LAKE MARY CITY COMMISSION

LakeMary City Hall
100 N. Country Club Road

Regular Meeting
AGENDA
THURSDAY, JULY 17,2014 7:00 PM
1. Call toOrder
2. Moment of Silence
3. Pledge of Allegiance
4. Roll Call
EI Approval of Minutes: June 19, 2014
6. Special Presentations
7. Citizen Participation
8. Unfinished Business
E Ordinance No. 1510 - Rezone property at 128 W. Wilbur Ave. from C-1, General
Commercial, and R-1A, Residential, to DC, Downtown Centre; Pastor Terry D.
Baum, No Limits Church, applicant - Second Reading (Public Hearing) (Steve

Noto, Senior Planner)

9. New Business
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Memorandum of Under standing for Use of Facilitiesin an Emergency (Jackie Sova,
City Manager)

Ordinance No. 1511 - Rezone property at 3112 W. Lake Mary Boulevard from RCE
(Rural Country Estates) to PO (Professional Office); Linn Engineering/Chad Linn,
applicant - First Reading (Public Hearing) (Gary Schindler, City Planner)

Request for Site Plan with Variances approval for 7-Eleven, 4955 County Road
46A; Interplan, LLC, /Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston, applicant (Public
Hearing) (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

Request for an amendment to a Developer's Agreement associated with 2014-SP-06
(7-Eleven)/Voluntary Commitment Agreement for Twin Lakes Properties, LLC;
Interplan,LLC/Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston, applicant (Public Hearing)
(Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

Ordinance No. 1512 - Rezone property at the north end of Century Point at St.
Peters Church from A-1 (Agriculture) to M-1A (Light Industrial); Mark Harkins,
applicant - First Reading (Public Hearing) (Gary Schindler, City Planner)

Request for Preliminary Planned Unit Development (PUD) approval for a +/- 1.35-
acre property adjacent to Rinehart Road and Legends Apartments, VHB Miller
Sellen/Jim Hall, applicant (Public Hearing) (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

Approval of Police Department Security Grant

a. Resolution No. 941 - Amend FY 14 Budget for Homeland Security Grant - Lake
Mary Police Department Security Equipment

Fiscal Year 2015 Budget Message - Setting of Proposed Operating Millage Rate,
Current Year Rolled Back Rate, and Date, Time and Place of Tentative Budget
Hearing (Jackie Sova, City Manager)

10. Other Itemsfor Commission Action

City Manager's Report

A.

B.

Itemsfor Approval
b] Rinehart Road Trail Rehabilitation Project
Itemsfor Information

E] Update on One-Cent Discretionary Local Government Infrastructure Surtax
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E] Monthly department reports
12. Mayor and Commissioners Report - 4
13. City Attorney's Report
14. Adjour nment
THE ORDER OF ITEMSON THISAGENDA ISSUBJECT TO CHANGE

Per the direction of the City Commission on December 7, 1989, this meeting will not extend
beyond 11:00 P. M. unless there is unanimous consent of the Commission to extend the
meeting.

PERSONSWITH DISABILITIESNEEDING ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY
OF THESE PROCEEDINGS SHOULD CONTACT THE CITY ADA COORDINATOR
AT LEAST 48 HOURSIN ADVANCE OF THE MEETING AT (407) 585-1424.

If a person decides to appeal any decision made by this Commission with respect to any
matter considered at such meeting or hearing, he or she will need a record of the
proceedings, and that, for such purpose, he or she may need to ensure that a verbatim
record of the proceedings is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon
which the appeal isto be based. Per State Statute 286.0105.

NOTE: If the Commission isholding a meeting/work session prior to the regular meeting,
they will adjourn immediately following the meeting/work session to have dinner in the
Conference Room. The regular meeting will begin at 7:00 P. M. or as soon thereafter as
possible.

UPCOMING MEETINGS: August 7, 2014
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MINUTES OF THE LAKE MARY CITY COMMISSION MEETING held June 19, 2014,
7:00 P.M., Lake Mary City Commission Chambers, 100 North Country Club Road, Lake
Mary, Florida.

1. Call to Order

The meeting was called to order by Mayor David Mealor at 7:00 P.M.

2. Moment of Silence

3. Pledge of Allegiance

4. Roll Call

Mayor David Mealor Jackie Sova, City Manager — Absent
Commissioner Gary Brender Caral Foster, City'Clerk — Absent
Deputy Mayor George Duryea Dianne Holloway, Finance Director
Commissioner Thom Greene John Omana, CDD/Acting City Manager
Commissioner Jo Ann Lucarelli Gary Schindler, City Planner

Steve Noto, Senior Planner
Tom Toemerlin, Economic Development Mgr.
Bruce Paster, Public Works Director
Bryan Nipe, Parks,& Recreation Director
Steve Bracknell, Police Chief
Rabin McKinney, Acting City Attorney
Mary Campbell, Deputy City Clerk
5. Approval of Minutesi June 5, 2014
Motion was made by, Commissioner Brender to approve the minutes of the June
5, 2014, meeting, seconded by Commissioner Lucarelli and motion carried
unanimously.
6. SpecialPresentations
There were no specialfpresentations at this time.
7. Citizen Participation
No one came forward at this time and citizen participation was closed.

8. Unfinished Business

There was no unfinished business at this time.

CITY COMMISSION
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Mayor Mealor announced the passing of Randy Petitt (City Human Resources
Manager) last evening and asked everyone to keep his wife and family in their thoughts.

9. New Business

A. Approval of Jobs Growth Incentive Interlocal Agreement with Seminole
County for CareMed Pharmaceutical Services (Tom Tomerlin, Economic
Development Manager)

Mr. Tomerlin said for the Commission’s consideration is a Jobs Growth Incentive (JGI)
program between Seminole County and the City of Lake Mary. It is a jobs growth
incentive for a company doing business as CareMed Pharmaceutical Services. The JGI
program is a locally administered program between Seminole County and participating
cities and is not a state program. It operates via agreements. There are two
agreements it operates under. One is the interlocal agreement betweenithe City and the
County and the other is a program agreement that will be executed between the County
and the firm itself. The program is an inducement, meaning if not for this inducement
the company would not consider this area. All'awards sequire a surety instrument. The
instruments available are an irrevocable letter of credit or a performance bond issued in
the name of the County for the exa€t amount of the incentive award.

Mr. Tomerlin said CareMed is a specialty pharmacy. Specialty pharmacies manufacture
and administer specialized, and often costly, drugs for.the treatment of complex medical
conditions. The list varies 'with what"kind<f therapies, these specialty pharmacies
supply to but oncology, cancer, theumataid arthritis, multiple sclerosis are the types of
ailments these specialty treatments are formulated within their facility and then shipped
to these patients.

Mr. Tomerlin_said CareMed headquarters isycurrently stationed in Lake Success, New
York. _Fhis is censideration of relocation of its headquarters and its pharmacy
operations to the City of Lake Mary. The agreement spells out that this would facilitate
250¢new jobs to the City, of Lake,Mary. The average annual wage would be $50,000
per years, The County average annual wage is $40,015. The $50,000 represents about
125% of'the, County annual average. The capital investment being considered is about
$4.9 million.

Mr. Tomerlin said tenight we are seeking Commission approval of execution of the JGI
interlocal agreement between Seminole County and the City of Lake Mary providing for
a funding split of $250,000. That works out to a total award of $2,000 per job. The
even split would be $250,000 for the City contribution and $250,000 for the County
contribution. Seminole County government will consider this next Tuesday (June 24,
2014) at its regularly scheduled meeting.

Mayor Mealor said this is a remarkable opportunity to continue to build quietly an
industry cluster in that quadrant of the community. It has the opportunity to transform
that area.

CITY COMMISSION
June 19, 2014 - 2
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Mayor Mealor said this evening the Acting City Manager is John Omana and the Acting
City Attorney is Robin McKinney.

Motion was made by Deputy Mayor Duryea to authorize the Mayor to execute the
Jobs Growth Incentive Interlocal Agreement with Seminole County for CareMed
Pharmaceutical Services in the amount of $250,000, representing 50% of the total
award. Seconded by Commissioner Lucarelli.

Commissioner Greene said he couldn’t remember when we approved the first one.
What a great opportunity to pick our businesses that come to our city. We did a good
job. He said he was in favor of it.

Commissioner Brender said this one was not theslam dunk that'it normally is for him.
He liked brick and mortar builds. In this particular case he was finding Itis in a quadrant
of the City that needs some upgrading. He hoped CareMed would look into going into
some type of brick and mortar if they grow-mere than they think. He saidyhe usually
liked these when there was a direct return to the taxpayers that is shorter than this one.

Deputy Mayor Duryea said the persenal property tax on all this new equipment is
significant so there is a payback.

Mr. Tomerlin said the tangible personal property is aigreat deal of the share of that $4.9
million that is being considered. In regard\to where this firm is going to locate, right now
it is under negotiation‘between the firm and the property owner. He could not say with
100% certainty that'it Is going to go in this lecation. The firm has committed that they
want to locate in“the, City of Lake Mary. He could not say with 100% certainty where
this firm will locate but eould only saysit.will be'inithe City of Lake Mary.

Motion .carried by roll-call vote: Commissioner Brender, Yes; Deputy Mayor
Duryea, Yes; Commissionen,Greene, Yes; Commissioner Lucarelli, Yes; Mayor
Mealor, Yes.

Mr. Tomerlin recognized 'Gabe De Jesus who is the program manager with the Metro
Orlando EDC who has helped a great deal with this project. He also recognized Adrien
Carre who ista)startingt sophomore and is working over the summer to develop a
marketing piece to, highlight the City of Lake Mary from an economic development
perspective.

Mayor Mealor said Mr. Carre is a Lake Mary High School graduate and is at the
University of Virginia in Charlottesville. That is an amazing accomplishment in and of
itself, and we wish him continued success. If any member of the Commission may be
helpful don’t hesitate to contact them.

Mayor Mealor thanked the representative of the Orlando EDC for being present. He
congratulated Mr. De Jesus for the recognition the Florida Economic Development
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Commission bestowed on him with the economic deal of the year being the Verizon
project that was spearheaded through his auspices.

B. Ordinance No. 1510 — Rezone property at 128 West Wilbur Avenue from C-1,
General Commercial, and R-1A, Residential, to DC, Downtown Centre;
Paster Terry D. Baum, No Limits Church, applicant — First Reading (Public
Hearing) (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

The Acting City Attorney read Ordinance No. 1510 by title only @h,first reading.

Mr. Noto showed the zoning maps for the subject propérties on the overhead. He
pointed out two parcels, one zoned C-1 and one zoned'R-1A. \Both properties are part
of the larger holdings of the First Presbyterian Churchlocated at the northwest corner of
Wilbur Avenue and North Country Club. The requést-for the rezoning is to go from C-1
and R-1A to DC Downtown Centre.

Mr. Noto clarified that the church is going to stay. AWhat we have IS, a unique
coordination between the First Presbyterian ‘Church and No Limits Church which is
currently located at 390 Longwood-Lake Mary“Read. No Limits Church has found
themselves in a precarious situationpwhere they ‘are, having to vacate their current
location in a very quick manner. They have been welcomed by the First Presbyterian
Church folks to operate their early learning center from their location at North Country
Club and Wilbur. In order for that to happen they have. to do the rezoning.

Mr. Noto said the early learning program'would operate in the buildings just to the west
abutting the main eghapel area. | They have already come in for permits for fencing for
playground purposes and to keep the kids, within the property. They have also
submitted interior build-out pérmitsste, improve, upon the structures behind the main
chapel.

Mr. Neoto said they-are working with DCF to get their proper licensing. Their current
licensing is for 69 students and they are operating with 48, and their current hours of
operation,are 7:00 A.M: 1o 6:00 P.M. with the licensing allowing for 6:30 A.M. to 9:00
P.M. They,are basically taking what they have on Longwood-Lake Mary Road and
moving it to'the Presbyterian Church.

Mr. Noto pointed-out that the item before the Commission is for the rezoning.

Mr. Noto had previously mentioned they were on a tight schedule. The Planning &
Zoning Board heard this item on June 10" and unanimously recommended approval 4-
0. It will not come back to the Commission for second reading until mid-July which is
the next scheduled meeting. Until that point we will be working with the applicant in
getting some paperwork together so they can provide some information to DCF and get
that ball rolling so they can open in August.

CITY COMMISSION
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Mr. Noto said staff has found the request to rezone from C-1 and R-1A to DC does meet
code and is compatible with the Comprehensive Plan and recommends approval. He
said he and the applicant were available for any questions.

Mayor Mealor asked if anyone wanted to speak in reference to Ordinance No. 1510.

James Thompson 108 Oaks Court, Sanford, Florida, came forward. He asked how
many of them remembered Harriett Boyd.

Deputy Mayor Duryea asked how they could forget.

Mr. Thompson said Pastor Terry (Baum) and his chufch held, the funeral service for
Harriett Boyd. The coincidence was there. It really wasn’t appropriate but he just had
to state it.

Mayor Mealor said Harriett Boyd had more medals for her accomplishments statewide
and nationally than most people.

Robert Dove came forward. He said he was asked by Mr. Omana to come back this
week regarding the proactive approaech he would like,the City to take to regulate the
volume of traffic on either street where thexchurch is. "It is no secret to those who have
ever driven in rush hour traffic down ‘Lake MarysBoulevard that Wilbur Avenue and now
the street just north of the church which is where he'and his'daughter live on West Lake
Mary Avenue. This is net 10%er 20 cars but is hundreds of, cars in the two-hour span of
rush hour in the morning as traffic begins to back up down Country Club at the light.
They immediately start to cut through Wilbur.as well as his street and then around 5:00
(P.M.) to 6:30. Just coming here tonight wehad to wait to pull out of our driveway.

Mr. Dove said_if there'is asursery put at the,church we are behind that 100% but the
City owns a park just on‘the opposite side of West Lake Mary Avenue down Country
Club about three blocks on‘the, left-hand side. The art studio uses that in the summer
andda lot of young people are using that park. We've been here since 1998 and have
seen a lot of close calls'there from young people running behind cars and traffic going
too fast.“ Itis a cut through. Traffic begins to back up at this light (Country Club and
Lake Mary Boulevard) and as soon as it begins to back up anybody wanting to turn left
on Country Clubygoes dewn Fifth Street. They either fly down Wilbur. The intersection
at Wilbur and Country<Club is not an easy intersection to navigate so most people know
instead of approaching opposite traffic trying to figure out who goes and who does what
they end up taking a left and cutting through our street and we don’t leave our house for
two hours. If there are young people at this church and young people at this facility they
are inevitably going to the park. He pleaded with the City to do something about the
traffic on Wilbur and West Lake Mary Avenue.

Mayor Mealor said a number of them share the concerns. In the budget presented to us
last week there was a schedule of resurfacing for certain streets. The residents of
Lakeview are experiencing some of the same concerns with cut-through traffic. We are

CITY COMMISSION
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going to look at some type of speed calming. He said he wasn'’t talking about speed
humps but some type of speed calming. If this is successful and they can move forward
then we would probably want to do a presence at the park just to remind people to be
courteous as they go through a residential area. He said he appreciated Mr. Dove
bringing this to their attention. One thing that may make a difference and we are going
to monitor it is two meetings ago the Commission approved signalization for West
Wilbur and Country Club. It is a difficult intersection to navigate. We believe with some
of the improvements it's going to make for a better situation and hopefully signalization
coordination.

Mr. Dove said there were no “No Thru Traffic” signs on _either end and you were kind
enough to award us those signs years ago. His wife spoke to Chief Bracknell and they
have issued an officer sitting at the end of West Lake:Mary Avenue. They slow down
but the volume is still there.

Mayor Mealor said it is part of a larger issuefand not just Mr. Dove and his street. It is
part of a larger concern community-wide.”_It is time as,we start to beeome more
attractive to a number of people that we try to get.ahead of this.

No one else came forward and thegublic hearing was elosed.

Motion was made by Commissioner, Brender, to approve Ordinance No. 1510 on
first reading, seconded by Commissioner Lucarelii.

Commissioner Greene said as Mr. Noto'indicated this IS simply a rezoning. We have
the opportunity before the final product is put together to deal with these issues that
were brought up.

Mayor Mealor. said it isiimportant because Sopte of the same issues were brought up at
the P&Zsmmeeting. "We don’t want to do something in isolation although technically that
is ourdcharge on thisyparticular item, but as stewards we are looking at the bigger
pictare.

