LAKE MARY CITY COMMISSION

Lake Mary City Hall
100 N. Country Club Road

Regular Meeting
AMENDED AGENDA
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 18, 2014 7:00 PM

. Call to Order

. Moment of Silence

. Pledge of Allegiance

. Roll Call

Approval of Minutes: December 4, 2014
Special Presentations

E Appointment of Fire Chief (Jackie Sova, City Manager)

. Citizen Participation

. Unfinished Business

. New Business

E Ordinance No. 1522 - Expedited state review comprehensive plan amendment to
the City's Comprehensive Plan revising the Future Land Use Designation from OFF
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(Office) and RCOM (Restricted Commercial) to HDR (High Density Residential) for
a +/-19.79 acres located at the southwest corner of Anderson Lane and Rinehart
Road - First Reading (Public Hearing) (Steve Noto, Sr. Planner)

. Resolution No. 954 - Utility and Sidewalk Easement Agreement for Lot S of

Washington Estates (Steve Noto, Sr. Planner)

Resolution No. 955 - Utility Easement Agreement for Lot 2 of Washington Estates
(Steve Noto, Sr. Planner)

Resolution No. 956 - Pay Plan Update (Jackie Sova, City Manager)

Appointments/Reappointments to Advisory Boards

10. Other Items for Commission Action

City Manager's Report

A.

B.

Items for Approval
@ Elder Affairs Commission 2015 Shred-A-Thon event location.

EI City Sidewalk Program: Amendment of Public Works Purchase Order for
Castille Company, Inc.

Items for Information

B Monthly Department Reports

12. Mayor and Commissioners Report - (2)

13. City Attorney's Report

14. Adjournment

THE ORDER OF ITEMS ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT 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.

PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES NEEDING ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY
OF THESE PROCEEDINGS SHOULD CONTACT THE CITY ADA COORDINATOR
AT LEAST 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF THE MEETING AT (407) 585-1424.
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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 is to be based. Per State Statute 286.0105.

NOTE: If the Commission is holding 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: January 15, 2015
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MINUTES OF THE LAKE MARY CITY COMMISSION MEETING held December 4,
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 7:04 P.M.

2. Moment of Silence

3. Pledge of Allegiance

4. Roll Call

Mayor David Mealor Jackie Sova, City Manager

Commissioner Gary Brender Dianne Holloways Finance Director

Deputy Mayor George Duryea John Omana, Community Development Dir.
Commissioner Sidney Miller Steve Noto;Senior Planner

Commissioner Jo Ann Lucarelli Wanda Broadway, HR Manager

Bruce Paster, Public Works Director
Bryan Nipe, Parks & Recreation Director
Joe Landreville, Deputy Fire Chief
MikeBiles, Palice Lieutenant

Katie Reischmann, City Attorney

Mary. Campbell, Deputy City Clerk

5. Approval of Minutes: November. 20, 2014

Motion .was made by Commissioner Brender to approve the minutes of the
November 20, 2014, meeting, seconded by Commissioner Miller and motion
carried unanimously.

6. Special Presentations

Mayor Mealor said weare very fortunate to have Ms. Jane Kenovich with us. Ms.
Kenovich is the curator of the Lake Mary Museum and is here on behalf of the Lake
Mary Historical Society.

Ms. Sova said Jane has a book regarding the City’s history she would like to present
and discuss.

Jane Kenovich came forward. She said they started on this book in February and
pulled pictures from our archives and did research. She introduced their youngest
volunteer, Jacob Vasivago, who is her grandson and introduced her daughter Jennifer.
She said Ellen McLaughlin was their oldest volunteer and takes great pride in that.

CITY COMMISSION
December 4, 2014 - 1
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Jacob assisted in distributing books to the Commission. She said the books chronicle
Lake Mary from the mid-1800’s through 1980. The books will be for sale at the museum
from now on. She thought the City Commission should have the first copies.
Mayor Mealor said that was very gracious and they appreciate the work she does at the
museum. We are getting great compliments from the community and from those that
take part in group activities there.
Ms. Kenovich said they are having their annual Christmas lunchithis coming Sunday
from 2:00 P.M. to 4:00 P.M. should anyone want to attend, She thanked the
Commission for keeping our history as great as it is.
7. Citizen Participation
No one came forward at this time and citizen participation was closed.
Mayor Mealor recognized representatives from the Forest,.community: officers of the
homeowners’s association and our two liaisons. The liaisons do a remarkable job and
keep us informed and are incredible representatives.of their community.
8. Unfinished Business

A. Ordinance No. 1521 — Amending Chapter,150, Building Code and Chapter

152, Floodplain Management - Second Reading (Public Hearing) (Bruce
Paster, Public Works Director)

The City Attorneyread Ordinance No. 1521 by title only on second reading.
Mr. Paster stated staff had.no additional comments.
Deputy Mayor Duryea'said nothing has changed since last time.

Mr. Paster said that was correct.

Mayor Mealor.asked if anyone wanted to speak in reference to Ordinance No. 1521. No
one came forward and the public hearing was closed.

Motion was made by Deputy Mayor Duryea to approve Ordinance No. 1521 on
second reading, seconded by Commissioner Lucarelli and motion carried by roll-
call vote: Commissioner Brender, Yes; Deputy Mayor Duryea, Yes;
Commissioner Miller, Yes; Commissioner Lucarelli, Yes; Mayor Mealor, Yes.

9. New Business

There was no new business to discuss at this time.

CITY COMMISSION
December 4, 2014 - 2
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10.  Other Items for Commission Action
There were no other items to discuss at this time.
11.  City Manager’'s Report
A. ltems for Approval
1. Final Design Plan for SunRail Entry Feature Sign

Ms. Sova said this is a request for approval of final designfor the SunRail entry feature.
We had provided a picture of the sign at Trailhead Park and Mr. Noto will present a
further update of this project.

Mr. Noto said the Commission has a photo of the Trailhead Park sign:, Based on
direction we received at the last meeting, we went back and talked with“our. contact at
FastSigns to see how we could better meet the direction of having the proposed sign
meet some of the design standards that are outlined onthe Trailhead Park sign. Our
proposal is broken down into three different areas based upon that direction. The first is
the metal structure itself, the city seal underneath it,"and then the base at the bottom.
Having that breakdown assisted us in . describing to our.contact at FastSigns on how to
go about redesigning some things. He said he had three options to present based on
that direction. He emphasized that time is still sensitive. \We don’t have that deadline
from FDOT but the one thing we can move on‘the quickestis the structure where it will
say Lake Mary, Downtown and things of that nature. We can at least get going on that.
If there are issues with the base or the pillars, as we move forward we can continue to
work on that through coordination with the City Commission and City Manager.

Mr. Noto said.one of the items talked about was one of the initial designs had the City
seal builtinto the base structure itself with stones going around it. The info we received
was to‘have the seal back like the Trailhead sign. He showed a picture and the seal will
be behind the plants. There will be plants and such in between the two pillars and the
seal will be placed in a way. where it'\would be above the plantings similar to Trailhead
Park. The metal structure is the same as it was originally.

Mr. Noto said'moving to the second proposal one of the comments was to have more
curves to the design. The only difference in this proposal is that the metal bar has been
removed and kind of accentuates the curve under Lake Mary.

Mr. Noto said the closest design to the metal structure at Trailhead we asked them to
put Downtown below Lake Mary. This is the closest design aspect to the Trailhead Park
portion.

Mr. Noto asked the Commission to direct them on what option they would like for the
metal portion. If you look at the Trailhead sign, since it says City of Lakes underneath
Lake Mary, there is more curving happening above where it says City of Lakes. We can

CITY COMMISSION
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add more of that type of design feature in this type of design since there is such a gap
below Lake Mary. We could work with FastSigns to add a second layer of curved metal
and things of that nature.

Mayor Mealor said if we may expedite this process let's deal with the metal only and go
through the three designs predicated on what we just said in looking at Trailhead Park.

Commissioner Lucarelli asked Mr. Noto to put the one up where it says Downtown.
Deputy Mayor Duryea asked if they could put City of Lakes there.

Mr. Noto said it would be up to the Commission. If theyswould like to see it say City of
Lakes exactly like the Trailhead sign we can do that.. What we were looking at with this
was to further identify that you're entering the Downtown area.

Commissioner Lucarelli said she preferred Downtown.

Commissioner Brender said he thought he liked that one but the question he might have
whether it is City of Lakes or Downtown is we are trying to sell Downtown but more than
Downtown we are trying to sell Fourth:Street.

Mayor Mealor said we have already done something for. Fourth Street. = We have a
proposal coming for that. This is a different area.

Commissioner Brender said not that we are going to say Fourth Street but do we want
to recognize the SunRail Station as the Downtown or do we want to recognize it as the
City of Lakes. He asked if we want to be an entry feature for the town or an entry
feature for Downtown.

Mr. Notossaid the sign would go at the northwest corner of Palmetto Street and Lake
Mary Boulevard.

Deputy Mayor Duryea preferred City of Lakes.
Commissioner,Lucarelli preferred Downtown.
Commissioner Brender preferred Downtown.

Mayor Mealor preferred Downtown. He thought this was consistent with the Trailhead
Park and what we were looking for is continuity. He said to arch it, use Downtown, and
give it more of an open feel. Open the arch visually.

Mr. Noto said the biggest difference is we are using the stone. The pillars on the
Trailhead Park sign are much different. We are proposing to go stone all the way with
the base and the columns. We will have plants in between the columns. He asked the
Commission if they preferred another design on the columns.

CITY COMMISSION
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It was the consensus of the Commission to go with the design presented by staff.

2. Vehicle and Equipment Replacements for FY 2015 and New Vehicle for
New Police Sergeant

Ms. Sova said this is vehicle and equipment purchases and replacements for Fiscal
Year 2015. ltis for 16 vehicles and a new vehicle for the new police sergeant. This
includes three public works trucks, two public works mowers,fone public works
equipment trailer, one Parks & Rec truck, four Parks & Recreation mowers/work carts,
two fire prevention trucks and three police Explorers for a total of $546,464.14 for the
replacements out of abudget of $574,400.00. The additional police vehicle is
$30,585.25. She asked the Commission to authorize the purchase of these new
vehicles and to surplus the attached list.

Commissioner Brender asked if the total included the vehicle for the new. police
sergeant.

Ms. Sova said it was additional. It is $546,464.14 out'of the $574,400.00 budget and
out of the Police Impact Fee Fund the $30,585.00

Deputy Mayor Duryea asked if they give these away when they are surplused.

Ms. Sova said we have tried several things. We have used, the online auctioning, have
used an auctioneer located near Zellwood and we have gone back to that auctioneer.

We have gotten much better prices. The Sheriff's Office is using them. They do a lot of
public funds auctioning. She expected most of the equipment to go there.

Motion was made by Commissioner Lucarelli to authorize the purchase of the
vehiclesiand equipment listed in the staff report, the vehicle for new Police
Sergeant out of the Police Impact Fee Fund, declare vehicles and equipment
listed in the staff report surplus and authorize the City Manager to dispose of,
seconded by Commissioner Brender and motion carried unanimously.

3. Computer Purchase and Surplus

Ms. Sova said this is the annual computer purchases. It is for desktops and laptops.
We have 33 desktops operating on Windows XP and are no longer supported and 14
laptops that are no longer functioning well. That is because they operate out of police
vehicles and with all the heat and wear and tear they take they need to be replaced
frequently. The total cost is not to exceed $48,345.00. These will be Dell computers
through a Dell seller. We get a better price than buying them directly from Dell. She
also asked the Commission to declare 47 computers as listed in staff report surplus and
authorize her to dispose of.

Deputy Mayor Duryea asked if this included certain limited warranties.

CITY COMMISSION
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Ms. Sova said they come with a standard warranty. We have not been buying the
extended warranty.

Commissioner Brender asked about server capacity and if the AS-400 was doing all
right.

Ms. Sova said we are getting along. We would like to buy a Microsoft Enterprise
license so that when software changes and gets updated we dofall our computers at

once. lItis expensive and we haven’t been able to get there so we all use a little bit
different versions of Microsoft Office so we can get along.

Commissioner Brender said if it saves time and effort.

Ms. Sova said it is big bucks.

Deputy Mayor Duryea said that was in the five-year budget.

Ms. Sova answered affirmatively. We looked at it‘hard for this year and had to prioritize.

Motion was made by Commissioner Miller to authorize the purchase of 33 Dell
desktop computers and 12 Dell laptop computers in. an amount not to exceed
$48,345.00 and declare the 47 asset tag numbers listed in the staff report surplus
and authorize the City.Manager to dispose of. Seconded by Commissioner
Lucarelli and motion‘carried unanimously.

Ms. Sova congratulated Sean Anastasia of the Fire Department. He was recently
promoted to lieutenant..\He takes over.for Terry Salsbury who retires tomorrow.

Ms. Sova'said the Employee Benefits Fair is tomorrow at the Events Center from 10:30
A.M. to 1:00 P.M. Lunch will be served between noon and 1:00. We are closing non-
emergency buildings from 11:15 A.M. to 1:15 P.M. so all of our employees can attend.

Ms. Sova reminded everyone that Holiday in the Park is tomorrow evening from 6:00
P.M. to 8:00 P.M. The tree lighting is at 6:30 followed by the arrival of Mr. and Mrs.
Claus at 6:45.'Everyone should come out and see our new and expanded music and
light show.

Ms. Sova said on the next two Saturdays Santa and Mrs. Claus will be visiting various
neighborhoods on the fire engine as they do each year escorted by our Police
Department. Although they can't visit every street they stop in the neighborhoods and
wave. Most people are familiar with where the stops are. The tours begin both days at
8:30 A.M. and continue until 5:00 P.M. If you have additional questions contact
Battalion Chief Robert Howington at 407-585-1477.

12.  Mayor and Commissioners’ Reports — (1)

CITY COMMISSION
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Mayor Mealor thanked the men and women of the Public Safety Department in Lake
Mary. We put together a team that did a funeral service that honored Chief Haun, his
family and the City. It was remarkable. His wife is the daughter of a Navy admiral and
attended voluntary funerals and she said rarely had she seen anything as impressive as
what our team, Chief Leanne Mims and her team of Seminole County, and others.

Mayor Mealor said on Tuesday he had the honor of representing the City at the
groundbreaking at the Fallen Heroes Memorial in front of thed€County Courthouse on
Bush Boulevard. It was a very moving ceremony and thought the County Commission
did a great job. He said to keep in mind that men of our Police Department served as
part of the honor guard that day. When you watch them‘do something beyond their
normal duties it gives you pause to thank the men and women of our public safety
department.

Commissioner Brender complimented the Fire Department for putting together a moving
program to honor a great firefighter and great man. It was@ personal and professional
loss for all of us.

Commissioner Brender said he attended Terry’s retirement party at the fir e station.
Terry has been with us 28 years and was originally a volunteer firefighter when we had

only a volunteer force. We wish him a let of luck:

Deputy Mayor Duryea said the Parks Department overwhelmed him. Through the
efforts of this commission, prior commissions, and staff that works diligently to make this
one of the best cities in the country. It is such a great place to live. Who would gladly
spend their weekend riding around in a fire truck, sometimes very cold or rainy, just to
bring a litt le seasonal cheer to the children of Lake Mary. It's a great place and was
proud to be living here.

Mayor‘ Mealor said since Deputy Mayor Duryea is now the longest serving elected
official in Central Florida,.a lot of the credit goes to him.

Commissioner Miller added his compliments on the funeral service for Fire Chief Haun.
In an unusual move they invited the City Manager of Lake Mary to speak at the funeral
which is almost hever done. Our City Manager did us proud.

Commissioner Miller said he did not attend the Metroplan Municipal Advisory
Committee meeting due to an iliness in his family.

Mayor Mealor said our City Manager was put in a difficult position because Chief Haun
served at her pleasure yet her comments honored him and his family in a way that very
few people could do. It was well done.

