
 

 

 

 
1 Meeting Called to Order 

  

2 

Invocation    Finance Director Wes Hamil 
Pledge of Allegiance   

 

3  Approval of Agenda 
 

  4 Mayor’s Report *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 

 

a. Presentation - 2015 Historic Preservation Awards and Winter Park 
Register of Historic Places plaques  

b. Presentation - Q2 2015 Business Recognition Recipient – Pookie’s 

Pet Nutrition & Bow Wow Bakery 
c. Presentation - 2015 Government Finance Officers Association 

Distinguished Budget Presentation Award 
d. Keep Winter Park Beautiful and Sustainable Board reappointment 

30 minutes 
 

 
 

 

Regular Meeting 
 

3:30 p.m. 

 

Regular Meeting 

 
July 13, 2015 

3:30 p.m. 
Commission Chambers 
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  5 City Manager’s Report   *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 

 
a. Presentation of the proposed 2015/2016 budget 

 

20 minutes 

 
 

 6 City Attorney’s Report *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 

   
 

 7 Non-Action Items *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 

   
  

8 

Citizen Comments  |  5 p.m. or soon thereafter (if the meeting ends earlier than 5  

p.m., the citizen comments will be at the end of the meeting)  (Three (3) minutes are 

allowed for each speaker; not to exceed a total of 30 minutes for this portion of the meeting) 
 

 9 Consent Agenda *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 

 
 

  

a. Approve the minutes of June 22, 2015. 

b. Approve the following purchase and Blanket Purchase Orders: 
1. Purchase of a used 1998 KME AerialCat tractor drawn ladder 

truck from Command Fire Apparatus; not to exceed $200,000. 

2. Blanket Purchase Order to ENCO Utilities Services for O&M electric 

utility; $1,100.00. 
3. Blanket Purchase Order to Heart Utilities of Jacksonville for City-wide 

underground projects; $500,000. 
4. Blanket Purchase Order to HDD of Florida for City-wide underground 

projects; $575,000. 
5. Blanket Purchase Order to Covanta Energy Marketing LLC for bulk 

power supply; $250,000. 
6. Blanket Purchase Order to Gainesville Regional Utilities for bulk power 

supply; $250,000. 
c. Approve the budget amendment for the Building Division for the 

purchase of a scanner. 
d. Authorize the City Manager to execute the Annual Funding 

Agreement with MetroPlan Orlando for FY2016 in the amount of 
$2,366.00. 

            5 minutes 

 

10 Action Items Requiring Discussion   *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 

 

a. a. New Library Facility – Next Steps 

b. City Attorney contract 
 

         15 minutes 

         15 minutes 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

11   Public Hearings *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 
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a. Ordinance – Amending the Land Development Code to clarify 
language by removing the antiquated term “Servant”  (2) 

 
b. Resolution – Extending the term of existence of the Golf Course 

Strategic Plan Task Force 
 
c. Resolution – Designating 500 North Interlachen Avenue as a historic 

landmark on the Winter Park Register of Historic Places 
 

d. Resolution – Designating 1565 Forest Avenue as a historic landmark 
on the Winter Park Register of Historic Places 

 

e. Request of Tower Acquisition Partners LLC:  (2nd public hearing 
required) 

 - To amend the conditional use approval previously granted to the 
 property at 170 S. Knowles Avenue/170 East Morse Boulevard in 
 2007 to allow for modifications to the multi-family project to now 

 be composed of three units, three stories and 19,935 square feet 
 of residential living area and garage 

 
f. Ordinance – Annexing 1566 W. Fairbanks Avenue  (1) 
 

g. Request of Icon Residential: 
 - Conditional use approval to redevelop the 3.45 acres collectively

 referred to as 1800 Lee Road, including the tax parcels of 
 1746/1800/1802/1806/1810/1814/1818/1824/1828/1832 Lee 
 Road for a 30 unit townhouse development (cluster housing). 

 
h. Fifth Third Bank Development Agreement  

 
i. Ordinance – Amending Chapter 94, Taxation, to increase the 

business tax fees by 5% or less, provide clarification on certain 
business tax categories, modify proration of partial year business 
tax certificates and provide enabling language to collect Orange 

County business tax receipts for Winter Park businesses.  (1)  

            5 minutes 
        

 
            5 minutes 

          
 
            5 minutes 

 
 

            5 minutes 
 
          

          10 minutes           
 

         
 
 

 
 

 
          10 minutes          
 

        
          20 minutes 

 
          
 

           
          20 minutes 

 
 

 
          10 minutes 
                    

           
 

 
 

12 City Commission Reports *Projected Time 
*Subject to change 

 

a. Commissioner Seidel 
b. Commissioner Sprinkel 
c. Commissioner Cooper 
d. Commissioner McMacken 
e. Mayor Leary 

10 minutes each 
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Below are issues of interest to the Commission and community that are currently being worked on by 

staff, but do not currently require action on the Commission agenda. These items are being tracked to 

provide the Commission and community the most up to date information regarding the status of the 

various issues. The City Manager will be happy to answer questions or provide additional updates at 

the meeting.   

 

issue update date 

Railroad crossing 

update 

Grade crossing repairs included in a CIP 

managed by FDOT.   

Contracts to be awarded by August 

2015. 

Future tree 

plantings  
FY 2015 to date – 333 trees planted.    Street tree inventory has started. 

MLK (Rollins) 

Restroom 
Plans complete.  Rollins will be contracting. 

Contractor is constructing 

foundation.  Construction will take 

approximately (four) 4 months. 

Historic Preservation 

Ordinance 

Draft approved by the Historic Preservation 

Board.  Work session scheduled for June 17 

at 6:00 p.m. to review with citizens group. 

To be determined based on work 

session outcome. 

Visioning Steering 

Committee 

Next meeting scheduled for August 4 at 

3:00 p.m. in Welcome Center.  Continuing 

to host stakeholder meetings.  Inviting 

community to participate at 

www.visionwinterpark.org and community 

talks on July 16 and 30 at the Civic Center. 

 

On-going activities. 

 

Once projects have been resolved, they will remain on the list for one additional meeting to share the 

resolution with the public and then be removed. 

       City Manager’s Report        July 13, 2015 

http://www.visionwinterpark.org/


REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COMMISSION 
June 22, 2015 

 
 

The meeting of the Winter Park City Commission was called to order by Mayor Steve 
Leary, at 3:30 p.m. in the Commission Chambers, 401 Park Avenue South, Winter 
Park, Florida.  The invocation was provided by Rev. John D. Williams, Sr., Ward 

Chapel AME, followed by the Pledge of Allegiance.   
 

Members present:   Also present:  
Mayor Steve Leary  City Manager Randy Knight 
Commissioner Greg Seidel   City Attorney Larry Brown 

Commissioner Sarah Sprinkel  City Clerk Cynthia Bonham  
Commissioner Tom McMacken   

Commissioner Carolyn Cooper  
 
Approval of the agenda 

 
Public Hearings ‘c’ and ‘f’ were pulled from the agenda.  The agenda was approved 

by acclamation.   
 

Mayor’s Report 
 

a. Proclamation – Parks and Recreation Month 

 
Mayor Leary proclaimed July 2015 as Parks and Recreation Month.  Parks Director 

John Holland spoke about the numerous events on the July calendar and the great 
Parks Department they have. 

 

b. Historic Preservation Board appointments and discussion: 
 

Mayor Leary addressed the need to appoint the two members to the Historic 
Preservation Board per the City Charter.  He spoke about Commissioner McMacken’s 
concern of timing and the proposed time of September to bring the ordinance before 

the Economic Development Advisory Board and the Planning and Zoning Board.  He 
proposed that the ordinance come to the Commission on November 9.   

 
Commissioner McMacken stated he was willing to support the board appointments if 
the Commission came up with a date certain for the ordinance to come before them.  

It was clarified that the ordinance will come before them on November 9 and in the 
interim to receive a report from the Historic Preservation Board.   

 
Commissioner Cooper expressed her preference that the appointees qualify as part 
of the Certified Local Government if the ordinance should come forward with the 

recommendation that the City become a Certified Local Government.   
 

Motion made by Mayor Leary to appoint Bill Segal as the full member and 
Phil Kean as the alternate; seconded by Commissioner Sprinkel.   
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Commissioner Seidel stated he would be more comfortable appointing someone that 

had a more historic preservation approach on applications as one position and is 
happy to appoint another person for the other position to bring some balance to the 

board.  Commissioner McMacken applauded the current board member composition.  
Discussion ensued regarding the proposed ordinance to come to the Commission 
and if it has any recommendations about the composition of the board, that would 

be taken in consideration by the Commission in response to the ordinance. 
 

Upon a roll call vote, Mayor Leary and Commissioners Sprinkel and 
McMacken voted yes.  Commissioners Seidel and Cooper voted no.  The 
motion carried with a 3-2 vote. 

 
City Manager’s Report  

 
City Manager Knight addressed the Fourth of July celebration, the proposed budget 
being presented at the next meeting, and the July 20 work session to discuss capital 

projects.  Upon questioning, Assistant Electric Utility Director Terry Hotard spoke 
about the recent storms and outages. 

 
City Attorney’s Report  
 

Attorney Brown spoke about the lawsuit filed concerning the anti-picketing 
ordinance. 

 
Non-Action Item  
 

 a. Library Strategic Task Force Report 
 

Library Strategic Task Force Chair Sam Stark provided a PowerPoint presentation 
consisting of their final report.  Several task force members were present.  He 
thanked the task force for their hard work as well as thanking City staff and the 

library staff for the support they provided.  Mr. Stark summarized the process from 
June 2014 to the present and what they were charged with by the Commission; the 

current use and users of the library; clarification of space and program needs; their 
exploration of sites and Commission directed sites; the task force recommendation 
regarding the site; examination of costs and funding strategies; examination of 

community spaces and resources; and exploration of partnerships. 
 