Motion “carried by roll-call vote: Deputy Mayor Duryea, Yes; Commissioner
Greene, Yes; Commissioner Lucarelli, Yes; Commissioner Brender, Yes; Mayor
Mealor, Yes.

C. Resolution No. 940 — Vacate a portion of North First Street, a 24.47-foot wide
right-of-way; Station House Apartments, LLC/Justin Sand, applicant (Public
Hearing) (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

The Acting City Attorney read Resolution No. 940 by title only.

Mr. Noto said if it is the desire of the Commission the next item on the agenda is related
and would combine the presentations. There were no objections from the Board.

CITY COMMISSION
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Mr. Noto showed a snhapshot of both items on the overhead. This is a housekeeping
item. The applicant, EPOCH Properties, hired a new surveyor and he found additional
right-of-way in the First Street area as part of the right-of-way maintenance maps. The
area shaded in yellow is the portion of the right-of-way that will be part of the Right-of-
Way Use Agreement and the portion shaded in green is the portion that will be vacated.
As it relates to the area going into the right-of-way use amendment, it will be combined
with the other portion of First Street as part of that long-term lease that has a renewal
and then this vacate will be done as any other vacate.

Mr. Noto noted the applicant was present. He stated staff reeemmends approval.

Mr. Noto said the Planning & Zoning Board unanimously recommended approval 5 — 0
at their May 27" meeting.

Deputy Mayor Duryea asked how this fell through the cracks. He asked if this was an
afterthought or something being added to thedriginal.

Mr. Noto said based on communication we received, it‘appears something fell through
the cracks during closing. It is not clear as to whoseissue it was but when they brought
on that new surveyor it appears he'toek something else into consideration via the right-
of-way maintenance maps. He presented us and EPOCH with Florida Statute
information and based upon that we ‘had to'move forward to,clean this up based on his
professional opinion.

Commissioner Brender said it'was his understanding there is a building on that right-of-
way.

Mr. Noto said that was correct

Mayor Mealor asked if anyone wanted to speak in reference to Resolution No. 940. No
one came forward andithe public hearing was closed.

Motion was made by Deputy. Mayor Duryea to approve Resolution No. 940,
seconded »by Commissioner Brender and motion carried by roll-call vote:
Commissioner Greene, Yes; Commissioner Lucarelli, Yes; Commissioner
Brender, Yes; Deputy Mayor Duryea, Yes; Mayor Mealor, Yes.

D. Request'to amend the Right-of-Way Utilization Agreement for Station House
Apartments, LLC to provide for the inclusion of a 24.47-foot wide portion of
North First Street Right-of-Way (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

This item was presented and discussed under Item C.

Motion was made by Commissioner Lucarelli to approve the amendment to the
Right-of-Way Utilization Agreement for Station House Apartments, LLC, seconded
by Commissioner Greene and motion carried by roll-call vote: Commissioner

CITY COMMISSION
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Lucarelli, Yes; Commissioner Brender, Yes; Deputy Mayor Duryea, Yes;
Commissioner Greene, Yes; Mayor Mealor, Yes.

10.  Other Items for Commission Action
There were no items to discuss at this time.
11. City Manager’s Report
A. Items for Approval
a. Release of Performance Surety for Enclave at Tuseany Subdivision

Mr. Omana said the first item is the Release offPerformance Surety for Enclave at
Tuscany Subdivision. He asked Mr. Schindler‘to go over the issuesipertinent to this
item.

Mr. Schindler said the Planning Board had a long memory of what happened with the
Anderson Lane property. This developer had nothing to do with the Anderson Lane
property but they had a very long memory and wanted to make sure that it never
happened again so they made a condition'of approval of the surety. The developer has
performed all the required plantings, irrigation, itlooks wonderful there and everything is
growing. When they had plants die they,replaced them with no qualms. Staff supports
the return of the surety.

Mayor Mealor said.there is a request to return $56,300 to Jim Bagley.

Motion was made by, Deputy Mayer, Duryea to return the surety for Enclave at
Tuscany in_the amount,of $56,300°to Jim Bagley, seconded by Commissioner
Lucarellitand motion carried unanimously.

b. SunRail Combined Operational Assistance and Voluntary Cooperation Mutual
Aid Agreement

Mr. Omana said this item involves the Voluntary Cooperation and Mutual Aid
Agreement for. SunRail involving the law enforcement agencies. The essence of it is
jurisdictional cooperation. He asked Chief Bracknell to present further details.

Chief Bracknell said one of the problems we have been facing is enforcing the laws on
the rail and all the cities and properties that touch the rail. About a month ago all the
police chiefs and sheriffs in the four counties got together and hammered out this
mutual aid agreement which gives a law enforcement officer the authority to take law
enforcement action any place that train touches. That will help us protect the citizens.
The mutual aid agreement will help other officers if they are in our city. If they see a
crime they can effect an arrest. Our State Attorney, whether the crime occurred in
Osceola County, will be able to take that to case if he chooses to do so.

CITY COMMISSION
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Deputy Mayor Duryea said it says mutual aid but unless we can put injured people on
the train and have them shipped down to a hospital, he didn’t see it. SunRail doesn’t
have anything in it.

Chief Bracknell said this has been a very neglected area as it relates to SunRail. They
have not addressed these issues. When we talked about these issues we get “this is
not the way we do it up north” or “this isn’t how we do it down south”. We are not at
either one of those locations. Law enforcement had to take thedead on doing this.

Deputy Mayor Duryea said if a crime occurs during thedrushing of the train and it is
radioed to any of the police departments that are in this'agreement, they would be able
to board the train and make the arrest and there are_ no jurisdictional problems.

Chief Bracknell said there are no jurisdictional problems but in that agreement it sets the
mechanism on how we are going to respond: Let’s say a person’s iPadwwas stolen in
Lake Mary and they get off in Longwood. The, Longwood Police Department can take
that report and the citizen can go on their way. ‘Longwood can ship us the report and
we can investigate it or we can send an officer up‘there. It allows the ability to take care
of the citizen now as opposed to whodo we call—da we call the sheriff, Longwood, is it
an Altamonte issue? It's a convenience fonour citizens.

Deputy Mayor Duryea asked if this spilled over to anything but'SunRail.
Chief Bracknell said ittwas just: SunRail.

Commissioner Brender asked how SunRail was handling security on the train. He
asked if it was up to the engineeror.foreman on the train. He understood there had
been some incidents.

Chief Bracknell said the activities that are occurring on the train are being monitored
and{recorded on the train. If something occurs, the engineer radios to their command
post andylets them know the issue» We had a disorderly person on the train coming
from Sanford. It was a mental issue. He made it to our platform where he was greeted
by four police efficers. We settled the problem and one of the police officers bought him
a ticket back t@ Sanford,

Commissioner Greene said the liability issue concerned him.

Chief Bracknell said it is spelled out in the agreement. If we create a situation, it is our
issue and we have to handle it through our normal channels.

Ms. McKinney said Section 5 addresses that. It says each party is responsible for their
own acts or omissions. It also provides that the sovereign immunity Statute 768.28 will

apply.
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Commissioner Greene asked Ms. McKinney if she felt as a signing member if there was
some type of lawsuit we are not going to get joined in because we signed the mutual aid
agreement.

Ms. McKinney said she could not say for certain that we wouldn’t be joined in it but
thought we could make a defense that it is not our responsibility and would be the
conduct of the agents of that member entity.

Chief Bracknell said the mutual aid specifically says that we arg responsible individually
for our acts.

Motion was made by Commissioner Brender to authorizesthe Mayor to execute
the SunRail Combined Operational Assistance and Voluntary Mutual Aid
Agreement, seconded by Commissioner « Lucarelli and » motion carried
unanimously.

B. Items for Information
Mr. Omana said Mr. Nipe had a special item to present.

Mr. Nipe said Orlando Magazine does anpannual “Best\Of”, i.e. best restaurant, best
bar, and best place to go to get married. 2013 there were three awards given based
on the readers’ survey. First was Leu Gardens, secoend was Disney Pavilion, and third
was Trinity Church in Dewntown Orlando. This year they. contacted us. Which others
that have been selected aren’tinwyet but they will be for the August issue, but they have
indicated we are caming in at No. 2 in the'Metro Orlando area as the best place to get
married and as such,gave us an award. He passed the award to the Commission for
them to see. The Events Centerswas very well planned and continues to provide
excellent customer service« The caterers and,everybody does a great job.

Commissioner Brender said we had the Tri-County League of Cities at the Events
Center today and got'so, many ecompliments from so many of the members. People
after the meeting were walking around oohing and aahing about not only how beautiful it
looks but how well it is maintained.

Commissioner. Greene said what Gary (Brender) said is true. The maintenance and
keeping that high level IS so important and they have done a great job. It was a
beautiful building when'it was built but if it weren’t maintained and kept up it would go
down.

Mayor Mealor extended congratulations and asked Mr. Nipe to communicate their best
wishes for a job well done to his entire staff.

Mr. Omana reminded everyone that the July 3@ meeting was canceled and a budget
work session was scheduled for 5:00 P.M. on July 17 prior to the regular meeting.

CITY COMMISSION
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Mr. Omana said all non-emergency offices will be closed on Independence Day. No
solid waste or recycling will be picked up on July 4" but Waste Management will have a
makeup day on Saturday, July 5" for those customers with a Friday collection day.

Mr. Omana said to kick off your Fourth of July holiday right by visiting the all-American
WineART Wednesday featuring the Daily City.com Food Truck Bazaar on July 2" from
5:00 P.M. to 9:00 P.M. at Central Park. Enjoy local art, stroll, beer and wine garden, live
music, and the crowd.

Mr. Omana said to honor our military, we have the Honor OurMilitary exhibit at the Lake
Mary Historic Museum at 158 North Country Club Road through July 26™. The display
focuses on the Civil War and the part that Florida treops played during that conflict.
Uniforms, books, antique weapons, and many artifacts from the past will be on display.
The museum is open Tuesdays and Saturdays<from 10:00 A:-M.yto 3:00 P.M. and
Wednesdays and Thursdays from noon until 8:00 P.M.

Mr. Omana said the department reports were in,the packets:
12.  Mayor and Commissioners Report — 3
Mayor Mealor had no report at this time:

Commissioner Greene said he was unable to attendithe last meeting due to his father's
passing. He thanked everyonefor their condolences.

Commissioner Greene said his report would .go back to the opening of the Community
Center. He thought they probably talked about it at the last meeting. It is another first-
class building. Parks & Recreationrand. all others responsible for that building should be
commended._It is a beautiful building but mere importantly we had the opportunity to
share our thoughts, about Commissioner Allan Plank, the great job he did, the great
leaderthe was, andthe great person he was. It was a great time.

Commissioner Greene said one of our police officers was in Leadership Seminole and
was one ofithe graduates. He thanked Chief Bracknell for allowing our police officers to
participate n that program. It was a great opportunity and a lot of graduates. It was also
a great luncheon:

Mayor Mealor said"he was taken aback today as he was sitting at the largest turnout
they have had for the League of Cities and that building is an incredible facility. He
didn’t want the community to lose sight of the fact that was brought to bear under
Commissioner Greene’s leadership and it is so pleasant to have him back so we can
acknowledge that.

Commissioner Lucarelli said we were pleased to honor a couple of Tri-County
members. Over the last couple of years we started an advocacy team specifically to go
to Tallahassee and advocate for specific items that affected our cities, mostly home
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rule. They are trying to strip away a lot of home rule. Kathy Till, a former Apopka
commissioner, has been hired by the Tri-County to train us. We were like the guinea
pig group. We did so well our first year that it has expanded to where she has been
hired to train Suncoast and another group near Tampa. We are very proud of the
program we started and feel like we were the initiation group. It was great to see Sarah
from Kissimmee get the award for home rule for her passion behind what she got
through and the same thing with Gary Bruhn. We all worked really hard just being
specific in our requests rather than being vague and saying we don’t support this. Give
specific reasons and data to back up how this impacts your citizens and your city. We
have been very effective with it. They have routine fly-ins ddring session where you’re
giving expert testimony on something or you have someoné from your community giving
expert testimony. It has worked out well and we are proud ofithat program. She was
happy to commend them on their awards. It was very well deserved.

Commissioner Lucarelli said last week she spoke at The Villages which,is a transitional
home for teens aging out of foster care. She talked to them about stalking and teen
dating violence. It was a good talk, just sharing some4personal experiences, sitting
around the table throwing around questions and answers, and very open and honest. It
was really good and knew the kids appreciatedit. ¥She said she appreciated it. She
thought it had a good impact on themand was happy te be a part of it. She encouraged
citizens or otherwise who have some persenal experience with something, whether it is
dating violence or some other kind of erime, toyshare that with other communities and
people because it does have an impact when yousare sharing a personal story with
someone. It brings it home, they know you get it and feeltheir pain. It is a good thing to
do and it makes you feel good'and blesses you.

Commissioner Brender said other than attending the Tri-County League meeting today
he attended a Schoaol BoarddFacilities, Planning Committee. There has been a great
deal of discussion about this interlocal agreement that essentially blends or formalizes
an agreement between the seven cities, the County, and the County School Board.
When«wve have development issues in Lake Mary we communicate those effectively to
the School Board so they. can keep a record of what’s planned ahead so they can keep
ahead ofiwhat’s needed'as far as'schools, school buildings, and school additions.

Commissioner, Brender said surrounding that interlocal agreement was a great deal of
concern from'the,cities over a couple of issues and was the reason a couple of cities did
not attend the ‘meeting In protest of those items not being addressed. One is a
stormwater issue. “The Seminole County School Board has decided because it is a
government agency it doesn’t need to pay stormwater fees that the cities in which they
are located operate. It does bring up some interesting questions. If we look across the
street we can see they obviously generate stormwater and have an effect on runoff.
Them not paying is not a significant issue for the City of Lake Mary monetarily and
amounts to about $7,000 a year, but the City of Sanford is over $150,000 and the City
of Winter Springs over $100,000 so they are talking about some significant amounts of
money. There is no legal or court case being pursued in that particular interlocal
problem.
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Commissioner Brender said there is one that is being taken to court now that will affect
us in the future and that has to do with trash pickup. The Seminole County School
Board decided to contract through their own franchise agreement with a certain waste
hauler to pick up from all the schools in the County. That is a problem with Lake Mary,
Winter Springs and Sanford that have their own franchise agreements with waste
haulers. One of the things we guarantee in our agreement is all the waste in the City
will be picked up by our franchised hauler. It puts us in a position where we could have
a legal problem with our hauler. The City of Winter Springs is battling that out right now
in a court of appeals to see how the appeals court is going4o rule on that. There are
some precedent cases but the City of Winter Springs isgoing to pursue it to the end.
That is going to be something to watch because it does directly affect what results we
have as we go through our waste franchise agreement.

Deputy Mayor Duryea asked if we were calling the new Community Center anything
other than the new Community Center.

Mr. Nipe said as of right now it is the Lake Mary. Community Center.
Deputy Mayor Duryea asked if we were, getting a lot'of calls to use it.

Mr. Nipe answered affirmatively. We had eurisoft opening,on May 1%t and our grand
opening on May 22" but we ramped up eur marketing,events prior to that. We are over
30 rentals on the books_so famand four are weddings, nine,family reunions, and another
couple dozen generalfparties.” We also have summer camp and are about at our max
every week. We have an agreement with the Zumba instructor. We have yoga, martial
arts, and an art class coming beginning next week. Rentals are constantly coming in.
He said he had given a,couple of tours, and his staff is constantly busy on the phone or
giving tours.. We envision’at some point'te, be busier than the Events Center. He
thought itwas veryssuccessful at this point.

13.< City Attorney

Ms. McKinney reported on a bill that passed this recent legislative session. There are
two items thatwould be pertinent to you all. One is ethics training and the other is about
voting and abstentions./This is Senate Bill 846. One part amended Florida Statute
112.3142 which'is thedequired ethics training for municipal officers. The new section of
the law is going to require all elected municipal officers to complete four hours of ethics
training each calendar year beginning January 2015. That ethics training is going to
focus on the code of ethics for public officers and employees and also public records
and public meeting laws. This requirement can be satisfied through a continuing legal
education class or other professional educational class, seminar or presentation on
those required subjects. We will keep you advised as more opportunities arise for that
training.
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Ms. McKinney said the second item is about abstention from voting in quasi-judicial
proceedings. It was previously recommended that there are certain cases where
members should abstain from voting if there is a conflict or the appearance of a conflict.
The new language is if the official decision, ruling or act occurs in the context of a quasi-
judicial proceeding, a member may abstain from voting on such matter if the abstention
is to assure that a fair proceeding free from potential bias or prejudice will occur. She
said this is vague and they may have questions from time to time as to what would fall
within that category. That is for quasi-judicial proceedings and you “may” abstain. It is
not a “shall”.

