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September 15, 1980-7:30 P.M. Graphics (Sign) Ordinance Public Hearing 

Held at the Gordon County Courtroom

1. Mayor Burdette welcomed all those in attendance, approximately 35 residents,

out of town sign company representatives and local businessmen. Mayor

Burdette explained that the proposed graphics (sign) ordinance was not a

finished product,. but a beginning point for discussion by all sectors of

the public. As a result of these public hearings, a workable ordinance

will be developed which will meet the needs of the populus of the City.

Everyone's ideas and thoughts will be considered, therefore all those in

attendance are encouraged to speak up.

2. Anthony King, Chairman of the Sign Committee for the Calhoun-Gordon County

Beautification Committee, gave a brief summary of the intent of the proposed

ordinance and the nature of its origin.

Mr. King stated the ordinance divides s~gns into two categories, accessory

and non-accessory. The Council would review all non-accessory applications,

but accessory applicants would not need permits or etc. as long as they complied

with requirements of the ordinance.

There would be further breakdown of types of signs and restrictions regarding

s1ze, heights in relation to street traffic and zoning.

3. Mayor Burdette asked any member of the audience who wished to make a statement

to give their name, occupation, and address~

4. Sham Idnani, owner of the Ace Motel on Highway 156, asked why the city needed

a new sign ordinance.

5. Mayor Burdette stated that almost every s1gn within the city was non conforming

because of the set back requirements as well as other problems, therefore an

ordinance was needed which would be more in line with a progressive city.

6. Sham Idnani asked why the existing ordinance could not be "doctored" to meet

the needs of the city and public rather than going with a new and complic.ated

ordinance which would be almost impossible to enforce.

7. Rodney Harbin, Chairman of the Retail Affairs Committee, of the Chamber of

Commerce, made the statement as per the attached.

8. Bill Moore, with Creative Displa'-'-'"' Sign Company, asked if anyone outside the

Beautification Committee had helped with the draft of the proposed ordinance.

9. Bob Vann, of Creative Displays from Tuscaloosa, Ala., stated his company was

the fifth largest sign company 1n the country with some 11,000 billboards

located at this time. He said he felt zoning ordinances are necessary but

they should be fair and reasonable. He felt that leaders of a community should

be concerned with the health, safety, welfare and moral aspect of the community

and not attempt to take control of every private aspect of a business or

individual.

Specifc items 1n the proposed ordinance which would cause problems are:

(a) Request must go before the Countil twice, which would be a full month.

(b) The items of information with a maximum of twenty. This area should not

be a consideration of control by the ordinance.

(c) No signs on city streets - with a maximum of 230 sq. ft. of sign face,

for any state or state accessory road would eliminate the billboard business

in Calhoun. Why the attack on one industry?

(d) The amortization schedule would be most detrimental to businessmen.

10. Mr. King stated that it sounded as though the items of information should not

be a consideration and more planning be done regarding the size of signs. He
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asked Mr. Vann to send copies of ordinances he has which could be reviewed.

11. Mr. Carlton Marlow of Acworth, GA., owner of a sign company, stated that he

opposed the proposed ordinance because it would destroy the sign business

on 1-75. He stated he felt the state has a strong law which could be the

general guidelines of any local ordinance.

12. Mr. Rembert Moore of Moore's Men Shop of Calhoun, GA stated that he believes

local citizens can come up with an ordinance which will be workable and suit

the needs of everyone without outside interference.

13. A representative of Turner Signs stated that he felt there were needs for

rules and regulations but the rules should be geared more to the mainten

ance and safety of signs rather than minute details.

14. Rodney Harbin of Harbin Drugs stated that he felt a few specific problem

areas in the proposed ordinance dealt with restrictions on window signs for

places such as grocery stores and etc.) wind blow devices, streamer and etc.,

are prohibited but he felt there should be some relief for temporary use,

but not long term. The amortization as listed on page 15 will not work,

too expensive for business men.

15. Anthony King said after consideration he felt there would be a need to go to

a grandfathering for existing signs rather than to an amortizing method.