Commissioner Lucarelli said it was an honor and privilege to honor such a good man.

CITY COMMISSION
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Commissioner Lucarelli said she attended the Tri-County League of Cities Second
Annual Work Gala where we were able to honor Mayor Land. We were able to rename
the lifetime achievement award in his honor. We did this within hours of his passing.
We were glad we were able to honor him while he was still alive.

Commissioner Lucarelli said we got to honor Bryan (Nipe). He was one of the
nominees for Executive of the Year.

Commissioner Lucarelli said the Lake Mary/Heathrow Arts Festival had their wrap-up
meeting and we are changing the date again. We changed itdast year because it fell on
Halloween and there were complications with law enforcement because they provide
security overnight the entire weekend of the event. Theboard voted to do it November
14t and 15 of next year. We will keep you updated ‘as we moveforward. We are
planning some changes to refresh it and make it more earnest and craft friendly. We
are not having the children’s area anymore but will try to add some other. things.

13.  City Attorney
Ms. Reischmann had no report at this time.

Commissioner Brender said the Rabbi Moshe of Orlando asked him to mention that on
December 16%" at 5:45 P.M. there will be a menorah lightingiin Central Park.

Mayor Mealor said Rabbi‘Majeski and his wife‘and family did a remarkable job with that
activity. Itis very impressive.

Mayor Mealor said tomorrow evening we will gather at the stage around 6:15 P.M. for
the tree lighting ceremony.

14.  Adjournment

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 7:35 P.M.

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

ATTEST:

Carol A. Foster, City Clerk

CITY COMMISSION
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 18, 2014
TO: Mayor and City Commission
FROM: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Appointment of Fire Chief (Jackie Sova, City Manager)

The appointment of a department head by the City Manager requires City Commission
confirmation. | am recommending the City Commission confirm the selection of Frank
Cornier as Fire Chief.

Background:

The Fire Chief position was posted on October 10, 2014, to fill the vacancy created by
the retirement of Craig Haun. We received a total of 28 applications from 8 states. On
December 3 the three candidates with the most comprehensive qualifications were
interviewed. The interview panel consisted of Seminole County Fire Chief Leeanna
Mims, Winter Park Fire Chief James White, Fire Marshal Wendy Niles, HR Manager
Wanda Broadway, and myself as City Manager. Later in the day there was also a two
hour meet and greet opportunity for the members of the Fire Department and
department heads to meet the candidates.  Those in attendance were encouraged to
provide their comments about the candidates. The comments received were both
insightful and meaningful.

After these efforts, and an additional interview with the City Manager, the results were
unanimous in the selection of Frank Cornier to become Fire Chief. Frank is currently an
Assistant Fire Chief with the City of Orlando. He will be retiring from Orlando after more
than 22 years of service to that department working his way up through the ranks to his
current position. His references are outstanding. Attached is his resume for your
review.

Mr. Cornier will start at an annual salary of $100,000 effective February 2, 2015. Prior
to that date, Frank will be getting to know his staff and begin his transition to Lake Mary.



Recommendation:

The City Commission confirm the appointment of Frank Cornier as Fire Chief.

Attachment



FRANK CORNIER

OBJECTIVE

Currently seeking a position as an FExecutive Director of a Fite Department
to lead a department through future growth and development. As Fire
Chief I would ensure safety and excellent service to fire department
petsonnel, citizens, and visitors of the community.

WORK EXPERIENCE

Otlando Fire Department (June 1992 — Present)

Department profile: 521 Sworn Combat Personnel and 66 Civilian Personnel
Budget 85 million

Assistant Chief Field Operations (Nov. 2013 - Present)

e C shift Division Chief supervising and managing 6 Districts 17
stations 160 petsonnel

¢ TUASI/SHSGP Grant Oversight
o  Central Florida Task Force 4 Oversight

Deputy Chief of Fire Support Services Burean (Nov. 2012 - Oct. 2013)

e Bureau manager for the following divisions: Emergency Medical
Services, Emergency Management, Communications, Technology
Management, Records Management, Special Operations

e Co Chair for 2012 CPSE Fire Accreditation Review
e Co chair for 2012 OFD Strategic Plan

Deputy Chief of Administrative Services Burean (Dec. 2011 - Nov. 2012)

e Bureau manager for the following divisions: Training Division,
Special Opetations, Fleet Services, Logistics, Public Relations,
Resource Management

e Capital Improvement Projects oversight (fite apparatus, air pack
and bunker gear purchases)

e Fire Department oversight for Insurance Services Office review.
Completed 3 teviews since 2007 improving ISO rating from 2 to a
1. :

e 2012 NBA All-Star Amway Arena FD Operations Chief










MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 18, 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 1522 - Expedited state review comprehensive plan
amendment to the City's Comprehensive Plan revising the Future Land
Use Designation from OFF (Office) and RCOM (Restricted Commercial) to
HDR (High Density Residential) for a +/- 19.79 acres located at the
southwest corner of Anderson Lane and Rinehart Road - First Reading
(Public Hearing) (Steve Noto, Sr. Planner)

APPLICANT: Mattamy Homes

REFERENCE: City of Lake Mary
Comprehensive Plan.

REQUEST: The applicant requests the
revision of the existing Future Land Use
Map designation of OFF (Office) and
RCOM (Restricted Commercial) to HDR
(High Density Residential) in order to build
81 attached single-family homes.

DISCUSSION:

Location: The subject properties are located at the southwest corner of Anderson
Lane and Rinehart Road. Several of the properties are encumbered by Lake Emma.




Description: The subject properties contain approximately 19.79 acres, and consist of
the following parcel ID numbers:

OFF to HDR (Eastern Properties)

07-20-30-502-0000-0010
07-20-30-502-0000-0020
07-20-30-502-0000-0030
07-20-30-502-0000-0040
07-20-30-300-0170-0000

RCOM to HDR (Western Properties)

07-20-30-300-014A-0000
07-20-30-300-014B-0000
07-20-30-300-0140-0000
07-20-30-300-0150-0000
07-20-30-300-0160-0000

Proposed Land Use: The existing OFF (Office) and RCOM (Restricted Commercial)
land use designations of the subject properties is proposed to be revised to HDR (High
Density Residential). The applicant has submitted a Preliminary Planned Unit
Development (Preliminary PUD) showing 81 lots for the eventual construction of
attached single-family dwellings. The total land area is approximately 19.79 acres,
which would allow for a gross density of 178 units under the HDR land use. However,
there are only approximately 10.1 usable acres. Therefore, the net density is 91 units,
under the HDR land use. This is an important distinction as the gross density of 178
dwelling units per acre does not take into account any site issues that may exist. That
said, the net density, based upon the 10.1 usable acres, gives a more likely
development yield of 91 units. If the amendment is approved, it does not grant vested
rights or constitute approval of 81 units, or anything that has already been submitted as
part of the Preliminary PUD.

Staff Analysis: In the late 1990’s and early 2000’s, the subject properties went through
multiple zoning reviews for development. The western properties were rezoned from A-
1 to C-1, with a future land use amendment of LDR (Low Density Residential) to RCOM.
The eastern properties were rezoned from R-3 to PO, with a future land use
amendment of LDR to OFF. Additionally, a site plan for a professional office was
approved, along with a conditional use approval for height. Lastly, there was a
Developer's Commitment Agreement that stipulated that only PO uses be allowed,
however that Agreement has expired as development did not occur within 10 years of
the effective date.

Zoning Future Land Use
NW N NE NW N NE
C1/PUD PUD PUD RCOM COM COM
w SITE E W SITE E
C1/PUD C1/PO A1/PUD COM/RCOM | OFF/RCOM | COM/PUB
SW S SE SW S SE
PUD/R1A R1A A1/PUD COM LDR PUB




FACILITIES AND SERVICES:

The City's Concurrency Management System (CMS) will ensure that levels of service
will not be degraded beyond the adopted levels of service for all regulated public
facilities at the time development of this parcel occurs.

Potable Water, Sewer Service and Reuse Water
(Based on City of Lake Mary Water and Wastewater System Maps)

There are existing water and sewer lines along Rinehart Road. The City has sufficient
capacity to serve the proposed HDR land use.

Solid Waste

(Based on the information from Seminole County Comprehensive Plan, Solid Waste Element)

As of 2008, Seminole County operates two solid waste facilities — the Osceola Road
Landfill (landfill) and the Central Transfer Station (transfer station). The landfill is located
in the northeastern corner of the County and provides disposal and recycling facilities
serving the entire County, both unincorporated and municipal. The transfer station,
located at the center of the County’s urban area, provides a point from which to move
the maijority of the County’s solid waste to the landfill or other contracted waste
management and recycling facilities. As of 2006, the landfill and the transfer station are
projected to meet the County’s needs beyond the 2025 planning horizon, based on
current regulations, disposal techniques, and operational policies. At the time of
development, the impact of the proposed development upon the landfill will be
determined and staff will ensure that adequate capacity exists.

Drainage
(Based on Chapter 155, Appendix C of the Lake Mary Code of Ordinances)

The subject properties are located in a closed drainage basin with no positive outfall.
For drainage basins which do not have a positive outfall, the City requires that for post-
development conditions, one of three conditions must be met: (1) the peak runoff from
the one hundred (100) year frequency, twenty-four (24) hour or (2) the twenty-five (25)
year frequency, ninety-six (96) hour duration storm be less than is experienced in
predevelopment conditions or (3) the volume of the twenty-five (25) year frequency,
twenty-four (24) hour duration storm be retained. The subject property meets or
exceeds all relevant LOS standards related to stormwater.

Parks
(Based upon the City of Lake Mary Comprehensive Plan)

Based on recent population estimates received from the University of Florida, the City is
currently in compliance with the LOS standards outlined in the Recreation and Open
Space Element.



Roadways

(Based on Seminole County Traffic Counts and adopted City of Lake Mary Comprehensive Plan)

Rinehart Road is currently operating within its adopted LOS. The proposed land use
amendment from RCOM/OFF to HDR should result in a decrease in the number of trips
that would be generated from development of the subject property. That being said, the
applicant will be required to submit a traffic study during subdivision review.

School Concurrency
(Based on adopted City of Lake Mary Comprehensive Plan)

The proposed future land use amendment was reviewed by Seminole County Public
Schools with no negative findings.

PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD: At their regular October 14, 2014 meeting,
the Planning and Zoning Board voted unanimously (3-0) to recommend that the City
Commission approve the Transmittal of the requested Comprehensive Plan
Amendment.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of the Transmittal to the
Department of Economic Opportunity for the proposed Future Land Use Amendments
to the City of Lake Mary Comprehensive Plan, from OFF (Office) and RCOM (Restricted
Commercial) to HDR (High Density Residential).

ATTACHMENTS:
[ Ordinance No. 1522
Location Map
Future land use map
Zoning Map
Lake Emma Townhomes Future Land Use Amendment document
October 14, 2014 Planning and Zoning Board Minutes
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ORDINANCE NO. 1522

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA,
AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF
LAKE MARY, FLORIDA; PROVIDING FOR A CHANGE OF
FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION FROM OFFICE (OFF) AND
RESTRICTED COMMERCIAL (RCOM) TO HIGH DENSITY
RESIDENTIAL (HDR) FOR PROPERTY LOCATED AT THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF ANDERSON LANE AND RINEHART
ROAD; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY, CONFLICTS, AND
EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, Section 163.3161 et seq., Florida Statutes established the
Community Planning Act; and
WHEREAS, Section 163.3184, Florida Statutes, establishes a process for
adoption of comprehensive plans or plan amendments; and
WHEREAS, Mr. Jim Leiferman, as applicant for the owner of property
described in Section 1 (“Subject Property”), is desirous of amending the Future Land Use
Element of the City of Lake Mary’s Comprehensive Plan from OFF (Office) and RCOM
(Restricted Commercial) to HDR (High Density Residential) to allow for the construction of
residential units on the Subject Property; and
WHEREAS, on October 14, 2014, the City of Lake Mary Planning and
Zoning Board held a public hearing and recommended that the City Commission approve
the proposed amendments to the City of Lake Mary Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use
Map; and
WHEREAS, the Comprehensive Plan amendment adopted by this

Ordinance complies with the requirements of the Community Planning Act, as well as

other applicable law, and is consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan.

IT IS HEREBY ENACTED BY THE CITY OF LAKE MARY AS FOLLOWS:



SECTION 1. Future Land Use Amendment : The portion of the Future Land

Use Plan Element referenced as the Future Land Use Map of the Comprehensive Plan of

the City of Lake Mary, Florida, is hereby amended to reflect a redesignation of certain real
properties with the following Seminole County Parcel Identification Numbers:

= 07-20-30-502-0000-0010 ~ 07-20-30-300-0160-0000
1 07-20-30-300-0170-0000 1 07-20-30-300-0150-0000
1 07-20-30-502-0000-0040 1 07-20-30-502-0000-0030
1 07-20-30-300-014B-0000 'l 07-20-30-300-014A-0000
11 07-20-30-502-0000-0020 ] 07-20-30-300-0140-0000

The redesignation shall be from City of Lake Mary OFF (Office) and RCOM (Restricted
Commercial) to HDR (High Density Residential)
SECTION 2. 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 it 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 and 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 3. Conflicts. All ordinances or resolutions or parts of ordinances or
resolutions in conflict herewith are hereby repealed to the extent of any conflict.

SECTION 4. Effective Date. This ordinance may not become effective until
31 days after adoption. If challenged within 30 days after adoption, small scale
development amendments may not become effective until the state land planning agency
or the Administrative Commission, respectively issues a final order determining that the

adopted small scale development is in compliance.



PASSED AND ADOPTED this day of , 2015

FIRST READING: December 18, 2014
SECOND READING: , 2015

CITY OF LAKE MARY FLORIDA

DAVID J. MEALOR, MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK, CAROL A. FOSTER

FOR THE USE AND RELIANCE OF THE CITY OF LAKE MARY ONLY
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

CITY ATTORNEY, CATHERINE D. REISCHMANN
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B. 2014-LU-02: Recommendation to the City Commission regarding an expedited
state review comprehensive plan amendment to the City’'s Comprehensive Plan
revising the Future Land Use (FLU) designation from OFF (Office} and RCOM
(Restricted Commercial} to HDR (High Density Residential) for a +/- 19.79
acres of property located at the southwest corner of Anderson Lane and
Rinehart Road {L.ake Emma Townhomes), Lake Mary, Florida; Applicant:
Mattamy Homes/Jim Leiferman (Public Hearing)

Stephen Noto, Senior Planner, presented ltem B. and the related Memorandum
(Staff Report). The Location Map attached to the Memorandum (Staff Report)
was on the overhead projector. He said, before | present this request this
evening, John Omana, our Community Development Director, has some
comments regarding the process tonight.

Juan (John) A. Omana, Jr., Community Development Director, stated, as it has
been outlined in your Agenda and in the documents, this is a Comprehensive
Plan Amendment. | just wanted to note to you that what is before you this
evening is not a subdivision plan, a Preliminary PUD, a Site Plan or a subdivision
of plat for the project. All that is before you this evening is the issue of land use
and is that land use proposed compatible and consistent with the Comprehensive
Plan. So, | must caution all the parties that this is not a technical review for a
subdivision. It is strictly a land use amendment that Mr. Noto will elaborate on in
his presentation.

Mr. Noto announced this item is legislative in nature; that a Legislative 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 this matter. He said, those of you that
are here this evening that may or may not have gotten notification letters, there is
a sign-in page in the back. You can put your name, address, e-mail, whatever
you would like, and you can be kept abreast of this item as it moves forward
through the public hearing process.

Mr. Noto stated, the legislative aspect of this is important, as Mr. Omana pointed
out. We are reviewing this item as a policy matter for the Comprehensive Plan.
So, we don’t have any bulk requirements to review at this point. We are not
reviewing setbacks, building heights, things of that nature. We are reviewing
consistency with the Comp. Plan as it pertains to existing policies and
compatibility with neighboring land uses.