Commissioner Brender said there are 300 or 400 cities inFlorida. Assuming there is an
average of five to six people that is 3,000 people that.are gaing to have to go through
four hours of training. He assumed the legislators in Tallahassee would also go through
four hours of training.

Ms. McKinney said it was already requiredhat constitutional officers ge through the
training.

Commissioner Brender said the legislators don’tvhave to. He asked if they had
addressed who is going to be givingithese courses and where they are going to give
them.

Ms. McKinney said she thought they would be hearing“more about that as those
courses are developed infadvance of that Jandary 1 startdate.

14.  Adjournment

There being no further business theimeeting adjourned at 8:00 P.M.

David J. Mealor, Mayor Mary Campbell, Deputy City Clerk

ATTEST:

Carol A. Foster, City Clerk
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

THRU: John Omana, Community Development Director
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 1510 - Rezone property at 128 W. Wilbur Ave. from C-1,
General Commercial, and R-1A, Residential, to DC, Downtown Centre;
Pastor Terry D. Baum, No Limits Church, applicant - Second Reading
(Public Hearing) (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

REFERENCE: City Code of Ordinances and
Comprehensive Plan.

COORDINATION: Development Review
Committee.

REQUEST: The applicant is requesting
approval to rezone the subject from C-1,
General Commercial, and R-1A, Residential, to
DC, Downtown Centre. The applicant intends
to work with the First Presbyterian Church to

open a day care center.



DISCUSSION:

Location: The subject property, located at 128 W. Wilbur Ave, currently operates as the
First Presbyterian Church of Lake Mary. That use will continue. No Limits Church, which
is currently located at 390 Longwood Lake Mary Rd., has to move their facilities to
another location. Until a final location is found, the two churches are working together so
that No Limits Church may continue to operate their Early Learning Center program.
The day care facility would operate in the buildings to the west of the church. The
overall student capacity is determined by DCF (current licensing is 69 students, they are
operating with 48); hours of operation are 7:00am to 6:00pm (current licensing allows
for 6:30am to 9:00pm). It is important to note that the rezoning of the subject property is
what is under review, not the operational design of the day care.

The lots to be rezoned are 23-36 of Block 21 of the Crystal Lake Winter Homes plat.

Zoning Future Land Use
NW N NE NW N NE
R-1A R-1A R-1A DDD DDD DDD

w SITE E
R-1A C-1/R-1A | Seminol W SITE E
e DDD DDD DDD
County
Sw S SE sw s SE
DC/ | C-1U/R1A | C-1 DDD DDD DDD
R-1A

CRITERIA FOR REZONING:

Need: The applicant proposes to rezone the property for future subdivision into 8
single-family residential lots.

A. Justification: Currently, the subject property is zoned a
combination of C-1, General Commercial, and R-1A, Residential.
While child care centers are a permitted use within the C-1 zoning
district, they are not within R-1A. Additionally, as this is an
expansion of use within the Downtown, the City has been



consistent with requiring property owners to rezone to DC,
Downtown Centre.

By rezoning to DC, the property owners have a larger number of
uses available in the event they decide to redevelop. However, until
that time occurs, churches and day care centers are permitted
within the DC zoning district.

B. Effect of Change In and Around Area: The subject property falls
within the Downtown Development District boundary and abuts
parcels with Downtown Development District (DDD) future land
use. There are commercial uses to the east, and southeast.

The subject property currently operates as a church, and while a
learning center does not currently operate there, such a use is
considered to be ancillary to churches.

C. Amount of Similar Zoned Land and Comparable Undeveloped
Land in Area: Within the entire city, less than 5% of all parcels are
designated as DC.

D. Relationship to Comprehensive Plan: The Future Land Use
(FLU) designation of the subject property is DDD (Downtown
Development District), which is consistent with the proposed DC
(Downtown Center) zoning district.

Table GOP-1 “Future Land Use/Zoning Compatibility Chart” indicates
that the DC zoning district is compatible with the Future Land Use
designation of DDD.

Compatibility to City Code: The requested DC zoning district is compatible with
the City’s Code of Ordinances.

FINDINGS OF FACT: The above findings of fact A through D are determined to
provide support for the request to rezone the subject property from C-1, General
Commercial, and R-1A, Residential, to DC, Downtown Centre, by establishing
consistency and compatibility.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:

LOTS 23 TO 32 BLK 21 CRYSTAL LAKE WINTER HOMES SUBD PB 2 PG 115 & 08-
20-30-5AL-2100-0050 LOTS 56 78 9 10 & W Y2 OF LOT 11 BLK 21 CRYSTAL LAKE
WINTER HOMES SUBD PB 2 PG 115

AND

LEG LOTS 33 TO 36 BLK 21 CRYSTAL LAKE WINTER HOMES SUBD PB 2 PG 115



PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD: At their regular June 10, 2014 meeting, the
Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously, 4-0, to recommend approval of
proposed rezoning of C-1, General Commercial, and R-1A, Residential, to DC,
Downtown Centre.

ATTACHMENTS:
- Ordinance No. 1510
Location Map
Land Use Map
Zoning Map
Aerial
June 10, 2014 Planning & Zoning Board Synopsis
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IT IS HEREBY ENACTED BY THE CITY OF LAKE MARY AS FOLLOWS:

Section1. That the City Commission in order to promote the health and
general welfare of the citizens of Lake Mary, Florida, and to establish the highest
and best use of real property within the City of Lake Mary, Florida, hereby
rezones the following described property from its present zoning classification of
C-1, General Commercial, and R-1A, Residential: SEE ATTACHMENT “A”.

Section 2. That after the passage of this Ordinance, the Community
Development Director is directed to officially change the zoning map of the City of
Lake Mary indicating thereon the Ordinance number and date of that final passage
to include the subject property within the above-described designated zoning
district.

Section 3. Severability. If any section, part of a section, paragraph,
sentence, clause, phrase or word of this Ordinance is for any reason, held or
declared to be unconstitutional, inoperative or void, such holding of invalidity shall
not affect the remaining portions of this Ordinance and shall be construed to have
been the legislative intent to pass this Ordinance without such unconstitutional,
invalid or inoperative parts therein, and the remainder of this Ordinance, after the
exclusion of such part or parts, shall be deemed to be held valid as if this ordinance
had been adopted without such unconstitutional, invalid or inoperative part therein
and if this Ordinance or any provision thereof, shall be held inapplicable to any

person, group of persons, property, kind of property, circumstances, or set of
























MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 2014
TO: Mayor and City Commission
FROM: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Memorandum of Understanding for Use of Facilities in an Emergency
(Jackie Sova, City Manager)

The attached Memorandum of Understanding between Seminole County, the
School Board, and each of the seven cities in Seminole County, will basically solidify a
“handshake” agreement to use each other's commission chambers during times of
emergency. This will allow us to quickly and effectively move our elected officials or
committee meetings from a City Hall to another City Hall or County Chamber in the
event of disaster.

Mr. Alan Harris, Seminole County’s Emergency Manager, will be present at your
meeting to answer any questions you may have.

RECOMMENDATION:
Request Commission authorize Mayor to execute Memorandum of
Understanding for Use of Facilities in an Emergency.

Attachment






















































MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Gary Schindler, City Planner

THRU: John Omana, Community Development Director
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 1511 - Rezone property at 3112 W. Lake Mary Boulevard
from RCE (Rural Country Estates) to PO (Professional Office); Linn
Engineering/Chad Linn, applicant - First Reading (Public Hearing) (Gary
Schindler, City Planner)

APPLICANT: Larry Holbrook, agent for the
owner.

REFERENCE: City Code of Ordinances and
Comprehensive Plan.

COORDINATION: Development
Review Committee.

REQUEST: The applicant requests approval of the PO zoning designation for two
properties located at 3112 W. Lake Mary Boulevard. The subject properties have the
Seminole County Parcel ID numbers of 08-20-30-503-4700-00J0 & 08-20-30-503-4700-
00AO.

DISCUSSION:

Location: The subject properties are located on the NE corner of West Lake Mary
Boulevard and the unopened 9" Street right-of-way. Currently, the subject properties
are sandwiched between PO zoned office developments to the east and west.



History: Historically, the subject properties were used for a combination of residential
and agricultural activities. The subject property has an Office land use designation.

Zoning Land Use
NW N NE NW N NE
A-1 | R-1AA | R-1AA LDR LDR LDR
w SITE > W SITE E
R -1AA
PO
RCE | o 5g OFF OFF OFF
Sw S SE W ° SE
RCOM

A-1 A-1 c-1 RCOM RCOM

CRITERIA FOR REZONING:

Need: The applicant proposes to rezone the property for office use.

A.

Justification: Per Table GOP-1 of the Future Land Use Element
of the City’s Comprehensive Plan, the existing RCE zoning
classification is not compatible with the existing Office land use
designation. The proposed PO zoning is compatible with the Office
land use designation. Additionally, the City has a long standing
policy of promoting office uses along the north side of Lake Mary
Boulevard. The proposed PO zoning classification is necessary to
achieve this goal.

Effect of Change In and Around Area: The proposed PO zoning
is compatible with the surrounding uses.

Amount of Similar Zoned Land and Comparable Undeveloped
Land in Area: Between Wilson Drive to the west and 8" Street to
the east, the subject properties are the only properties along Lake
Mary Boulevard that are not zoned PO.

Relationship to Comprehensive Plan: The Future Land Use
(FLU) designation of the subject property is OFF (Office), which is
consistent with the proposed PO (Professional Office) zoning
district.

Compatibility to City Code: The requested PO zoning district is compatible with the
City’s Comprehensive Plan & the Code of Ordinances.

FINDINGS OF FACT: The above referenced findings of fact A through D are
determined to support the requested rezoning of the subject property from RCE, Rural
Country Estate, to PO, Professional Office, by establishing consistency and compatibility.



PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD: At their regular June 10, 2014 meeting, the
P&Z voted 4 to 0 to recommend approval of the requested PO zoning.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOTS A, B, C, & D & ALL VACATED ALLEY ADJ ON S
BLK 47 AMENDED PLAT CRYSTAL LAKE SHORES, PB 6, PG, 18 OF THE OFFICAL
RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

&

LOTS J, K, L & M (LESS ROAD ON S) BLK 47 NORTH RANCHES SEC 7 PB 13, PG 3,
OF THE OFFICAL RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

ATTACHMENTS:
- Ordinance
Location Map
Land Use Map
Zoning Map
Aerial
P & Z Minutes
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Chairman Hawkins questioned, is the City going to vacate that part of o™ Street?

Mr. Schindler responded, no, we have no plans to vacate. The City Commission
has said they do not wish to vacate properties, rights of way, unless there is an
economic development benefit to the City. At this point, we are simply requiring
the Applicant to develop o' Street right of way to the City’s cross-section, to the
north side of the driveway, and it will not — once again, it will not go to Seminole
Avenue. We do not want — we are trying/wanting to avoid another driveway
directly onto Lake Mary Boulevard because of the conflicts; therefore, we want
the driveway to be as far away from the intersection as possible, and by using gth
Street right of way, we can achieve that.

Chairman Hawkins asked, are we going to place a physical barrier at the north
end of 9" Street?

Mr. Schindler replied, the thing is full of trees. There are physical barriers there
today.

Chairman Hawkins stated, okay. Good.

Mr. Schindler said, if we have to, we will, but the trees should be a sufficient,
physical barrier.

Member Schofield questioned, how much of 9" Street from West Lake Mary
Boulevard — how far back are you talking about developing?

Mr. Schindler answered, at this point, until they come in with a Site Plan, | can’t
tell you, but it is anticipated that the parking lot will probably be at the south part
of the property with the building in the more middle part. So, | don’t anticipate
that 9™ Street is going to be open too far because the farther it goes back, the
more it cost the developer to develop 9" Street right of way.

Member Schofield asked, and with regards to opening up 9" Street for that small
portion, how close is that in relation to the property to the west where that turn
lane is?

Mr. Schindler responded, it’s very close.

Chairman Hawkins stated, you can see there right above the W on — you can see
the turn lane right there (indicating to overhead projector).

Member Schofield questioned, do you know if the City has any plans to widen or
extend that turn lane or make it longer, or is it going to stay as is?

JUNE 10, 2014-4
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MOTION:

Member Schofield moved to recommend approval to the City Commission
the request by Linn Engineering/Chad Linn concerning a rezoning from RCE
(Rural Country Estates) to PO (Professional Office) for Premier Management,
property located at 3112 W. Lake Mary Boulevard, Lake Mary, Florida,
consistent with staff’s Findings of Fact listed in the Staff Report. Member
Miller seconded the motion, which carried unanimously 4-0.

Mr. Omana announced this item will move forward to the City Commission’s July
cycle.

B. 2014-RZ-04: Recommendation to the City Commission concerning a rezoning
from C-1 (General Commercial) and R-1A (Residential) to DC (Downtown
Centre) for First Presbyterian Daycare, property located at 128 W. Wilbur
Avenue, Lake Mary, Florida; Applicant: No Limits Church/ Pastor Terry Baum
(Public Hearing)

Stephen Noto, Senior Planner, presented Item B. and the related Staff Report. A
colored aerial that is attached to the Staff Report was on the overhead projector.
He stated, we have a unique item before you this evening. Not so much the
rezone but why the rezone is occurring. The First Presbyterian Church exists at
the northwest corner of N. Country Club Road and W. Wilbur Avenue. The two
parcels that we're talking about this evening are outlined in yellow. The church
owns more property than that, but these are the only two that are a part of this
request. The No Limits Church has been operating out of a building at 390
Longwood-Lake Mary Road for a number of years and they have run into a
situation where they have to leave the building and move on to a different facility
and they have a very, very short time to do so. So, having said that, they have
reached out to First Presbyterian Church in order to continue operating their
daycare operations. You can see behind the church that there are about 3,000-
4,000 square feet worth of space in these buildings to the west of the main
chapel area. The No Limits Church operation is looking to operate their daycare
facility in those out buildings. Like | said, it's their early learning center program
that’s currently operating at their facility at 390 Longwood-Lake Mary Road, but
due to the amount of time they have to move out of the building, which is not
much, they are working with the First Presbyterian Church to operate there.

Mr. Noto said, the properties already have Downtown Development District land
use. This property is within the Downtown — let me put up a different map here
(puts document entitled Future Land Use Map attached to the Staff Report on the
overhead projector). You can see all the DDDs all over the place. This is within
the boundaries of the Downtown. Everybody knows what's happening in the
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

THRU: John Omana, Community Development Director
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Request for Site Plan with Variances approval for 7-Eleven, 4955 County
Road 46A; Interplan, LLC/Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston, applicant
(Public Hearing) (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

APPLICANT: Interplan, LLC.

REFERENCE: Development Review
Committee, City Comprehensive Plan,
City Code of Ordinances, and City of
Sanford.

REQUEST: The applicant requests
site plan approval, with variances, for
the construction of a 7-Eleven gas
station. The site will consist of a 3,117
sq. ft. convenience store and gas
canopy with six gas pump stations. A portion of the site is located within the City of
Sanford; therefore, only a portion of the site is to comply with City of Lake Mary site
design standards. This is discussed further within the body of this staff report.

HISTORY: The site has been vacant for several years, and has been primarily used
for agricultural uses. In 2009, the property owner rezoned the City of Lake Mary section
of the property to C-2, Commercial District. A Future Land Use amendment from
Public/Semi-Public to Commercial was also processed. The purpose of the
amendments was to allow for a convenience store/gas station.



Additionally, a voluntary developer’s agreement was entered into to further regulate
uses and signage, among other things.

Similar amendments were processed concurrently within the City of Sanford to allow for
same.

DISCUSSION:

Location: The entire project area is approximately 1.38 acres. Of that, .59 acres is
within the City of Lake Mary, and .79 acres is within the City of Sanford. The Oaklawn
Funeral Home is located to the west, and the Bell Timacuan apartments are located to
the south. County Road 46A eastbound and westbound lanes are adjacent to the

property.

