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SP-3-19 City Airport T Hanger – New Smyrna Beach Municipal Airport (Class II) 

The addition of a new hangar by the City is fairly routine.  Amye brought up the issue of aesthetics of 

the building however the consensus is that there isn't much you can do for hangars because they are all 

metal buildings with doors on all sides and not conducive to much landscaping or other aesthetic 

treatments.  They were reminded that they have to renew their SJRWMD permit, which had expired in 

2015 and Rhonda Walker indicated she will take care of it.  She also mentioned that an archaeological 

study was done on this area at the time Building G was erected so there is no need for another study.  

The force main and lift station is private and will be owned and maintained by the City. 

 

SP-11-18 Tractor Supply – SR 44 and Corbin Park Road 

The site plan review indicated that the plans, as currently submitted, have many discrepancies.  They 

also exhibit errors in format that must be corrected.  The most significant items are the following: 

• The plat area was indicated as 10.5 acres and the PUD MDA documents and legal description note 

7.86 acres.  There are 2.5 acres at the back of the property that lie in the county (not the city) and 

the plan is to use that area for the eventual lift station. Attorney Glen Storch indicated that they are 

planning to apply for annexation of that land so that the entire area would then be under City rules.   

• There are significant issues with their plans for tree removal/replacement; natural area preservation; 

MD; Open Space requirements, etc.  These all should be reconciled prior to any future site plan 

resubmittals and reviews beyond the current fifth one. The utility easements and buffers may be 

cleared in the future and cannot be used in the land/building calculation.  They also cannot use the 

outparcel land areas because it is unknown how they will be developed.  The natural vegetation 

preservation areas; required perimeter landscape buffers and utility easements are in conflict with 

each other.  There are many issues to be worked out before this can be approved.  The applicants 

indicated that they would work this all out so it will conform with City standards. 

• The project is allowed to use a “temporary” septic system until the outparcels are developed and 

there is a need for a lift station.   

• Wetlands at the back of the property need a 25' buffer.  This may be a nonissue though since they 

are probably planning to fill them in at some point. 

• Numerous other issues were discussed and the applicant plans to work with staff to get them all 

resolved before another plan is submitted. 

 

 

 

 