Mr. Noto said, on the overhead right now is the Location Map. It shows the
properties that are a part of this project, just under 20 acres. You will notice that
Lake Emma, not the street but the actual lake, encumbers a number of the
properties. That is an interesting part of this project, how we get fo the actual
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density that can be built upon all of these properties. As | just said, it's about 20
acres in size, and at the requested HDR Land Use, High Density Residential,
which allows for nine units an acre, sure, you can have 180 units. Is that what's
going to happen? No. The gross density is right around 180 dwelling units total,
but the net density, based upon what we have seen here, about ten acres or so
usable, gets them to around 91 total units. That number has not been set in
stone, as | said, since we're just looking at the land use side of it. When we get
into the Preliminary PUD, which is currently under review, and the eventual
subdivision plan, we'll get a much better feel for how many units will actually be
built when you apply the bulk requirements of the Land Development Code.

Mr. Noto stated, with regard to the subject property, you have some split zoning
and split Future Land Use, as you can see on both maps that are in your Staff
Report (puts Zoning Map attached to the Memorandum/Staff Report on the
overhead projector). The front parcels are zoned PO (Professional Office) and
the back parcels are zoned C-1 {General Commercial). From a Future Land Use
perspective, the front parcels have Office land use and the rear parcels have
Restricted Commercial (puts Fuiure Land Use Map attached to the
Memorandum/Staff Report on the overhead projector). A number of years ago,
the land uses and zoning designations for these properties were changed from
A-1 to C-1 and a land use amendment of LDR to Restricted Commercial, and
then from R-3 fo PO and LDR to Office. So, back in the late 90’s, early 2000’s,
you went from Low Density Residential development to a more intense
Restricted Commercial/Office land use, which they had the Developer's
Agreement to go along with that that stated PO uses would be developed. So,
essentially, professional offices, architects, engineers and the like, medical uses.
However, that Developer's Agreement expired. [t had a date certain that if
construction had not started, it would then expire. So, that Developer’s
Agreement is no longer in effect. Hypothetically, someone could come in
tomorrow and say they wanted to build a retail center, or what have you,
something that is not Professional Office in nature.

Mr. Noto said, what exactly is HDR (puts Future Land Use Map attached to the
Staff Report on the overhead projector)? HDR, the Future Land Use designation
— I'm going to read really quickly into the record from Policy 1.4 of the Future
Land Use Element in the City’s Comprehensive Plan the description of what High
Density Residential is. | quote from the Comp. Plan here. “This land use is
designated to provide for multiple-family uses such as apartments,
condominiums, duplexes, patio or cluster homes, at a maximum density of nine
dwelling units per acre. The intensity of this district requires that it be located
where there is convenient access to collector and arterial roadways and have
adequate public and commercial services. This district may serve as a
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transitional use between non-residential uses and residential uses of lesser
intensity”.

Mr. Noto put up a colored version of the Future Land Use Map on the overhead
projector. He stated, I'm zooming into the area we're talking about. The subject
properties are outlined in yellow. What you see around the project area is you
have Commercial to the north, the Primera DRI, and there’s a bank and some
other Professional Office facilities. You have the subject site; Office in the front,
Restricted Commercial in the back. You will see behind that (pause while Mr.
Noto puts Location Map back on the overhead projector) circled in red there,
those properties were also a part of the original development proposal that came
before the City about ten years ago or so under that Developer's Agreement that
allowed for Professional Office uses. Those properties are not a part of what's
before you this evening. Those properties, at this point, will continue to be
Restricted Commercial.

Mr. Noto said, you have to the south two different types of land uses. You have
i_.ow Density Residential along Pine Circle Drive and then you have a couple of
Office parcels (circles in red on the overhead projector) just to the south that are
not a part of this holding. So, they are also not a part of this project. Then, as
you continue south on Rinehart Road, you have more Office, the Feather Edge
Townhomes, and then eventually hit Sun Drive and Lake Mary Boulevard, the
more intense, commercial districts.

Mr. Noto stated, going back to the definition, if you will, of High Density
Residential. We're looking for consistency and transition. We see the transition
happening from the higher and more intense commercial uses through the
Commercial Future Land Use in Primera going from — if we assume the High
Density Residential in the project area — you go from the higher intensity
residences to the lower intensity on Pine Circle, then you’re actually going back
up the trans sect, if you will, fo Lake Mary Boulevard through Feather Edge and
the commercial properties on Sun Drive. We do have adjacency to a major
roadway, Rinehart Road, which is an important thing fo note. At this point, we do
not anticipate Anderson Lane road to be part of the project moving forward, but
that, again, is something to be reviewed at a future date as part of the subdivision
plan. '

Mr. Noto said, what do we review for land use amendments if we're not reviewing
bulk requirements like we usually do for Site Plans and subdivisions like would
come before you at other times? We're reviewing what the Applicant has
submitted to us; a survey, a general write-up of the development program and
how it's going to impact City services and such that’s outlined in your Staff
Report; Solid Waste, Drainage, Parks, Roadways, School Concurrency. At this
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point, since we don't know the full impacts of the development, because we do
not know the total number of units that will be there, we are looking at these
things, for lack of a better term, from the 30,000-foot level. Solid waste
information we get from Seminole County. We know that there is sufficient Level
Of Service occurring at the landfills that we have within the County. The storm
water engineer on staff has been consulted about this type of use and she gave
us general information about the type of drainage patterns in the area and what
to expect when the development comes in for full review during subdivision. We
meet adequate Level Of Service for parks. The developer is currently doing a
traffic study for potential impacts on Rinehart Road. When we receive that traffic
study as part of the PUD or the subdivision, we will have that review by our traffic
consultant to see if any improvements are going to be needed along Rinehart
Road. Seminole County Public Schools reviews this. They have their own type
of system that they utilize to figure the anticipated impact for school children that
may live in this development and we received that capacity analysis stating that
there would be nominal impact from this. Again, they have their own type of
review system where they can estimate how many school kids will come out of
the development and they did not foresee it to be of negative impact. Now, that’s
not to say that they don't foresee potential safety problems, but, again, since we
don’t have a Site Plan to review, full subdivision plan with 100-percent
engineering, we have no input at this point regarding any potential safety
improvements that may need to be made along Rinehart Road or otherwise.

Mr. Noto stated, that being said, staff is recommending approval of the proposed
Future Land Use Amendment to the City of Lake Mary Comprehensive Plan from
Office and Restricted Commercial to High Density Residential. Just a point of
how the process will work. P&Z is acting as the advisory board to the City
Commission. The Commission will take your recommendation and make their
own recommendation to staff whether it be approved or denied for transmittal to
the State. The State’s process is now called the expedited state review for
projects of this type. It used to be called the Large Scale Amendment; however,
when they changed from the Department of Community Affairs to the Department
of Economic Opportunity, they modified state review of projects such as this. So,
after they review it under the transmittal form — they will send those comments --
we will send those comments off to the developer if there are any substantial
comments that may impact the total density of the project. From there, we could
come back to the City Commission as an adoption to then formally change the
Future Land Use from Office and RCOM to High Density Residential.

Mr. Nofo concluded his presentation by saying, the Applicant is present if you
have any specific questions about the development, but, again, | just want to
echo Mr. Omana’s statements at the beginning that we are reviewing a policy
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item with no bulk requirements in front of us this evening, just for consistency
with the Comprehensive Plan. I'll be happy to take any questions.

Chairman Hawkins thanked Mr. Noto for an excellent presentation. He
questioned, these six items are the normal six items that you review for these
types of amendments in usual cases?

Mr. Noto replied, that's correct.

Chairman Hawkins asked, about the roadways and the traffic, how did you arrive
at your conclusion that this change should result in a decrease in the number of
trips that would be generated?

Mr. Noto answered, [TE standards. As a rule of thumb, the highest generator of
traffic from a residential standpoint is detached single-family at about 10 trips per
day per ITE. Ironically, the more intense you get, attached single-family
townhomes, multi-family, you actually generate less trips per day. Residential,
per ITE, also generates less trips than office and/or retail commercial uses.

Mr. Schindler added, and that’s per unit. The overall development may generate -
more trips. Attached single family may generate more trips than detached
because there would be more units, but per unit, the amount of trips decreases.

Mr. Noto further added, and we also review the traffic counts. The County did
traffic counts this year on Rinehart Road, so we reviewed those against our
approved Level Of Service in the Comp. Plan.

Chairman Hawkins said, logically, | would have thought it would have been the
other way around, so that’s why | asked the question. He questioned, either way,
whether it stays the way it is or changes, shouldn’t necessitate a traffic light at
Anderson and Rinehart; would you think?

Mr. Noto responded, at this point, we cannot say because we do not know.

Chairman Hawkins stated, but, | mean, comparing similar — I'm not looking to put
you on the hook, but you have done educated guesses with all the rest of these
items.

Mr. Schindler said, we do not anticipate a new median cut, so there wouldn’t be a
traffic light. If a vehicle from this development, in the future, wanted to go north,
they would have to go to Lake Mary Boulevard and turn around.
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Mr. Noto added, something to take into consideration too is the existing light at
the elementary school, whether or not another one could go so close.

Member York asked, the lot that was directly adjacent to the subject properties,
will that remain Restricted Commercial?

Mr. Noto questioned, o the west?
Member York replied, directly to the west; right.
Mr. Noto answered, that's correct.

Member York asked, can we anticipate what the use for that might be? So, that
it would be consistent with the subject properiies.

Mr. Noto responded, in the time | have been with the City, this is the first formal
development review we have received in this general area adjacent to Anderson
Lane. Aside from the office development that was proposed in the past that has
since expired, | cannot give you a solid answer as to what we can anticipate
other than Restricted Commercial allows for commercial uses such as office. Let
me reference the Zoning Map here quickly (the Zoning Map attached to the
Memorandum/Staff Report was put on the overhead projector again). They have
C-1 Zoning in the rear, so that allows for a host of commercial uses such as retail
and you can have offices. So, if it were to stay as is and a developer came in
tomorrow and said | want to do office or | want to do commercial, they could do
that.

Member York questioned, do you think that’s probable?

Mr. Noto replied, it's tough to say at this point.

Member Schofield asked, regardless of which way the land use goes, once it
does get developed, is there any anticipation of putting a decel lane in to make a
right-hand turn onto Anderson from Rinehart?

Mr. Noto answered, that is something we will be reviewing when we receive the
traffic report from the Applicant to see if one is warranted, A., and, B., what the
City Commission would like to see.

Chairman Hawkins questioned if Rinehart is a County road.

Mr. Noto responded, Rinehart is a City road.
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Chairman Hawkins requested the Applicant come forward and address the
Board.

Dave Kelly, P.E., with Evans Engineering, Inc., 719 Irma Avenue, Orlando,
Florida 32803, came forward and addressed the Board in favor of the proposed
land use change. He stated, because Steve made such a wonderful
presentation, | don’t have a lot left to say other than we are here to obtain a
recommendation for the Comp. Flan Amendment, and we agree with staff’'s
recommendations. The narrative put forth, we feel, is an accurate representation
of the surrounding uses and the reason for the request and we are here to
answer any questions.

There being no questions from the Board of Mr. Kelly, Chairman Hawkins
opened the hearing to public comment.

Jeff Lemon, 116 Pine Circle Drive, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward and
addressed the Board in opposition to the proposed land use change. He said
that he lives at his address with his wife, Suzanne. He stated he has been in
battle over developing the subject properties for some time now due to his
property being “smack in the middle of the line of fire here”. He thanked Mr. Noto
for spending a lot of time with him concerning this and providing him with a
preliminary sketch of the property. He said that he understood this was
preliminary in that we are here to check for compliance and compatibility, but he
didn’t want “this horse to get out of the barn”. He assumed that he thought this
was going to end up a PUD, which virtually approves any zoning use there is to
include HDR; that there were going to be variances due to nearby Lake Emma
and this was going to end up multi-family.

Mr. Lemon proceeded to give a PowerPoint presentation he prepared
communicating reasons as to why he felt not moving forward on the HDR
component of this was a good idea (DVD retained in the application file) in that
the proposed development is completely out of keeping with their neighborhood,
going to create many problems environmentally, traffic issues, no yards, setback
issues, wetlands issues, using Lake Emma as a retention pond for 81 homes and
trading retention walls for natural wetland functions, future hurricane issues,
buffer issues, and citizens/taxpayers of the City possibly bearing the costs
resulting from haphazard development.

Mr. Lemon concluded his comments by stating, if this gets approved, it will set a
precedent and West Crystal Lake will be the next to go to HDR.

Chairman Hawkins asked Mr. Lemon if he would be in favor of leaving the
current land use designation as is.
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Mr. Lemon replied that he would like to see the subject property go back to LDR
or A-1.

Chairman Hawkins assured Mr. Lemon that there is not going to be anything that
is going to be done to negatively impact the lake, the wetlands, etc.; that staff has
everybody's interest at heart.

Mr. Lemon stated that that is wonderful to hear (see below for more of Mr.
Lemon’s comments).

Mr. Noto put the Location Map attached to the Memorandum (Staff Report) back
on the overhead projector.

Margarita Torres, 117 Pine Circle Drive, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward
and addressed the Board in opposition to the proposed land use change. She
lives at her residence with her husband, William, and her daughter. She echoed
Mr. Lemon by saying that a high-density housing project next to low-density
housing is not an appropriate project for Lake Mary to consider and will set a bad
precedent/negative trend. She thought an environmental protection impact study
needs to be done because, after all, Lake Mary is the City of Lakes, and to take
that lightly she thought would be a big mistake. She said that if this gets
approved, there will be a lot of units on a small amount of land sandwiched next
to low density and the existing low density to the west and will set a precedent
jeopardizing anyone who lives in low density areas when High Density can move
right in next door. She stated that as far as she is aware, this number of units
have not been done in the City to date. She said that she is aware and
understands that the subject property is zoned Restricted Commercial and the
rest of Primera is as well but would like to see documentation that a proposal of
91 units will reduce the amount of traffic as opposed to a commercial property
such as the ones that currently exist at Primera.

Chairman Hawkins interjected informing Ms. Torres that a traffic study is not part
of what we are considering tonight.

Ms .Torres stated that the congestion at the intersection of Crystal Lake
Elementary and the light is quite a mess already in the mornings and afternoons
when the parents are picking up and dropping off, and to say that that situation is
not going to warsen, is not really plausible. She said she didn’t care what studies

- they come up with, that is definitely going to be a more congested area and

require an increase in the need for police, fire, and other public services. She

thought that any possible revenue that can be obtained from this project in terms
of property taxes is going to be so much outweighed by the traffic issues that are
going to be caused and will possibly need more lights, side streets and more fire
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trucks needing to come through and so forth. She felt the expenses are going to
outweigh the benefits that we are going to have in Lake Mary as a result of the
zoning change.

Ms. Torres stated that she thought Crystal Lake Elementary, Lake Mary High
School and Seminole High School are all bursting at the seams right now and
she didn’t know where students are proposed to be placed as a result of this
project and is another consideration that is going to have financial ramifications
for Lake Mary and the Seminocle County Schools.

Chairman Hawkins interposed informing Ms. Torres that Seminole County Public
Schools has provided notification to the effect that it doesn’t find any negative
impact with this particular land use change.

Ms. Torres said that, as her daughter is in school and as a teacher, she finds that
hard to believe and wanted to also see the data on what they are going to do with
these additional students in the present state of our public schools as they are.

Ms. Torres also expressed her concern about additional noise pollution to the
area that is going to be created by the additional traffic and first responders to
this many units. She stated that she felt with commercial property, you are not
going to have as many first responders as residential.

Ms. Torres concluded by saying that the proposed land use change is a negative
type of proposal for the City and will negatively impact the schools and the
community; that the only people that will benefit from this project will be the real
estate people, the developer and the financiers, and those people’s bank
accounts will indeed grow beautifully and then they'll walk away into the sunset
and we, the City of Lake Mary and the residents and the community and the
taxpayers and the schools and everyone who is vested in this community, are
going to be left with the economic responsibility and the mess that this will lead to
with this land use change.