Zoning Future Land Use
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Project Description: The applicant is proposing to construct one 3,117 sq. ft.
convenience store, a Six pump gas canopy, and ancillary improvements, in order to
operate a 7-Eleven. The entire convenience store building is located within the City of
Sanford, as well as approximately 75% of the gas canopy. Due to the location of the
convenience store, the parking requirements for the site are dictated by the City of
Sanford Code of Ordinances. From a building permits perspective, any improvement to
be built within the City of Sanford will be permitted by Sanford, and any improvement to
be built within the City of Lake Mary will be permitted by Lake Mary.

Access: The applicant will be providing turn lanes on CR 46A at both entry points onto
the site. A sidewalk will be provided along the perimeter of the site. In coordination with
Seminole County, two crosswalk sections have been provided for pedestrians to have
safer crossing paths across both 46A eastbound and westbound.

Landscaping and Tree Protection: There are no historic trees on site. The applicant
has requested variances from the required west and south buffers. The variance
requests are outlined further, below.

Open Space: The subject property meets the open space requirement of Policy 3.1 of
the City’s Recreation & Open Space Element in the Comprehensive Plan. The site plan
shows a total of 49% open space.



Site Lighting: The proposed lighting within the City meets City code.

Signage: The applicant has proposed amendments to the previously approved
Voluntary Commitment Agreement that would allow for two monument signs to be
placed within the project limits. This would allow for drivers going in both directions to
see what the price of gas is. These are low profile signs that are architecturally
consistent with the convenience store building. Additional information is provided within
the developer’'s agreement amendment staff report, and as an attachment to this staff

report.

Stormwater Management: A dry pond is proposed at the southwestern corner of the
project site, within the City of Lake Mary. Due to the unique site layout, and to avoid
impacting the flood plain to the west, a retaining wall is required for a portion of the
pond. A variance has been requested for the length of the wall, which is outlined further,

below.

REQUESTED VARAINCE: The applicant has applied for a variance to the
following sections of the Code described below:

1. Chapter 155, Appendix C, Section 4 (c) - A variance to allow a retaining

wall to be 51% of the circumference of the dry bottom retention pond, a
variance of 18% (Note: Total circumference is 285'. 33% is 94.05’; requested
length is 145").

The applicant is justifying the variance request through the following hardships:
Unique shape and topography of the site;
Avoiding encroachment into the adjacent flood plain.

Variance Criteria (Section 154.06):
In making a recommendation regarding the requested variance, the Planning and
Zoning Board shall determine that all the following criteria have been met:

CRITERIA No. 1:

That a special condition and circumstance exists which is peculiar to the land, structures, or
subdivision improvements involved, and which are not applicable to other lands, structures,
or required improvements; and

FINDINGS OF FACT No. 1:

Criteria met?

YES

The site is bisected by County Road 46A, as well as having a U-Turn lane at
the eastern edge of the site, creating a unique triple-frontage scenario.
Additionally, there is a flood plain area at the SW corner of the subject site and
the adjacent property, which cannot be built within. Because of these factors,
and the other requirements of developing the site, the applicant was left with
little choice on locating the retention pond in the proposed location and
providing a retaining wall that would not impact the flood plain.




CRITERIA No. 2:

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

FINDINGS OF FACT No. 2:

Criteria met? . . .
The surrounding transportation network, site geometry, topography, and

YES environmental characteristics are not a result of the applicant.

CRITERIA No. 3:

That granting the variance requested would not confer on the applicant any special privilege
that is denied by the provisions of this section to other lands, structures, or required
improvements under similar conditions. No pre-existing conditions on neighboring lands
which are contrary to the provisions of the section shall be considered grounds for the
issuance of variances; and

FINDINGS OF FACT No. 3:

Criteria met? Granting the applicant the ability to construct the retaining wall as proposed

would not confer any special privileges. The surrounding transportation
network, the property’s unique geometry, topography, and environmental

YES characteristics, have created a scenario unique to the applicant.

CRITERIA No. 4:

That literal interpretation of the provisions of the section would deprive the applicant of
rights commonly enjoyed by other properties with similar conditions; and

FINDINGS OF FACT No. 4:

Criteria met?

Literal interpretation of the provisions of the section would deprive the applicant
YES of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties with similar conditions.

CRITERIA No. 5:

That the variance granted is the minimum variance that will make possible the reasonable
use of the land, building, or other improvements; and

FINDINGS OF FACT No. 5:

Criteria met?

The requested variance is the minimum required to make reasonable use of
YES the property under the current future land use and zoning categories.




CRITERIA No. 6:

That the granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of
the ordinance will not be injurious to the neighborhood, or otherwise detrimental to the public
welfare.

FINDINGS OF FACT No. 6:

Criteria met?

The granting of the variance is in harmony with the general intent and purpose
of the ordinance. It would allow for the safe construction of a retention pond

YES that would not impact the neighboring flood plain.

FINDINGS OF FACT No. 7: staff finds that the applicant has met all of the criteria
as stated above to grant the requested variance.

LANDSCAPE VARIANCES: The criteria for variances from landscaping are
contained in Section 157.10, which reads, the City Commission may waive various
provisions of Section 157.04-.07 if the general intent and purpose of the district is
maintained. The basis for waiving these provisions includes but is not limited to:

The existing land use and zoning classification of surrounding properties are
inconsistent.

The existing zoning classification and future land use designation of surrounding
properties are inconsistent.

There is an unusual site size, location or configuration.

On the basis of unusual site size, location, or configuration, the applicant has applied for
the following variances from Section 157.04:

1. West Landscape Buffer — Section 157.04 (F)(4)
a. A variance of 5’ from the required 60’ wide landscape buffer, a variance of
15 canopy trees from the required 16, and a variance from the
requirement to provide a six-foot high brick wall along the west property
boundary.

2. South Landscape Buffer — Section 157.04 (F)(7)
a. Avariance of 9’ from the required 35’ wide landscape buffer, and a
variance of 15 canopy trees from the required 24.

Landscape Variance Analysis — The variance criteria: “Unusual site size, location, or
configuration” provides support for this request. As mentioned previously in this report,
the subject property has triple frontage on CR46A.




Additionally, the adjacent property to the west is encumbered with a flood plain area and
wetlands, leaving the potential for development very low. There are also existing trees
and plantings adjacent to the SW corner of the subject property that will not be
disturbed as part of this development.

Due to the geometry and topography of the site, the landscape buffer widths cannot be

maintained throughout the western and southern buffers due to the infrastructure
needed to construct the site in a practical and safe manner.

FINDINGS OF FACT:

Variances — Staff finds that requested variances meet the criteria as stated above.
The variances are as follows:

Landscape Variances

1. West Landscape Buffer — Section 157.04 (F)(4)
a. A variance of 5’ from the required 60’ wide landscape buffer, a variance of
15 canopy trees from the required 16, and a variance from the
requirement to provide a six-foot high brick wall along the west property
boundary.

2. South Landscape Buffer — Section 157.04 (F)(7)
a. Avariance of 9’ from the required 35’ wide landscape buffer, and a
variance of 15 canopy trees from the required 24.

FINDING OF FACT: staff finds that the request for Site Plan approval, with
variances, for a 7-Eleven to be located at 4955 County Road 46A is consistent with the
Lake Mary Code of Ordinances and Comprehensive Plan and recommends approval
with the following conditions:

1. The site construction plans shall be updated as follows:
a. The cover sheet shall accurately state the landscape variance requests;
b. Sheet L-1 shall accurately state the landscape requested and provided.
2. Prior to the issuance of a site construction permit, the applicant shall comply with
any remaining DRC comments from the Seminole County Health Department.

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD: At their regular June 24, 2014 meeting, the
Planning and Zoning Board voted, 4-1, to recommended approval of proposed site plan
with variances, with the following conditions:

1. The site construction plans shall be updated as follows:
a. The cover sheet shall accurately state the landscape variance requests;
b. Sheet L-1 shall accurately state the landscape requested and provided.
2. Prior to the issuance of a Site Construction Permit, the Applicant shall comply
with any remaining DRC comments from the Seminole County Health
Department.



3. Planning and Zoning Board recommends that both pedestrian intersections be
equipped exactly like the one on International Parkway between the Westin hotel
and Publix and that there be adequate lighting at those locations.

ATTACHMENTS:
- Location Map
Zoning Map
Future Land Use Map
Aerial Map
Site Plan
Building Elevations
Conceptual Drawings of Monument Signage
June 24, 2014 Planning & Zoning Board Minutes
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

THRU: John Omana, Community Development Director
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Request for an amendment to a Developer's Agreement associated with
2014-SP-06 (7-Eleven)/Voluntary Commitment Agreement for Twin Lakes
Properties, LLC; Interplan, LLC/Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston,
applicant (Public Hearing) (Steve Noto, Senior Planner)

APPLICANT: Interplan, LLC.

REFERENCE: Development
Review Committee, City Code of
Ordinances, and City of Sanford.

REQUEST: The subject property
has an address of 4955 CR 46A and
is located in both City of Lake Mary
and City of Sanford jurisdictions. In
2009, the property owner rezoned
the City of Lake Mary section of the
subject property to C-2, Commercial
District. A Future Land Use amendment from Public/Semi-Public to Commercial was
also processed. The purpose of the amendments was to allow for a convenience
store/gas station. As part of the rezoning, the applicant entered into a Voluntary
Commitment Agreement (VCA) which regulated signage and uses, among other things.

Currently, 7-Eleven, via Interplan, LLC, is in for site plan review for the construction of a 7-
Eleven on a portion of the Twin Lakes Properties, LLC land area. The project site will
consist of a 3,117 sq. ft. convenience store and gas canopy with gas pump stations. A



portion of the project is being developed within the City of Lake Mary, and another
portion within the City of Sanford.

Due to the unique geometry of the site, two entrances to the site are being proposed;
one on the north side of the project site adjacent to 46A westbound, and another on the
south side of the project site adjacent to 46A eastbound. That being said, an issue
arose regarding the language within the VCA regarding monument signs. The current
language reads that “any signage to be placed on the 3.5 +/- acre project shall be
subject to the regulations of the City of Lake Mary Sign Code”. Therefore, only one
monument sign could be placed on the site.

Based on staff's knowledge of the vehicular and pedestrian traffic patterns of the area,
major safety concerns were raised due to the potential location of one monument sign
on the entire site. The main concerns are:

A sign could be placed at the eastern edge of the site, however it would conflict
with landscaping, a drain field and septic system, and could cause eastbound
drivers to U-turn at the last moment to re-enter the site based upon gas prices or
other businesses they were unaware of on the site.

If there were to be one sign, it would likely be well over 10’ tall and could cause
visibility issues at the U-turn segment of CR 46A.

Because of these factors, which were reviewed with Public Safety staff, the applicant
has proposed language to allow for a low-profile sign design that could be used on both
sides of the site. That being said, the following language is being proposed to take the
place of Section 1 of the VCA:

“Owner applicant agrees that two (2) single sided monument signs will be
allowed on the 1.38 acre 7-Eleven project. Each monument sign will have a
twenty (20) sq. ft. copy area, not exceed four feet, six inches (4'6”) in height, and
shall have a stone finish similar to the concept drawings attached to this
amendment. The remaining property of the original 3.5 +/- parcel will be subject
to Lake Mary’s sign code and be allowed to have one monument sign per legally
subdivided parcel area. In no case shall LED signage be permitted.”

This language would allow for 7-Eleven to have two monument signs on the site.
However, one sign will be in Lake Mary, and the other sign will be in Sanford. Staff
believes that due to the split jurisdictional boundaries, as well as the site geometry,
enough unigueness exists to avoid an issue with precedent.

Conceptual drawings of the signs and site plan are attached to the amendment.

FINDING OF FACT: sStaff recommends approval of the amendment to the Twin
Lakes Center, LLC, Voluntary Commitment Agreement.

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD: At their regular June 24, 2014 meeting, the
Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously, 5-0, to recommend approval of the
request for an amendment to a Voluntary Commitment Agreement for the Twin Lakes
Properties, LLC with the following condition:



1. Staff revisits the Amendment to ensure it's clear under Section 1 where it says “In
no case shall LED signage be permitted” since the monument signage shown on
the PowerPoint presentation indicates white LED backlighting of the sign.

STAFF NOTE: Based on the Planning & Zoning Board condition, staff has altered the
agreement to list all of the prohibited signs outlined within the City’s sign code.

ATTACHMENTS:

Amendment to Voluntary Commitment Agreement
June 24, 2014 Planning & Zoning Board Minutes
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Prepared by:

Stephen Noto, Senior Plabner
City of Lake Mary

100 N. Country Club Rd.
Lake Mary, FL 32746

FIRST AMENDMENT TO
Voluntary Commitment Agreement for Twin Lakes Properties, LLC

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO VOLUNTARY COMMITMENT AGREEMENT (the
“First Amendment™) is made and entered into this day of , 2014, by and
among TWIN LAKES PROPERTIES; LLC, (“Owner”) whose address is PMD 429, Unit
#104, 4044 West Lake Mary Boulevard, Lake Mary, FL. 32746, and the City of Lake Mary,
Florida, a Florida municipal corporation, (“City”) whose address is 100 N. Country Club Road,
Lake Mary, Florida, 32746.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, On or about March 5, 2009, Owner and City entered into a Voluntary Commitment
Agreement for Twin Lakes Properties, LLC, (“Exhibit A”) which restricted signage and uses,
among other things; and

WIHEREAS, It has been determined that due to the unique site geometry and topogfaphy, and the
surrounding transportation network, the language regulating signage could create unsafe traffic
flow scenarios in conflict with the public welfare; and

WHEREAS, the Owner and City desire to amend the Agreement to provide for signage that is
aesthetically pleasing, and promotes a safer transportation condition.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises herein contained, the Owner and
City do hereby agree as follows:

1. AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 1. The Owner and City do hereby agree that the
Agreement is amended as follows:

(A) Owner applicant agrees that two (2) single sided monument signs will be
allowed on the 1.38 acre 7-Eleven project. Each monument sign will have a
twenty (20) sq. ft. copy area, not exceed four feet, six inches (4°6”) in height,
and shall have a stone finish similar to the concept drawings attached to this
amendment. The remaimng property of the original 3.5 +/- parcel will be
subject to Lake Mary’s sign code and be allowed to have one monument sign
per legally subdivided parcel area. The conceptual monument sign design is
attached as “Exhibit B, and the conceptual location plan is attached as
“Exhibit C”. The following signs are prohibited:

a. Any sign which constitutes a traffic or pedestrian hazard or a detriment
to traffic or pedestrian safety by reason of its size, location, movement,




coloring, or method of illumination. Any sign which obstructs the
vision of pedestrians or vehicles using the public right-of-way
Electronic signs or signs of a flashing, animated or rotating nature.
Bare bulb signs, excluding neon signs.
Signs that interfere with, mislead or confuse traffic.
Signs attached to trees, streetlight poles, parking lot light poles or
utility poles.
Signs attached to or painted on vehicles, when these vehicles are not
regularly used to make deliveries, pickups or are not otherwise
actively used, and are parked or located in such a way as to advertise.
g. Signs made of combustible materials that are attached to or in close
proximity to fire escapes or firefighting equipment.
h. Roof signs.
i.  Pole banners, streamers, ribbons, propellers, searchlights, balloons or
pennants,
Portable signs.
k. Pole signs.
Any privately owned sign placed or located on or over any public or
private thoroughfare, road, alley, sidewalk or right-of-way within the
city, unless approved by the City Commission.
. Parasite signs.
Sandwich signs or double sided signs exceeding 30 degrees.
Any sign not expressly allowed by this sign code.
Discontinued signs.
Changeable copy signs unless otherwise expressly allowed by this sign
code.
Off-premises signs.
Billboards.
Animated signs.
Intermittent signs.
Ground signs greater than 100 square feet in size (area).
. Banner signs, except for new businesses as expressly allowed in
Chapter 155, § 6(E)(3) of the City of Lake Mary sign code.
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2. RATIFICATION. Except as expressly amended herein, the Owner and City do hereby
confirm and ratify the Agreement.




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Owner and City have executed this First Amendment as of
the date and year first above written.

