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LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDMENT 

PETITION 

PL2021000XXXX 

SUMMARY OF AMENDMENT 

This Land Development Code (LDC) amendment eliminates the sign 

provisions from the Corridor Management Overlay District (CMO), where 

applicable along Golden Gate Parkway, from U.S. 41 to Santa Barbara 

Boulevard. 

ORIGIN 

Staff 

HEARING DATES LDC SECTION TO BE AMENDED 

BCC TBD 4.02.24 Corridor Management Overlay District (CMO)—Special 

Regulations for Properties Abutting Golden Gate Parkway West 

of Santa Barbara Boulevard and Goodlette-Frank Road South of 

Pine Ridge Road 

CCPC TBD 

DSAC TBD 

DSAC-LDR TBD 
 

ADVISORY BOARD RECOMMENDATIONS 

DSAC-LDR 

TBD 

DSAC 

TBD 

CCPC 

TBD 
 

BACKGROUND  

The Growth Management Plan (GMP) of 1989 required the development of corridor management plans, which 

required the County’s collaboration with the City of Naples. The corridor management plans were to consider 

appropriate urban design and landscaping measures, including signage, to promote positive development along 

the major arterial entrances to the urban areas of Collier County.  On February 8, 1989, the Board of County 

Commissioners (Board) held a joint public workshop with the City of Naples, and among the topics discussed, it 

was suggested that the County bring the signage codes on Goodlette Road into closer compatibility with the City’s 

codes, and that “low-key ground signage” should be encouraged on Golden Gate Parkway.   On December 19, 

1989, the Board adopted the Corridor Management Overlay (CMO), pursuant to Ord. 89-100 (see Exhibit A), 

which served to implement Policy 4.2 of the then Future Land Use Element of the GMP (see Exhibit B).  The 

CMO standards were applicable, in part, to properties along Golden Gate Parkway, between U.S. 41 to Santa 

Barbara Boulevard, prior to when Golden Gate Parkway was widened to six travel lanes.  The CMO has been 

amended several times (see Exhibits C and D), and it was the adoption of Ord. 2004-41 (see Exhibit E) that 

divided the CMO regulations into two separate sections of the LDC—sections 2.03.07 and 4.02.24.  This LDC 

amendment proposes to amend LDC section 4.02.24 by eliminating the restrictions placed on signage along 

Golden Gate Parkway.   

 

Policy 4.5 of the current GMP is relevant to the CMO (see Exhibit F).  LDC section 4.02.24 references “property 

identification signs” and “post-mounted signs”; however, the current LDC does not define them.  The original 

zoning ordinance for the Coastal Area Planning District (Ord. 1976-30) did not contain those definitions either.  

In 1989, the Board adopted a sign code, pursuant to Ord. 1989-60, which defined identification sign as follows:   
 

A sign which contains no advertising but is limited to the name, address, and number of a building, institution, or 

person and the activity carried on in the building, institution or the occupation of the person. 

 

The County has since adopted several noteworthy amendments to the sign code, including but not limited to 

following: Ord. 1991-102 (see Exhibit G); Ord. 1992-73 (see Exhibit H); Ord. 1994-58 (see Exhibit I); Ord. 1996-

21 (see Exhibit J); Ord. 2000-08 (see Exhibit K); and 2004-41 (see Exhibit L).   The adoption of Ord. 2004-72 

created a definition for “project identification sign” (see Exhibit M) and Ord. 2006-07 created a definition for 

“residential identification sign” (see Exhibit N).  However, the adoption of Ord. 2009-43 further changed the 
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labeling of these signs (see Exhibit O) by removing the term “identification.” from the relative provisions. 

 

Many of the conventionally-zoned properties along Golden Gate Parkway are either zoned Rural Agricultural 

District (A) or Estate District (E), with the exception of the properties located on the east side of the intersection 

of Golden Gate Parkway and Goodlette-Frank Road that are zoned General Commercial District (C-4).  Only a 

limited number of non-residential uses are permitted in the A or E zoning districts—the majority require 

conditional use approval.  Properties granted conditional uses within agricultural zoning districts in the urban area 

and residential estates districts with a street frontage of 150 feet or more are permitted a ground sign with a 

maximum height of eight feet and a maximum area of 44 square feet, pursuant to LDC section 5.06.02 B.8.  These 

dimensions are similar to the restrictions of the CMO, making the CMO standards nearly duplicative and 

unnecessary.  Golden Gate Parkway contains six travel lanes with a speed limit of 45 m.p.h., making the current 

four-foot tall height restriction impractical. 
   