Chairman Hawkins asked Ms. Torres if she was in favor of leaving the current
land use designation as is?

Ms. Torres answered affirmatively.

Teresa Brantley, 123 Pine Circle Drive, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward
and addressed the Board in opposition to the proposed land use change. She
said that she has lived at her residence since 1993. She stated that she thought
the Board does not have enough information in front of them to say yes tonight,
and if the City puts HDR next door to her and her neighbors that have lived at
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this location for the past 20 years and just because some previous developer
went belly-up, she said, “shame on them for not protecting our rights”.

Timothy Kazee, 112 Pine Circle Drive, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward
and addressed the Board in opposition to the proposed land use change. He
stated that his family (wife and their two children) have had the pleasure of living
in Lake Mary for the past six years with four of those six years at Pine Circle
Drive. He expressed his thanks and pride for providing a nationally-recognized
community. He said he is an insurance defense attorney and his dad is on a
zoning board back at home where he grew up in lowa and he is fairly familiar
with the process; that he comes from a family of teachers. He expressed his
concerns of making a decision tonight without all the information/facts being
placed on the table and placing this development in an elementary school zone.
He stated he is a huge proponent of making intelligent land development
decisions based on the facts. He wanted to see the traffic study prior to making
any decision.

Chairman Hawkins interjected informing Mr. Kazee by saying, this particular
phase of the process, which is just the very beginning, what we have to go by are
these six things that the staff has given us, and, yes, some of them are general
and none of them are specific, but that's part of the process. He said that more
specific information will be considered down the road should this pass.

Member York added to that by saying, as a fellow attorney, this is more like a
Motion to Dismiss hearing than a Motion for Summary Judgment; that this is an
opportunity to go ahead and address all the issues and staff needs all the
information as much as everybody else and this would give them the opportunity
to address all those issues. He stated that he is a huge proponent of
conservation and protecting lakes and used to live on West Crystal Lake. He
said that he just thought, at this time, that we can only consider within these four
corners whether ar not they have met the parameters, and if they have, that’s an
important point.

Mr. Kazee expressed his concerns of safety for his two boys as far as flow of
traffic since they are sandwiched so-to-speak, how his boys are going to get
across Rinehart to Crystal Lake Elementary, all the new students anticipated,
and liability. He suggested that it be considered that the traffic study be
conducted during school hours and the Applicant be totally or partially
responsible for the cost of building a tunnel under Rinehart for students to cross
safely just like the one at Lake Mary Boulevard and International Parkway.

Mr. Kazee proceeded to speak about Lake Emma. He felt the Applicant should
pay for cleaning up/aerating the lake, if need be in the future if this transpires,
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and not the City incurring that expense and the Applicant should be fined if they
don’t maintain it. He stated there are already fountains that don’t flow.

Chairman Hawkins interjected, assuring Mr. Kazee that nobody is touching Lake
Emma no matter who develops or when they develop. He said that nobody is
touching any lake in the City.

Mr. Kazee told Chairman Hawkins that he needed to hear that and appreciated
him saying that because that meant a lot to him and his boys for sure.

Chairman Hawkins told Mr. Kazee that he lives on a lake too and nobody has
touched Big Lake Mary, nobody is going to clean up Big Lake Mary, and nobody
is going to pay for it that doesn’t live here.

Mr. Kazee stated, if we're not going to touch it directly, then we shouldn’t touch it
indirectly. If we're going to put high density in there and we’re going to have a
pool within, what, a couple of hundred yards, or less, of Lake Emma, like Jeff
(Jeff Lemon) has pointed out, where does this water go? [s it going to go into
retention ponds and does that lower the level? | heard just the other day that
people used to water ski on Lake Emma. That's not happening now.

Mr. Kazee also expressed his concern of water flowing through parking lots with
probably an extra 140 cars coming in and out of this project and oil dripping from
those cars. '

Mr. Kazee announced that he is a registered Republican and was very
concerned about these environmental issues and suggested an environmental
impact study done before the Board makes a decision and “not jump the gun’.

Chairman Hawkins interposed saying, but that’s not part of this process. That's
not part of what we’re here for tonight. There are other stages after this.

Mr. Kazee said that these items are germane to this issue of whether this makes
sense or not.

Chairman Hawkins stated, it is all germane, just not in this part of the process.
You can't expect a full Site Plan review or PUD, or whatever, to be funded by
somebody who doesn’t know what they want or what they can develop it as. So,
it's just not germane to this part of the process.

Mr. Kazee said, then | think we honestly need to seriously question this process if
that truly is the case because why in the world would we change the land use on
something to accommodate something that may never, ever be able to occur. If
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the St. Johns River Water Management District doesn’t atlow it, or something that
gets rezoned to accommodate that once the studies come back show that High
Density Residential creates such a traffic hazard...

Chairman Hawkins stated, then when that comes back, then it won’t be done.
That's the next step.

Mr. Kazee said he understood.

Mr. Omana stated, let me just offer this up. I've been in this business for 25
years and I've always been of the opinion that when a land use amendment
comes in, it guarantees absolutely nothing. If you were to recommend approval
to the Commission tonight and then the City Commission takes this up at their
public hearing, at whatever determined date it is, and the City Commission says,
hey, HDR, that's fine. If's approved. That absolutely guarantees them nothing
because, as Dr. Hawkins pointed out, they still have to go through the balance of
the processes, which are the Preliminary PUD, the Final PUD, Developer’s
Agreement(s). We get into traffic studies, environmental studies, just a ton of
studies, and, at that point, we make a further assessment of whether this project
meets the City Codes relative to land development, and at that point in time is
where you get into vesting, where you have an entitlement, where you have the
ability to say, yes, | have the ability to build X units on this property. That will be
determined at that stage, at that latter part of the process. Coming back to this
process, all this does is say, hey, is the land use consistent and compatible with
the surrounding area, et cetera, et cetera. That's the question before the
Planning and Zoning Board tonight. So, understand, whatever happens with the
land use amendment, it guarantees nothing. This could potentially be denied at
a subsequent phase for whatever technical reason is out there. So, that’s what
we, as a siaff, will be doing with respect to the submittals that the developer
gives us as the City of Lake Mary, and there will be public hearings at which time
all you folks will be able to comment on the setbacks and -- the gentleman who
had the PowerPoint, he will be able to do his thing and explain why he feels the
way he feels. So, anyway, | just wanted to get that on the record to help maybe
clarify the issue a little bit.

Chairman Hawkins thanked Mr. Omana.

Mr. Noto added, if | can build upon that to kind of — there are all of these points
that are being brought up that are extremely valid. Ms. Torres, thank you for
bringing up the environmental. That is also going to be done as part of our —and
| should have mentioned that earlier. To kind of go back to the process, we kind
of have a couple of roads that we're driving on right now. Right now, we’re on
the land use road for this. We’re on a separate road reviewing a Preliminary
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PUD, which is what Mr. Lemon put up earlier. We're eventually going to merge
all of those roads into one final exit and that is the adoption hearing for the land
use amendment and the Final PUD, which is the developer’'s agreement where
the entitlements come in that Mr. Omana was talking about. Transmittal of the
Comp. Plan Amendment, as Mr. Omana said, doesn’t entitle them to anything.
Where they get entitled is the Final PUD, which is where we have 30-percent
engineered plans, but we have a full developer's agreement that addresses the
setbacks, the heights, et cetera, et cetera. The land use cannot be adopted
without the zoning change, the PUD, and vice-versa. The PUD allowing
residential can't be approved without the residential land use. So, as we're
reviewing this, we’re eventually going to review all of the other stuff, the studies
and what have you, at the same time and they're all going to happen at one point
at City Commission after the State reviews the transmittal hearing. So, there will
be a point where we’re reviewing all of this stuff at one time. The decisions will
be separate, but they will be related, as Mr. Schindler always says. So, there will
be a point where we have the chance to look at all of these numbers, all of these
statistics from St. Johns, from our engineering department, public safety, fire,
police, Seminole County Public Schools as it relates to safety and how kids cross
the road, and things of that nature. That will all happen eventually at one time.
But, as John said, with the transmittal and the eventual adoption, this doesn’t
guarantee anything. So, | just wanted to try and provide that extra clarification
also.

Chairman Hawkins thanked Mr. Noto and apologized to Mr. Kazee for
interrupting him. ‘

Mr. Kazee concluded by saying, just in closing, | would say if it doesn’t guarantee
anyone anything, then why do it at this point. What information has been
provided to you-all to make this decision to change it. How is what this is going
to change better this community? | don’t see it. For whatever it's worth, | haven't
heard anything that has convinced me that this is somehow a positive change
that is somehow consistent with the plans, | guess, to the extent we can call it
that, for our little quadrant down below on Rinehart and Lake Mary Boulevard.

Viki Hamilton, 110 Pine Circle Drive, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward in
opposition to the proposed land use change. She questioned what happens if
the land use is not changed.

Chairman Hawkins replied, if it doesn’t get changed, it stays the same.

Ms. Hamilton asked “if a land use hearing is different than a zone hearing”.
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Chairman Hawkins answered, that’s right. Completely different. Like a cat and a
dog. He questioned Ms. Hamilton if she was in favor of leaving the land use as
is. :

Ms. Hamilton responded, yes. When our home was purchased, we looked into
that specifically before we even bought that home and we were satisfied with the
way that was set up and we would be unsatisfied if that were to change.

Kitra Weaver, President of Feather Edge Condominiums, 133 Feather Edge
Loop, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward in opposition to the proposed
land use change. She said, | moved to Feather Edge in 1998 and became
president in '99. For all but five years, | have been president or on the Board of
Directors. | was there when the urclogy center went in, Crystal Lake Elementary
was built and the nursing home went in. | have seen a lot of growth and change
in our area. YWhen Feather Edge 1l went in, | was also a part of those
negotiations. In all these cases, we were told that traffic was not going to affect
their development and this was wrong. We have had more children in their
development than they have ever had before, and we have two residents that are
deaf. We have people cutting through from Rinehart Road to get to Lake Mary
Boulevard via Sun Drive everyday speeding through our development with no
regard for our children or our families. None of the residents at Feather Edge
were notified of this meeting tonight and | would like to go on record to say we
would like to be notified of future meetings. | am strongly opposed to this land
use change because, from my perspective, | see that doing high density
development at that particular juncture off Rinehart Road will only exacerbate the
problem that the residents of Feather Edge are experiencing personally, which
has been in existence since the mid-80s. | don't have a problem with keeping it
commercial, single-family, or Low Density Residential, but | have a real problem
with High Density Residential being put in there.

Debbie Robison, 100 Smathers Lane, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward
neither for or against the proposed land use change. She stated, if this gets
approved, | will look straight out my window to the two to three-story buildings.
We know that the developer has been out to the subject property doing
topographics, environmental studies, conceptual drawings to see that their
project goes forward; that tonight is just one of the steps to make it go forward.
Everybody knows that the area is going to go commercial, HDR, or whatever, but
the question is how do we go forward doing that? The zoning in the area is all
over the place. Nobody had a crystal ball 40 years ago when the State said start
giving us plans about how you are going to develop your areas. The City did the
best they couid, and they thought that the area was going to go commercial, but
keep some residential on the east side of Rinehart. We know that the corridor
study that was done 15, 20 years ago is where the City had to rethink some
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things. Even back then they knew that this side of Rinehart in this section was
going to start going to more of a High Density Residential. That was on record
15 to 18 years ago. The question is, this particular piece of property, with the
conceptual drawings already done, what does it do to the area? It has drastic,
negative impacts and would create an enclave with Smather’s Lane. We already
know what’s proposed. Siaff has had a concern of Anderson Lane being a mess;
that for 14 or 15 years it's been on their desk. This project has the potential of
going forward to the next step and not addressing the concerns that the City has
had for 15 years. When it goes forward, you possibly take our land, our 13 acres
back there, and it limits the access where we now have no access to develop it
and get a higher and a better tax use base for the City. This particular project will
impact the future of this 13 acres for the City and the tax base that it will bring in
for the City. This piece of property has been rezoned several times and has
been a thorn in the City’s side from Dick Fess’s time ali the way through. There
has been 40 years of rezoning this piece of propetty and it has never done
anything. This could go forward to the City Commission fonight recommending
approval to HDR and could be done in an absolute beautiful manner, based upon
a conceptual drawing of so many units, and then Mattamy Homes could walk
away and then a future developer comes in wanting to put apariments or Section
8 housing. The access is not there for this development. 1 know the developer
has spent a lot of money on this project thus far because | have been out there
talking to them and even shooed them off my property a couple of times. | would
suggest that if there are issues to be worked out, then possibly this item needs to
be pushed back in order to address these issues and concerns. She asked,
what does large scale mean and how 20 acres, half of it under water, can be
labeled that?

Mr. Noto replied, it was previously called the large scale process and it was
based upon acreage. When DCA went to DEO, they changed practically
everything and so when you don’t have a Small Scale Land Use Amendment,
which is tied into acreage, you have the expedited State review, which is what
this is going through. So, it's based upon the acreage of the project. He pointed
out that the heading on the Agenda is incorrect.

Ms. Robison reiterated that she is not necessarily opposed to the HDR, but was
concerned about opening it up for a lot of potential problems and requested that
the developer further meet with the residents to address the concerns, which
would be good for all.

Chairman Hawkins said, they are the landowners, and as landowners, they have
rights to develop their land according to the ordinances in the State of Florida,
City of Lake Mary and the County of Seminole. So, they have rights to develop
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this property and we're trying to guide them into how the City wants them to
develop it and develop it correcily.

Ms. Robison concluded by saying that she has resided in Lake Mary for the past
50 years and reiterated that she wasn't really opposed to the land use change
but was opposed to the negative impact that this particular land use change will
cause to the rest of the area.

Richard Fess, 106 Pine Circle Drive (south side of the lake), |.ake Mary, Florida
32746, came forward in favor of the proposed land use change. He stated, | feel
slighted. | have only been in Lake Mary for 36 years. | am involved with real
estate, development, and building. | have not filled my pockets and gone away.
Mr. Noto covered the proposal and the rest of staff was great in our pre-
development meetings. 1 represent Elevation Development, the land owners of
the property. Chairman Hawkins took the words right out of my mouth about if
you were a landowner, you would want property rights and the due process. We
are just trying to provide upscale housing for citizens and future citizens of the
City of Lake Mary. It could stay the same just like Primera and we could have
the tax collector and the tag office over there under the current zoning and you
talk about a traffic problem, you will have one then. That’s where you find out,
like staff said, this has less impact. It has no impact on Anderson Lane. There is
no proposed access on Anderson Lane, and we have even been trying to help
resolve, | think it's about a 45-year problem, of who owns what portion of
Anderson Lane. There has been anything from six property owners and we still
have at least four. | am going to Atlanta under the behest of my boss, Elevation
Development, who is selling the land to Mattamy, to try to resolve part of it. We
can do that. We’'ll be glad to. Alll want to say is, [ think staff has done a great
job. 1think that it's within the purview of your board to go forward with this.
That's all we're asking.