Mr. Stark concluded that the task force has recommended the construction of a new 
library in the northern section of the Martin Luther King, Jr. Park.  Discussion took 

place regarding the sites that were considered and the costs.  Mr. Stark answered 
Commission questions.  Whether all information can be obtained in time to include a 
referendum on the March 2016 ballot was discussed.  The report was received by 

acclamation of 5-0. 
 

The following public comments were made: 



 
CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES 
JUNE 22, 2015 
PAGE 3 OF 11 

 
 

Joe Terranova, 151 N. Virginia Avenue, agreed a new library is needed and 

recommended the Civic Center property because of its age and because of the 
existence of the Community Center that he believed could be used for some Civic 

Center events. 
 
Jean Cumming, 902 Golfview Terrace, wanted the library to remain at its current 

location. 
 

The following were in favor of the proposed location at the MLK Park and a new 
library: 
 

Nancy Shutts, 2010 Brandywine 
Dimitry Nibitin, 370 Autumn Breeze Way 

Rev. John Williams, 159 S. Pennsylvania Avenue 
Michele McArdle, Valencia College, 850 W. Morse Boulevard 
Ann Higbie, 190 Ward Drive 

Thaddeus Seymour, 1804 Summerfield Road 
Gary Barker, 1029 McKean Circle 

Jeffry Jontz, 1138 Park North Place 
 
There was a consensus for staff to schedule a work session as soon as possible 

before the next meeting to address every aspect of the project and the next steps to 
move forward.  Discussion took place regarding whether to extend the task force.  It 

was determined that if the task force is further needed that the Commission will 
reach out to them.   
 

 b. Financial Report – April 2015 
 

Finance Director Wes Hamil provided the report and answered questions. 
 
Motion made by Mayor Leary to accept the financial report as presented; 

seconded by Commissioner Sprinkel and carried unanimously with a 5-0 
vote. 

 
Public comments (items not on the agenda) 
 

Gary Brewer, 1250 S. Denning Drive, as Chairman of the Civic Service Board, asked 
for consideration in the upcoming budget to unfreeze the four Police Department 

positions. 
 

Nancy Shutts, 2010 Brandywine, asked to remedy the situation with the rough 
bricks on Lake Sue/Pennsylvania in the upcoming budget because of the impact to 
vehicles.   

 
David Williams, 209 Tyree Lane, provided pictures of the site and spoke about the 

destruction of a tree on his property due to the power lines and outage.  Staff will 
follow up with Mr. Williams. 
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Joe Terranova, 151 N. Virginia Avenue, spoke in favor of the contribution to DPAC 

because of the benefits it provides to the residents but had concerns with the 
manner it was financed.   

 
Recess 
There was a recess taken from 5:31 – 5:51 p.m. 

 
Consent Agenda 

 
a. Approve the minutes of June 8, 2015. 
b. Approve the following contracts: 

1. Piggyback contract with HD Supply Waterworks, Ltd. for  water/wastewater 
 material alliance extension agreement No. 895; and authorize the Mayor to 

 execute contract. 
2. Piggyback contract with CycleHop, LLC for Bicycle Sharing System; and 
 authorize the Mayor to execute contract. 

3. Piggyback contract IFB15-0017 with Layne Inliner, LLC for storm line 
 rehabilitation cleaning and video recording; and authorize the Mayor to 

 execute contract and proposal. 
4. Amendment 3, RFQ-2-2012, Continuing Contracts for Professional, 
 Architectural, & Engineering Services. Discipline:  Green Planning to Matern 

 Professional Engineering, Inc.; and authorize the Mayor to execute 
 Amendment. 

5. Amendment 3, RFQ-2-2012, Continuing Contracts for Professional, 
 Architectural, & Engineering Services. Discipline:  Surveying Services to 
 Southeastern Surveying and Mapping  Corporation; and authorize the Mayor 

 to execute Amendment. 
6. Amendment 3, RFQ-2-2012, Continuing Contracts for Professional, 

 Architectural, & Engineering Services.  Discipline: Roadway Design to Kelly,
 Collins & Gentry, Inc. and authorize the Mayor to execute Amendment. 
 

Motion made by Commissioner McMacken to approve the Consent Agenda; 
seconded by Commissioner Sprinkel.  No public comments were made.  The 

motion carried unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 
 
Action Items Requiring Discussion  

 
 a. Florida League of Cities Conference Voting Delegate 

 
Upon discussion, a motion was made by Mayor Leary to nominate 

Commissioner Cooper to represent the Commission.  No public comments were 
made.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner McMacken and carried 
unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 
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 b. Citizens Century Collection Recognition Policy 

 
Parks Director John Holland commented about recent Commission discussion as to 

how to honor and recognize citizens who turn 100 years old.  He spoke about 
planting a tree at the honoree’s request in a park and that they have specified in the 
policy either Central Park or Martin Luther King, Jr. Park (but are not limited to 

those two parks) because those parks would provide the opportunity for a grove or 
collection of trees in one location rather than spread throughout the City.   

 
Upon discussion, a motion was made by Mayor Leary to approve the policy 
with the stipulation that the Parks and Recreation Board has the authority 

to place individual trees but if determined that there to be a grove of some 
sort or an accumulation of trees that it be presented to the Commission 

prior to doing that; and to delete the Central Park and MLK Park language 
out of the policy; seconded by Commissioner Sprinkel.  No public comments 
were made.  The motion carried unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 

 
 c. Real Estate Purchase and Sale between Orange County School Board, City of 

 Winter Park and UP Fieldgate US Investments and Indemnity Agreement 
 between the City and UP Fieldgate US  Investments – Winter Park LLC 

 

City Manager Knight stated this was tabled at the last meeting because of concerns 
over language in the contract that might put the City at risk.  He reported that the 

City Attorney has negotiated with the School Board and the developer to get revised 
language that protects the City.   
 

Motion made by Commissioner Sprinkel to approve the two agreements; 
seconded by Commissioner Cooper.  No public comments were made.  The 

motion carried unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 
 
Public Hearings:     

 
 a. Request of the Winter Park Racquet Club, Inc. for the property at 2011 Via 

 Tuscany: 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 2999-15:  AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 58 “LAND 

DEVELOPMENT CODE” ARTICLE I, "COMPREHENSIVE PLAN” SO AS TO CHANGE THE 

FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION OF SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL FUTURE LAND 

USE TO OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION ON THE PROPERTY AT 2011 VIA TUSCANY, 

MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED HEREIN, PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS, 

SEVERABILITY AND EFFECTIVE DATE   Second Reading 

 

ORDINANCE NO. 3000-15:  AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 58 “LAND 

DEVELOPMENT CODE” ARTICLE III, "ZONING” AND THE OFFICIAL ZONING MAP SO 

AS TO CHANGE SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENTIAL (R-1AA) DISTRICT ZONING TO PARKS 

AND RECREATION (PR) DISTRICT ZONING ON THE PROPERTY AT 2011 VIA TUSCANY, 

MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED HEREIN, PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS, 

SEVERABILITY AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE   Second Reading 
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Conditional use approval to amend the site plan layout for the Racquet Club to 

add the property at 2111 Via Tuscany, eliminate the north driveway and to 
make other site modifications. 

 
This was a simultaneous public hearing.  Attorney Brown read both ordinances by 
title.  Any conversations with staff or the applicants were disclosed by each member 

of the Commission.   
 

Motion made by Commissioner Sprinkel to adopt the first ordinance 
(comprehensive plan); seconded by Commissioner Seidel.  No public 
comments were made.  Upon a roll call vote, Mayor Leary and Commissioners 

Seidel, Sprinkel, Cooper and McMacken voted yes.  The motion carried 
unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 

 
Motion made by Commissioner Seidel to adopt the second ordinance 
(zoning); seconded by Commissioner Cooper.  No public comments were made.  

Upon a roll call vote, Mayor Leary and Commissioners Seidel, Sprinkel, 
Cooper and McMacken voted yes.  The motion carried unanimously with a 5-

0 vote. 
 
Motion made by Commissioner Sprinkel to approve the conditional use 

request, seconded by Commissioner McMacken.  No public comments were 
made.  Upon a roll call vote, Mayor Leary and Commissioners Seidel, 

Sprinkel, Cooper and McMacken voted yes.  The motion carried unanimously 
with a 5-0 vote. 
 

b. Request of Tower Acquisition Partners LLC:  To amend the conditional use 
approval previously granted to the property at 170 S. Knowles Avenue/170 

East Morse Boulevard in 2007 to allow for modifications to the multi-family 
project to now be composed of three units, three stories and 19,935 square 
feet of residential living area and garage 

 
Planning Manager Jeff Briggs addressed the request to amend the conditional use for 

the townhouse project approved in 2007 which is now going to be three units, it has 
gone through Planning and Zoning, and it continues to meet all code requirements.  
He spoke about the parking and the requirement for terracing by imposing a further 

setback for the third floors; the applicant has agreed to move the third floor back 
another foot to break up the vertical wall on the Treat Way alley side.  Lastly, he 

addressed streetscape improvements on the section on Knowles south of Morse to 
bring the Morse streetscape around the corner.  The applicant wants to convert the 

parking to parallel parking arrangement which will cause the loss of six parking 
spaces but will widen the sidewalk to 12’ which will allow for planting of trees.  
Questions were addressed by Mr. Briggs.  Commissioners disclosed conversations 

they had with the applicant or their attorney. 
 