Witnesses: City of Lake Mary, Florida
By:
David I, Mealor, Mayor
Printed Name:
ATTEST:
By:
Printed Name: Carol A. Foster, City Clerk
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF SEMINOLE
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this_ day of
2014, by David J. Mealor, Mayor for the City of Lake Mary, Florida, who is personally known to
me or has produced as identification.
Notary Seal: Notary Public
Printed Name:

My commission expires:




Witnesses: Twin Lakes Properties, LLC.

By:
Printed Name: Its:
Printed Name:
Date:
Printed Name:
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF ORANGE
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of ,
2014, by as for Twin

Lakes Properties, LLC, who is personally known to me or has produced
as identification.

Notary Seal: Notary Public
Printed Name:
My commission expires:

Z:\commdev\Steve\Twin Lakes Properties LLC Agreement Amendment.docx




EXHIBIT A

[EXISTING VOLUNTARY COMMITMENT AGREEMENT]




ke Mary, FL 32795-8445
. Lake Mary, FL' 32795-8445

, P. ©. Box 858445, Lake M

ke Mary, P. O. Box 58445

. Carol A. Foster, City of L&

Vs

City of Lake Mary

Q,

PREPARED BY: Steve Not

RETURN TO:

- VOLUNTARY COMMITMENT AGREEMENT -

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into this ) day of March) 2009, by and
between the City of Lake Mary, a municipal corporation, whose address is 100 N.
Country Club, Road, Lake Mary, Floridd 32746, hexeinafter referred to as the “City” and
Tiwin Lakes Properties, LLC, whose addressis PMD 429, Unit #104, 4044 West Lake
Mary Boulevard, Lake Mary, Flotida 32746, herelriafter referred to as the “Owrier

Applicant™.

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Mary has considered the rezoning of the property legally
described in Exhiibit A (hereinafter referred to as the “Stbject Property™) to C-2
(Commeroial District) attached hereto-and niade a part herewith; and -

WHEREAS, the Owner Applicant is in voluntary agregmenit with the conditions, terms,
and resfrietions hereinafter recited and have agreéd voluntarily to their imiposition as en .
- incident to the development of the Subject Property,

- NOW THEREFORE, in considération of the mutual covenants and agreemients contaitted
herein and other goocl and valuable considerations, the réceipt and sufficiency of W}nch is

acknowledged it is hereto agreed as follows:

1. SIGNAGE RESTRICTIONS
Owner Applicant agrees that any signage to be plaeed ont the3.5+/- agre project
shall be subjest to the regulations of the City of LakeMary Sign Code.

2. RESTRICTED USE_S. UNDER G-2 ZONING )
The Followitig Uses normally permitted under C-2 zoning shall not be permiited:
a. Drive-through business (res-tamants film developing, pharmacies, banks)
b. Barg, cocktail lounges
c. Animal hospitals or veteiinary chmcs with outside kenpels (those without
are permitted)

d. Adult congregate living facilities
e Nursing homes _
f. Package stores or liguor stores, except beer and wine as an accessory to a

convenienoe store

Hotels or motels.

Pawn shops and flea markets

Catalog showrooms ‘

Marinas

Private retail and recreational facilities

Auto repairs

. Home improvement stores/building supply stores wﬂh outside storage

{those withovt are permitted)

Hospifals

Walk-in ot Drive-in Theatres

B ET e

° B

—— e ——




3.

Funeral homes .

Dry cleaners with on-site processing (those without are permitted)

Batks and financial institutions with drive-i -in facilities (those without are

permitied)

s. Post offices

Health clubs

u. . Pharmaeies with dnve-thrus (Pharmacies W1thout drive-thrus are
permitted)

v. Chuiches

w. Parking garages

Faw

Kl
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LANDSCAPING REQUIREMENT

Owner Applicant shall previde a. Medjaol Palm laidscape buffer along property
lines as shawn by the clouded section ih Exhibit 3, as to create an “entry feature™
for travel dlong CR 46 A Westhound.

AMBNDMENT

This Agreement may be amended by mutual consent of theparties of this
Agreément or by their successors it interest pursuant to the public notice
redquiremiznts of the Gity.

COOPERATION IN THE EVENT OF LEGAL CHALLENGE

Iy the event of any legal action instituted by 4 third. party of other govemmental
entity or official challengingthe validity of any provisions of this Agreement, the
parties hereby agreeto caoperate in defending such action. The Gwner Applicant
shall refmburse the City any legal expenses and cost incitred.ih.defénse of this
Agreement.

BINDING COVENANTS

This Agrgemeént shall run with title to the property and the benefits and burdens
hereof shall bind the fnure to the benofit of all successors in interest to the parties
hereto; prev:lded however, the provisions. of this paragraph are not intended to
imply of requive the City’s.consent or joinder in morigages. oncumbering the
restncttons_, exégution or easements or any other instruments executed in
conunettion with the development or sale of the Subjéct Propetty.

RECORDING

This Agreenseit shail be récotded by the City, at the Gwner Applicants expense,
in the-public records of Seminole County, Florida within fotiteen (14) days after
this- Agresment is approved by-the City Commission of the City of Lake Mary,
Florida, and.signed by all partles hereto,

ARCHITECTURAL FEATURES ‘
The Owner Applicant shall work with the City to provide aesthetically pleasing
architectural features throu ghout the project.




10.

11.

[y

DONATION TO CITY OF LAKE MARY PARKS DEPARTMENT

The Owner Applicant has agreed to inake a voluntary donation of $10,000.00 to
the City of Lake Mary Parks and Recréation Department prior to the issnance of a
City-of Lake Mary 8ite Coristruction Permit, '

DURATION OF AGREEMENT

The duration of the Agreement shall be for a teym of twenty (20) years from the
effective date of this Agreement. If development of the subject property is nof
completed, in accordarice with tlio terms and conditions of this Agreement and
applicable state laws of the State of Florida within 20 years from the effoctive
dateof this Agreement; then and i that event, the City of Lake Maty shall not be
precluded; prohibited or-estopped from re-designing and/or rezoning afl or any
portion of the Subjeet Property.

EFFECTIVE DATE: ' . '

Thig Agreement $hall not-be effective and binding on all paties wiifl the latet of
(1) this Agreement is approved by the City Commnissioni of the City of Tiake Mary,
Florida.and signed by all paities heteto; or (2) the City rezones the Snlject
Property to C-2 (Commercial Distriet). '

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this.document as of the
date and year first abeve written. -




WITNESSES:

Printed Natne; ﬁ!i]glﬂeﬂ Mﬁ )

YA YA

Printed Name; (o, M § o d. ’gﬂféf

STATE OF FLORIDA

GOUNTY OF SEMINOCLE

#

Twin LakGWLC.
By: £ - / ;“2%7

Printed Name: £@/idisivonst. £, reLesy

 Title: M@Mﬁég&

The foregoing instrument was acknawledged before me this 2 day of
i ery . 2009, by CHRparafies XEWEY  as mpouds i

for Twin

Lakes F’ropertles LLC., on behalf of the parinership. He is personally kriown fo

me or has produced  #~4 2"3’-!;#

as 1dent1f|satmn

WITNESS iy hand and official seal or the date laskabiove wni?ah

NQTARY SEAL

@w"rmted Nama; é?ﬁwﬁm
My Commission Expires:




WITNESSES: L City of Lake Mary, Florida

Pnnied Name

Daie: I “0?

STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF SEMINQLE

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this '5 & day of

THarety |, 2009, by WDalid i I eén _TNasger

far the City of Lake Mary Florida,{who is personal[y knowh to mdJor has produced.
as identification.

WITNESS my hand énd official seal on the c_jate last above written.

NOTARY SEAL: ' (/zw .' /

o ui'!' s,
E \E»-f’fl&. Carol A, Foster

’i Z Commissf
4 A On#DDSQEHOZ
‘-3'%“ eaExpms clober 31, 2010

‘W Fain 2 lﬂéyﬁ-mBL ;M_ Nﬂ\iﬂl?me

My Commission Expires:

NOTARY PUBLIGY .
* Printed Name: ¥ el /@‘:7%57{@7
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EXHIBIT B
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EXHIBIT B

[CONCEPTUAL MONUMENT SIGN DESIGN]
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EXHIBIT C

[CONCEPTUAL LOCATION PLAN]
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New Business

A. 2014-SP-06: Recommendation to the City Commission for Site Plan approval
with Variances for 7-Eleven, 4955 County Road 46A, Lake Mary, Florida;
Applicant: Interplan, LLC/Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston (Public
Hearing)

B. 2014-DEV-01: Recommendation to the City Commission for an amendment to
a developer’s agreement entitled First Amendment to Voluntary Commitment
Agreement for Twin Lakes Properties, LLC (associated with 2014-SP-06/7-
Eleven); Applicant. Interplan,LLC/Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston (Public
Hearing)

Juan (John) A. Omana, Jr., Community Development Director, provided opening
remarks/points of order. He said, Mr. Noto will be presenting the technical merits of
the application. We have been working very closely with the Applicant and their
engineers working out a number of technical and design issues over the last few
months and we have had some good feedback from both sides. We have also
been working with the City of Sanford in light of the fact that they also have partial
jurisdiction on this project.

Mr. Omana stated, as ancther point of order, as | stated, we have been meeting
with the Applicant on numerous occasions. We also had an opportunity to meet
with the Applicant yesterday at 911 Wallace Court with staff present at that
meeting, as well as Dr. Hawkins present at that meeting. As a matter of record, |
would like to get our Chief of Police, Steve Bracknell, to the podium to state for the
record what he discussed and disclosed at the meeting. | will then ask Mr. Noto to
do the same, followed by Mr. Schindler, and | will follow-up, and then we'll proceed
with your disclosure.

Steve Bracknell, City of Lake Mary Police Chief, said, thank you, John. | was asked
to attend the meeting yesterday just to review/look at what the Applicant had as it
relates to public safety and to see if my concerns would be — if there were any
public safety issues. As it relates to their presentation, 1 really did not have any
concemns. As it relates to placement of their buildings, their cutbuildings, or their
sign, as they were going to bring it down on 46A, | had a big concern. There’s a
down grade. How far up they were going to put that sign, or if it was just going to
appear right at the entrance so those people will be slamming on their brakes was
my biggest concern. But, the Applicant pointed out that they are going to move it
further up, which would give notice to some folks if they saw a brake light, and that
in combination/concert with the decel lane, | believe, the turn lane coming in, will
work out nicely. That’s what [ discussed and that’s what | observed. That's about
it.
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Stephen Noto, Senior Planner, stated, | was there for any additional back-up
information that was needed by the Applicant or Dr. Hawkins at the meeting.
Mainly talked about the sighage, the landscape issues, and access to the site.
Other than that, it was general discussion about the project.

Gary Schindier, City Planner, said, discussed the landscaping primarily and the
signage, but also stated concern about the safety issue of not having the sign on
the eastbound lane, and that because of the configuration of the lane and the heavy
vegetation very close to the curb, there will be a site distance problem, and without
the signage, | felt that there would be a potential for people getting up on the
building, deciding that’s where they wanted to go, stopping suddenly, and we could
have a rash of rear-end accidents; whereas, the sighage would be — people would
know in advance that it's there and could adequately slow down and could signal
their intent to the vehicles behind them.

Mr. Omana stated, | spoke about landscaping, s'peciﬁcally palm trees, and the
landscape plan and the perimeter buffers. So, that was the extent of my
discussion.

Chairman Hawkins said, the Applicant asked/contacted me a couple of weeks ago
and wanted to meet with me prior to me going on vacation and prior to receiving
this packet, so | thought it would be a good idea, since | didn’t have all the
information, if we could meet at the planning and zoning board room. And so we
did. And, thank you, Mr. Noto, for arranging that and getting everybody to attend. |
guess the word was out that I'm concerned about signs in the City of Lake Mary.
5o, | guess that’s how that request came about. We had a good discussion on the
signs, on where to put them, and we had discussion on the funeral home right
behind it on whether we had granted some variances and some exceptions for the
funeral home, which I'm sure Mr. Noto will bring up in a little while. And | saw the
rendering for the signs and the rendering for the building and the placement of the
signs, and based on everybody’s discussion, | had no disagreement with any of it
other than maybe moving a couple of shrubs and trees around the signs just so the
signs are more visible like Gary and the Chief said. So, that was, pretty much, my
input.

Mr. Omana asked Chairman Hawkins, in light of those comments and in light of the
fact that this is a quasi-judicial proceeding, is it correct then that the decision that
you will be making this evening will be solely based on the evidence that is
presented this evening?

Chairman Hawkins answered, yes. Thank you. And | said that at the meeting; in

addition to what the Board recommends, not just me.

JUNE 24, 2014-4
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD




—_
S ND GO T O LA s L D e

.S N N N % B 'S I OF% T O T U T S T ' T ' T S T P T N T NG R N T N T NG T N T N B AN T N B N B e e e e
W = O Weo IO Wt I —= O NI W =00 e~ W —

Mr. Noto proceeded to present items A. and B. simultaneously along with their
respective Staff Reports with a PowerPoint presentation on the overhead projector.
He stated, we have had many, many, many P&Z meetings. It's a rare occasion to
have a PowerPoint presentation on any item, but | went ahead and put one
together for this item because of its uniqueness. A lot of moving parts, a lot of
unigue things happening, so | went ahead and threw one together today to kind of
help out with some of the fopics of discussion that we’'ll touch on this evening.

Mr. Noto said, this first slide here is some real basic information. If you recall, five
years ago, the property owner came forth with a rezoning to Commercial and — C-1
(General Commercial) zoning — excuse me, Commercial land use and C-1 (General
Commercial) zoning with the intent to redevelop the property from what we
affectionately call the “Goat Island” to a Commercial property. That was done, as |
said, in 2009. The City of Sanford -- went through a similar process with them with
a Development Order, again, with the purpose of redeveloping the site as a
commercial property.

Mr. Noto stated, the request that's before you this evening is very unique. You will
note there it's a 3117 square-foot convenience store with gas canopy. The
convenience store isn’t even in the City of Lake Mary. It's all in City of Sanford.
Only a little sliver of the gas canopy is in the City of Lake Mary as you will see in the
upcoming slides. But, there are still improvements happening on a portion of the
project that are within the City limits, which is why we are here this evening.

Mr. Noto said, so, here’s an aerial of the property. You can see the portion of the
project that is within the City of Lake Mary. The other portion is just to the north.
We'll see more of that in a minute. | will point out when the rezoning came through,
a good portion of land to the west was part of that rezoning. That is not part of the
project this evening. We're only talking about the western edge of the holdings.

Mr. Noto stated, so, here’s the Site Plan (indicating to overhead projector). The
jurisdictional boundary is the red line there (indicating to overhead projector). So,
everything we're reviewing is essentially underneath that red line. So, we'll be
looking at the dumpster placement, the parking, and the stormwater. The unique
thing about the parking — as | said, the convenience store is not in the City of Lake
Mary, so, we actually have no jurisdiction over the total number of parking spaces
that are required onsite. So, by all intents, the parking that has been provided is
being dictated by the land development code of City of Sanford; however, what we
saw that is being provided, we found to be sufficient.

Mr. Noto said, dumpster location --would turn in from 46A just at the end of the
parking aisle adjacent to the stormwater pond that is being proposed at the
southwest corner. | will point out — you will see this dark, black line. We'll talk
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about that in a short amount of time. That is a retaining wall. There are some
floodplain issues, as well as a lot of wetlands, on the property to the west. We
really don't think that property will ever be developed. It's not owned by the
property owner that owns this parcel. Highly unlikely for that property to ever be
developed, especially in that area. So, | will cover that in a bit more detail later on
when we get to the wall variance.

Mr. Noto stated, some new access points into the property. | will point out the turn
lanes. In coordination with the County — obviously, County Road 46A is a county
road. Upon their review of the project, they requested that two turn [anes be added
at the two curb cuts in the property. Really think that will help with access. We all
know how people fly. around the comer by the cemetery. This compounded with
the signage really is going to increase safety in the area; let people have an area to
slow down, decide whether or not they want to get in. There is, of course, a turn
lane existing that helps folks do a U-turn to go westbound and that will kind of all
work together to reaily improve this area of town.

Mr. Noto said, there will also be crosswalks from the sidewalks on both City of
Sanford side and City of Lake Mary side; heavily used sidewalk area getting to the
Rinehart Trail, and there is also work to be done on the north side of 46A, a little bit
further away from here, but it will have an impact, trickle down, and that is the filing
of the gaps of the Rinehart Trail in City of Sanford between Rinehart and 46A to
really put together that network. It has nothing to do with this project; however, the
amount of use that we’ll se€ on the sidewalks and 46A, we can expect that to
increase.

