coverage in RC and RB districts and limit the number of units and bedrooms  
allowed in two unit and multi-unit developments in the Neighborhood  
Conservation Overlay District. 
 
George Haymens addressed the Commission and expressed to them the need for 
communication between the City Planning Staff and Planning Commission to the 
local professionals ie. attorney, real estate developers, and land owners so they 
will understand changes that might be made to the number of units allowed and 
lot coverage so plans for developments could be submitted to comply with the 
ordinance.   
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none, he entertained a motion for Case #1864.  Commissioner 
Bradley made a motion to approve Case #1864 as presented for amendments to 
section 148.07 of the Land Development Ordinance to reduce lot coverage in RB 
and RC districts and to limit the number of units and bedrooms in two unit and 
multi-unit developments in the Neighborhood Conservation Overlay District.  
Commissioner Whittington seconded the motion. 

Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote and the results were as followed: 
 
Commissioners Bishop, Whittington, Bradley, Alexander, Huelse, Gray, and 
voting aye. 
 
With unanimous affirmative vote the motion was approved. 
 
The amendments are recommendations of the Planning Commission to the Board 
of Aldermen who will hold several public hearings on the matter and ultimately 
provide final approval or denial.   
 
19.  Public hearing for Case #1865 – Amendment to the Land Development 
Ordinance to create a new Planned Employment Center Overlay District at 
Section 145.  The purpose of the district is to provide for the development of 
aesthetically attractive working environments, exclusively for research and 
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development institutions, and tech businesses in campus like settings which 
are compatible with the surrounding area. (Planning Commission) 
 
NEW Section 145 Planned Employment Center Overlay District 
 
145.01 Intent  
 
It is the intent of the Planned Employment Center Overlay District to provide for 
the development of aesthetically attractive working environments, exclusively for 
research and development institutions, tech businesses in campus like settings 
which are compatible with the surrounding area.  Building types are intended for 
single user campuses but are also appropriate for multiple tenant parks.  Quality 
design with a walkable character built with the purpose of developing a beautiful 
site with the land.  
 

The purpose of the Planned Employment Center Overlay District is as 
follows:   
 

a. To allow and encourage the attraction of aesthetically attractive 
working environments 

b. To protect and enhance the livability of the city;  
c. To enhance the City’s real property tax base  
d. To promote new compatible development and to reduce conflict 

caused by insensitive and incompatible development;   
e. To promote and retain clean development including research and 

development institutions; and  
f. To encourage and strengthen civic pride;  
g. To encourage the design of developments in the Planned 

Employment Center Overlay District that foster a sense of openness 
with and connectivity to adjacent developments and the surrounding 
community and make a positive contribution to Oxford's current 
cityscape. 
 

145.02 Zoning authority.   
 

1. Separate ordinances are required to designate each district. Ordinances 
designating each Planned Employment Center shall identify the designated 
district boundaries, and specify the individual purposes and standards for that 
district.  
 

 a. Overlay district.  
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2. Planned Employment Centers are designed as overlays to the regular 
zoning districts. Property designated within these districts must also be 
designated as being within one of the General use Districts. Authorized uses 
must be permitted in both the General use District and the overlay district. 
Property designated as a Planned Employment Center may have additional 
designations. Such property shall comply with all applicable use restrictions.   
 

a. Zoning designation.  
 

1) The zoning designation for property located within a Planned 
Employment Center shall consist of the base zone symbol and 
the overlay district symbol (PEC) as a suffix. Planned 
Employment Centers shall be numbered sequentially to 
distinguish among different districts, i.e., GB (PEC-1), SC 
(PEC-2), etc.   

 
2) The designation of property within a Planned Employment 

Center places such property in a new zoning district 
classification and all procedures and requirements for 
zoning/rezoning must be followed.   

 
3) In the event of a conflict between the provisions of a specific 

Planned Employment Center ordinance and the General use 
District regulations, the provisions of the Planned Employment 
Center ordinance shall control.   