Rebecca Wilson, Lowndes, Drosdick, Kantor and Reed, representing the applicant 
explained the previous projects that the applicant has developed and the what has 
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taken place since 2007 regarding the project.  She displayed pictures of the current 

site and addressed their proposal to reduce the number of units to three units, no 
changes are being made in parking ratios or setbacks, and no additional stories.  

She showed the proposed site plan and explained the improved streetscape and 
their request for parallel parking.  She shared statistics as to what is happening with 
Knowles Avenue with trying to make it a pedestrian friendly street and with the 

traffic reduction.  She spoke about Treat Way and answered questions.  She asked 
for approval with the Planning and Zoning conditions.  Comments were brought 

forward about the improvements the project brings and concerns that will be 
addressed by the applicant and staff.  Ms. Wilson spoke about the need for them to 
close on the property quickly.   

 
Motion made by Commissioner Sprinkel to approve the conditional use 

request with the Planning and Zoning Board conditions listed; seconded by 
Commissioner Seidel.  No public comments were made.  Upon a roll call vote, 
Mayor Leary and Commissioners Seidel, Sprinkel, Cooper and McMacken 

voted yes.  The motion carried unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 
 

c. Request of Icon Residential:  Conditional use approval to redevelop the 3.45 
 acres collectively referred to as 1800 Lee Road, including the tax parcels of 
 1746/1800/1802/1806/1810/1814/1818/1824/1828/1832 Lee Road for a 30 

 unit townhouse development (cluster housing). 
 

Postponed until July 13 by request of the applicant. 
 
 d. AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA, AMENDING SECTIONS 58- 

  71 AND 58-95 OF ARTICLE III, ZONING, CHAPTER 58, LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE TO 

  CLARIFY LANGUAGE BY REMOVING THE ANTIQUATED TERM “SERVANT”; PROVIDING 

  FOR SEVERABILITY, CODIFICATION, CONFLICTS AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE  First   

  Reading 

 
Attorney Brown read the ordinance by title.  It was explained that this is a 

housekeeping item.  
 

Motion made by Mayor Leary to accept the ordinance on first reading; 
seconded by Commissioner McMacken.  There were no public comments.  Upon 
a roll call vote, Mayor Leary and Commissioners Seidel, Sprinkel, Cooper 

and McMacken voted yes.  The motion carried unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 
 

e. RESOLUTION NO. 2159-15:  A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY 

OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA, TO EXECUTE THE QUIET ZONE IMPROVEMENT 

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND THE 

CITY OF WINTER PARK FOR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS IN RESPONSE TO THE USE OF 

LOCOMOTIVE HORNS AT HIGHWAY-RAIL GRADE CROSSINGS.  

 

Attorney Brown read the resolution by title and spoke about FDOT wanting 
resolutions to accompany any agreements they have with the City.   City Manager 
Knight stated further revisions were made to the agreement after the last meeting 
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regarding if the project goes over budget.  Public Works Director Troy Attaway 

explained it is up to the FDOT as to when this project begins. 
 

Motion made by Commissioner Sprinkel to adopt the resolution; seconded 
by Commissioner Seidel.  There were no public comments.  Upon a roll call 
vote, Mayor Leary and Commissioners Seidel, Sprinkel, Cooper and 

McMacken voted yes.  The motion carried unanimously with a 5-0 vote. 
 

 f. Request of Javier Omana and Chris Hite for the property at 426 West Lyman  
  Avenue 
 

This item was withdrawn by the applicant. 
 

 g. Request of Unicorp National Developments, Inc.: 
 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 58 “LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE” 

ARTICLE I, "COMPREHENSIVE PLAN” IN THE FUTURE LAND USE ELEMENT SO 

AS TO ADD A NEW POLICY TO THE US HIGHWAY 17-92 CORRIDOR PLANNING 

AREA “J” TO PROVIDE FOR ADDITIONAL FLOOR AREA RATIO FOR PARKING 

GARAGES IF EQUAL PRIVATE AND PUBLIC PARKING IS PROVIDED; 

PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CONFLICTS, SEVERABILITY AND EFFECTIVE 

DATE.  First Reading 

 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA AMENDING 

CHAPTER 58, “LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE”, ARTICLE III, “ZONING”, 

SECTIONS 58-74 COMMERCIAL (C-1) DISTRICT AND 58-76 COMMERCIAL (C-

3) DISTRICT, SO AS TO ALLOW FOR ADDED FLOOR AREA RATIO FOR 

PARKING GARAGES IF EQUAL PRIVATE AND PUBLIC PARKING IS PROVIDED, 

LIMITED TO LOCATIONS ALONG THE ORLANDO AVENUE CORRIDOR; 

PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, CONFLICTS, SEVERABILITY AND EFFECTIVE 

DATE.  First Reading 
 
This was a simultaneous public hearing.  Attorney Brown read both ordinances by 

title.  Planning Manager Jeff Briggs stated this request is for first reading and 
transmittal to FDEO on comprehensive plan and zoning code amendments to put 

into the code provisions that would allow for additional Floor Area Ratio (FAR) for 
parking garages only when there is an equal provision of public and private parking.  
He stated the City-wide notice was mailed.  He provided the status of the Lakeside 

Crossing project as approved.  He stated the developer has made an offer to build 
additional parking above and beyond code of 77 spaces; half is for the benefit of the 

developer to allow additional restaurant seating, and the other half is for public 
parking.  This allows them to go from 44.17% to 60.87% FAR. 
 

He explained the two ordinances have to be passed to enable them to apply later for 
the expanded parking garage and because it is a comprehensive plan amendment 

that is changing policy text, it has to be sent to Tallahassee after this first reading 
for their review and comment.  After this comes back from Tallahassee, they will 
submit the plans in August at the time of second reading for approval.   
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Mr. Briggs addressed the Planning and Zoning Board discussions as to how to 

accomplish this.  He stated they did not want to do this City-wide or for this one 
specific property so it is being presented in the context of for the corridor.   

 
Chuck Whittall, Unicorp National Developments, addressed their request and the 
traffic study coming back more favorable with generating less trips than the 

previous plan.  Mr. Whittall answered questions of the Commission.   
 

Upon questioning of Commissioner McMacken, Mr. Briggs will clarify language in the 
zoning ordinance regarding the “public parking spaces required for the commercial 
project, etc.”  

 
Commissioner Cooper spoke about the option of giving variances or special 

exceptions.  She stated she agrees with the garage being built out but disagreed 
with increasing the FAR along 17-92 in the comprehensive plan.  Attorney Brown 
addressed the possible options for handling this that could include a variance, 

development agreement, or special waiver provision based on the unique aspects of 
the project.  He stated he would need to review the code.  Mr. Briggs spoke about 

the criticism concerning the parking at Lakeside and that staff did not believe the 
proper approach would be to bring forth an application that provided a variance to 
parking at Lakeside.   

 
Questions were answered by Mr. Briggs whereby discussion ensued regarding only 

doing this for this one particular area and not the entire corridor, the definition of 
public spaces, and if amending the comprehensive plan for only one parcel is the 
right way to handle this.  Mr. Whittall spoke about this being time sensitive for them 

as they are close to getting their permit for the building itself and they need to 
construct the parking with it.  They hope to have the entire project finished within 

12 months.   
 
Mayor Leary asked if this goes back through the variance process if that would be a 

shorter process than going through the comprehensive plan process.  Mr. Briggs 
suggested if it is decided to tweak the ordinance to make it a smaller area, pass it 

on first reading and send it to Tallahassee, then when it comes back in August they 
can craft a different method with a variance which would give the Commission 
different ways to choose from.   

 
Commissioner Cooper expressed her preference to give them a variance instead of 

amending the comprehensive plan for this one request. 
 

Mr. Briggs further clarified what happens in August when this comes back before the 
Planning and Zoning Board for the expanded garage, landscape plan, architecture, 
etc.  He stated at the same meeting they can make a recommendation with the 

variance approach.  Mr. Briggs also clarified that under our conditional use 
provisions, the Commission has the authority to grant variances for parking; other 

types of variances go to the Board of Adjustments.  Commissioner McMacken 
commented while this is in Tallahassee they could come up with a development 
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agreement that would allow them to do the variance so when they get to that point, 

they can decide which way to go.    
 

Commissioner Sprinkel stated she was not comfortable amending the 
comprehensive plan to go to Tallahassee for the entire corridor.  She suggested a 
smaller area which was acceptable to the Commission. 

 
Motion made by Commissioner Sprinkel to accept the comprehensive plan 

policy ordinance on first reading but instead of the 17-92 corridor, make it 
only between Morse and Comstock (the area bordering Harper and 17-92); 
seconded by Commissioner Seidel.   

 
There was a consensus to direct the City Manager to direct staff to analyze the 

variance approach, work with the City Attorney and to bring it back as viable and to 
take this to the P&Z Board for their review and advice with the Commission having 
the final variance approval for parking.    

 
The following public comments were made: 

 
Gary Barker, 1029 McKean Circle, opposed changing the comprehensive plan and 
agreed with having a variance for this particular request. 

 
Joe Terranova, 151 Virginia Avenue, agreed with the change of not including the 

entire corridor.  He was in favor of the increase in parking but asked to consider 
when making these major exceptions that something is included by the applicant for 
the public good.  He proposed that the power lines on the west side of Harper be 

undergrounded at the developer’s expense.   
 

Upon a roll call vote on the comprehensive plan ordinance, Mayor Leary and 
Commissioners Seidel, Sprinkel and McMacken voted yes.  Commissioner 
Cooper voted no.  The motion carried with a 4-1 vote. 