FISCAL & OPERATIONAL IMPACTS 

No fiscal or operational impacts are 

anticipated to the County and stakeholders. 

GMP CONSISTENCY 

To be provided by Comprehensive Planning Staff after   

first review. 

EXHIBITS: A) CMO in Ord. 1989-100; B) Policy in 1989 GMP; C) CMO in Ord. 1991-102; D) CMO 

in Ord. 2002-31; E) CMO in Ord. 2004-41; F) Policy in Current GMP; G) Provisions in Ord. 1991-102; 

H) Provisions in Ord. 1992-73; I) Provisions in 1994-58; J) Provisions in 1996-21; K) Provisions in 

2000-08; L) Provisions in 2004-41; M) Definitions in Ord. 2004-72; N) Definitions in Ord. 2006-07; 

and O) Provisions in Ord. 2009-43. 
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Amend the LDC as follows: 

 1 
4.02.24 - Corridor Management Overlay District (CMO)—Special Regulations for 2 
Properties Abutting Golden Gate Parkway West of Santa Barbara Boulevard and 3 
Goodlette-Frank Road South of Pine Ridge Road 4 
 5 
A. Required setbacks. 6 
 7 

1.         Goodlette-Frank Road. Fifty feet. 8 
 9 
2. Fifty feet for the first floor of all commercial development, 100 feet for the first floor 10 

of all other development except for properties zoned estates district (E), which shall 11 
be set back 75 feet. 12 

 13 
3. As building height increases, the front yard setback shall be increased by 25 feet 14 

for each additional floor or buildings shall be stepped back to provide a vertical 15 
slope setback of 2 to 1.  Single-family residence development shall be exempt from 16 
this provision. 17 

 18 
B. Two-way ingress and egress shall be a minimum of 330 feet from the nearest street 19 

intersection (measured from intersecting right-of-way lines).  One-way ingress and egress 20 
shall be a minimum of 150 feet from the nearest intersection.  If a property abuts a side 21 
street except that if the property is 5 acres or less in size, access shall be limited to the 22 
side street. 23 

 24 
C. Golden Gate Parkway.  Property identification signs shall not be higher than 4 feet above 25 

the ground or exceed 60 square feet per side in size.  Post-mounted signs shall not be 26 
allowed. Signs shall be set back a minimum of 15 feet from the road right-of-way. 27 

 28 
# # # # # # # # # # # # #29 



EXHIBIT A – CMO in Ord. 1989-100  
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EXHIBIT A – CMO in Ord. 1989-100  
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EXHIBIT A – CMO in Ord. 1989-100  
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EXHIBIT B – Policy in 1989 GMP  
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EXHIBIT C – CMO in Ord. 1991-102  
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EXHIBIT C – CMO in Ord. 1991-102  
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EXHIBIT C – CMO in Ord. 1991-102  
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EXHIBIT D – CMO Change in Ord. 2002-31  
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EXHIBIT E – CMO in Ord. 2004-41  
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EXHIBIT F – Policy in Current GMP 
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Exhibit G – Excerpt of Sign Provisions in Ord. 1991-102 
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Exhibit H – Excerpt of Sign Provisions in Ord. 1992-73 
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Exhibit I – Excerpt of Sign Provisions in Ord. 1994-58 
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Exhibit J – Excerpt of Sign Provisions in Ord. 1996-21 
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Exhibit K – Excerpt of Sign Provisions in Ord. 2000-08 
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Exhibit L – Excerpt of Sign Provisions in Ord. 2004-41 
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Exhibit M – Excerpt of Change in Definitions in Ord. 2004-72 
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Exhibit N – Excerpt of Change in Definitions in Ord. 2006-07 
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Exhibit O – Excerpt of Sign Provisions in Ord. 2009-43 
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