Mr. Noto stated, there is one variance that is not necessarily landscape-related that
is part of the Site Plan request and that is for the retaining wall. The Code says that
your retaining wall cannot exceed 33% of the circumference of a retaining pond. As
I mentioned, there are some issues with the floodplains on the adjacent property
that do come onto this property, some elevation challenges, so they have had to
design it as shown in order to make it work. Retaining walls and landscaping
variances are really two of the easier variances to get. While the findings of fact for
retaining walls are similar to those of setbacks, the findings of fact for landscaping
are much different; however, we found that their request to construct the retaining
wall, as proposed, was reasonable. You will see on pages 3 through 5 of your Staff
Report the different findings that we found. We really saw no other way for them to
design this without requesting that variance.

Mr. Noto said, here are your building elevations (indicating to overhead projector).
Originally, there was brick proposed. We're kind of on a different swing these days
it seems with brick in different parts of the City. So, in coordination with the
Applicant and City of Sanford, they have proposed kind of the stacked stone look
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that has been used recently mainly in the Colonial Towne Center area, the new
apartments they have used the stone, and there are some other businesses in that
area that have incomporated the stone. So, they provided us these elevations on
what we can expect to see. The rear elevation is really going to be tough to see.
There is some vegetation at the southwest corner of not this site, but the adjacent
site that will stay. So, we really think while it is a nice looking elevation with all the
landscaping and such, it won't be seen much anyways.

Mr. Noto stated, speaking of landscaping, really unique site here. A lot of
challenges with buffer widths and number of plantings. That being said, their
landscape folks did a really great job in trying to get as many trees in as possible.
We really think that the buffer on the south and the west is going to be really
something when everything is planted. You can see the different types of trees that
are being proposed in the southern buffer. One item that is not shown on here -
actually, | will get to that in a minute regarding the wall. And there is your western
landscape buffer adjacent to the retaining wall (indicating to overhead projector).
Both buffers require variances. The southern buffer, there is a variance of 9’ from
the required 25-foot buffer, and then a variance of 15 canopy trees from the
required 24. It's really difficult to fit in all the trees needed in that area. | mean,
there really was not a whole lot of room to plug in all the required trees, but as |
said, they did a really great job with the area that they had to work with.

Mr. Noto said, something that was not in the Staff Report but that was considered
as part of the variance was the variance of providing a six-foot-tall brick wall or a
four-foot-high berm really serves no purpose. Really isn’t a whole lot of room to
install something like that. Just to the south, we have the Bell Timacuan
apartments, and then just off to the side of the slide here would be The Hills of Lake
Mary. We really didn't feel that it had much of a need, the wall, and this site is so
unique that it would just not work well.

Chairman Hawkins interposed questioning, no heed for a buffer from a cemetery, is
there?

Mr. Noto responded, right. That either. Good neighbors. He stated, your western
buffer, not as much of a challenge in the width, but, again, another challenge with
the number of canopy trees and things of that nature. But, as you can see, we
have a few different levels of trees to be planted adjacent to that buffer. And, as |
mentioned, over in this area just to the southwest (indicating to overhead projector),
a lot of existing vegetation that will stay as it is not part of this project. And, again,
another variance from the retaining wall and the berm.

Mr. Noto said, let’s talk about signage really quick. You can see the two red circles
where the proposed signage is to go. A little bit of history. When we did the
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rezoning in 2009, there was a voluntary developer's agreement that was entered
into. Among other things, there were some regulations on signage. That regulation
was there was to be one monument sign placed onsite. Good intentions, but now
that we're at the practical portion of Site Plan review and now that this site is not
being developed as one project with the remaining parcel to the northwest, in
working with the Applicant and City of Sanford, we really felt that two monument
signs — and as Gary, Chief and John mentioned earlier, it really became a safety
concem. In talking with the Applicant, the most likely position of one monument
sign would be at the easternmost portion of the project site. Really not practical at
all. So, in working with staff, Sanford and, again, the Applicant, we said, okay.
Let’s go back and amend that developer’s agreement. Let's allow two monument
signs on this portion of the project. What's great about it is we have one —we still
have one monument sign on this parcel. This is a separate parcel in Lake Mary,
and then the northern parcel is a separate parcel in the City of Sanford. So, from a
precedent standpoint, we really think we have some good things to lean on in the
Commitment Agreement in that these are separate parcels, not to mention, as Dr.
Hawkins alluded to earlier, the funeral home property just to the west, they have
two monument signs on the north side and the south side of the property, and they
also have two monument signs on the cemetery side; one on Rinehart and one on
4B6A. So, we really think that there are good things to lean on from a legal
perspective, from an aesthetics perspective, and from a safety perspective in
amending that developer’s agreement allowing these two monument signs; the text
of which is this (indicating to overhead projector) outlined in your Staff Report. Still
no LED signs. The monument signs will essentially look like this conceptual
drawing (indicating to overhead projector), but by all intents, we expect something
almost similar to this to be installed 4'6” tall. We have the manual copy prices. We
tried to suggest maybe putting a 2 there and just keeping it as the literal price, but,
you know, that never works out. We have the stone base; stone in the back. One
thing that came up in the discussions yesterday, one additional item, was moving
around some of the plantings and adding maybe a little planter base on the rear of
the sign with some flowers and such to kind of add a little buffer to the rear of the
monument sigh. And I think there was one Live Oak tree that had to be moved so
as to not create a new safety problem when we're trying to relieve the safety
problem.

Mr. Noto stated, that is it. Because of the variances, both items will go to the City
Commission on July 17", We have two conditions as part of our recommendation
of approval; that the cover sheet be updated to show the landscape variances,
which has been provided to us via PDF, but we just want to see it on the actual
site construction plans. The same with Sheet L-1; accurately state the landscape
requested and such. That has been provided PDF. That will just be putin as
part of the Site Construction Permit. And then Condition No. 2 is that the
Applicant shall comply with any remaining DRC comments from the Seminole
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County Health Department. There are some other things just hanging out there
as part of their DRC review comments, but nothing that would hold up the
request.

Mr. Noto concluded his presentation by saying, so, we are recommending
approval of not only the Site Plan with the variances but also 2014-DEV-01, which
is the amendment to the Voluntary Commitment Agreement. I'll be happy to take
any questions. The Applicant is also here this evening if you have any other
questions for them.

Mr. Omana announced these items are quasi-judicial in nature; that a Quasi-
Judicial Sign-In Sheet (see attached) was located at the back of the chambers for
any interested party to sign in order to be kept abreast of these matters.

Chairman Hawkins asked, is there room for a tanker truck to go around the island
and make that turn? He said it's hard to conceptualize.

Mr. Noto replied questioning, the existing U-turn area here on 46A, or you mean to
get into the site?

Chairman Hawkins answered, a tanker truck is going to come in from the south
side and it's going to unload the gas where the tanks are, and then exit around the
other way. 1 just wanted to make sure that the tanker truck could make a tum and
go through there.

Mr. Noto stated, we didn’t talk much about that, but I'm looking over at the
Applicants and they are shaking their heads, yes, that that was a consideration in
designing the site.

Member Miller said, my question is about the crosswalk. He asked, | would
imagine you're expecting traffic from the apartment complexes, both bicycles and
pedestrians, coming through that crosswalk?

Mr. Noto responded, correct.
Member Miller questioned, is it well lit there? What's the lighting like there?

Mr. Noto replied, right now it's not well lit, but after this is installed, it will definitely —
not only will it be well iit from just by purpose of it being developed, but we'll also be
working with the County to have special signage installed, perhaps those rapid
flashing beacons or some additional sighage, to let people know that there would
be crosswalks happening or folks crossing the road there.
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Member Miller asked, is it possible to equip this intersection like the Publix to
Westin hotel where they have the crosswalk? Is that something that the Applicant
should pay for and install?

Mr. Noto answered, as far as that goes, | can’t speak to that because this is a
county roadway and that’s in their right of way, as part of their improvements. We
would have to look into that a little bit further with the Applicant and the County as
far as who would pay for it, but I think that instrument would be a great
improvement.

Member Miller pointed out that, so far, we're humber one in pedestrian prob[ems
and he would like us not to add to that.

Mr. Noto agreed with Member Miller.

Member Schofield pointed out on the monument sighage slide of the PowerPoint
presentation that on the far right, about four down, it says, white LED. He
questioned if that was the back lighting of the sign.

Mr. Noto, responded affirmatively.

Member Schofield further pointed out that the Amendment says that, in no case,
shall LED signage be permitted. He asked if he was understanding that properly.

Mr. Noto replied that he understood where Member Schofield was heading. He
informed Member Schofield that the City allows ground signs to have LED bulbs
but doesn’t allow LED numbers or moving graphics, things of that nature. He
assured Member Schofield that staff will revisit the Amendment to ensure it's clear
under Section 1. where it says “In no case shall LED signage be permitted” since
the monument sighage shown on the PowerPoint presentation indicates white LED
backlighting of the sign.

Chairman Hawkins requested the Applicant come forward and address the Board.

Stuart Anderson, P.E., Applicant Representative with Interplan, LLC, 604 Courtland
Street, S. 100, Orlando, Florida 32804, addressed the Board on behalf of 7-Eleven
in favor of the proposed Site Plan with variances. He stated that he thought Mr.
Noto has adequately presented their project and he was just present to answer any
guestions the Board may have.

Member Miller questioned Mr. Anderson, would you object if our motion included a
recommendation that says that somewhere in this process Chief Bracknell would
approve pedestrian safety for this or whatever we would do? He said, ['d kind of
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like to feel comfortable that a professional has looked at this and says we're not
creating something that we’re going to be sorry for later.

Mr. Anderson answered, [ understand where you’re coming from and 'm willing to
work with the Police Chief; however, this is a Seminole County road. We met with
Seminole County and this is the design from the County Engineer. This is exactly
what he wanted; wider crosswalks; they're in the locations that he wanted, and the
signage that we are providing is what he asked us to provide. They are going to be
stamped — actually, it's a colored mat that looks like brick pavers, but it's not
actually brick pavers, but it provides a discrepancy in the pavement so that it stands
out. |think you call it some high emphasis type of brick paver walkway. The golf
course just down the street has a golf cart path crossing Country Club and it’s the
exact same material that they put down there and the signage. That was one of the
ones that he asked us to look at and said that’s what the County would want it to be
in this location. He stated they are dealing with the County and the two cities, but
that he would be happy to speak with Chief Bracknell about this and show him what
the County asked them to do.

Vice Chairman Taylor asked Mr. Anderson if he had any questions, comments,
additions, or concerns as it relates to the meeting prior to this meeting between staff
and Chairman Hawkins as to what their comments were.

Mr. Anderson responded, no. We understand their comments and we're working
through them. They are minor that | know of other than getting the other agency
pemits, the County right-of-way pemit and the Health Department permit. | think
those are the major hurdles we still have to overcome.

Member Schofield questioned what the hours of operation for this 7-Eleven are
going to be.

Mr. Anderson replied, a 24-hour store.

Chairman Hawkins opened the hearing to public comment regarding 2014-SP-06.
Hearing none, he closed that portion and lengthy board discussion ensued as
follows.

Member Fitzgerald expressed his opposition to this project. His concerns are
people leaving the property due to the speed on 46A, the elevation changes
causing visibility problems; that there was nothing about it from a safety standpoint
that he liked at all and requested to lower the speed limit on 46A for that stretch.

Member Schofield expressed his concern of a commercial property running 24/7 in
a residential area.
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Member Fitzgerald further expressed his concern of residents at Beli Timacuan
crossing the road in that traffic going that speed limit.

Vice Chairman Taylor concurred with Member Fitzgerald's safety
concerns/comments about this being an encouraged pedestrian access, especially
the travelers coming off I-4, but she saw it as a great addition.

Chairman Hawkins expressed he was in favor of the project because it includes
accel/decel lanes (see further conversation about accel lanes below); that he
thought this would be a good addition. He expressed he was not in favor of the
crosswalks, but he didn’t think that was up to the City to decide. He suggested
recommending to the City Commission that the crosswalks be lit up, or however the
City wants it done.

Vice Chairman Taylor asked if there was a way to put a sign, or any flashing
anything, on both sides of 46A, warning of the crosswalks ahead.

Mr. Noto answered that he has seen signs saying such things as driveway ahead,
things of that nature. He pointed out that he drives this area a zillion times a year
since he resides in the area and there are aimost two dozen safety signs indicating
speed limit, golf cart crossing, curve ahead, signs for everything, from Rinehart
going east along this curb, most of them having to do with the funeral home. He
agreed that there needs to be more, but whether or not the public pays attention to
them is a whole ancther ball game. He said that the City will coordinate with the
County because, again, this is all up to the County what type of signage or
improvements happen on 46A, but that driveway ahead, crosswalks ahead, all of
those safety signs certainly should be considered, if not required, along the curve in
this area here (indicating to overhead projector) leading up to the driveway on the
south side.

Vice Chairman Taylor requested that additional road signage be looked into and
request Seminole County to add additional road signage, and if it needs to be lit or
flashing or it's expensive, then that be borne at the cost of the Applicant.

Member Fitzgerald commented that he thought the multiple safety signs bears out
the point that it's not a safe area and that he thought we're going to regret this if

approved, but that it would be convenient to be able to get gas there.

Chairman Hawkins commented that he didn’t think this barticular stretch of road is
currently safe; that he didn't think the City and the County have made it safe.

Member Schofield qUestioned if Bell Timacuan was going to match up evenly with
the entrance to the proposed project.
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Mr. Noto responded, the existing curb-cut to get onto the subject property is right
about where this laser point is (indicating to overhead projector), and just to the
south of that is the entrance into Bell Timacuan (indicating to overhead projector).
The existing curb-cut, if you recall having driven past that area, is practically/literaily
right after the existing landscaping and such that is on the property to the west.
They are moving that curb-cut further to the east, so there will not be a direct
access point from Bell Timacuan straight across 46A.

Member Schofield pointed out that people are going to have to jog across two lanes
to get into that decel lane and then turn in, but if somebody is leaving 7-Eleven
trying to get back into Bell Timacuan, they are going to have to leave out of the
north exit and circle around to get back. He asked, how much of a difference is it?
Are we talking ten feet off of each other? He stated that he thought a lot of people
that would probably just take that 10" and jump the cut.

Mr. Noto replied, if you look at the Site Plan here, the access point is right here
(indicating to overhead projector). It's quite a distance because the existing access
point is more in this general area here (indicating to overhead projector) putting the
Bell Timacuan driveway right around here (indicating to overhead projector). He
pointed out that if folks from Bell Timacuan want to go westbound, they have to
cross two lanes of traffic to get into the existing turn lane and then do a U-turn to go
westbound on 46A. :

Member Fitzgerald commented, | don't think the challenge is leaving Bell Timacuan
to get to the 7-Eleven. 1 think the safety issue is leaving the 7-Eleven to go to Bell
Timacuan, and they are probably not going to go around.

Member Schofield commented, it depends how wide that gap is between those
entrances.

Discussidn ensued between Chairman Hawkins and Member Miller as to whether
or not there is actually an acceleration lane on the south side and looked to staff for
direction on that.

Mr. Noto said, | wouldn’t necessarily call it an acceleration lane because it is a left-
turn lane. So, if you were to leave the southern access point and turn east, | guess
you could go in that turn lane and try to pick up some speed. It's not meant as an
acceleration lane as then there would be arrows giving you the ability to speed up
and do what you need to do. They are specifically decal lanes.

Chairman Hawkins commented, but there is not a left-hand turn lane as there exists
now.
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Mr. Noto stated, there is a left-hand turn lane to do a U-turn.

Chairman Hawkins commented, okay. So, essentially, there is what there is there
NOW.

Mr. Noto said, right, and then they’re extending the left-turn lane down. And, just to
kind of give you an idea, here is the existing curb-cut into Bell Timacuan that will
not be modified (indicating to overhead projector). The existing curb-cut into the
subject property is a little bit further this direction (indicating to overhead projector),
so it’s not a direct cut across, but here’s your 150-foot difference. They have the
ability to now jet across and have a full left-turn lane to make their decisions; either
go in or make their U-turn.

Chairman Hawkins asked Mr. Noto if the subject property is zoned C-1 or C-2.