 
Motion made by Commissioner Sprinkel to accept the zoning ordinance on 

first reading with the same guidelines; seconded by Commissioner Seidel.   
Upon a roll call vote, Mayor Leary and Commissioners Seidel, Sprinkel and 
McMacken voted yes.  Commissioner Cooper voted no.  The motion carried 

with a 4-1 vote. 
 

City Commission Reports: 
 

a. Commissioner Seidel  
 
Commissioner Seidel thanked Mayor Leary for meeting with him and that it was very 

productive.  He spoke about the traffic modeling he discussed during the campaign 
and the meeting with the FDOT along with staff where they discussed a lot of the 

concept he was trying to go with.  He stated there will be follow-up conversations 
with the FDOT and will be meeting with Public Works to see about making this 
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happen.  Mayor Leary asked Commissioner Seidel to make sure that everything goes 

through the City Manager because per the Charter they are not allowed to direct 
staff.   

 
b. Commissioner Sprinkel  

 

Commissioner Sprinkel addressed the fence at Harper and Morse that is still 
impeding the sight when turning right.  City Manager Knight stated they made 

adjustments to it but will have Public Works Director Attaway review this again. 
 
Commissioner Sprinkel asked when the topic of boards will be brought back to the 

Commission so they can provide more direction to the boards concerning the rules.  
City Manager said they can agenda that for a future agenda.   

 
 c. Commissioner Cooper  
 

Commissioner Cooper thanked Commissioner Seidel for the traffic issues he is 
working on.  She asked about Board recognition.  City Manager stated funds will be 

provided in the upcoming budget.   
 
 d.  Commissioner McMacken 

 
Commissioner McMacken spoke about the visioning process being underway and the 

importance that as many people as possible provide input.  Discussion ensued 
regarding residents that do not have computer access and how the City will handle 
this.   

 
e. Mayor Leary  

 
Mayor Leary spoke about his thoughts about parking garages and solar on top of the 
structures.  There was a consensus for staff to look into this and if should be a 

condition of approval.   
 

The meeting adjourned at 7:32 p.m. 
 
 

 
 

 
              

       Mayor Steve Leary 
ATTEST: 
 

 
 

     ___ 
City Clerk Cynthia S. Bonham, MMC 



 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

Purchases over $75,000 

 vendor item | background fiscal impact motion | recommendation 

1. Command Fire 

Apparatus 

Purchase of a used 1998 

KME AerialCat Tractor Drawn 

Ladder Truck. 

Total amount not to 

exceed: $200,000 

Commission approve purchase 

of a used 1998 KME AerialCat 

Tractor Drawn Ladder Truck 

from Command Fire 

Apparatus. 

 This purchase will be made utilizing the Vehicle Replacement Fund. Replacing 23 year old reserve 

ladder with an apparatus that has similar capabilities to our current tractor drawn aerial.  

2. Enco Utilities 

Services 

Blanket Purchase Order for 

O&M Electric Utility 

Total amount: 

$1,100,000 

Commission approve Blanket 

Purchase Order to Enco 

Utilities Services for O&M 

Electric Utility 

 This Blanket Purchase Order will expire September 30, 2015. 

3. Heart Utilities 

of Jacksonville 

Blanket Purchase Order for 

City-wide Underground 

Projects 

IFB-8-2014 & Jacksonville 

Beach Contract No.1213-03 

Total amount: 

$500,000 

Commission approve Blanket 

Purchase Order to Heart 

Utilities of Jacksonville for 

City-wide Underground 

Projects 

 This Blanket Purchase Order will expire September 30, 2015. 

4. HDD of Florida Blanket Purchase Order for 

City-wide Underground 

Projects. 

IFB-8-2014 

Total amount: 

$575,000 

Commission approve Blanket 

Purchase Order to HDD of 

Florida for City-wide 

Underground Projects. 

 This Blanket Purchase Order will expire September 30, 2015. 

5. Covanta 

Energy 

Marketing LLC 

Blanket Purchase Order for 

Bulk Power Supply 

ITN-13-2013 

Total amount: 

$250,000 

Commission approve Blanket 

Purchase Order to Covanta 

Energy Marketing LLC for Bulk 

Power Supply. 

 This Blanket Purchase Order will expire September 30, 2015. 

6. Gainesville 

Regional 

Utilities (GRU) 

Blanket Purchase Order for 

City-wide Underground 

Projects. 

ITN-13-2013 

Total amount: 

$250,000 

Commission approve Blanket 

Purchase Order to Gainesville 

Regional Utilities (GRU) for 

Bulk Power Supply 

 This Blanket Purchase Order will expire September 30, 2015. 

 

Consent Agenda 

 

Purchasing Division 

 

 
 

 July 13, 2015 

 



 

 

 

 

Item type Consent Agenda meeting date July 13, 2015 
   

 
 

prepared by Peter Moore approved by X City Manager 
 

department Administrative Services  City Attorney 
 

division 
Budget, Purchasing, Performance 
Measurement 

 
N|A  

 

board  
approval 

 
 yes  no X N|A  final vote 
   

     

     

strategic  
objective 

 Exceptional Quality of Life X Fiscal Stewardship 
 

 

 Intelligent Growth & 

Development 

 Public Health & Safety 
 

 

 Investment in Public Assets & Infrastructure 
 

 
subject 

 
FY 2015 Budget Amendment for Building Division 

 

motion | recommendation 
 

Approve the budget amendment as presented. 
 

Background 

 
The City Commission is required by Statute to approve any budget amendments that 

alter the total amount budgeted in any fund or when funds are transferred between 
different fund types. The Building Division currently outsources its large format 
scanning services. To reduce wait times, improve customer service, and to allow for 

easier electronic storage of plans, the Building Division would like to use $11k of 
restricted building reserves (current fund balance of $500k+) to purchase the 

scanner. This will increase revenues in the revised budget and increase expenditures 
in the Building Division by the same amount.  

 
This amendment if approved by the Commission will become part of the formal FY15 
year-end close out process that will adopt all FY15 amendments by formal ordinance. 

The adjustments requested are attached to this item.  
 

alternatives | other considerations 
 
N/A  

 
fiscal impact 

 
The increase in appropriated budget levels is equally offset by an increase in 
revenue. 

 

 



Budget Adjustments Requiring Commission Approval

Item Amount Source Account Source Acct. Name Exp. Account Exp. Acct. Name Approval Date
Building/ Permitting 
(Scanner)

 $        11,095 001-0000-382.42.11
Building Balance 

Carryforward
001-2303-524.64-50

Machinery and 
Equipment

Pending

Note

Scanner for large format plans.



 

 

 

 

Item type Consent Agenda meeting date July 13, 2015 
   

 
 

prepared by Cindy Bonham approved by X City Manager 
 

department City Clerk  City Attorney 
 

division   N|A 
 

 

board  

approval 
 

 yes  no X N|A  final vote 
   

     

     

strategic  
objective 

 Exceptional Quality of Life  Fiscal Stewardship 
 

 

 Intelligent Growth & 
Development 

 Public Health & Safety 
 

 

 Investment in Public Assets & Infrastructure 
 

 

subject 
 

Annual funding agreement for FY2015/2016 between the City of Winter Park and 
MetroPlan Orlando 

 

 
motion | recommendation 

 
Motion to approve the agreement with MetroPlan Orlando as a Municipal Advisory 
Committee voting member in the amount of $2,366.00 for FY2015/2016 

 
 

background 
 
On February 9, 2015, Mayor Kenneth Bradley announced that MetroPlan Orlando will 

discuss allowing the Municipal Advisory Council (MAC) to have a vote on the 
MetroPlan Board and that they are proposing enactment for the 2015/2016 budget 

season.  He spoke about the associated funding with being a member and that an 
interlocal agreement will be coming. 

 
On February 23, 2015, Mayor Kenneth Bradley announced that the MAC has been 
granted a seat on the MetroPlan Board and that each City that is a member of MAC 

would be assessed its pro rata share of membership dues based upon population.  
 

 
alternatives | other considerations 
 

N/A 
 

fiscal impact 
 
$2,366.00 annually 

 

 













 

 

 

 

Item type Action Item Requiring Discussion meeting date July 13, 2015 
   

 
 

prepared by City Manager approved by x City Manager 
 

department   City Attorney 
 

division   N|A 
 

 

board  

approval 
Library Facilities Task Force 

x yes  no  N|A 8-0 final vote 
   

     

     

strategic  

objective 

x Exceptional Quality of Life  Fiscal Stewardship 
 

 

 Intelligent Growth & Development  Public Health & Safety 
  

x Investment in Public Assets & Infrastructure 
 

 

subject 
 

New Library Facility – Next Steps 

 
motion | recommendation 

 
Provide direction on site selection, inclusion of the Civic Center, possible parking 
structure, level of design (and budget) in preparation for a referendum, and the 

timing of a referendum. 
 

background 
 
The Library Facilities Task force delivered its report to the Commission on June 22, 

2015.  At that work session there appeared to be consensus that the preferred site 
was the north end of Martin Luther King, Jr. Park and that a new civic center 

component be part of the project.  There was not clear consensus on exactly where 
on the north end of the park it should be located or whether or not a parking 
structure should be included.   