Randy Smathers, 845 Anderson Lane (last property on Anderson Lane), Lake
Mary, Florida 32746, came forward in opposition to the proposed land use
change “unless the whole parcel is changed together” (see his closing remark
below). He said, Anderson Lane is not, in any way shape or form, a part of this
project. It will not be accessed by this project. This project must bring its own
entrance into Rinehart Road. There was some discussion going back earlier that
was not brought forward, and | don’t think it was clarified because | was confused
in the back, but what you will be adding is another right-turn-in, right-turn-out
between Primera Boulevard and the entrance to the school. We, unfortunately,
have been dealing with that right-turn-in and right-turn-out for about 25 years
since they four-laned Rinehart Road. We came down here and pleaded to get us
a left turn in and we didn't get it. Too much traffic is what we were told; that that
left turn was needed. So, now putting another right turn in that limited space, |
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see, as being an issue. | have spent my entire career in the fire service, so | can
kind of speak as — what | am going to say — I'm going to call myself an expert
after 34 years being in fire service. My last day at work is actually Saturday.
After 34 years, I'll be retiring. But, there is another issue that has been
addressed tonight and that is he’s going to limit access into that property by just
one access. In the fire service, we can put out buildings. We can do all kind of
crazy things; we can jump across curbs, climb over walls, but what we can’t do is
transport the people. When somebody in that development has limited access in
and that roadway becomes blocked via any reason and there is an emergency or
medical issue in there, then that will be a concern for us and the fire service to be
able to get them out of that project with only one way in and one way out.
Because if it's a heart attack or a stroke, we have five to seven minutes to get to
them, react with them and get them to a medical care facility in 30 minutes to be
able to prevent further damage in the brain or the heart. Those are the two most
important things we have. You can live without a hand. You can't live without
your brain or your heart. So, that's my concern fo developing a second turn in
with limited access because Anderson Lane is not part of the project. Anderson
Lane is already beat up. It is a mess. Trust me. We have been trying for years
to get it paved. If you zoom in on that, you will see that the City actually owns
this 25’ most northern piece (Mr. Noto puts colored Future Land Use Map back
on the overhead projector). If's documented. It belongs to the City. We can'’t get
it. We want it blacktopped like the rest of the community. We can’t get it done.
We have dealt with it. We have kept it up ourselves. | had to buy a tractor 20
years ago so | could keep my own road clean to get our own fire trucks in. We
have put our own pavement in to be able to get the garbage trucks in to be able
to do all of their work. We have done all this ourselves. We have never
complained. We did not oppose the Primera project. We only asked for one
thing, a brick wall. It was given to us. We have enjoyed our life there since the
Primera project was built out until just recently, which | want to thank Gary
Schindler for working with me on, which when the Live Oak Animal Hospital
expanded, the lighting project that they put in there was tremendous and |
couldn’t sleep in my own room. It was daylight. My grass never stopped growing
at night (laughter). But, they worked very diligent with us, very quickly, and even
the owner of the Live Oak Animal Hospital — the doctor came over. We met him
and he fixed it immediately. So, the staff — Steve has called me back two or
three times - they're excellent. They're great to work with. So, those are the
couple of concerns. And the last one that | have is if you look down Rinehart
Road — Steve has actually got a great proposal if you look up there. If you look
down Rinehart Road and you take those subject properties and you put it in the
color that it needs to be — it had a yellow box around it, and you leave ours there
as commercial zone, you will see that does not exist on Rinehart — commercial.
There is not a piece of commercial enclave behind residential. All the restis
commercial, as you see across the street, Fountain Parke. All that is commercial
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in front. The residential is in the back. For some reason, this piece of property
now we're trying —saying we’re going to let it be flipped. It will be the only like
property on Rinehart Road that is like that. If we go forward with our Future Land
Use, which is commercial, we will be the only piece, as you see right there, the
only brown piece of commercial in the back that does not exist anywhere up and
down Rinehart Road. So, that's my biggest concern. We have never opposed
development of this property. We have always come forward. We have always
stood fast with the developers, and [ think tonight | got — because one of my
biggest questions is what's expedited state review, but [ guess that's just new
terminology for the process because | thought it meant do something fast, and
anytime you do something fast, I'm looking at it being kind of not good for the
community, fast-tracking, but that question was answered, so | won't beat that
up. So, my third and legitimate point is you’re going to create — if you change
that front piece to High Density Residential, you're going to create an enclave
that does not exist. If you look up and down Rinehart Road, you will not see that
anywhere else. That is a significant concern for myself. In closing, he stated that
he opposes the change of land use “unless the whole parcel is changed
together”. '

It is noted that Mr. Noto put the Location Map attached fo the Staff Report back
on the overhead projector.

Roger Smathers, 835 Anderson Lane, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward
neither in favor of nor opposed to the proposed change in land use. He said, |,
pretty much, agree with what my brother and sister have said about the property,
especially creating the commercial stuff behind the residential stuff, and our main
reason is Anderson Lane. It's been a mess. It's a disaster, and if you create that
piece up front residential, the property behind Anderson Lane, it's pretty much
useless. Until that Anderson Lane mess can be resolved, [ can’t see going
forward with the front piece because it is going to create another nightmare
behind that piece. So, 'm not necessarily against the development or any
development, but let’s not create more problems in the process. | mean, | don't
know what the hurry is. Like my sister says, table this or whatever, work out the
solutions, work with the developer, work with the landowners, get everybody
involved and get one more problem that's been a thorn in everybody’s side for
the last umpteen dozen years resolved in the process {oo. Let's not just create
another one. That's, pretty much, all I've got to say about it. Just don't want to
create anymore problems in the process and I'm tired of grading the road.

Mr. Schindler suggested that there was no reason that the property owners to the
west can’t come in united or individually and request a land use amendment from
what they have now to HDR, MDR, or whatever; that anyone may request a land

use amendment. '
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Chairman Hawkins stated, just like all these property owners did. They all got
together and sold the property and it got changed to commercial and office. So,
you're right. There is nothing to keep them from doing the same thing. | mean, it
would be my preference that all that corner have remained residential, but it
didn’t happen that way. Those property owners wanted to do something
different.

Brian Robison, 100 Smathers Lane, Lake Mary, Florida 32746, came forward
and didn't state specifically whether he was for or against the proposed land use
amendment. He just said that as soon as this Applicant gets all their okays, they
are turning around and selling it to somebody else.

Chairman Hawkins said, they could. That's their right.

Mr. Robison stated, they are. There is no could, they are. There is already a
contract. They are already starting the same thing that happened the last time.
If it does get changed, then they’ll turn it over to somebody else who may, at that
point, may or may not do anything, and then you're opened up to like what she
said, a big gamut of other people who could come in and do Section 8 or this or
that with the High Density Residential.

Chairman Hawkins stated, I'm just hoping that whatever somebody does, that
they start it and finish it without going bust, unlike the project at the other end of
Rinehart Road.

Mr. Robison said, | understand and agfee, but the Applicant now is not the one
that’s going to finish it. They're selling it.

Chairman Hawkins stated, | understand. From what Mr. Fess said; yes.

Mr. Lemon came forward again and added to his previous comments by saying, |
believe that if this gets approved, it is going to impact some City citizens
negatively financially. He evidenced this by quoting a previous comment
Commissioner Brender made at a previous City Commission meeting many
years ago when the property was going from residential to commercial to the
effect of "you know you don’t realize it tonight, Mr. Lemon, but we're actually
doing you a favor. This could have been High Density Residential”. He said,
from the comments received tonight from the neighbors across the lake, there is
a trend with this property and he took exception with Mr. Omana’s earlier
statements that this is a preliminary matter, et cetera, in that once that has been
accomplished and the recommendation has been made to make it High Density
Residential, it’s likely that it will become High Density Residential. He stated, this
is part of a 20-year downward spiral for this chunk of property in that it has gone
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from the very top of the food chain on Pine Circle Drive to love it and leave it and
the seller will leave, as has been noted, the developer may leave, but then we’ll
be stuck across the lake looking at something High Density Residential, which is
zoned that way and will affect our property values regardless of what’s been built
on it, if anything. He invited the Board to come out to Pine Circle Drive and see
what it's all about...

Chairman Hawkins interjected saying, well, Jeff, I'm going to disagree with you.
I'm going to go back to what Mr. Omana says, doing what we're doing tonight
gives them absolutely, positively no rights to develop it.

Mr. Lemon said, the High Density Residentiat will remain just like it's commercial
now. The property has gone from Low Density Residential to commercial and
now to High Density Residential. Whether or not the building is made, it will still
be zoned High Density Residential once all is said and done, and what if that
doesn’'t develop? | mean, what is it then? A mobile home park? | guess that's
all that's left.

Chairman Hawkins reiterated by saying, it is the property owners’ right to develop
the property or not develop the property. They can develop it like it is or develop
it like they want it to be, provided we make the necessary changes.

Mr. Lemon stated, but you are the folks that decide what the zoning is, and that's
what I'm opposing, is the proposed move to High Density Residential for the facts
| have stated. | would like this io stay as it is given the prior developer’s
agreement or | would love to see it A-1 again.

Chairman Hawkins said, that's water over the dam because that’s all expired.

Hearing no further public comment, Chairman Hawkins closed that portion and
entertained board discussion and/or a motion.

Member York commented that he was grateful that everyone came out tonight to
explain their concerns and that there is nobody more sensitive than him to the
consequences of adverse planning and zoning because he used to live on West
Crystal Lake right before they built the Events Center and they had a lot of issues
with noise to where eventually they had to sell their house to the City who then
bull dozed it. He assured everyone, as a long-time resident of Lake Mary, that
every precaution will be taken to project our beautiful lakes. He concluded by
saying, with that said, | do think that the owner of the property is entitled to show
that he can meet every concern and that he is entitled to develop it within reason.
Member Schofield questioned, expedited state review does not mean this is a
rush job going to a state review?

OCTOBER 14, 2014-25
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD




GO ] Sy e 2 B

N S N VS RN SR LI VS I SURR UL RN SC IR VR UL R UL I (G T NG I (S SO T O I N T S I N T S B e e i e et e
M = O WO~ R WNeEe OWYWoo I B WE ™ OO oo~ bo— OO

Mr. Noto answered, we have a certain number of days to send it to the State for
transmittal after City Commission approval. The State has X number of days —
it's somewhere between 30 and 90 days to review it, let us know they have
received it, provide us any comments. Not only does it go to the State, it goes to
a list of other agencies; DEP, Seminole County, adjacent cities, Department of
State, Department of Health, et cetera, et cetera. All of those — DOT — all of
those agencies have to provide us comments. So, the naming came into effect
when the governor was elected and they changed the DCA to the DEO. [t may
be a little bit faster, but it's not something where tomorrow we're going to go to
City Commission and make approvals to everything.

Member Schofield asked, but we, as the City of Lake Mary — this is not the fast
track...

Mr. Noto interposed responding, no. We have not sped up our process.

Mr. Schindler added, we’re not asking for any review that is different for this
property than we would for any other property or for any other City or County. It's
the same process.

Member Schofield questioned, it's just the terminology that they use is...

Mr. Noto interjected responding, it's just the terminology. We did not change any
of our code as a result to make anything quicker.

Member Schofield stated, | just wanted to make sure we, as the City, are not
fast-tracking this.

Mr. Noto said, correct.

Member Schofield asked, and just to understand and follow everything, the west
parcel started out as Agriculture (A-1), went to C-1 (General Commercial) with
Future Land Uses going from Low Density Residential to Restricted Commercial
and it's staying as Restricted Commercial?

Mr. Noto replied, that’s correct.

Member Schofield questioned, and the east piece started out as R-3 (Multiple
Family), went to Professional Office with a Future Land Use of Low Density
Residential - or Office and now it’s being requested fo go to High Density
Residential?
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Mr. Noto answered, that's correct. Also, the piece that went from LDR to RCOM,
that's also been requested to be changed to HDR.

Member Schofield asked, so, both the west and the east are being requested...

Mr. Noto interposed responding, that’s right. The delineating point is roughly
here (indicating to overhead projector) of the project we're talking about today.
These properties (indicating to overhead projector) are staying the same, but
those are not the properties referenced in the Staff Report.

Member Schofield questioned, but within the bolded subject properties, that's all
being requested to go to HDR,; correct?

Mr. Noto and Mr. Schindler both replied simultaneocusly, that’s correct.

Member Schofie[d requested Mr. Noto put up the colored Future Land Use Map
again on the overhead projector (Mr. Noto complied). He asked, and the existing
back properties again are? | just want to make sure I'm very clear on this.

Mr. Noto answered, those are Restricted Commercial. Not part of the request.
What | have circled in red there (indicating to overhead projector).

Mr. Schindler added, and please understand that if the owners of those
properties were to come in and request HDR, or a land use amendment, we
would give them the same attention as we have the owners of this property.

Chairman Hawkins further added, but somewhere in the past, all that property, all
this property, and the property to the west, all went from agricultural/residential to
commercial of some sort.

Mr. Schindler concurred. He stated, to nonresidential, either Office or Restricted
Commercial.

Chairman Hawkins commented, well, personally, 1 feel that when this property
went to Restricted Commercial and Professional Office, | guess because of the
land use and the zoning surrounding this property all the way around except for
to the south where it's R-1A or to the southeast where it's A-1 -- because | was
here when that property was changed -- and | guess | assumed that all of these
properties with the exclusion of Feather Edge — | assumed that eventually all of
this property would be some sort of commercial. | just assumed that that's the
way this would progress. But, that being said, if | had my druthers, [ would have
preferred that all of it remain residential, but everybody in here tonight has got
their property that their speaking about — their properties -- except for the people
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on Pine Circle Drive, their properties are all commercial. | mean, the Smathers
and everybody at the end of Anderson. So, me, personally, I'm opposed to this
change just for the simple fact that | would prefer that it all go back to all
residential. All of that that is not red or even what’s blue. | mean, that’s my only
basis for my opinion. I'm opposed to this land change. | just think it all ought to
go back to residential. That's my opinion. So, 'm opposed to this change.

Member Schofield questioned, just so | understand the color coordination here,
the red is currently.....

Mr. Noto responded, the dark red along Primera Boulevard is Commercial. The
pinkish red is Restricted Commercial and the blue is Office.

Mr. Schindler added, the difference between Commercial and Restricted
Commercial is the intensity of the development. Commercial would allow C-1
and C-2. Restricted Commercial would allow only C-1. Of course, it would allow
PO, the office-type uses. But, it's the intensity of the commercial development.
Member Schofield asked, and the dark brown?

Mr. Noto replied, the dark brown is High Density Residential. Right here at the
Feather Edge area (indicating to overhead projector).

Member Schofield questioned, the light brown?

Mr. Noto answered, the light brown is Medium Density Residential, which is 60
U’s an acre.

Member Schofield asked, and the white (pale yellow)?
Mr. Noto reponded, the pale yellow on the map is LDR, Low Density Residential.

Member Schofield questioned, so, currently from Feather Edge, the light blue is
Office space? That one rectangle by itself?

Mr. Noto replied, correct.

Member Schofield asked, and the light blue in the proposed area is actually
proposed to go to dark brown?

Mr. Noto answered, correct. All of the properties bordered by the darker yellow
propose to go dark brown.
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Mr. Schindler added, the light blue between Feather Edge and Pine Circle Drive
is developed as what used to be Florida Urology Associates. | see that the
building and the property is up for sale. | don't know who is in there now. The
light blue on the north side of Pine Circle Drive, that’s vacant. We did have a
proposed Site Plan come in, which was — | think it was approved but it never
developed.

Member Schofield questioned, so, essentially, the light blue above...

Mr. Schindler interjected responding, above Pine Circle Drive is vacant property.
Member Schofield asked, undeveloped?

Mr. Schindler replied, undeveloped.

Member Schofield questioned, so, that could stay as office space if it wanted to?
Mr. Schindler answered, yes.

Mr. Noto responded, right.

Member Schofield asked, they could do the same thing that is being requested
tonight and build their own high density on those two lots? They could ask for
Restricted Commercial? Basically, they can come in and request whatever they
want?

Mr. Noto responded, anybody can ask for anything ultimately.

Mr. Schindler added, but, remember one of the criteria that Steve read for High
Density Residential is to act as a buffer.- So, you have the intense commercial in
the red, then this would be High Density Residential, then it does go down to Low
Density Residential. So, you do have a step down.

Chairman Hawkins questioned, but you have a step down the way it is currently?
Mr. Schindler replied, yes, you do. Just a different kind of step down.