Mr. Noto answered, C-1. And then as part of the Voluntary Commitment
Agreement, there was a number of uses that were not pemitted to be put here.
Convenience store was not on that list. It was really the intent — originally, the
zoning was A-1 (Agriculture) and the Future Land Use was Public/Semi-Public.
Both of those were changed to Commercial, as a whole, in 2009.

Member Miller commented that he was hearing an unusual amount of negative
comments on this item. He questioned the implications of a no vote.

Mr. Noto responded, you're the recommending body, so it still goes to City
Commission. | would encourage you that whatever changes you would like to see
or whatever additions you would like to see, add them as conditions of approval or
conditions of denial. | don't know if you would condition a denial, per se, but if you
recommend denial, you may want to ask the Commission to look at these things if
they opt to approve such as the safety signage and the other items, lighting and
such.

Member Miller commented that he was really not comfortable with this overall, but if
somehow the pedestrian safety issues were taken into consideration, he would feel
less uncomfortable and could probably vote yes for it. He requested that both
pedestrian intersections be equipped exactly like the one on International
Parkway between the Westin hotel and Publix and that there be adequate
lighting at those locations.

Chairman Hawkins suggested Member Miller make that a condition, if he wanted
to.
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Vice Chairman Taylor commented that she would like to recommend that
Seminole County look at pre-site warning signage of ingress and egress born at
the cost of the Applicant; whether that be flashing or lighted, or anything else, to
distinguish it from the other run-of-the-mill safety signage in an abundance of
caution and the belief that we’re doing the best thing for the citizens of Lake Mary
and those who visit Lake Mary.

Chairman Hawkins commented, | think it would be good to make that comment,
but | don't think you can make it a condition because | don’t think that’s
something that the Applicant has control over. Certainly the Applicant has
control over what kind of crosswalk to put in and how it's constructed and how it's
lighted. 1 think you just need to make a recommendation that the City put
additional warning signs, whatever that may be.

Vice Chairman Tayior commented, [ personally would recommend approval with
several conditions related to pedestrian and driver safety.

Member Schofield commented, I'm not a traffic engineer, by any stretch of the
imagination, but my guess is Seminole County has said these are the minimum
requirements, but just because it may be a minimum, doesn’t mean that it has to
stop there. | think the County-and the Applicant have the ability to go above and
beyond to ensure the safety of the residents.

Vice Chairman Taylor commented, | don’t think the Applicant can bear the
responsibility of signage on the roadways. They don’t have any control over that.
Even if they wanted to, the County could say no. So, | don't want to put that burden
on the Applicant.

Mr. Anderson stated, | just want to discuss the meeting that | had with Seminole
County and the County Engineer, and the first thing [ woulid like to point out is that
there are advance warning signs that we’re proposing 300’ in front of the crosswalk
that will be similar to what's up the street at the funeral home. They have an
advance warning, pedestrian crossing ahead signs, and then you've got signs
again at the crosswalk. However, we did talk about that crosswalk you are talking
about over by the Westin hotel, and the County did not like that in this situation
mostly because of the speed limit again. t know it is a higher speed limit here. It's
a lot lower there. They felt that on a higher speed road, if you put the flashing
lights, it makes pedestrians feel too comfortable; that they can just walk out into the
street and that they're protected, and they need to be aware of the situation. Also,
that it isn’t a perfect situation, but it is the only way to provide pedestrian access to
the site, but at least by not putting flashing lights, pedestrians are more aware of
their surroundings and are watching for cars instead of just, oh, there’s a flashing
fight, 'm going to walk out into the street. So, they did not like the idea of the
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flashing lights. They wanted to just put signage up. We probably wouldn't object to
putting more signage, if you wanted it, 500’ and at 300’, but, like | said, we met with
the County. This is their design, what they asked for. They said push it further
down so that it's not right when you come around the bend. It’s a little bit further
down the site. So, that was kind of a summary of the meeting | had with the County
and what they asked us to do.

Member Miller commented, and that’s one reason | feel sorry for you having to deal
with all of us because | just totally disagree with what they said.

Member Schofield asked Chief Bracknell, once a pedestrian enters a crosswalk,
they have the right of way regardless of whether it's signs or flashing lights; correct?

Chief Bracknell replied, you are 100% correct.

Member Schofield questioned, so, if that’s the case, then the County's assumption
-- based on your professional opinion, would you say that what the County is saying
holds water, | guess?

Chief Bracknell answered, well, much like you, | am not a traffic engineer, but |
would put a flashing light there.

Member Schofield said, | mean, if the pedestrian has the right of way, regardless of
whether there's a flashing light there or not, and the County is concerned about the
speed and, therefore, they don’t want to put the flashing light in, it almost seems
like it's a double negative. And | hope the Applicant understands that — and 1 feel
for you because you're in a tough situation.

Mr. Anderson stated, | understand and [ don't object to what you're asking. It's not
that big of a deal, but it's just dealing with the County. It's their right of way; having
to go back to them and re-permit something they have already approved/designed
and this is what they have asked for. So, I'm kind of caught in the middie with the
jurisdictions here.

Altermate York commented that you are always going to have a pedestrian traffic
issue as long as you have drivers that aren’t driving at slower speeds, but he
thought this was a good idea; that this is something that is just going to take time
and it's going to require everybody to drive slower on 46A.

Chairman Hawkins commented that he thought that these kind of crosswalks that
are in the middle of a road and not at an intersection ought to be more highly visible
than the ones at a traffic light. | think it ought to be a standard that the County
adopts for any crosswalk across a four-lane road.
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Member Miller commented, I'm on MetroPlan Orlando Citizens Advisory Committee
and we hear an awful lot about pedestrian accidents and deaths, and the one thing
that really hit home with me — 'm not sure 1 understood the crosswalk law until it
was pointed out to me. If someone is standing in that crosswalk, automobiles are
required to stop. If you want to see how often that gets violated and how motorists
don’t know that law and violate it, go stand in a crosswalk and see how many
people whiz right by you without slowing down. Orange County wrote tickets until
they were blue in the face at $260 a ticket when they tried that. They had
policemen standing in the crosswalk and people didnt stop, didn't slow down. So, |
think a crosswalk alone — and this is in a bad place. It's a place where you're going
to be attracting new people to go somewhere and their customers of 7-Eleven and
we want them to go and we want you to be there, but | dont want to be part of
signing off on something and then two weeks after you open up, | get to find out
that a nine-year-old boy got hit in a crosswalk there. So, | want to do everything |
can to make sure that doesn’t happen. And I'm sorry you're caught between two
jurisdictions, but that’s where the property is.

Alternate York reiterated that he thought this is a good use of the property; that he
didn’t see any other use.

Chairman Hawkins commented that C-1 is pretty intense and you're going to have
the traffic no matter what goes there.

Mr. Anderson said, just one more thing to add. | mean, this is a gas station. We
would rather people drove to the site, and | don’t think we’d object to removing the
crosswalks so that we're not encouraging people to cross the road and we'd rather
they drove across the site or walked down to one of the intersections to get over.

Member Miller asked, with the proximity to Bell Timacuan, you don't think kids are
going to walk over there and get a Slurpee?

Mr. Anderson responded, I'm not saying they're not going to go to it. I'm just
offering up another solution.

Member Miller stated, | understand. | don't like that one -either.

Chairman Hawkins said, it would be okay if there weren't existing sidewaiks on
either side of 46A, but..... '

Mr. Noto stated, I'll just echo Member Miller's comments regarding MetroPlan. |
serve on three of the committees, | think. I'm the Chairman of the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Advisory Committee. Pedestrian safety and our rankings, as a region,
in this country are — it's a sad state of affairs, and it's a double-edged sword with —
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and this is the exact type of site that is such a challenge because you want people
to get there safely, but on a highway, how do you maximize your safety.
opportunities? You can put lights, you can do public education, you can have
officers out there ticketing, you could do this, you could do that. We know
distracted driving is at — I'm not the Police Chief, so — you're the one with the gun,
but distracted driving is, like, the number one thing these days, and as long as
someone can swing around that corner with their cell phone calling people or
texting, or they can have the radio blasting or whatever, there will always be some
sort of challenge in dealing with drivers. Having a crosswalk is really step one.
Without the crosswalk, we’'d have whoever — Bell Timacuan or somebody from
down the road or around the corner, or whatever, trying to go get their Slurpee or
their milk or whatever -- without a crosswalk you’re running with no law to back you
up in case you get hurt. With the crosswalk, you at least have the law on your side
from a drivers are supposed to stop perspective. | was on Rinehart Road the other
day turning to go east on 46A and there was a gentleman at the intersection on his
bicycle to go northbound across 46A and into Sanford — the light turned green for
northbound traffic and that gave that pedestrian the opportunity to cross, and | was
the first car in line and, cbviously, | let him go, but | locked in my rearview mirror
and what | saw is what | expected to see, a guy shaking his head furiously and
pounding his steering wheel because we had to wait for this person to cross the
crosswalk. So, whether or not — you know, we can — the signs or whatever we put
there, for whatever reason, drivers just don’t want to stop for a person who is five
feet ahead of them just trying to get somewhere safely.

Member Miller commented, 1 got to respond to that. | think you have a lot better
chance of a driver noticing a pedestrian if there is a light there; that they have a
crossing light with a crosswalk. So, everything you just said says to me we need a
light in the crosswalks there. We need the same kind of facility they have at the
Westin hotel and Publix. And I'm not happy voting for this in any way other than

-that. The more | hear the more convinced | am.

Vice Chairman Taylor questioned if there were any other crosswalks across 40
miles an hour roads that aren't at a light or an intersection.

Mr. Noto replied, | can’t think of any off the top of my head in the City of Lake Mary.
Vice Chairman Taylor commented, | would prefer recommending approval
conditioned upon either removing the crosswalk so it doesn’t encourage pedestrian
crossing or put a lighted flashing like the Westin with signs that say pedestrian has
right of way because | just think this is an untenable middle ground.

Chairman Hawkins commented, | think the Applicant has agreed to do that.
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Vice Chairman Taylor commented, | want him to understand why | would make a
recommendation that | would make. | think it's an unsafe middle ground luring
pedestrians into an unsafe crossing. | think motorists should be notified with a
flashing light that pedestrians have right of way. The flashing light makes
pedestrians a littte more aware. | don't think | could recommend approval of this as
is, but | could if it was conditioned upon removal or addition of a lighted sign.

Mr. Anderson said, | just want to point out that FDOT has actually done this same
thing -- they didn’t put in the stamped brick pavers, they just put in a crosswalk on
17-92 as you're heading south just before you get to Airport Boulevard. It's mid-
block. It's 10-foot wide, but | believe it's the regular zebra crossing. They have the
same signage we have, no light, and | believe it's 40 or 45 miles an hour on 17-92,
in that location.

Member Schofield questioned if that was residential.
Mr. Anderson answered negatively.

Chairman Hawkins commented to Member Miller, | thought your condition is a good
one.

Member Miller commented, 1 do, too. And the reason | don't like yours is | think
there needs to be a crosswalk there. | think people are going to use it. They're
going to walk across there. That asphalt will be more of a warning than the rest of
the asphalt for the people coming out of Bell Timacuan and off that sidewalk to
cross in there. So, | don't like one that doesn’t have a crosswalk, and | like it being
lighted. And, I wasn't really — in my mind, | have no idea who pays for this, so it
wasn't like 1 was trying to load this on the Applicant. | don’t know who normaily — |
don’t know who paid for the one over at the Westin. So, | hope you understand I'm
not trying to stick the Applicant with some more costs.

Chairman Hawkins commented, | just think we need to put the onus on this back to
the City Commission to have the Mayor call the County or have Planning and
Zoning work more with the County and the Applicant and say we don't like it this
way, and if the City Commission agrees, then have them go back and revisit it with
the County.

Member Miller asked, so, we would vote to recommend it only if there is a
pedestrian intersection like the one at the Westin and Publix?

Vice Chairman Taylor answered, recommendation be conditioned upon.

Member Fitzgerald commented that he was still going to vote against this Site Plan.
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Member Schofield commented, | don't have a problem voting for it with the lighted
crosswalk, like Dr. Hawkins has indicated, that being a condition, to put the onus
back on the County to see if they will have the City and the County talk to see if this
is something we can really do. If they don’t want to do that, | just have grave
concerns for our residents.

Chairman Hawkins commented, like | say, we're putting the onus on the City
Commission.

Member Schofield commented, yeah. And | think that’s the best we can do.

Chairman Hawkins commented, because this is C-1 and | think the Applicant is
entitled to develop this and we're trying to help them develop it and | think they
have done a pretty good job so far except for this one major concern. | don't think
it's a minor concem, | think it's a major concemn.

Member Schofield commented, yeah. | don't think the Applicant has done anything
wrong. | think they have done everything they are supposed to.

Chairman Hawkins commented, no, no. They've done — | mean, the County
designed it. '

There being no further board discussion, Chairman Hawkins entertained a motion
as follows.

MOTION:

Member Miller moved to recommend approval to the City Commission the
request by Interplan, LLC/Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston for a Site
Plan with Variances for 7-Eleven, 4955 County Road 46A, Lake Mary, Florida,
consistent with all of staffs findings listed in the Staff Report and subject to
the following three variances and three conditions. Member Schofield
seconded the motion. Member Fitzgerald was opposed to the motion. The
motion carried 4-1.

VARIANCES:

1. Chapter 155, Appendix C, Section 4(c): A variance to allow a
retaining wall to be 51% of the circumference of the dry bottom
retention pond; a variance of 18% (Note: Total circumference is
285°. 33% is 94.05’. Requested length is 145’).

2. West Landscape Buffer- Section 157.04 (F) (4):
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a. A variance of 5’ from the required 60-foot-wide landscape buffer; a
variance of 15 canopy trees from the required 16; and a variance from
the requirement to provide a six-foot-high brick wall along the west
property boundary.

3. South Landscape Buffer - Section 157.04 (F) (7):

b. A variance of 9’ from the required 35-foot wide landscape buffer; and a

variance of 15 canopy trees from the required 24.

CONDITIONS:

1. The site construction plans shall be updated as follows:

a. The cover sheet shall accurately state the landscape variance
requests;

b. Sheet L-1 shall accurately state the landscape requested and
provided.

2. Prior to the issuance of a Site Construction Permit, the Applicant shall
comply with any remaining DRC comments from the Seminole County
Health Department.

3. Planning and Zoning Board recommends that both pedestrian
intersections be equipped exactly like the one on International Parkway
between the Westin hotel and Publix and that there be adequate lighting
at those locations.

Mr. Noto announced this item will move forward to the City Commission meeting of
July 17, 2014.

Chairman Hawkins opened the hearing to public comment regarding 2014-DEV-01.
Hearing none, he closed that portion and entertained board discussion and/or a
motion. ‘

Chairman Hawkins commented, this is just change in the developer's agreement
to go from one sign to two. |1 don't have a problem with that.

MOTION:

Member Miller moved to recommend approval to the City Commission the
request by Interplan, LLC/Stuart Anderson or Heather Johnston for an
amendment to a developer’s agreement entitled First Amendment to
Voluntary Commitment Agreement for Twin Lakes Properties, LLC,
consistent with staff’'s Finding of Fact listed in the Staff Report and for staff
to revisit the Amendment to ensure it’s clear under Section 1. where it says
“In no case shall LED sighage be permitted” since the monument signage
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shown on the PowerPoint presentation indicates white LED backlighting of
the sign. Member Schofield seconded the motion.

Vice Chairman Taylor questioned if this application was specifically intended to this
particular applicant. She stated that it seems like this would be for any future
applicant if this doesn’t go through.

Mr. Noto responded, the development order is not only for the property we are
talking about this evening, but as well as the left over piece; that it was all rezoned
as one piece of property. It’s not in the City of Lake Mary, but the way it was written
was intended to be impacting the entire project area.

Vice Chairman Taylor asked, but it runs permanently with the land and not with the
Applicant though?

Mr. Noto replied, that's correct. Yes.
The motion carried unanimously 5-0.

Mr. Noto announced this item will move forward to the City Commission meeting of
July 17, 2014, '
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Gary Schindler, City Planner

THRU: John Omana, Community Development Director
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 1512 - Rezone property at the north end of Century Point
at St. Peters Church from A-1 (Agriculture) to M-1A (Light Industrial);
Mark Harkins, applicant - First Reading (Public Hearing) (Gary Schindler,
City Planner)

APPLICANT: Matt Harkins, agent
for the owner.