 
There was also not a clear consensus on the level of design needed prior to a 

referendum or the timing of such referendum.  A work session was scheduled to hear 
from John Chrastka, a consultant that has assisted in numerous Library referendums, 
to discuss his thoughts on timing and level of design. 

 
alternatives | other considerations 

 
There were several alternatives presented in the Task Force report. 
 

fiscal impact 
 

To be determined depending on site selection and components included. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Item type Action Item Requiring Discussion meeting date July 13, 2015 
   

 
 

prepared by City Manager approved by x City Manager 
 

department   City Attorney 
 

division   N|A 
 

 

board  

approval 
 

 yes  no x N|A  final vote 
   

     

     

strategic  

objective 

 Exceptional Quality of Life  Fiscal Stewardship 
 

 

 Intelligent Growth & Development  Public Health & Safety 
  

 Investment in Public Assets & Infrastructure 
 

 

subject 
 

City Attorney Contract 

 
 

motion | recommendation 
 
Under City Charter Section 2.09, the City Attorney is appointed and removed by the 

City Commission.  The City Commission has three options: 
 

1. Contract with Greenspoon Marder Law under the same terms as the previous 
contract with Brown, Garganese, Weiss & D’Agresta, PA; 

2. Stay with Brown, Garganese, Weiss & D’Agresta, PA; 

3. Issue an RFP and select a temporary firm while bidding out the services.  If the 
Commission chooses to bid it out it still needs to decide which firm will provide 

legal services to the city until the bid process is completed. 
 
 

background 
 

City Attorney Usher L. Brown, has moved from Brown, Garganese, Weiss & 
D’Agresta, PA to Greenspoon Marder Law and has requested the City enter into a 
new agreement with his new firm.  The City Manager temporarily signed an 

agreement with Greenspoon Marder until a decision is made by the City Commission. 
 

Attached is a copy of a letter notifying the City of its rights and a copy of the new 
contract.  
 

 
alternatives | other considerations 

 
 

 

 



 

 

 

fiscal impact 
 
The contract contains the same terms as the previous contract so there should be no 

fiscal impact. 

























 

 

 

Subject:    Ordinance to Update Zoning Terminology. 
 
This public hearing is to consider an Ordinance, requested by the City Commission, to update 

the Zoning Code text by removing the antiquated term of “servants” and replacing it with 
“domestic service employees”.   SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE. 

 
Summary: 

 
When the City discussed the lot consolidation request at 1251/1252 Lakeview Drive there was 
discussion of a proposed ‘guest house”.  In the Zoning Code text, the use of guest houses is 

limited to family members, visitors and “servants”.  This is an antiquated term going back to 
the adoption of this zoning regulation in 1952.  The City Commission asked that staff update 

this terminology and the city attorney has prepared the accompanying ordinance to accomplish 
that request.   

 

Planning and Zoning Board Recommendation: 
 

 
Motion made by Mr. Sacha, seconded by Mr. Gottfried to APPROVE amending 
sections 58-71 and 58-95 of Article III, Zoning, Chapter 58, Land Development 

Code to clarify language by removing the antiquated term “Servant”.   
 

Motion carried unanimously with a 7-0 vote. 
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ORDINANCE NO. ___________ 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA, 

AMENDING SECTIONS 58-71 AND 58-95 OF ARTICLE III, 

ZONING, CHAPTER 58, LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE TO 

CLARIFY LANGUAGE BY  REMOVING THE ANTIQUATED 

TERM “SERVANT”; PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY, 

CODIFICATION, CONFLICTS AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, the City Commission wishes to clarify the language in the City Code by removing 

the antiquated term “servant”; and  

WHEREAS, this Ordinance promotes the health, safety and welfare of the City residents; and 

WHEREAS, words with double underline shall constitute additions to the original text and 

strike through text shall constitute deletions to the original text, and asterisks (* * *) indicate that text 

shall remain unchanged from the language existing prior to adoption of this Ordinance. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ADOPTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY 

OF WINTER PARK AS FOLLOWS:  

Section 1.  Sub-section (i)(8) of Section 58-71, General Provisions for Residential Zoning 

Districts, of Chapter 58, Land Development Code, is hereby amended to read as follows:   

* * * 

(i) Accessory buildings, structures, air-conditioning equipment and other 

accessory uses in residential zones.  

* * * 

(8) Guesthouses or garage apartments are permitted accessory uses when they 

provide accommodations for guests, servants domestic service employees or members of 

a family occupying the main building on the same property. Guesthouses or garage 

apartments shall not exceed 1,000 square feet of floor area. Guesthouses or garage 

apartments as permitted accessory uses may not have a kitchen area or cooking facilities. 

They also may not have separate utility meters or be rented, let or hired out for 

occupancy whether compensations be paid directly or indirectly. In order to insure that 

these provisions are understood as ownership of property transfers and to protect the city 

from a proliferation of prohibited nonconforming rental uses, all applicants for building 

permits for guesthouses or garage apartments, or for the substantial improvement of same 

shall record a deed restriction outlining the above restrictions and conditions of that 

building permit. That deed restriction shall be recorded prior to the issuance of the 

building permit and shall be removed only with the consent of the city. Substantial 

improvement for the purposes of this section shall be work totaling more than 25 percent 

of the replacement construction value of the original accessory structure. 



 

 

 

* * * 

Section 2.  Section 58-95, Definitions, of Chapter 58, Land Development Code, is hereby 

amended as follows:   

* * * 

Dwelling, single-family means a detached building designed for or occupied exclusively 

by one family, including guests and servants domestic service employees employed on 

the premises and having but one kitchen. 

* * * 

Family means one or more persons occupying a single dwelling unit, provided that unless 

all members are related by blood, marriage or adoption, no such family shall contain over 

three unrelated persons, but further provided that domestic servants domestic service 

employees employed on the premises may be housed on the premises without being 

counted as a family or families. 

* * * 

Section 3.  Incorporation Into Code.  This ordinance shall be incorporated into the Winter Park 

City Code. Any section, paragraph number, letter and/or any heading may be changed or modified as 

necessary to effectuate the foregoing.  Grammatical, typographical and similar or like errors may be 

corrected, and additions, alterations, and omissions not affecting the construction or meaning of this 

ordinance and the City Code may be freely made. 

Section 4.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, word or provision 

of this ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent 

jurisdiction, whether for substantive, procedural, or any other reason, such portion shall be deemed a 

separate, distinct and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the 

remaining portions of this ordinance.  

Section 5.  Conflicts.  All ordinances or parts of ordinances in conflict with any of the provisions 

of this ordinance are hereby repealed. 

Section 6.  Effective date.   This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon adoption by 

the City Commission of the City of Winter Park, Florida. 

ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of Winter Park, held at City 

Hall, Winter Park, Florida, on the _____ day of _________, 2015. 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

______________________________________ 

Mayor Steve Leary 

Attest: 

 

 

 

_________________________________ 

Cynthia Bonham, City Clerk 



 

 

 

Planning and Zoning Board Minutes: June 2, 2015 

 

REQUEST OF THE CITY OF WINTER PARK FOR:  AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WINTER 
PARK, FLORIDA, AMENDING SECTIONS 58-71 AND 58-95 OF ARTICLE III, ZONING, CHAPTER 58, 
LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE TO CLARIFY LANGUAGE BY REMOVING THE ANTIQUATED TERM 
“SERVANT”. 
 
Planning Manager Jeffrey Briggs presented the staff report and explained that this public hearing was 
to consider an Ordinance, requested by the City Commission, to update the Zoning Code text by 
removing the antiquated term of “servants”.   
 
When the City discussed the lot consolidation request at 1251/1252 Lakeview Drive there was 
discussion of a proposed ‘guest house”.  In the Zoning Code text, the use of guest houses is limited to 
family members, visitors and “servants”.  This is an antiquated term going back to the adoption of this 
zoning regulation in 1952.  The City Commission asked that staff update this terminology and the city 
attorney has prepared the accompanying ordinance to accomplish that request.   
 
No one wished to speak to this item. 
 
The Planning Board members agreed that it was appropriate to update this terminology. 
 
Motion made by Mr. Sacha, seconded by Mr. Gottfried to APPROVE amending sections 58-71 
and 58-95 of Article III, Zoning, Chapter 58, Land Development Code to clarify language by 
removing the antiquated term “Servant”.   
 
Motion carried unanimously with a 7-0 vote. 

 
 

 



 

 

 

 

Item type Public Hearing meeting date July 13, 2015 
   

 
 

prepared by John Holland approved by  City Manager 
 

department Parks and Recreation  City Attorney 
 

division Administration  X N|A 
 

 

board  

approval 
 

 yes  no X N|A  final vote 
   

     

     

strategic  
objective 

X Exceptional Quality of Life  Fiscal Stewardship 
 

 

 Intelligent Growth & 
Development 

X Public Health & Safety 
 

 

X Investment in Public Assets & Infrastructure 
 

 

subject 
 

Extend the sunset of the Golf Strategic Task Force 1 month.  The Task Force 
originally was to sunset on July 25, 2015; with this action will now sunset August 25, 
2015. 

 
 

motion | recommendation 
 
Staff recommends extending the Sunset to August 25, 2015 allowing the Task Force 

to complete their presentation. 
 

 
background 
 

Golf Task Force Members: Gary Diehl, Brian Furey, Matthew Hegarty, Steve Hoffman, 
Bill Neidlinger, Taylor Sacha, Jeff Shafer 

 
The task force is finalizing their presentation with a target date of presenting to City 

Commission on July 27, 2015.   
 
 

alternatives | other considerations 
 

None 
 
 

fiscal impact 
 

None 
 

 

 



 RESOLUTION NO. __________ 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY 

OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA, EXTENDING THE TERM OF 

EXISTENCE FOR THE GOLF COURSE STRATEGIC PLAN 

TASK FORCE; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICTS, 

SEVERABILITY AND EFFECTIVE DATE.  