Member Schofield asked, so, the recommendation from staff tonight is to have it

to HDR based on the fact that it meets the solid waste, drainage, parks,
roadways and schools...
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Mr. Noto interposed answering, general compatibility with the comprehensive
plan, in a nutshell, and it's a recommendation of approval from the P&Z to City
Commission to then transmit to the State.

Member Schofield commented, well, here’'s my take on it. | agree with Dr.
Hawkins in many respects in the sense of | don't like it, but if staff is telling me it
meets the criteria, | don’t know how | can vote no without interjecting my personal
thoughts, but | would be very, very interested in the plans brought forth hereafter
to ensure the concerns of the residents that are currently there. | don’t want to
infringe on a property owner’s rights on either side. | don't like the high density at
all. I'm really struggling with it.

Mr. Noto said, it's a bit different from what we have bought to the P&Z in the past
in regards to process. Typically, we bring you the Site Plan, the subdivisions, the
rezonings where there are the strict findings of fact for compatibility of the Land
Development Code. The land use amendments, by their very nature, are tofally
different in that they are legislative and it's generally debatable.

Member Schofield commented, and maybe that’s why I'm struggling with if. Let
me ask you this: | have heard several residents tonight ask why can’t we wait.
So, | pose that question to you, Mr. Noto. Why can’t we wait till we get more
definitive information?

Mr. Noto responded, in a way, we are waiting because we are not changing the
land use tonight. We are not going to change the land use at City Commission
whenever it gets there next month or what have you. We won’t change the land
use until the State has reviewed it, until we have reviewed the Preliminary PUD
and the Final PUD and had a chance to look at all of the issues that have come
up tonight. The Preliminary PUD and the Final PUD will come before this board.

Member Schofield guestioned, the land use will not change until after the Final
PUD comes to this board?

Mr. Noto replied, that's 100 percent correct. The Final PUD is an ordinance item,
two readings in front of City Commission. So, you will be a recommending body
again and you will be reviewing the strict — like we have done in the past with the
PUDs, all the different findings of fact and will have to go to Commission.

Chairman Hawkins commented, | guess maybe | didn’t catch that or you didn't
make it clear.
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Mr. Schindler stated, well, let's make sure that we understand. There is going to
come fogether on one evening -- the second reading of the PUD or the land use
amendment is going to probably be the second reading of the Final PUD.

Member Schofield asked, if in the event that the Fihal PUD reading comes before
everybody and it gets denied, then the request for the HDR reverts back to what
it originally started at?

Mr. Noto answered, not necessarily. The PUD has one action. The land use has
another action. However, the land use cannot be changed without the PUD
because HDR is not compatible with C-1 zoning or with Office (PO).

Member Schofield questioned, if the Final PUD gets denied, then it can’'t be
HDR?

Mr. Noto responded, bingo.

Member Schofield asked, that means it would revert back to whatever it was prior
to that request.

Mr. Noto replied, yes.

Chairman Hawkins guestioned, so, these people are going to, in effect, get what
they are requesting?

Mr. Noto answered, yes.

Member Schofield commented, | hope that line of questioning makes it easier for
everybody to understand. With that said, | think 'm now in favor of voting for this
tonight knowing that there are fail-safes in place for later and I'm not infringing on
the property owners’ rights currently on either side.

Chairman Hawkins commented, | would agree.
MOTION:

Member Schofield moved to recommend approval to the City Commission
the request by Mattamy Homes/Jim Leiferman regarding an expedited state
review comprehensive plan amendment to the City’s Comprehensive Plan
revising the Future Land Use (FLU) designation from OFF (Office) and RCOM
(Restricted Commercial) to HDR (High Density Residential) for a +/- 19.79
acres of property located at the southwest corner of Anderson Lane and
Rinehart Road (Lake Emma Townhomes), Lake Mary, Florida, consistent with
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staffs Recommendation listed in the Staff Report. Member York seconded
the motion, which carried unanimously 3-0.

Mr. Omana announced this item will tentatively move forward to the City
Commissicn's November cycle.

Chairman Hawkins thanked all in the audience for their attendance in this matter
and encouraged them to fill in the sign-in sheet in the back of the chambers in order
to be kept abreast of this matter. He also assured the citizens/public that the City
wili give its best effort when it comes to PUD stage.

Member Schofield seconded Chairman Hawkins’ encouragement.

Chairman Hawkins commented that he was glad the public was active in this.

OCTOBER 14, 2014-32
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD




LEGISLATIVE SIGN-IN SHEET
JOfIL 2014
PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD MEETING -
(please print)

THOSE SIGNING WILL RECEIVE A COURTESY COPY INFORMATION
STATEMENT CONCERNING PUBLICATIONS OF DCA’S NOTICE OF INTENT.

Name /61//6&\ Z/)é},@.w% Phone No._ #27- &8 [~DI4O

Addtess_) B3 PERIREML Eral. Loy - Lid (VWi 32756
ltem of Interest LA Kae fhierion. st 5V Lps |
Name AUl St phoneNo. A7 7085 //
Address 135 Feattoe =d e, Lc/czf’

ftem of Inerest =& & ge Av\méi@»«/% o Ledee Emm o
Name_|ES€ P ?bfuu’\* \<.1 Phone No. %o CH&# A o

Address [ P inaa . O rl O U Moy # 3‘9\7\“{
ltom of Interest LINADS e Rpend prant Late Emm P
Name m ot YOS phone o L) o qeus
pacress | U D1 (Rl [DIfe, Liem A, o 214
ltem of Interest ‘,—\r\@{:\‘ ’D‘E‘Ng\/’m LAN Y W S@"CC’WVGE

Name d@«‘éﬁ@annﬁl L &Y\ON_ Phone No. U@? 235064 Y
address. Lo Prae Cirae Da bade Moy Fr 38746
ltem of Interest [ond Uge <escnatt on Lﬂ\Lfl Enmuma
—— \( £ mem/\ phone No. 52! Ul D /(0]

aadress 1\ V1€ CIRCLE DRIVE 374 Y

ltem of Interest AN D UJE Q01 LUOD




. LEGISLATIVE SIGN-IN SHEET
10 14 , 2014
P+ Z MEETING
(please print)

NamQu:\_,\f\ﬁQ«ul ey TESZ Phone No. 407 3424850
Address_] O [ ?uué“ Oy gale Do Lie Py, BT 3 27%
ltem of Interest @/&‘P{m Ad e Ojﬁ’(‘ﬁd ﬁumlww
Name  ASTTRA o) e Ve prone No, 457~ 6F 70540
Address ! 22 FEATHL@ Lazbe (£~ LA /AT 32704,
ltom of Interest LANES GLEE Morgiomnerst gy (K, Ervtandx
Name Qmo}ér = vJe,mL% Sneched Phone No. 40 1-b1 4 - IS 2
Address €35 Andeson Lone | lake (‘/\o\ru\ 34y
ltem of Interest Lonel W Mpend penk an LY € pamon
Name \/lKl Roveid don Phone No._ 40 92Y 2378
address_ 11O Pingaicde Drwe

ltem of Interest [P 0. (45¢  Amtwenp/ens  Andyson / %f&[w/f‘
Name ° A/Q/ﬂ/&c/ L;M//ZL Phone No. %4 2-333 0’79@
Address_/ Q.ﬂ Snafhere  tahe Léﬂmb{ £

tem of Interest___ Aand wse  Ammendment Riwhan N ES
Name'gz/{r‘a/ Lobi s . Phone No.__ Z07. 7c2- /84r
Address /U SpANpagy (Ao (Auwe s g

ltem of Interest_A?)  ré  fgNtos st




MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 18, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

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

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 954 - Utility and Sidewalk Easement Agreement for Lot 5
of Washington Estates (Steve Noto, Sr. Planner)

BACKGROUND In 2012, Mr. Allan Goldberg acquired multiple undeveloped lots
within the Washington Estates subdivision. Upon constructing the lots, it was found that
the physical location of the Rolex Point right-of-way encroached onto multiple lots. As a
result, staff has been working with multiple property owners to obtain easements for
maintenance on the affected lots. The easement for Lot 5, owned by James and
Jacqueline Snook, will grant the City the ability to install, maintain, repair, and replace
the utilities and sidewalk within Rolex Point. This is the second of three total easements
that will be reviewed.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of Resolution No. 954.

ATTACHMENTS:
'] Resolution No. 954
01 Utility and Sidewalk Easement Agreement (Attached as Exhibit “A” to Resolution)



RESOLUTION NO. 954
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA,
APPROVING A UTILITY AND SIDEWALK EASEMENT
AGREEMENT FOR LOT 5 OF THE WASHINGTON ESTATES
SUBDIVISION; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, James and Jacqueline Snook, Owners of Lot 5 of Washington
Estates, have developed said Lot in accordance with the City of Lake Mary Land
Development Code; and
WHEREAS, It has been discovered that some of the utilities and sidewalks
within the Rolex Point right-of-way encroach upon Lot 5, and
WHEREAS, The City requires the ability to install, maintain, repair, and
replace said utilities and sidewalks; and
WHEREAS, The Owner has agreed to grant the City a 10 foot easement for
the purposes of installation, maintenance, repair, and replacement of sidewalks, and
utilities within the Rolex Point right-of-way.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Mayor and City
Commission of the City of Lake Mary, Florida:
1. Approve the “Utility and Sidewalk Easement Agreement”, included as EXHIBIT “A”.
2. EFFECTIVE DATE: This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage

and adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18day of December, 2014.

CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA

MAYOR, DAVID J. MEALOR



ATTEST:

CITY CLERK, CAROL A. FOSTER

Approved as to form and legality for use
and reliance upon by the City of Lake
Mary, Florida.

CATHERINE REISCHMANN, CITY ATTORNEY



EXHIBIT “A”

THIS INSTRUMENT PREPARED
BY:

Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

City of Lake Mary

911 Wallace Court

Lake Mary, FL 32746

RETURN TO:

Carol A. Foster

City of Lake Mary

P.O. Box 958445

Lake Mary, FL 32795-8445

UTILITY AND SIDEWALK EASEMENT AGREEMENT

THIS UTILITY AND SIDEWALK EASEMENT AGREEMENT (this
"Agreement" or “Easement”) is made and entered into as of the 14" day of August, 2014,
by and between JAMES SNOOK and JACQUELINE SNOOK, husband and wife, whose
address is 185 Rolex Point, Lake Mary, FL. 32746 (hereinafter collectively referred to as
"Owners"), and the CITY OF LAKE MARY, a municipal corporation organized and
.. existing under the laws of the State of Florida ("City"), whose address is P.O. Box 958445,

Lake Mary, FL. 32795-8445.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS,.Owners own Lot 5, Washington Estates, according to the Plat thereof
as recorded in Plat Book 73, Pages 6 and 7, of the Public Records of Seminole County,
Florida (the “Lot”), and

WHEREAS, City has requested that Owners grant to the City an Easement over the
front 10 feet of the Lot (the "Easement Property"”, EXHIBIT “A”) to install, maintain,
repair and replace City improvements within the Easement Property (the "City’s
Improvements'); and

WHEREAS, Owners have agreed to grant to City this Easement to allow City to
install, maintain, repair and replace the City’s Improvements; and

WHEREAS, Owners hereby retain and reserve unto themselves, their successors and
assigns the right to use the Basement Property for the purposes of installing, maintaining,
repairing and replacing landscaping, lighting, driveways, mailboxes and other
improvements (the “Owner’s Improvements”) that do not unreasonably interfere with
City’s use of the Easement Property on the terms and conditions set forth herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises hereof, of the sum of
Ten and no/100ths Dollars ($10.00) paid by each to the other and for other good and




valuable considerations, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged,
Owners and City hereby agree as follows:

1, Recitals. The recitals set forth above are true and correct and are incorporated
herein by this reference.

2, Easement to City. Owners hereby grant and convey to City a perpetual,
non-exclusive easement in, under, through and across the Easement Property for purposes
of constructing and maintaining the City’s Improvements, together with the right, privilege
and authority to construct, locate, lay, maintain, operate, inspect, repair, remove, replace
and rebuild the City’s Improvements on, through, across or under the Easement Property.
This Easement is strictly limited to the extent reasonably necessary for the purposes stated
herein and may not be expanded except as may be permitted by Owners by amendment of
this Agreement,

3. Owners’ Reservations. Notwithstanding anything contained herein to the
contrary, Owners hereby retain and reserve for itself, their successors and assigns, the right
to utilize the Easement Property for the purposes of constructing, maintaining, repairing
and replacing the Owners’ Improvements and all activities incidental and related thereto.
City understands and acknowledges the above reservations.

4, City’s Rights. The rights herein granted to City by Owners specifically
include: (a) the right to cut, clear and remove from the Lot, any trees, limbs, undergrowth or
other physical objects or obstructions which, in the judgment of City, may endanger or
interfere with the safe and efficient installation, use, operation or maintenance of City’s
Improvements; (b) the reasonable right of ingress and egress to, over and under the Lots for
the purpose of exercising the rights herein granted; and (c) the right to do anything
necessary, useful or convenient for the full enjoyment of the rights herein granted.

5. City’s Termination. If this easement is terminated, all rights and privileges
hereunder shall cease and the casement privileges and rights herein granted shall revert to
Owners,

6, Owners’ Covenants. Owners covenant that, to the best of their knowledge,
they are the owners in fee simple of the Lot, and that Owners have the right to grant the
approvals, privileges and easements stated herein. Owners covenant not to interfere with the
City’s Improvements (subject to the rights reserved to Owners in this Agreement). The
Property is encumbered by a mortgage but there are ne other matters which would prohibit
the use of the Easement Property for the purposes contemplated herein. Mortgagees will
provide a subordination and consent to this Agreement which will be recorded upon the
public records of Seminole County, Florida.




7. Indemnification. To the extent permitted by law, and subject o the
monetary limits and liability caps in F.S. 768.28, and to the extent of the City’s insurance
proceeds, City shall indemnify, release and hold harmless Owners, their successors and
assigns from and against all claims, damages, losses and expenses (including, without
limitation, all costs and reasonable attorney's fees including on appeal), arising out of or
resulting from this Agreement, construction, installation, operation, use, repair, replacement
or maintenance of the City’s Improvements, or which are caused in whole or in part,
directly or indirectly, by City. Nothing herein waives the City’s rights of sovereign
immunity. The City shall not be liable for non-governmental agents’ actions.

8. Defaults. Failure by ecither party to comply with or perform any of the
terms, conditions, covenants, agreements or obligations contained in this Agreement to be
performed by each of them respectively, shall constitute a default under this Agreement,
and (i) if such default is not cured or remedied within thirty (30) days after the non-
defaulting party provides written notice to the defaulting party specifying with particularity
the nature of such default, or (ii) if such default cannot be reasonably cured or remedied
within such thirty (30) day period, the defaulting party fails to commence to cure or remedy
the default within such thirty (30) day period and thereafter fails to diligently and
expeditiously pursue such cure or remedy, the non-defaulting party, in its sole discretion,
shall be entitled to exercise any and all rights and remedies available to it under this
Agreement, at law and in equity.

9. Litigation and Attorneys' Fees. In the event of any litigation between the
parties regarding this Agreement, the losing party shall promptly pay the prevailing party’s
reasonable attorneys’ fees and expenses and costs of litigation.

10.  Binding Effect. The Easement herein granted by Owners shall run in favor
of City. The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall run with the title to (i) the Lot,
and (ii) the Easement Property and all covenants, terms, provisions and conditions herein
contained shall inure to and be binding upon the heirs and/or legal representatives,
successors and assigns of the parties hereto. Following the transfer of a Lot, the term
Owner shall refer to the then current holder of fee simple title to the Lot and all prior
Owners and holders of fee simple title to such Lot shall automatically, without the need for
further action, be released from any and all obligations under this Agreement

11.  Notices. Any notices required or permitted under this Agreement, and
copies thereof, shall be addressed to Owner and City at the following addresses, or at such
other addresses designated in writing by the party to receive notice:

City: City of Lake Mary
Attn: City Manager
P.O. Box 958445
Lake Mary, FI, 32795-8445




Owner: James Snook and Jacqueline Snook
185 Rolex Point
Lake Mary, FL. 32746

Notices shall be either: (i) personally delivered (including delivery by Federal
Express or other overnight courier service) to the addresses set forth above, in which case
they shall be deemed delivered on the date of delivery; or (ii} sent by certified mail, return
receipt requested, in which case they shall be deemed delivered on the date shown on the
receipt unless delivery is refused or intentionally delayed by the addressee, in which event
they shall be deemed delivered on the date of deposit in the U.S. Mail. Any Owner may
designate substitute addressee/address for notice by giving notice to City in accordance with
this Section 1.