16. Johnnie Dobson, 133 Victory Drive, resident, Mr. Dodson stated he was in

full favor of the ordinance because he has pride in the community. He did

agree that the language was extremely hard to understand. He felt the growth

of the past 50 years is nil compared to future growth therefore strong

laws will be needed, in order to prevent a neon city. He said he felt out

of town people should not be allowed to come in and make recommendations.

17. Burton Bell stated he would like to hear from more local people.

18. Don (Billy) Lewi~ a local business man, stated he and Don Owens had been

working with the State for one year trying to get a sign and has not been

successful to date. He stated he felt the state guidelines were tough

enough and should serve as a guideline.

19. Sham Idnani, Ace Motel, stated the religious organization near his business

has had a non conforming sign but there had been no policing since the morto

rium has been in effect. He stated he felt the state law was tough enough

for off premise signs and on prem~se signs should have no control, in effect

no local ordinance would be needed.

He stated that most large signs cost $15,000.00 to $20,000.00 and the amorti

zation as stated in the proposed ordinance would not be satisfactory at all.

Any new ordinance, if one is to be drawn, should be in simple English in order

for out of town contractors to understand the guidelines. The Building

Inspector must have enough authority to make a judgment decision rather than

going to the Council twice as stated ~n the proposed ordinance.

The maximum height in the new ordinance would disallow all signs on 1-75,

as would the size of the sign.

The 2% tax on motels goes toward industrial growth which is paid by tourist

and benefits the total community.

He further requested the moritorium be lifted.

20. Mr. Gary Patterson, a new resident, stated that the slgns represented a com

petitive business, with the appearance of who can put up the biggest, brightest,

and brashest signs. When this happens it would seem that community action

would be necessary.

contil1l1cd" ....

J

J

1



r

l

Sept. 15, 1980 Public Hearing Continued ...page 3

9

21. Kenneth King - State regulations apply only to state routes not city streets.

22. Mr. Powell, represents sign leased to Waffle House. The business on 1-75

needs transit traffic, therefore billboards must be used to draw ~n the traffic.

It behooves the customer and sign owners to keep the signs clean in appearance.

23. Bill Robertson, owner of Shepherd Motel, has 8 to 10 billboards to attract

business. The proposed ordinance would eliminate the signs, because of

size and height.

24. Phil Overton, Chamber of Commerce, stated he felt there had not been enough

in-put at the hearing by local businessmen concerning on-premise signs. He

said he .thought it might be due to the numbers of out of town people who had

voiced their opinions. He then asked that the out of town people leave in

order to encourage the local businessmen to speak up.

25. Julian Holcomb, Ramada Inn, stated he felt that if you comply with state

law it should be sufficient since it is so restrictive.

26. Mayor Burdette stated the State is attempting to do away with billboards

therefore it is necessary for local governments to have ordinances drawn

which will set guidelines to benefit local businessmen and be acceptable

to local residents.

27. Fleming Conyers, local businessman, stated he is aware the State is go~ng

to be taking action, therefore we need to concern ourselves and prepare an

ordinance which will help each area of the poplus. Mr. Conyers congratulated

the City on the hearing and the attendance.

28. Mrs. Bill Mathews, resident of Calhoun, thanked Anthony King for his work on

the proposed ordinance. The purpose was to get everyone involved in an on

going program to plan for the future.

29. Richard Center, resident of Gordon County, pleas that consideration be given

to the property owners who must live in the shadow of these signs. Please

ask those considering the ordinance to be aware of the distance of the sign

to the nearby surroundings.

30. Ald. Lewis stated he appreciated those who had attended but he would like

to have had more comments on the on-premise signs.

31. Hayward Horton, resident, stated he felt the City needed a new ordinance,

because numberous signs detract from the appearance of Calhoun.

32. Mayor Burdette stated the time had been well spend and he appreciated every

one's attendance. He asked that anyone willing to serve on a committee for

continuing work on the ordinance to please sign up before leaving. The Council

will name the committee and consider the mortorium at a regular Council meeting.

33. Those signing being: RembertMoore, Don Owens, Don Lewis, Sham Idnani of Ace

Motel, Rodney Harbin, Johnnie Dobson (629-8135), Carlton Marlow (974-4703),

Phil Overton.

Hearing was not record ed .