WHEREAS, the City of Winter Park established the Golf Course Strategic Plan Task 

Force on August 25,2014; and  

WHEREAS, the Task Force held their first meeting on November 25,2014; and  

WHEREAS, Section 2-46 of the Municipal Code provides that all subsidiary boards 

of the City shall be established in Chapter 2, Article III, Division 1 of the Code of Ordinances 

of the City of Winter Park; and  

WHEREAS, Section 2-47 of the Municipal Code enumerates all subsidiary boards of 

the City, and the Task Force is not there established; and  

WHEREAS, Section 2-48 of the Municipal Code provides general rules for all 

subsidiary boards of the City, and in subsection 2-48(n) allows for establishment of 

municipal task forces, each of which shall have a term of one hundred eighty (180) days 

unless the term is extended by action of the Commission; and  

WHEREAS, by this Resolution the Commission of the City of Winter Park has 

determined that it is in the public interest to extend the term of the Task Force; and  

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Winter Park has determined that the 

term of the Task Force should be extended for one (1) month to allow it a reasonable 

opportunity to accomplish its important work.  

WHEREAS, on May 11, 2015 the City Commission of the City of Winter Park 

previously extended the term of the Task Force until July 25
th
, 2015 to allow it a reasonable 

opportunity to accomplish its important work. 

 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE 

CITY OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA, AS FOLLOWS:  

SECTION 1. Extension of the Term of the Task Force. The term of the Task Force 

shall be extended for one (1) month, ending August 25, 2015. The City Commission may, 

by future resolution further extend the term of existence of the Task Force as it may 

determine advisable in the future.  



SECTION 2. Severability. If any Section or portion of a Section of this Resolution 

proves to be invalid, unlawful, or unconstitutional, it shall not be held to invalidate or impair 

the validity, force, or effect of any other Section or part of this Resolution.  

 

SECTION 3. Conflicts. All Resolutions or parts of Resolutions in conflict with any of 

the provisions of this Resolution are hereby repealed.  

 
SECTION 4. Effective Date. This Resolution shall become effective immediately 

upon its passage and adoption.  

ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of Winter Park, 

Florida, held in City Hall, Winter Park, on this 13th day of July, 2015.  

              
       Steve Leary, Mayor 
Attest:  

 
 
       
Cynthia S. Bonham, City Clerk  
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Subject:    Second Public Hearing for an Amendment of a Conditional Use for a Three 
Story Townhouse Project at 170 E. Morse/170 S. Knowles. 
 

Ordinance 2886-14 adopted last year requires two City Commission public hearings for approval 
or amendment of a Conditional Use involving three story building in the CBD.  The rest of this 

package is repeated from the first public hearing. 
 

This second public hearing is a Conditional Use request by the prospective purchasers of 170 S. 
Knowles Avenue/170 E. Morse Blvd. to amend the previous multi-family project approved in 
2007.  It was originally four units however, this proposal is now three units, each three stories 

in height and now 19,935 square feet of total building area.  The property is zoned C-2.   
 

 
Summary: 
 

Background:  On October 22, 2007 the City Commission approved a Conditional Use, for a 
four unit, three-story, 18,290 square foot residential project to replace the two story 

retail/office building at the SW corner of Morse Blvd. and Knowles Avenue.  That project by the 
current property owner, Mr. Furst and required Conditional Use approval as it was a three story 
building in the Central Business District and over 10,000 sq. ft. 

 
That original Conditional Use approval was valid for two years.  The City Commission provided 

an extension on April 13, 2009.  Then on April 10, 2010 the City Commission provided a five 
year extension until October 22, 2016.   Later, on October 24, 2011 the City Commission 
extended the Conditional Use approval until October 24, 2021.  As this application is from a 

contract purchaser, the seller and purchaser have requested that any approval be conditioned 
upon the eventual sale and closing which is reflected in the staff conditions. 

 
Current Project Plan Request:   
 

The project parameters retain much of the original site plan layout from the original approval in 
2007.  The project fronts on Morse Blvd. and Knowles Avenue and has a rear entry motor court 

from the Treat Way alley into two car garages for each of the three units.  The total building 
area increases from 18,290 square feet to 19,935 square feet.  This is an increase in floor area 
ratio (FAR) from the 177% permitted in 2007 to the current request at 192.61%.  The Code 

maximum FAR for C-2 zoning is 200%.   
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For purposes of comparison, the following table outlines the C-2 zoning requirements and the 
proposed dimensions of this project. 

 
 

 C-2 Require-
ments 

Project Proposal 

Property Size  10,350 sf 

Floor Area Ratio Max. 200% 192.61% 

   

   

Knowles Ave. 
setback 

0 feet 5-8 feet 

Morse Blvd. 
setback 

3.3 feet 3.3 feet 

Alley setback 0 feet Floors 
1 & 2 

10 feet -3rd 
floor 

3 feet 4 inches for 
all floors 

Interior Side 
setback 

0 feet 0 feet 

   

   

Bldg. Height 40 feet 40 feet 

   

 
The street setbacks on Morse Blvd. are in line with the average existing 3.3 foot setback 

(from the adjacent Landmark Condominium) and the street setbacks on Knowles Avenue 
are 5 to 8 feet except for the first floor entry porch features at zero feet or at the property 

line as there is no ‘average’ setback on Knowles Avenue in this block.  There is also a 
proposed 3 foot-4 inch street setback to the Treat Way alley (south side) and to the 
adjacent Landmark Condo (west side). 

 
The building height is at the maximum 40 feet permitted for three story buildings in the 

Central Business District and in the C-2 zoning.  There is a cornice parapet wall of 5 feet 
in height for a total visual height of 45 feet.  Back within the rooftop are the elevator/stair 
tower elements for each unit, an additional 10 feet in height.  These heights are 

consistent with the original 2007 approval and the parapet walls are somewhat smaller as 
the 2007 plans which had architectural ornamentation on the corners.   

 
The Comprehensive Plan and the Zoning Code contain a requirement to provide terracing 
and articulation by imposing a further setback for the third floors of any prospective 

building within the Central Business District and C-2 zoning.  The Comprehensive Plan 
policies are very prescriptive in requiring a one for one foot setback for the third floors.  If 

the third floor is 10 feet tall then the third floor setback is 10 feet.  The C-2 zoning is less 
prescriptive in that it just requires that “a significant portion of the top floor shall be 
terraced and stepped back from the exterior face of the next lower floor”.    
 

In this project, as with the Morse/Virginia Townhouses, designed by Phil Kean, the design 

solution is to build the “box” setback from the street front by 9-10 feet and then add 
architectural articulation outward from the “box”.  It is an acceptable method of 



 

 

 

compliance and in some ways a better design solution because the bulk of the “building 
mass” is further setback from the street frontages. 

 
Per the policy of the Comprehensive Plan, if the third floor is ten feet in height then the 

third floor must be setback 10 feet from the street where zero foot setbacks apply 
(Knowles Avenue and the Alley) and the third floor must be setback 13 feet 3 inches from 
where a 3 foot, 3 inch street setback exists (Morse Blvd.).   The proposed plans indicate a 

9 foot, 1 inch setback for the third floor on the Knowles Avenue frontage and a 12 foot, 3 
inch setback for the third floor on the Morse Blvd. frontage.  The applicant is asking for an 

exception, as may be permitted via this Conditional Use review for the 1 foot difference (9 
foot setback vs. 10 foot floor height).  To the staff this one foot differential seems 
deminimus and staff has no issue for the request for that 1 foot setback exception. 

 
On the Treat Way alley side, which is also street frontage, the plans depict a setback of 3 

feet 4 inches for all three floors and the applicant has proposed another one foot setback 
for the third floor.  This request is asking in effect to vest the vertical 3 feet 4 inches 
setback for all three floors that was approved for the previous project in 2007 but allowing 

for another one foot setback for the third floor to break up that vertical wall.     Treat Way 
is a public street, albeit an alley but with frontage and visibility all along Knowles Avenue.  

The P&Z Board is in support of these setback exceptions. 
 

Streetscape Proposal: 
 
The applicant is also asking the City to consider a streetscape proposal for this section of 

Knowles Avenue.  Currently (as depicted in the plans) along Knowles Avenue are 12 on-
street parking spaces at 90 degrees from the travel lanes.  An existing 4.5 feet of 

sidewalk exists between the curb and the property line.  The applicant would like to 
convert this Knowles Avenue street frontage using on street spaces.  That increases the 
sidewalk width to 12.5 feet for better pedestrian circulation and oak trees within this area. 

 
This proposal benefits the project by enhancing the visual street appeal of this street 

section and increasing pedestrian access.  The concern is that the City loses public parking 
spaces within an area where all the parking spaces are usually full.  
 

Public Works has been conducting parking surveys on the use and availability of parking 
spaces in the six city parking lots downtown for the past 15 months.  The Knowles Avenue 

parking spaces have consistently been the most heavily utilized parking in the downtown.  
As a result, the recommendation from Public Works was not in favor of this streetscape 
proposal as it results in the loss of six to eight public parking spaces.   

 
The applicants’ position is that the conversion of this property from a retail/office building 

to a residential building is going to reduce the demand from customers/clients parking on 
Knowles to visit businesses within this building.  The applicants’ perspective is that this 
change in use will benefit the parking situation and more than offset the loss of the six 

parking spaces. 
 

The P&Z Board agreed with the applicant and felt that the benefits of continuing the 
streetscape program on Morse Blvd around the corner with a wider sidewalk and new oak 
trees, especially to increase pedestrian safety was more important than the loss of six 

parking spaces.   
    