12. Amendment. This Agreement may not be terminated, modified or amended
except by an instrument in writing signed by each of the parties.

13.  Effective Date. This Agreement shall become effective on the date of full
and complete execution by all parties hereto.

[SIGNATURES APPEAR ON NEXT PAGE]




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Owners and City have executed this Agreement in
manner and form sufficient to bind them as of the day and year first written above.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence of:

WITNESS & Z

g I

Print Name: &‘VKCM N%

Print Name SH—P MV\

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF y.NO

Jimes Snook

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this ]H day of

Mu&\— , 2014, by and James Snook and Jac
knowh to me or who have produced

ueline Snook who are personally

CDivee Lic . as identification.

NOTARY PUBL)C
Name: . -

Serial No.
My Commission Expires:

e scoarmn
o% ; DAGMARIE SEGAHRA

) _| : Notary Pybiie - State of Florida

}‘» ‘L & My Comm, Expires Aug 8, 2015
TS Comrmssmn # EE 223670




CITY OF LAKE MARY

ATTEST:
By:
, City Clerk ~ Mayor:
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
LEGALITY
for the use and reliance of the
City of Lake Mary, Florida only.
City Attorney
, 2014
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF SEMINOLE
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
, 2014, by David J. Mealor, Mayor of the City of Lake Mary, Florida,
who is personally known to me or who has produced as
identification.
NOTARY PUBLIC
Name:
Serial No.

My Commisston Expires:




ATTACHMENT “A”
Lot5
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 18, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

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

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 955 - Utility Easement Agreement for Lot 2 of Washington
Estates (Steve Noto, Sr. Planner)

BACKGROUND: In 2012, Mr. Allan Goldberg acquired multiple undeveloped lots
within the Washington Estates subdivision. Upon constructing the lots, it was found that
the physical location of the Rolex Point right-of-way encroached onto multiple lots. As a
result, staff has been working with multiple property owners to obtain easements for
maintenance on the affected lots. The easement for Lot 2, owned by Lance and Jennifer
Earl, will grant the City the ability to install, maintain, repair, and replace the utilities
within Rolex Point. This is the final easement of the three Lots impacted by these
issues.

RECOMMENDATION: Staff recommends approval of Resolution No. 955.

ATTACHMENTS:
"1 Resolution No. 955
01 Utility and Sidewalk Easement Agreement (Attached as Exhibit “A” to Resolution)



RESOLUTION NO. 955
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA,
APPROVING A UTILITY EASEMENT AGREEMENT FOR LOT 2
OF THE WASHINGTON ESTATES SUBDIVISION; PROVIDING
FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.
WHEREAS, Lance and Jennifer Earl, Owners of Lot 2 of Washington
Estates, have developed said Lot in accordance with the City of Lake Mary Land
Development Code; and
WHEREAS, It has been discovered that some of the utilities within the Rolex
Point right-of-way encroaches upon Lot 2; and
WHEREAS, The City requires the ability to install, maintain, repair, and
replace said utilities; and
WHEREAS, The Owner has agreed to grant the City a 10 foot easement for
the purposes of installation, maintenance, repair, and replacement of utilities within the
Rolex Point right-of-way.
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Mayor and City
Commission of the City of Lake Mary, Florida:
1. Approve the “Utility Easement Agreement”, included as EXHIBIT “A”.
2. EFFECTIVE DATE: This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon passage

and adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18day of December, 2014.

CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA

MAYOR, DAVID J. MEALOR



ATTEST:

CITY CLERK, CAROL A. FOSTER

Approved as to form and legality for use
and reliance upon by the City of Lake
Mary, Florida.

CATHERINE REISCHMANN, CITY ATTORNEY



EXHIBIT “A”

THIS INSTRUMENT PREPARED
BY:

Stephen Noto, Senior Planner

City of Lake Mary

911 Wallace Court

Lake Mary, FL 32746

RETURN TO:

Carol A. Foster

City of Lake Mary

P.O. Box 958445

Lake Mary, FL 32795-8445

UTILITY EASEMENT AGREEMENT

THIS UTILITY EASEMENT AGREEMENT (this "Agreement") is made and
entered into as of the 19® day of August, 2014, by and between LANCE J. EARL and
JENNIFER R. EARL, husband and wife, whose address is 180 Rolex Point, Lake Mary,
FL. 32746 (hereinafter collectively referred to as "Owners"), and the CITY OF LAKE
MARY, a municipal corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of
Florida ("City"), whose address is P.O. Box 958445, Lake Mary, FL. 32795-8445.

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Owners own Lot 2, Washington Estates, according to the Plat thereof
as recorded in Plat Book 73, Pages 6 and 7, of the Public Records of Seminole County,
Florida (the “Lot™), and

WHEREAS, in connection with the construction of homes within Washington
Estates, it has been discovered that the right of way of Rolex Point encroaches upon the Lot;
and ‘

WHEREAS, City has requested that Owners grant to the City an casement over the
front 10 feet of the Lot (the "Utility Easement Property”, ATTACHMENT “A”) to
install, maintain, repair and replace City Utilities within the Utility Easement Property (the
"City’s Improvements'); and

WHEREAS, Owners has agreed to grant to City the Utility Easement Property to
allow City to install, maintain, repair and replace the City’s Improvements; and

WHEREAS, Owners hereby retain and reserve unto themselves, their successor and
assigns the right to use the Utility Easement Property for the purposes of installing,
maintaining, repairing and replacing landscaping, lighting, driveways, mailboxes and other
improvements that do not unreasonably interfere with City’s use of the Utility Easement
Property (the “Owner’s Improvements™) on the terms and conditions set forth herein,




NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises hereof, of the sum of
Ten and no/100ths Dollars ($10.00) paid by each to the other and for other good and
valuable considerations, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged,
Owners and City hereby agree as follows:

1. Recitals. The recitals set forth above are true and correct and are incorporated
herein by this reference.

2. Easement to City. Owners hereby grant and convey to City a perpetual,
non-exclusive easement in, under, through and across the Utility Easement Property for
purposes of constructing and maintaining the City’s Improvements together with the right,
privilege and authority to construct, locate, lay, maintain, operate, inspect, repair, remove,
replace and rebuild the City’s Improvements on, through, across and/or under the Utility
Easement Property. This Easement is strictly limited to the extent reasonably necessary for
the purposes stated herein and may not be expanded except as may be permitted by Owners
by amendment of this Agreement.

3. Owners’ Reservations. Notwithstanding anything contained herein to the
contrary, Owners hereby retain and reserve for itself, their successors and assigns the right
to utilize the Utility Easement Property for the purposes of constructing, maintaining,
repairing and replacing the Owners’ Improvements and all activities incidental and related
thereto. City understands and acknowledges the above reservations.

4. City’s Rights. The rights herein granted to City by Owners specifically
include: (a) the right to cut, clear and remove from the Lot, any trees, limbs, undergrowth or
other physical objects or obstructions which, in the judgment of City, may endanger or
interfere with the safe and efficient installation, use, operation or maintenance of City’s
Improvements; (b) the reasonable right of ingress and egress to, over and under the Lots for
the purpose of exercising the rights herein granted; and (c) the right to do anything
necessary, useful or convenient for the full enjoyment of the rights herein granted.

5. City’s Abandonment. If this easement is vacated or terminated, all rights
and privileges hereunder shall cease and the easement privileges and rights herein granted
shall revert to Owners.

6. Owners’ Covenants. Owners covenant that, to the best of their knowledge,
they are the owners in fee simple of the Lot, and that Owners have the right to grant the
approvals, privileges and easements stated herein. Owners covenant not to interfere with the
City’s Improvements (subject to the rights reserved to Owners in this Agreement). The
Property is encumbered by a morigage but there are no other matters which would prohibit
the use of the Utility Easement Property for the purposes contemplated herein. Mortgagees
will provide a subordination and consent to this Agreement which will be recorded upon the
public records of Seminole County, Florida.




7. Indemnification. To the extent permitted by law, and subject to the
monetary limits and liability caps in F.S. 768.28, City shall indemnify, release and hold
harmless Owners, their successors and assigns from and against all claims, damages, losses
and expenses (including, without limitation, all costs and reasonable attorney's fees
including on appeal), arising out of or resulting from this Agreement, construction,
installation, operation, use, repair, replacement or maintenance of the City’s Improvements,
or which are caused in whole or in part, directly or indirectly, by City. Nothing herein
waives the City’s rights of sovereign immunity. Nothing herein waives the City’s rights of
sovereign immunity. '

8. Defaults, Failure by either party to comply with or perform any of the
terms, conditions, covenants, agreements or obligations contained in this Agreement to be
performed by each of them respectively, shall constitute a default under this Agreement,
and (i) if such default is not cured or remedied within thirty (30} days after the non-
defaulting party provides written notice to the defaulting party specifying with particularity
the nature of such defauli, or (ii) if such default cannot be reasonably cured or remedied
within such thirty (30) day period, the defaulting party fails to commence to cure or remedy
the default within such thirty (30) day period and thereafter fails to diligently and
expeditiously pursue such cure or remedy, the non-defaulting party, in its sole discretion,
shall be entitled to exercise any and all rights and remedies available to it under this
Agreement, at law and in equity.

9. Litigation and Attorneys' Fees. In the event of any litigation between the
parties regarding this Agreement, the losing party shall promptly pay the prevailing party’s
reasonable attorneys’ fees and expenses and costs of litigation.

16.  Binding Effect. The casement herein granted by Owners shall run in favor
of City. The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall run with the title to (i) the Lot,
and (ii) the Easement Property and all covenants, terms, provisions and conditions herein
contained shall inure to and be binding upon the heirs and/or legal representatives,
successors and assigns of the parties hereto. Following the transfer of a Lot, the term
Owner shall refer to the then current holder of fee simple title to the Lot and all prior
Owners and holders of fee simple title to such Lot shall automatically, without the need for
further action, be released from any and all obligations under this Agreement

11.  Notices. Any notices required or permitied under this Agreement, and
copies thereof, shall be addressed to Owner and City at the following addresses, or at such
other addresses designated in writing by the party to receive notice:

City: City of Lake Mary
Attn: City Manager
P.O. Box 958445
Lake Mary, FI. 32795-8445




Owner: Lance J. Earl and Jennifer R. Earl
180 Rolex Point
Lake Mary, FL. 32746

With a copy to: Edward G. Milgrim, Esq.
The Law Office of Edward G. Milgrim, P.A.
1155 Louisiana Avenue, Suite 200
Winter Park, FL, 32789

Notices shall be either: (i) personally delivered (including delivery by Federal
Express or other overnight courier service) to the addresses set forth above, in which case
they shall be deemed delivered on the date of delivery; or (ii) sent by certified mail, return
receipt requested, in which case they shall be deemed delivered on the date shown on the
receipt unless delivery is refused or intentionally delayed by the addressee, in which event
they shall be deemed delivered on the date of deposit in the U.S. Mail. Any Owner may
designate substitute addressee/address for notice by giving notice to City in accordance
with this Section 12.

12. Amendment, This Agreement may not be terminated, modified or amended
except by an instrument in writing signed by each of the parties.

13.  Effective Date. This Agreement shall become effective on the date of full
and complete execution by all parties hereto.

[SIGNATURES APPEAR ON NEXT PAGE]




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Owners and City have executed this and Utility
Easement Agreement in manner and form sufficient to bind them as of the day and year
first written above.

Signed, sealed and delivered
in the presence of:

WITNESSES: B ,

Print Name: Wx LanceJ. Earl

}\t\iﬁ%%@ﬁK\\

~

Print Name? > Jennifer R. Earl
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF Soanveanc
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this \#4\ day of
Q\\)u\ui—:’( , 2014, by and Lance J. Earl and Jennifer R. Earl who areﬁﬁfé“dnally b
known to-me or who have produced as identrfrcation.

A
NOTARY PUBLIC ()
Name: Medtmmon Tl an
Serial No. —

My Commission Expires: {2, o—\%"

\.o;:‘-‘l"-'l{.';a,,, MELISSA FLEMING
£ %% Commission # FF 1318374
5,% @:55 My Commission Expires
Gy April 30, 2018 a




CITY OF LAKE MARY

ATTEST:
By:
, City Clerk  Mayor:
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND
LEGALITY
for the use and reliance of the
City of Lake Mary, Florida only.
City Attomey
, 2014
STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF SEMINOLE
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of
, 2014, by David J. Mealor, Mayor of the City of Lake Mary, Florida,
who is personally known to me or who has produced as
identification. -
NOTARY PUBLIC
Name:
Serial No.

My Commission Expires:




ATTACHMENT “A”
Tot2
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MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 18, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Wanda Broadway, Human Resources Manager
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 956 - Pay Plan Update (Jackie Sova, City Manager)

The attached salary survey information and recommended pay plan adjustments are
presented for your consideration. Our FY ’15 budget allocated $150,000 for these updates.

This information and recommendations were compiled by Human Resources and
are accurate as possible with the understanding that duties by title may be somewhat
different from city to city. Some averages continue to jump in part due to scheduled
increases in labor contracts of various agencies, and some catch up by other cities after the
economic downturn. In summary, the recommendations include an adjustment of all pay
ranges by 1% to minimum and maximum of the current pay range, and 2% for sworn police
officers and firefighters. It also provides for the following:

1. Employees would receive increases if necessary to bring them to the new pay
range minimum
2. Sworn police officers, firefighters, lieutenants and battalion chief positions within
the pay plan receive a 2% pay plan adjustment
Pay grades 37 — 41 receive an end range adjustment of 2%
Pay grades 42 — 44 receive a minimum and maximum adjustment of 2%
Title changes were made to the following positions:
a. Staff Assistant to Senior Staff Assistant - Police Services
b. Senior Staff Assistant to Administrative Assistant — Public Works
c. Senior Planner to Deputy City Planner — Community Development
6. Reclassifications were made to the following positions:
a. Pay Grade 10 had to have minimum range moved to $8.05 to comply with
Florida’s Minimum Wage law.
b. Special Events Assistant, PG 19 to PG 20
c. Facilities Maintenance Technician |, PG 22 to PG 23
d. Lead Recreation Assistant, PG 22 to PG 23

ok w



e. Permit/Building Specialist, PG 22 to PG 23

f. Senior Records Specialist, PG 23 to PG 24

g. Community Service Officer, PG 23 to PG 24

h. Property/Evidence Control Specialist, PG 25 to PG 26
i. Permit/Zoning Coordinator, PG 26 to PG 27

j- Facilities Maintenance Technician Il, PG 26 to PG 27
k. Grounds Maintenance Crew Leader, PG 26 to PG 27
[.  Senior Administrative Assistant, PG 26 to PG 27

m. Accreditation Coordinator, PG 26 to PG 29

n. Electrician, PG 28 to PG 29

0. Recreation Chief, PG E28 to PG E30

p. Lead Water Treatment Plant Operator, PG 30 to PG 31
g. Administrative Assistant to the City Manager, PG 30 to PG 31
r. Deputy City Clerk, PG 30 to PG 31

s. Fleet Crew Leader, PG 30 to PG 31

t. Parks and Facilities Supervisor, PG 30 to PG 31

u. Support Services Supervisor, PG E33 to PG E34

v. Information Systems Coordinator, PG E34 to PG E35
w. Fire Marshal, PG E35 to PG E36

x. Stormwater/Professional Engineer, PG E38 to E39

y. Building Official, PG E39 to PG E40

z. Fire Lieutenant. PG 132 to PG 133

aa. Fire Battalion Chief, PG E136 to PG E138

The cost to implement these Pay Plan changes total $150,445.00, effective 1/3/2015.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City Commission accept these recommendations and adopt Resolution #956
effective January 3, 2015.