 
145.03 Designation criteria.   
 

1. To be designated a Planned Employment Center, the area must meet the 
following criteria:   

 
a. To encourage and allow more creative design of land development 

than may be provided on other general zoning districts. 
 

b. The district is intended to create economic vitality by appropriately 
locating uses and emphasizing design detail and performance 
standards such as LEED certification  
 

c. The area must possess one or more of the following distinctive 
features that create a cohesive identifiable setting, character or 
association:   
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1) scale, size, type of construction, or distinctive building 
materials;  

2) lot layouts, setbacks, street layouts, alleys or sidewalks;  
3) special natural or streetscape characteristics, such as creek beds, 

parks, gardens or street landscaping;   
4) land use patterns, including mixed or unique uses or activities; 

 
145.04 Application procedures.   
 
       1. A proposal for designation as a Planned Employment Center may be  
          initiated:  

 
a. At the direction of the mayor and board of aldermen;  
b. At the request of owners representing 51 percent of the land area 

within the proposed district; or   
c. At the request of 51 percent of the owners in a proposed district.  
 

2. Following initiation for designation of a Planned Employment Center, the 
planning commission shall develop a plan for the proposed district that 
includes:   

 
a. Maps indicating the boundaries, age of structures and land use of the 

proposed district;  
b. Maps and other graphic and written materials identifying and 

describing the distinctive Planned Employment Center and building 
characteristics of the proposed district; and   

c. Design standards for new construction, additions or alterations to the 
street facades of existing buildings or structures within the proposed 
district.   
 

3. A Planned Employment Center plan shall be approved as part of a Zoning 
Map creating a Planned Employment Center.   

 
145.05 Design standards.   
 

1. The Planned Employment Center plan approved as part of the zoning 
ordinance creating a Planned Employment Center shall include design 
standards for new construction or placement of any building, structure, 
foundation, sign, public art or outdoor apparatus or equipment (including 
visible utility boxes or mechanical equipment; trucks; lawn or landscaping 
equipment, but not including lawnmowers or hand tools; playground 
equipment; or sports equipment), and any additions, alterations, relocation 
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or rehabilitation to the street facades of existing buildings, structures, 
foundations, sign, public art, or outdoor apparatus or equipment.   
 

2. The Planned Employment Center plan, and requisite design standards shall 
not apply to those activities which constitute ordinary repair and 
maintenance, i.e., using the same material and design.   
 

3. The Design Standards for the Planned Employment Center shall include the 
minimum following elements governing the physical characteristics and 
features of all property (public or private) within the proposed district:   
 

a. Building height, number of stories;  
b. Building size, massing (frontage, entrance location/features);  
c. Lot size, coverage;  
d. Front and side yard setbacks;  
e. Off-street parking and loading requirements;  
f. Roof line and pitch;  
g. Paving, hardscape covering.  

 
4. In addition, the design standards may include, but shall not be limited to, 

the following elements:  
 

 a.  Building orientation;  
b. General site planning (primary, ancillary structures);  
c. Density;  
d. Floor area ratio;  
e. Signage;  
f. Architectural style and details;  
g. Building materials;  
h. Entrance location;  
i. Front window, dormer size and location;  
j. Landscaping;  
k. Fences and walls;  
l. Entrance lighting;  
m. Driveways and sidewalks;  
n. Street furniture; and  
o. On-site parking.  

 
145.06 Administration of ordinance.   
 

1. No building permit shall be issued for new construction or an alteration or 
addition an existing building or structure within a designated Planned 
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Employment Center without the submission and approval of design plans 
and the issuance of a certificate of zoning compliance by the director of 
planning and development.   
 

2. The director of planning and development shall review the design plans to 
determine compliance with the design standards contained in the 
neighborhood Planned Employment Center plan adopted for the district. 
   

3. If the director of planning and development determines that the design 
plans are in conformance with the design standards adopted for the 
district, the director of planning and development shall approve the plans 
and issue a certificate of zoning compliance and a building permit.   
 

4. If the director of planning and development determines that the design 
plans are not in conformance with the design standards adopted for the 
district, the director of planning and development shall not approve the 
plans, and will issue notification of non-compliance, identifying the 
specific design standards violated.   
 

5. The applicant may appeal the director of planning and development's 
determination to the board of aldermen for a final determination.   

 
145.07 Design standards 
 

1. Building height: Maximum with a maximum height of 45 feet. If parking 
is contained underneath the structure, such parking area shall only be 
accessible from the rear of the structure.   
 

2. Building orientation: On lots with frontage on existing streets, buildings 
shall be oriented to the existing streets. This orientation applies only to 
buildings on the front perimeter of the lot.   
 

3. Lot coverage: Lot coverage shall not exceed 65% for properties zoned I, 
GB, SC, PB. Lot coverage shall include building footprint, driveways, 
parking pads, and sidewalks. The remainder of the site shall be 
landscaped/ green space which shall not be less 35% of the lot area. 
 