 

 

 

 
 

 
Traffic Study:   

 
The staff did not require the developer to provide a traffic study because the total trip 
generation from 3 residential units of 33 trips per day is far less than the trip generation 

from the existing 7,365 square feet of retail/office spaces which produces 349 trips per 
day per ITE generation estimates.  This existing traffic generation may be overstated 

since many trips to the downtown are multi-destination trips but the conclusion regardless 
is that this residential project of three townhouses will generate less traffic than the 
existing building. 

 
Impact Upon the Downtown Winter Park Historic Districts:   

 
This property is located outside the US Federal Register - Downtown Winter Park Historic 
District which ends at the Center Street alley and the Interlachen Avenue Historic District 

which ends adjacent to this property.  See maps attached.  In other cases, a question has 
been raised about applicability of a recommendation from the City’s Historic Preservation 

Board per the code text below: 
 

Sec. 58-446. - Functions, powers and duties of the historic preservation board. The historic preservation board 

shall be responsible for the development and administration of a comprehensive historic preservation program, and 

shall identify and maintain the city's historic resources for the benefit of both present and future residents. It shall be the 

responsibility of the HPB to:  

1. Provide or recommend incentives for historic preservation, and to recommend for or against rezonings, 

demolitions, developments, lot splits, lot consolidations, or conditional uses that could impact historic 

resources identified in the Florida Master Site File survey of the City of Winter Park.  

 
The precedent has been to apply this Code requirement to projects within a historic 

district but not outside the Districts.  Staff did not bring this application to the Historic 
Preservation Board for review since it was outside the District and has not received 

direction from the City Commission to do so in the past.   
 
Other Considerations: 

 
This project is intended to be developed as fee simple townhouses pursuant to a replat 

(not as a condominium).  To the extent that any “subdivision approval” is required, then 
this process provides that approval.  This fee simple/replat marketing approach is what 

was approved by the City for the 400 Swoope townhouse project, the Morse/Virginia 
Townhouse project and the one at 125 S. Interlachen Avenue.  
 

The scale of this project and the materials presented allows the City to combine the 
Preliminary and Final Conditional Use approvals.  However, the Code requires two public 

hearings for approval by the City Commission for three story buildings within the Central 
Business District.   
 

 
 

 
 



 

 

 

Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Code Compliance: 
 

There are a number of policies in the Comprehensive Plan that address the design aspects 
of this application.  Those policies and other relevent C-2 Zoning Code sections that are 

included as an appendix to this staff report.   
 

Planning and Zoning Board Recommendation: 
 

Motion made by Mr. Sacha, seconded by Mr. Gottfried to approve both the 
Preliminary and Final Conditional Use approvals for the modification of this 

project with the following conditions: 
1. The third floor facing the Treat Way alley must be setback an additional 

one-foot from the lower floors in a reduced but similar fashion to the other 

street elevations. 
2. The electric transformer/switch gear and backflow preventers shall be 

located adjacent to the building and shall be effectively screened from 
view. 

3. Changes to the Knowles Avenue streetscape and parking arrangement are 

approved, as presented by the applicant. 
4. As the Applicant is not the owner of the Property, but rather is the 

purchaser under a contract for sale and purchase to buy the Property, 
unless specifically consented to by Owner in writing, no approval issued 

pursuant to the Application or any condition imposed in connection 
therewith, shall be binding upon the Property or the current Owner of the 
Property unless and until Applicant, or its successor or assign, acquires 

title to the Property.  If Applicant or its successor or assign does not 
acquire title to the Property within one hundred fifty (150) days following 

the approval by the City Commission of such Conditional Use Permit and 
the expiration of any appeal period applicable thereto, the Conditional Use 
Permit shall be null and void and the existing Conditional Use, which was 

extended by the City Commission on October 24, 2011 until October 24, 
2021 shall be in full force and effect; provided, however, that Owner shall 

have the right to waive the foregoing and accept the new Conditional Use 
Permit which shall not be null and void in such event.” 

 

Motion carried unanimously with a 7-0 vote. 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 



 

 

 

Comprehensive Plan policy and C-2 District excerpts: 
 
Policy 1-3.2.2: Maintain the Character and Scale of the Central Business District:  The City shall 
maintain the character and scale of the Central Business District (CBD), including the Park Avenue 
Corridor as one of the premier downtown retail shopping districts in Florida, by reinforcing attributes 
that underlie its ambiance and special character, including its pedestrian scale, the relationship of its 
buildings and their orientation to the street, the eclectic mix of architectural styles, the open space 
vistas of Central Park, and the predominance of small distinctive specialty shops. This Comprehensive 
Plan imposes a two story height limit throughout the Central Business District as depicted on the Winter 
Park Central Business District Boundary Map located in the Definitions section of this Comprehensive 
Plan.  These height restrictions may be increased to a maximum 3 story height limit if the development 
is approved by the City Commission as a Conditional Use and conforms to the Maximum Height Map. 
Third floors approved by conditional use in the CBD must be setback on street frontages equal to their 
height of a one foot setback for each one foot height of the third floor. Properties designated low density 
residential, and other properties identified as limited to two stories on the Maximum Height Map are not 
candidates for the 3 story height Conditional Use.  The maximum floor area ratio within the CBD shall 
include private parking garages which are either at grade or elevated in calculations of floor area. 
Subterranean parking garages and public parking garages may be excluded from floor area 
calculations by the City Commission.  
 
Policy 1-3.8.9: Preserve the Pedestrian Scale and Orientation of the CBD and Restrict Building 
Height. The City shall preserve the pedestrian scale and orientation of the Winter Park Central 
Business District Boundary Map, as defined in the Definitions section of this Comprehensive Plan, by 
limiting development for any property to two stories in height or three stories (including any mezzanine 
levels) on a case by case basis via conditional use approval by the City Commission for any third floor. 
The pedestrian orientation is also protected by prohibiting new drive-in businesses within the C-2 
zoning locations east of Virginia Avenue.  Approvals or other variances for more than three stories are 
prohibited.  Third floors approved by conditional use must be setback on street frontages equal to their 
height on a one foot setback for each one foot height of the third floor. Properties designated low 
density residential and properties limited to two stories on the Maximum Height Map are not candidates 
for the 3 story conditional use. 
 

 
Sec. 58-75. Commercial (C-2) District. 
 
(b)   Permitted uses.   
 

(4)   Residences located on any floor outside of the Park Avenue Corridor or above the ground floor 
within the Park Avenue Corridor. 
 

(c)   Conditional uses.  The following uses may be permitted as conditional uses following review by the 
planning and zoning board and approval by the city commission in accordance with the provisions of 
this C-2 district section only.  
 
(3) Buildings with a third floor provided that such conditional use approvals require two public hearing 
approvals by the city commission; 
 
(6) Buildings over 10,000 square feet, any addition over 500 square feet to an existing building over 
10,000 square feet or additions over 500 square feet to existing buildings that result in a building over 
10,000 square feet in size. 
 
(e)   Development standards. 
 



 

 

 

(1)   On all streets, buildings and structures shall be built to a zero foot building setback from the 
property line or such front setback as is established by the average front setback of the existing 
buildings on that block of street frontage, whichever is greater. However, canopies may extend over the 
sidewalks provided a clearance of nine feet zero inches is maintained from the sidewalk to the bottom 
portion of the canopy. 
 
(2)   Building heights shall not exceed the height limits imposed by the Maximum Height Map. For those 
properties within the geographic areas shown with a two story maximum, the maximum building height 
shall be thirty (30) feet; for those properties shown with a three story maximum height, the maximum 
building height may be up to forty (40) feet if approved via conditional use. Variances for more than 
three stories in the Central Business District are prohibited.   Parapet walls, mansard, gable or hip roof 
appendages or similar architectural elements or appendages on a one or two story building may be 
added to the building height but in no case shall extend more than five (5) feet above the building roof 
height limitations established in the section. Mechanical equipment, elevator towers and related non-
occupied structures may be added to the building roof height but in no case shall exceed more than ten 
(10) feet above these building roof height limitations and shall be located to the maximum extent 
possible so that they are not visible from the street. 
 
(3)   Buildings shall be setback no less than ten (10) feet from the rear lot line. 
 
(4)   No side yard setbacks shall be required on interior side property lines. 
 
(5)   The maximum floor area ratio for any building shall be two hundred (200%) percent. The floor area 
ratio shall include the floor area of any attached or detached above grade private parking garage. 
 
(8) Terracing and articulation requiring additional setbacks are required to create relief to the overall 
massing of the building facades. Such design features of building façade articulation are required at 
least every sixty (60) feet on average along the primary building façades facing the streets, or along the 
building frontage where the building fronts the primary parking lot area.  For any building over two 
stories in height and over 200 feet in length, there shall be a thirty-five (35) foot break on at least the 
first floor, the design of which shall be a component of the architectural review process required for 
conditional use.  For any building over two stories or thirty (30) feet in height, a significant portion of the 
top floor shall be terraced and stepped back from the exterior face of the next lower floor.  Parking 
structures are exempt from this terracing requirement. 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 



 

 

 

Planning and Zoning Board Minutes: June 2, 2015: 

 

REQUEST OF TOWER ACQUISITION PARTNERS, LLC TO:  AMEND THE CONDITIONAL USE 
APPROVAL PREVIOUSLY GRANTED TO THE PROPERTY AT 170 S. KNOWLES AVENUE/170 
EAST MORSE BOULEVARD IN 2007, TO ALLOW FOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE MULTI-FAMILY 
PROJECT, TO NOW BE COMPOSED OF THREE UNITS, THREE STORIES AND 19,935 SQUARE 
FEET OF RESIDENTIAL LIVING AREA AND GARAGE, ON THIS PROPERTY ZONED C-2. 