RESOLUTION NO. 956
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA, AMENDING

THE PAY AND CLASSIFICATION PLAN FOR EMPLOYEES OF THE CITY

OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA; PROVIDING FOR AMENDMENT AND
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Mary, Florida, desires to revise its Pay and
Classification plan for employees of the City of Lake Mary, Florida; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lake Mary, Florida considers the revision to the Pay
and Classification Plan for the employees to be necessary in order to attract qualified
persons for employment positions within the City of Lake Mary and to retain employees
presently filling positions within the City of Lake Mary.

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

1. The attached Pay and Classification Plan is hereby adopted.

2. The Pay and Classification Plan may be amended from time to time

by Resolution.
3. This Resolution shall take effect January 3, 2015.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 18th day of December 2014.

CITY OF LAKE MARY, FLORIDA

MAYOR, DAVID J. MEALOR
ATTEST:

CITY CLERK, CAROL A. FOSTER












MEMORANDUM

DATE: December 18, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission
FROM: Carol Foster, City Clerk
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Appointments/Reappointments to Advisory Boards

The terms of the following board members expire at the end of December. Everyone is
interested in serving another term, except for Jim Thompson on the Historical
Commission. Additionally, there are vacant seats on the Historical Commission and
Parks and Recreation Board which need to be filled.

ELDER AFFAIRS COMMISSION - 3 YEAR TERMS : Melvin Cohen, Michael Bley, Jan
Dennan.

HISTORICAL COMMISSION - 3 YEAR TERMS : Jim Thompson ( NO), Jan Jernigan,
Vacant Seat.

The Historical Commission has several vacant seats at this time and in fact does not
have a quorum to make recommendations for new appointments. Therefore, Bryan
Nipe, Parks and Recreation Director, is recommending that you appoint Mark Fojo and
Sue Warren to vacant seats for a 3-year term. Their Board Appointment Information
Forms indicating their desire to serve are attached.

PARKS & RECREATION - 2 YEAR TERMS : Thomas Lackey, Lynette Swinski, James
Buck.

There is also a vacant seat on this board due to a resignation. Michael Gaudio
submitted a Board Appointment Information Form indicating his desire to serve. The
Parks and Recreation Director spoke with him and is recommending that he be
appointed to fill the unexpired term which ends December 31, 2015. A copy of his form
is attached.

PLANNING & ZONING BOARD - 3 YEAR TERMS: Joe Schofield, Robert Hawkins.



FIRE AND POLICE PENSION BOARDS -2 YEAR TERMS : Jeff Koltun and Louis
DiPaolo, who are the fifth members on the Fire Pension and Police Pension Boards
respectively, were re-elected by their other board members. In accordance with State
Statutes the City Commission, as a ministerial duty, shall reappoint them.

RECOMMENDATION:

The Commission make annual reappointments and as a ministerial duty, reappoint Jeff
Koltun and Louis DiPaolo to their pension board.

Additionally, you appoint new members Mark Fojo and Sue Warren to the Historical
Commission for a three-year term and Michael Gaudio to the Parks and Recreation
Advisory Board to serve until December 31, 2015.



CITY OF LAKE MARY

RECEIVED BOARD APPOINTMENT INFORMATION FORM
(please print)
SEPH 1 HAME._MAK gp HOME PHONE:_ 407 - 50— 9824
2.  HOME ADDRESS: 2%
CITY CLERK'S § DRESS:
c"§ e A NS brONE T F e
BUSINESS ADDRESS:_4 767 New plae ST. BAywi PK dee B %281
5 BRIEF RESUME OF EDUCATION AND EXPERIENCE: 2. SC. /&7 _Coxs 57 £ CT1I~/,
L ITTT MArACEMENT. p
6.  ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER? 7 YE __ NO
7.  ARE YOU A RESIDENT OF THE CITY? YES v _ NO
8. DO YOU OWN PROPERTY IN THE CITY? YES_ v _ NO__ _
9. DO YOU HOLD A PUBLIC OFFICE? YES NO A _
10.  ARE YOU EMPLOYED BY THE CITY? YES NO__ V"
11.  HAVE YOU BEEN CONVICTED OF A MISDEMEANOR OR FELONY,
EXCLUDING CIVIL TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS? YES NO v~

(IF YES, PLEASE PROVIDE INFORMATION-USE SEPARATE SHEET. NOTE: DUPS
and revoked licenses are NOT “civil traffic infractions” and must be repo. )
12.  HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY SERVED ON A CITY BOARD? YES NO
If yes, which one(s)?
13. PLEASE CHECK THE BOARD(S) YOU ARE INTERESTED IN SERVING ON:

CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD" MUST BE A RESIDENT OF LAKE MARY
ELDER AFFAIRS COMMISSION UP TO 3 MEMBERS MAY BE RESIDENTS OF UNINCORPORATED Lake

Mary
____FIREFIGHTER'S PENSION (Trustees)* 2 MEMBERS ARE ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE PLAN.
THE COMMISSION APPOINTS 2 RESIDENTS OF LAKE MARY AND THE 4 MEMBERS ELECT A 5TH MEMBER
WHO IS NOT REQUIRED TO RESIDE IN LAKE MARY
V__HISTORICAL COMMISSION NO RESIDENCY REQUIREMENT
—_PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD MUST BE A QUALIFIED ELECTOR OF LAKE MARY
___PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD* MUST BE A QUALIFIED ELECTOR OF LAKE MARY
____POLICE PENSION (Trustees)* 2 MEMBERS ARE ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE PLAN. THE
COMMISSION APPOINTS 2 RESIDENTS OF LAKE MARY AND THE 4 MEMBERS ELECT A 6TH MEMBER
WHO IS NOT REQUIRED TO RESIDE IN LAKE MARY
*REQUIRES FILING FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE FORM IF APPOINTED.

14, What qualifications would you bring to this Board(s) if appointed?_ A~ KECEN /ATERES]
W ST Ry 4 4 PEEP ApprecpTlon GF THE ST
i 749 5(4#-5//\/4)' 9 [EOPLE . TELHAUAT  kerwey /D6

Punuant to City Code, service on City boards is at the pleasure of the City Commission. Board
members may be removed with or without cause upon motion and majority vote of the City
Commission. Applicant, by his/her signature below, waives any right under F.S. Section 112.501
to removal for cause and a hearing before removal.

SIGNATURE: §

DATE:
All Boards must function in accordance with Florida Laws regarding GOVERRKNMENT IM THE SUNSHINE.
Return completed form to: City of Lake Mary, P. O. Box 958445, Lake Mary, FL 32795-8445, or drop it off at City
Hall, 100 N. Country Club Road (entrance on Lakeview Avenue). If you submitted a form within the past year and
still desire to be considered for an appointment, please call the City Clerk’'s Office at 407-585-1423.

Revised 3/4/14



CITY OF LAKE MARY
BOARD APPOINTMENT INFORMATION FORM

(pleasa print)

1. NaME_Sy e (f)arren HOME PHONE; 207 - 3% — 2847
2 HOME ADDRESS: 190 QOakland thills Cv #H oy -lak. Ma»:j

E-MAIL ADDRESS: Sue loQry®) ¢ £L -RPR, . Com
3.  BUSINESS: BUSINESS PHONE:
4.  BUSINESS ADDRESS:
5.  BRIEF RESUME OF EDUCATION AND EXPERIENCE: ' Retin g $rom FSU,

P)S ‘ln Z\r’m.Z’a’ - 70 r (8] ° = Presof’
6.  ARE YOU A REGISTERED VOTER? YES_L~ NO Poay d
7. ARE YOU A RESIDENT OF THE CITY? YES .~ NO atdonc .,
8. DO YOU OWN PROPERTY IN THE CITY? YES NO_ v~ "3
9. DO YOU HOLD A PUBLIC OFFICE? YES NO_~ Fcving
10.  ARE YOU EMPLOYED BY THE CITY? YES NO__ L~ Cevrtci
11.  HAVE YOU BEEN CONVICTED OF A MISDEMEANOR OR FELONY,

EXCLUDING CIVIL TRAFFIC INFRACTIONS? YES NO__

(IF YES, PLEASE PROVIDE INFORMATION--USE SEPARATE SHEET. NOTE: DUI'S
and revoked licenses are NOT “civil traffic infractions” and must be reported.) v
12. HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY SERVED ON A CITY BOARD? YES NO_ v~
If yes, which one(s)?
13.  PLEASE CHECK THE BOARD(S) YOU ARE INTERESTED IN SERVING ON:

—_CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD* MUST BE A RESIDENT OF LAKE MARY
—ELDER AFFAIRS COMMISSION UP TO 3 MEMBERS MAY BE RESIDENTS OF UNINCORPORATED Lake
Mary

— FIREFIGHTER'S PENSION (Trustees)* 2 MEMBERS ARE ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE PLAN.

THE COMMISSION APPOINTS 2 RESIDENTS OF LAKE MARY AND THE 4 MEMBERS ELECT A 5TH MEMBER
/mo IS NOT REQUIRED TO RESIDE IN LAKE MARY

Y HISTORICAL COMMISSION NO RESIDENCY REQUIREMENT

——PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD MUST BE A QUALIFIED ELECTOR OF LAKE MARY

—PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD* MUST BE A QUALIFIED ELECTOR OF LAKE MARY

—POLICE PENSION (Trustees)* 2 MEMBERS ARE ELECTED BY MEMBERS OF THE PLAN. THE
COMMISSION APPOINTS 2 RESIDENTS OF LAKE MARY AND THE 4 MEMBERS ELECT A 5TH MEMBER
WHO IS NOT REQUIRED TO RESIDE IN LAKE MARY

*REQUIRES FILING FINANCIAL DISCLOSURE FORM IF APPOINTED.

14.  What qualifications would you bring to this Board(s) if appointed? L1 ved n LaWe Mar Y

Lov 27 Uears — V-et{) \ateyested'n Hg{bfj - Sevwed
On_oitey Doards - Aake Morj (Doenaw s Clulo, Shar'vmg

Center
Pursuant to City Code, service on City boards is at the pleasure of the City Commission. Boa
members may be removed with or without cause upon motion and majority vote of the City
Commission. Applicant, by his/her signature below, waives any right under F.S. Section 112.501
to removal for cause and a hearing before removal.

SIGNATURE: ﬁézg/ C Fesr.,)

DATE__ /2 //o //4
All Boards must function in accordance with Florida Laws regarding GOVERNMENT IN THE SUNSHINE.
Retum completed form to: City of Lake Mary, P. O, Box 958445, Lake Mary, FL 32795-8445, or drop it off at City
Hall, 100 N. Country Club Road (entrance on Lakeview Avenue). If you submitted a form within the past year and
still desire to be considered for an appointment, please call the City Clerk’s Office at 407-585-1423.

Revised 3/4/14




127212014 Submission #7016

City of Lake Mary

“City of Lakes”

Published on Lake Mary, FL (http:/www.lakemaryfl.com)

Home > Board Appointment Application Online

Submission #7016

— Submission information-

om > Submissions > Submission #7016

Form: Board Appointment Application Online Form
Submitted by Anonymous
Monday, December 1, 2014 - 2:37pm
97.68.236.226

Name:

Michael R. Gaudio

Home Phone:
407-547-8060

Home Address:
687 Keeneland Pike

Business:
Commerce National Bank & Trust

Business Phone:
407-949-5562

Business Address:
1201 S. Orlando Avenue Suite 370

Email Address:
michaelgaudio@yahoo.com

Brief Resume of Education & Experience:
Education: MBA, Finance, Stetson University; BA, Economics, Florida State University.

Previous Work Experience: SunTrust Bank, Darden Restaurants.

Current Volunteer: Volunteer, City of Sanford Recreation Department; Treasurer, Sanford
SPORTS (Babe Ruth Baseball); Treasurer, Country Downs Homeowners Association.



12/2/2014 Submission #7016

Prior Volunteer: Treasurer, Galileo School for Gifted Leaming; Treasurer, Rose Hill
Community Assn.

Are you a registered voter?:
Yes

Are you a resident of Lake Mary?:
Yes

Do you own property in Lake Mary?:
Yes

Do you hold a public ofﬁce?:-
No

Have you ever served on a City Board in Lake Mary?:
No

Are you employed by the City of Lake Mary?:
No

Have you ever been convicted of a misdemeanor or felony, excluding civil traffic
violations?:
No

If Yes, please provide information.:

Check Boards you are intersted in:
PARKS & RECREATION ADVISORY BOARD

What qualifications do you bring to the Board(s) if appointed?:

Experienced volunteer with many years of service to the community as a youth baseball
coach, as well as oversight of the program as a board member. Partnered with the City of
Sanford to launch a successful Fall baseball program in Sanford in 2012, providing an
opportunity for children to play "fall ball."

Signature:
Michael R. Gaudio

Source URL: hitp:




CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

DATE: December 18, 2014
TO: Mayor and City Commission
FROM: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: City Manager's Report

ITEMS FOR COMMISSION ACTION:

1. Elder Affairs Commission 2015 Shred-A-Thon event location.

2. City Sidewalk Program: Amendment of Public Works Purchase Order for Castille
Company, Inc.

ITEMS FOR COMMISSION INFORMATION:

1. Monthly Department Reports.



CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

DATE: December 18, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

FROM: Deb Barr, Senior Programs Manager

THRU: Bryan Nipe, Director of Parks and Recreation
VIA: Jackie Sova, City Manager

SUBJECT: Elder Affairs Commission 2015 Shred-A-Thon event location

Due to the increasing turnout of the Shred-A-Thon, the Elder Affairs Commission
relocated the 2013 event from the Senior Center Parking lot to 660 Century Point with a
larger parking lot. Every year the event continues to be successful and grows in the
number of vehicles served and donations received. This location allows us to serve over
800 vehicles with less congestion, filling 5 Shred-It trucks with over twenty one tons of
shredded paper. New this year, hard drive destruction was an additional service
provided by Shred-It. The 2014 Shred-a-Thon brought in total donations of $9,303.

The Elder Affairs Commission has negotiated a lease agreement for the use of the
same parking lot facility located at 660 Century Point. The landlord (Rinehart Ridge 1V,
Inc.) has agreed to allow the City to use the parking lot facility for eight (8) hours to
conduct the event, free of charge for the 9 th Annual Shred-A-Thon scheduled for
Saturday, January 31, 2015.

Recommendation

Request Commission authorize City Manager to execute the attached lease agreement
for use of the parking lot facility at 660 Century Point for the 2015 Shred-A-Thon event.

Attachments

1. Parking Area Lease Agreement between Rinehart Ridge IV, Inc. (Landlord) and
the City of Lake Mary (Tenant).















CITY MANAGER’S REPORT

DATE: December 18, 2014

TO: Mayor and City Commission

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

SUBJECT: City Sidewalk Program: Amendment of Public Works Purchase Order for
Castille Company, Inc.

DISCUSSION: Staff is requesting that the Commission allow the amendment of the
Castille Company purchase order from an amount of $30,000 to $50,000. This PO is
used to facilitate the City’s sidewalk repair program and also for the repair/replacement
of concrete curb. The sidewalk program is an ongoing process by which sidewalks are
continuously being inspected and identified for replacement. To date we have spent
$29,881.50 of the original PO.

We are piggybacking off a City of Maitland contract (attached). Funds for this item have
been budgeted and approved under the General Fund.

RECOMMENDATION: Request Commission authorize the City Manager to approve
a Change order to the Purchase Order to Castille Company, Inc. for an additional
$20,000.
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