4. Front yard: A minimum front yard of 50 feet shall be provided.  
 

5. Side yard: A minimum side yard of 20 feet shall be provided.  
 

6. Rear yard: A minimum rear yard of 25 feet shall be provided.  
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7. Access: All lots shall have frontage and access to an approved public 

street in accordance with Section 160, Land Subdivision.  
 

8. Parking location: Parking located is allowed within the required front yard  
 

9. Flag lots: Flag lots, as defined in section 162.03 of the land development 
code, shall not be created in the Planned Employment Center District.   
 

10. Lot size: A minimum lot size of 3.5 acres. 
 
145.08 Special Exception 
 
Special exceptions can be requested should the building height need to be greater 
than 45 feet; 
 
City Planner Andrea Correll presented the Commission with an amendment to the 
Land Development Ordinance which would allow for the creation of a Planned 
Employment Center Overlay District.  This district would allow for development 
of aesthetically attractive working environments, exclusively for research and 
development institutions, and tech businesses in campus like settings. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none, he entertained a motion for Case #1865.  Commissioner 
Bradley made a motion to approve Case #1865 as presented to create a Planned 
Employment Center Overlay District.  Commissioner Bishop seconded the 
motion. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote and the results were as followed: 
 
Commissioners Bishop, Whittington, Bradley, Alexander, Huelse, Gray, and 
voting aye. 
 
With unanimous affirmative vote the motion was approved. 
 
The amendment is a recommendation of the Planning Commission to the Board of 
Aldermen who will hold several public hearings on the matter and ultimately 
provide final approval or denial.   
 
20.  Public hearing for Case #1848 – Preliminary and Final Plat for a 4-lot 
subdivision for property located at 1701 Jackson Avenue East in a (RB) Two-
Unit Residential zoned district (Planning Commission) 

30 
 
 



Sec. 134. R-B Two-Unit Residential district. 

134.02 Uses permitted by special exception.  
1. Hospitals, institutions for children or the aged, not including penal or 

correctional types, when located on a major street as designated in the 
major thoroughfare plan of the Oxford comprehensive plan and having a 
minimum lot size of three acres.  

2. Home occupations as defined in section 117. See section 156, Home 
Occupations.  

3. Preschool, including nursery schools and kindergartens, which provide a 
minimum of 30 square feet of usable indoor play space per child and 65 
square feet of usable outdoor play space per child and meet any other 
requirements which the board of adjustment or City of Oxford may deem 
necessary for such schools in this district.  

4. Planned unit development as defined in section 117, and according to the 
requirements of section 150, Planned Unit Developments (PUDs).  

5. Church and/or church facilities, but not to include dormitory or 
commercial facilities. 

6. Public facilities and/or utility facilities necessary to provide service to 
the surrounding area, or to the entire municipality.  

7. Residential condominiums conversion of existing structures prior to 
September 2014.  No new structures over two units may be 
considered. (three or more units). 

8. Residential townhouses (three or more units). 

9. Zero lot line residential dwellings, either single or two-unit. 

10. Bed and Breakfast, See Section 154. 
City Planner Andrea Correll presented the Commission with an amendment to 
Section 134.02 of the Land Development Code which would remove residential 
condominiums and residential townhouses as a permitted use by special exception 
for RB zoned districts and to clarify that bed and breakfast may be permitted by 
special exception in RB zoned districts. 

Acting Chairman Huelse asked for further questions or comments from the 
Commission, with none, he entertained a motion for Case #1866.  Commissioner 
Bradley made a motion to approve Case #1866 as presented to amend section 
134.02 of the Land Development code to remove residential condominiums and 
residential townhouses as permitted uses by special exception in RB zoned 
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districts and to clarify that bed and breakfasts may be permitted by special 
exception in RB zoned districts.  Commissioner Bishop seconded the motion. 
 
Acting Chairman Huelse called for a vote and the results were as followed: 
 
Commissioners Bishop, Whittington, Bradley, Alexander, Huelse, Gray, and 
voting aye. 
 
With unanimous affirmative vote the motion was approved. 
 
The amendment is a recommendation of the Planning Commission to the Board of 
Aldermen who will hold several public hearings on the matter and ultimately 
provide final approval or denial.   
  
The meeting was adjourned by Acting Chairman Huelse at 7:30 p.m. 
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