REFERENCE: City Code of
Ordinances and Comprehensive Plan.

COORDINATION: Development
Review Committee.

REQUEST: The applicant requests

approval of the M-1A zoning

designation for 7.7 acres of property

located at the north end of Century Point. The subject property has the Seminole
County Parcel ID number of 06-20-30-300-0030-0000.

DISCUSSION:

Location: The subject property has road frontage from Century Point. It is sandwiched
between I-4 to the west and St. Peters Episcopal Church and Rinehart Road to the east.
It is adjacent to and south of the pedestrian/bicycle I-4 overpass.



History: The subject property is in a natural state & undeveloped.

Zoning Land Use
NW N NE NW N NE
PUD M-1A M-1A COM |[IND & I*|IND & I*
w SITE E W SITE E
PUD A-1 PUD COM [IND & I*|IND & I*
SwW S SE sw ° SE
*[IND & I*
PUD | M-2A | M-1A IND &I IND & I*

I* = Industrial/High Tech Overlay Land Use Designation

CRITERIA FOR REZONING:

Need: The applicant proposes to rezone the property to facilitate future
development.

A.

Justification: Currently, the subject property has an A-1 zoning
classification. In addition to active agricultural uses, the A-1 zoning
classification is used as a holding classification until a specific use
is proposed for the property. It is located in an area of uses
compatible with the PO and M-1A zoning districts. At such time as
it should develop, it is anticipated that such development would be
either permitted or conditional use allowed in the M-1A zoning
district. The proposed M-1A zoning makes the subject property
more desirable and facilitates future development.

Effect of Change In and Around Area: The proposed M-1A
zoning is compatible with the uses in the surrounding uses.

Amount of Similar Zoned Land and Comparable Undeveloped
Land in Area: The area between CR 46A to the north, Primera
Boulevard to the south, I-4 to the west and Rinehart Road to the
east has predominately M-1A zoning.

Relationship to Comprehensive Plan: Currently, the subject
property has Industrial) and Industrial/High-tech Overlay land use
designations, which are consistent with the proposed M-1A (Light
Industrial) zoning district.

Compatibility to City Code: The requested M-1A zoning district is compatible with
the City’s Comprehensive Plan & the Code of Ordinances.



FINDINGS OF FACT: The above referenced findings of fact A through D are
determined to support the requested rezoning of the subject property from A-1,
Agriculture, to M-1A, Light Industrial, by establishing consistency and compatibility.

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD: At their regular June 24, 2014 meeting, the
P & Z voted 5 to 0 to recommend that the City Commission approve the requested M-
1A, Light Industrial, zoning classification.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LEGAL SECTION 06 TOWNSHIP 20S RANGE 30E
SOUTH 10 ACRES OF LOT 2 (LESS ST RD 400) OF THE OFFICAL RECORDS OF
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

ATTACHMENTS:
- Ordinance
Location Map
Land Use Map
Zoning Map
Aerial
P&Z Minutes

2014RZ05 Hepner CC a






Section 1. That the City Commission in order to promote the health and
general welfare of the citizens of Lake Mary, Florida, and to establish the highest
and best use of real property within the City of Lake Mary, Florida, hereby
rezones the following described property from its present zoning classification of
A-1, Agriculture, to M-1A, Light Industrial: SEE ATTACHMENT “A”.

Section 2. That after the passage of this Ordinance, the Community
Development Director is directed to officially change the zoning map of the City of
Lake Mary indicating thereon the Ordinance number and date of that final passage
to include the subject property within the above-described designated zoning
district.

Section 3. Severability. If any section, part of a section, paragraph,
sentence, clause, phrase or word of this Ordinance is for any reason, held or
declared to be unconstitutional, inoperative or void, such holding of invalidity shall
not affect the remaining portions of this Ordinance and shall be construed to have
been the legislative intent to pass this Ordinance without such unconstitutional,
invalid or inoperative parts therein, and the remainder of this Ordinance, after the
exclusion of such part or parts, shall be deemed to be held valid as if this ordinance
had been adopted without such unconstitutional, invalid or inoperative part therein
and if this Ordinance or any provision thereof, shall be held inapplicable to any
person, group of persons, property, kind of property, circumstances, or set of
circumstances, such holding shall not affect the application thereof to any other

person, property or circumstances.



Section 4. Conflicts. This Ordinance shall not be construed to have
the effect of repealing any existing Ordinances concerning the subject matter of
this Ordinance, but the regulations herein shall be supplemental and cumulative;
however, in the case of a direct conflict with a provision or provisions of any
existing Ordinance the provision which is more restrictive and imposes higher
standards or requirements shall govern.

Section 5.  Effective Date. This ordinance shall become effective

upon adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 7" day of August, 2014
FIRST READING: July 17, 2014
SECOND READING: August 7, 2014

ATTEST:

Carol A. Foster, City Clerk David J. Mealor, Mayor
CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA -

FOR THE USE AND RELIANCE OF THE
CITY OF LAKE MARY ONLY.

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGAL SUFFICIENCY:

CATHERINE D. REISCHMANN, CITY ATTORNEY



ATTACHMENT “A”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION

LEGAL SECTION 06 TOWNSHIP 20S RANGE 30E SOUTH 10 ACRES OF LOT
2 (LESS ST RD 400) OF THE OFFICAL RECORDS OF SEMINOLE COUNTY,
FLORIDA



























DATE:

TO:

FROM:

THRU:

VIA:

SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM

July 17, 2014

Mayor and City Commission

Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

John Omana, Community Development Director

Jackie Sova, City Manager

Request for Preliminary Planned Unit Development (PUD) approval for a
+/- 1.35-acre property adjacent to Rinehart Road and Legends

Apartments, VHB Miller Sellen/Jim Hall, applicant (Public Hearing) (Steve
Noto, Senior Planner)

APPLICANT: VHB Miller Sellen

REFERENCE: Development Review

Committee, City Comprehensive Plan,
City Code of Ordinances.

REQUEST: The applicant is requesting
Preliminary PUD approval for the +/- 1.35
acre subject property. The current zoning

is PUD.

HISTORY: In 1996, the City approved a PUD for a parcel of land on the east side of
Rinehart Road. The parcel of land was developed as the Legends Apartments (formerly
known as the Golfview Apartments). At the time the PUD was approved, the Land
Development Code required PUD'’s to have two uses. Therefore, the main Legends
Apartments property allowed for multi-family, and the subject property allowed for a
number of retail uses.



Since that time, the LDC was revised and PUD’s can now be approved with one use.
Therefore, in 2012, the applicant modified the Future Land Use of the subject property
from COM (Commercial) to HDR (High Density Residential) to match the rest of the
development. The final step needed, in order to develop a multi-family use on the
subject property, is to amend the PUD to allow for said use on the subject property.

Location: The +/- 1.35 acre subject property is located on the east side of Rinehart
Road adjacent to the Legends Apartments.

Zoning Future Land Use
NW N NE NW N NE
PO PO PO IND COM COM
W SITE E \W SITE E
PUD/PO PUD PUD IND HDR HDR
SW S SE SW S SE
PO/M1A PUD PUD IND LMDR LMDR

PRELIMINARY PUD PLAN: The subject property is currently vacant and has a
High Density Residential (HDR) land use designation and is zoned PUD. The existing
PUD Agreement allows for a number of retail type uses on this property, but not multi-
family. The applicant wishes to construct one twelve (12) unit apartment building on the
subject property, therefore, an amendment to the PUD Agreement is needed.

Uses — The applicant proposes to allow multi-family dwellings with associated enclosed
garages on the subject property. Since the Future Land Use is now HDR, commercial
uses will no longer be permitted.

Infrastructure — The applicant will be utilizing existing utilities that are on the existing
apartment project site. All stormwater will be maintained on site as part of the larger
development.

Transportation — 24 parking spaces are required, 36 parking spaces will be provided (6
garage, 6 tandem, 22 standard, and 2 handicapped). Access will be made available on
the eastern side of the subject property. There will be no access from Rinehart Road or
the main entry road to the south.

Landscaping and Open Space — Landscape buffer information will be provided during
the Final PUD process. The applicant anticipates exceeding the open space
requirement of 35% by 7%.

Building Height — The PUD allows for building heights of 40’. This will be maintained.



FINDINGS OF FACT: Staff recommends approval of the proposed Preliminary
Planned Unit Development (PUD) for a +/- 1.35 acre property adjacent to Rinehart Road
and the Legends Apartments.

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD: At their regular June 24, 2014 meeting, the
Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously, 5-0, to recommend approval of
proposed Preliminary Planned Unit Development.

ATTACHMENTS:

Location Map

Zoning Map

Future Land Use Map

Aerial Map

Preliminary PUD Plan

June 24, 2014 Planning & Zoning Board Minutes

w W W W ww

z:\commdeW\staff reports\rezoning\2013-rz-01 legends.doc






























DATE:

TO:

FROM

VIA:

MEMORANDUM

July 17, 2014
Mayor and City Commission
: Steve A. Bracknell, Chief of Police

Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 941 - Amend FY 14 Budget for Homeland Security Grant -

Lake Mary Police Department Security Equipment

DISCUSSION: With the marked increase in foot and vehicle traffic in the vicinity of the

Police

Department due to the new SunRail station, construction of multi-family housing

and new businesses in close proximity, it has become necessary to improve security
measures at our facility. We have pinpointed security issues in the areas of the building
that are substandard due to design flaws, growth, traffic patterns, and new security
measures on the market.

The Florida Division of Emergency Management, Homeland Security Grant Program
has approved a target hardening for the Lake Mary Police Department in the amount of
$68,785. This grant will fund security equipment identified as needed below.

A new solid door for our sally port to replace the grated style doors for better
security. The cost for the doors, including installation and safety features, is
$6,425.

The installation of bollards at strategic and vulnerable points around the facility.
The cost for 12 bollards, which includes shipping, is about $2,613. There will be
an additional fee for installation which is approximately $2,000.

The department’s current surveillance cameras are outdated, some are non-
functioning, and there is need to view areas that were not viewed in the past.
Safety and security for all police personnel, citizens, property, and those who
enter our facility is of primary concern. With the assistance of Lake Mary’s
Information Systems personnel and meetings with several competing vendors, a
plan to provide the best suited solution has been developed. The cost for new
digital surveillance camera equipment, installation, and warranty is about
$56,320.



The Police Department is requesting to purchase and install the items listed above. We
expect to complete this project by the current fiscal year.

BUDGET IMPACT: Funding for the purchase and installation of the security equipment
will come from the approved Florida Division of Emergency Management, Homeland
Security Target Hardening Grant. Attached is Resolution No. 941 amending the Fiscal
Year 2013-2014 Budget to appropriate $68,785.

RECOMMENDATION: Request Commission approve Resolution No. 941 amending
the Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Budget, authorize purchase of security equipment mentioned
above for an amount not to exceed $68,785, and declare outdated and nonfunctioning
security equipment surplus and authorize City Manager to dispose of same.

Attachments






RESOLUTION NO. 941

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA,
AMENDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2013-2014 BUDGET,
PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City Commission of Lake Mary, Florida, finds it desirable, in
order to properly reflect new information and changes made during the year, to amend the
Budget for the City of Lake Mary for the Fiscal Year 2014, beginning October 1, 2013 as
provided herein; and

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 1496 adopting the City's budget for Fiscal Year
2014, provides for amendment by Resolution.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Commission of the City
of Lake Mary, Florida:

1. The following funds are revised as specified herein:

Capital Projects Fund

REVENUES:

301-0000-331-00-00 Federal Grants $ 68,785

EXPENDITURES:

301-0321-421-14-16 Capital Outlay $ 68,785
2. That all ordinances or resolutions or parts of ordinances or

resolutions in conflict herewith shall be and the same are hereby repealed.

3. This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage and
adoption.
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 17th day of July 2014.
CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA
MAYOR, DAVID J. MEALOR
ATTEST:

CITY CLERK, CAROL A. FOSTER






























































































































MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 17, 2014
TO: Mayor and City Commission
FROM: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Fiscal Year 2015 Budget Message - Setting of Proposed Operating
Millage Rate, Current Year Rolled Back Rate, and Date, Time and Place
of Tentative Budget Hearing (Jackie Sova, City Manager)

In accordance with Florida Statutes, you must set the proposed operating millage,
rolled-back rate, and date, time and place of the first public hearing within 35 days of
Certification of Taxable Value. The millage rate that you set will appear on the Tax
Notices, which are mailed to property owners in August.

In my budget message to be presented Thursday, | will recommend that you set the
proposed millage rate at 3.5895 unless you intend to do any additional projects or want
to leave flexibility. Once the proposed millage rate is established, it can be lowered but
is a very expensive process to increase. The rolled-back rate for is 3.4747

The first Public Hearing on the Tentative Budget is scheduled for September 4, 2014, at
7:00 P. M. in the Commission Chambers.

RECOMMENDATION:
The Commission establish the proposed operating millage rate at 3.5895 for FY 2015;

the rolled-back rate at 3.4747 and set the first Public Hearing for September 4, 2014,
at 7:00 P. M. in the Commission Chambers at City Hall.



CITY MANAGER'S REPORT

DATE: July 17, 2014
TO: Mayor and City Commission
FROM: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: City Manager's Report

ITEMS FOR COMMISSION ACTION:

1. Rinehart Road Trail Rehabilitation. (ATTACHMENT #1)

ITEMS FOR COMMISSION INFORMATION:

1. Update on One-Cent Discretionary Local Government Infrastructure Surtax.
(ATTACHMENT #2)

2. Monthly department reports. (ATTACHMENT #3)



CITY MANAGER'S REPORT

DATE: July 17, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Bruce Paster, P.E., Director of Public Works
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Rinehart Road Trail Rehabilitation Project

DISCUSSION: The Rinehart Road Trail Rehabilitation project includes the
repaving of approximately 15,800 square yards of the Rinehart Road Pedestrian Trail.
The project includes all necessary milling, signage and marking associated with the trail.

The City of Lake Mary advertised for bids for the Rinehart Road Trail Rehabilitation
project per Bid 14-07 and on June 25, 2014, we received submittals from the following
five firms:

AJC Construction LLC

Central Florida Environmental Corp.
Hubbard Construction Company
Masci General Contractor Inc.
Ranger Construction Industries, Inc.

The most responsive bid (see attached bid summary) was received from Ranger
Construction Industries, Inc. with a bid of $136,299.50.

Funds for this project are budgeted in the amount of $160,000. Additionally, we have
entered into a Recreational Trails Program Agreement with the Florida Department of
Environmental Protection for the reimbursement of up to $75,000 of the projects’ cost.

RECOMMENDATION: Request Commission authorize the City Manager to enter into
an agreement with Ranger Construction Industries, Inc. in an amount not to exceed
$136,299.50 for the Rinehart Road Trail Rehabilitation project.













Significant Meetings & Issues:

June 5- MetroPlan Municipal Advisory Committee, Meeting about Lot 8 of Williston Park
June 6 — Walking Meeting regarding Downtown Signage

June 11 — MetroPlan Orlando Board Meeting, SunRail Presentation to visiting Engineers
June 12 - First Step Meeting regarding 38 Skyline Drive

June 23 — Meeting with Chairman of P&Z regarding 7Eleven project

June 25 — MetroPlan Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board Meeting

Page 2 of 2

























































	Agenda Outline
	Item 5 - Attachment # 1
	Item 8A - Agenda Memos
	Item 8A - Attachment # 1
	Item 9A - Agenda Memos
	Item 9A - Attachment # 1
	Item 9B - Agenda Memos
	Item 9B - Attachment # 1
	Item 9C - Agenda Memos
	Item 9C - Attachment # 1
	Item 9D - Agenda Memos
	Item 9D - Attachment # 1
	Item 9E - Agenda Memos
	Item 9E - Attachment # 1
	Item 9F - Agenda Memos
	Item 9F - Attachment # 1
	Item 9G - Agenda Memos
	Item 9.G.a - Agenda Memos
	Item 9.G.a - Attachment # 1
	Item 9H - Agenda Memos
	Item 11 - Agenda Memos
	Item 11.A.a - Agenda Memos
	Item 11.A.a - Attachment # 1
	Item 11.B.a - Attachment # 1
	Item 11.B.b - Attachment # 1
	Item 11.B.b - Attachment # 2