Planning Manager Jeffrey Briggs presented the staff report and explained that this was a Conditional 
Use request by the prospective purchasers of the property at 170 S. Knowles Avenue/170 E. Morse 
Blvd. seeking to amend the previously approved conditional use plans to allow for modifications to the 
multi-family project originally approved in 2007.  It was originally four units but is now three units, each 
three stories in height and now 19,935 square feet of total building area.  The property is zoned C-2.     
 
Mr. Briggs explained that the project parameters retain much of the original site plan layout from the 
original approval in 2007.  The project fronts on Morse Blvd. and Knowles Avenue and has a rear entry 
motor court from the Treat Way alley into two car garages for each of the three units.  The total building 
area increases from 18,290 square feet to 19,935 square feet.  This is an increase in floor area ratio 
from the 177% permitted in 2007 to the current request at 192.61%.  The Code maximum FAR for C-2 
zoning is 200%.  Mr. Briggs further described the setbacks, building articulation and height. 
 
Mr. Briggs described the issue on the Treat Way alley side however, which is also street frontage, that 
the plans depict a 3 foot-4 inch setback for all three floors and no additional setback for the third floor 
as required by the C-2 zoning.  This request is asking in effect to “grandfathered-in” the vertical 3 foot-4 
inch setback for all three floors that was approved for the previous project in 2007.  Treat Way is a 
public street with frontage and visibility all along Knowles Avenue and there is a valid reason to break 
up the vertical wall as is being done for the Knowles and Morse frontages. Thus, the staff did not 
support an exception from the Code for the third floor on this Treat Way frontage but would support just 
an additional 3 foot setback. 
 
Mr. Briggs also discussed the applicant’s streetscape proposal for this section of Knowles Avenue.  
Currently (as depicted in the plans) along Knowles Avenue are 12 on-street parking spaces at 90 
degrees from the travel lanes.  An existing 4½ foot sidewalk exists between the curb and the property 
line.  The applicants would like to convert this Knowles Avenue street frontage to a parallel parking 
orientation of 6 on-street spaces.  That increases the sidewalk width to 12½ feet for better pedestrian 
circulation and oak trees within this area.  This proposal benefits the project by enhancing the visual 
street appeal of this street section and increasing pedestrian access.  The negative part is that the City 
loses 6 public parking spaces and the ability to add 2 more spaces when the existing driveway is 
closed.  Public Works has been conducting parking surveys on the use and availability of parking 
spaces in the six city parking lots downtown for the past 15 months.  The Knowles Avenue parking 
spaces have consistently been the most heavily utilized parking in the downtown.  As a result, the 
recommendation from Public Works is not in favor of this streetscape proposal as it results in the loss of 
6-8 public parking spaces.   
 
Staff recommended approval of both the Preliminary and Final Conditional Use approvals for the 
modification of this project with conditions. 
 
Rebecca Wilson, Lowndes, Drosdick, Kantor and Reed, representing the applicant presented a power 
point detailing the history of the project, the conformance to the C-2 zoning regulations and the 
applicant’s position with regard to the two issues of the setback from Treat Way and the Streetscape 
proposal.  Ms. Wilson provided detail on the Treat Way situation with comparisons to other properties 
and the necessity for the setback and that the applicant was proposing an additional one foot setback 
for the third floor from the proposed 3 foot 4 inch setback of the first two floors. 



 

 

 

 
Ms. Wilson also discussed the rationale for the streetscape improvements by showing pictures of the 
current conditions, previous plans presented 2007 and why the parking will be improved.  The 
applicant’s position is that the conversion of this property from a retail/office building to a residential 
building is going to reduce the demand from customers/clients parking on Knowles to visit businesses 
within this building.  The applicant’s position is that this change in use will benefit the parking situation 
and more than offset the loss of the 6 parking spaces. 
 
David Odahowski, 199 E. Welbourne Avenue (Bush Foundation) representing the adjacent property 
expressed that public parking in this area was critical.  He explained that people are continually parking 
within their private lot and he could not support any plan that removed public parking. 

Dykes Everett, 341 E. Webster Avenue expressed support for the project as an improvement and asset 
for the downtown. 

No one else appeared to speak and the public hearing was closed. 

The Planning Board members discussed the application and the consensus was that the proposal for 
the Treat Way façade accomplished the objective of the Code in providing articulation and that on this 
less visible side of the building, the façade was appropriate with a one foot additional setback for the 
third floor as presented by the applicant.  The Planning Board members had significant discussion 
regarding the streetscape proposal.  The competing interests were how important every public parking 
space is within the downtown versus the public benefit to continue the streetscape of Morse Blvd. 
around the corner to greatly enhance pedestrian circulation and safety.   

Motion made by Mr. Sacha, seconded by Mr. Gottfried to approve both the Preliminary and Final 
Conditional Use approvals for the modification of this project with the following conditions as 
suggested by staff and as modified: 

1. The third floor facing the Treat Way alley must be setback an additional one-foot from the 
lower floors in a reduced but similar fashion to the other street elevations. 

2. The electric transformer/switch gear and backflow preventers shall be located adjacent 
to the building and shall be effectively screened from view. 

3. Changes to the Knowles Avenue streetscape and parking arrangement are approved, as 
presented by the applicant. 

4. As the Applicant is not the owner of the Property, but rather is the purchaser under a 
contract for sale and purchase to buy the Property, unless specifically consented to by 
Owner in writing, no approval issued pursuant to the Application or any condition 
imposed in connection therewith, shall be binding upon the Property or the current 
Owner of the Property unless and until Applicant, or its successor or assign, acquires 
title to the Property.  If Applicant or its successor or assign does not acquire title to the 
Property within one hundred fifty (150) days following the approval by the City 
Commission of such Conditional Use Permit and the expiration of any appeal period 
applicable thereto, the Conditional Use Permit shall be null and void and the existing 
Conditional Use, which was extended by the City Commission on October 24, 2011 until 
October 24, 2021 shall be in full force and effect; provided, however, that Owner shall 
have the right to waive the foregoing and accept the new Conditional Use Permit which 
shall not be null and void in such event.” 

 
Motion carried unanimously with a 7-0 vote. 
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Subject: 1800 Lee Road Conditional Use 

This public hearing is the request of Icon Residential for the redevelopment of the properties 
collectively referred to as the 1800 Lee Road property which are all in the same ownership but 
have property addresses of 1746/1800/1802/1806/1810/1814/1818/1824/1828/1832 Lee 
Road. All of the properties have a Low Density Residential future land use designation in the 
Comprehensive Plan and are zoned Low Density Residential (R-2). The request is for Conditional 
Use approval under the R-2 provision for Cluster Housing to redevelop the properties with 30, 
two-story townhouses. There are currently eight one-story duplexes on this property (16 units) 
which will be demolished to make way for this redevelopment. 

Background and Summary: 

The current duplexes on these properties were built in 1964. In 2007, the P&Z Board and City 
Commission approved a redevelopment plan via this same Conditional Use process for a project 
of 27 two-story townhouses. Based on that approval the property was sold to the current 
ownership group. However, shortly thereafter, the economy experienced the downturn and 
that project was not pursued. The current applicant has a contract to purchase these properties 
from that ownership group, contingent upon receiving these development approvals. 

This property location sits in between two office properties with the Lee World Center, a three 
story building of 62,000 square feet on the west and the one-story Bank of 6,500 square feet 
on the east. As such there are no neighborhood impacts from this project. 

Current Development Request: The proposed development consists of approximately 
82,000 square feet of total residential buildings which yield townhouse units of an average size 
of 2,733 square feet inclusive of a two car garage for each unit. For purposes of comparison, 
the following table outlines the R-2 zoning requirements and the proposed dimensions of this 
project. 

i 

R-2 Require­
ments 

Project Proposal 

Property Size 3.45 acres 
Floor Area Ratio Max. 55% 53.3% 

Lot Coverage Max. 35% 27.2% 
Max. Impervious Min. 65% 62.5% 



Coverage 
Lee Road 
setback 
Lakeside 
setback 

Western Side 
setback 

I Northern Side 
I setback 

I Parking 
Required 

30 feet 

50 feet 

10 feet 

30 feet 

75 spaces 

35 feet 

: 

50 feet minimum 

20 feet 
I 

38-84 feet 

72 spaces 

1...---.. 
Bldg. Height 35 feet 30-32 feet 

The 30 townhouse units are spread amongst nine separate buildings holding 2-4 units 
each. Four units in a building is the maximum permitted under the R-2 cluster housing 
regulations. Parking spaces shown for this project are 73-75 spaces. Each townhouse 
has a two-car garage and there are 13-15 visitor parking spaces. 

5thTree Preservation: Since the May P&Z meeting there have been two site plan 
changes that have greatly enhanced tree preservation on this property. Both of these site 
plan changes were reviewed by P&Z at their June 2nd meeting and endorsed. 

The first modification involved increasing the building setbacks along the western property 
line from 15 feet to 30 feet. This greatly enhances the preservation of the tree canopy 
(limbs) for the major oak trees that exist along that western property line of the Lee 
World Center office building. The second modification is in the location of the visitor 
parking, where there is a stand of oak trees in good condition that Dru Dennison, Urban 
Forestry Chief has requested that the applicant make an effort to save. There are two 
landscape plans submitted with this package that preserve these trees: Landscape Plan ­
Sheet L1 and Landscape Plan (Alternate) Sheet L1 ALT. The alternate landscape plan 
saves four more oak trees than the original plan but loses two visitor parking spaces. The 
Planning/Forestry staff supports the Alternate Landscape Plan in order to maximize the 
preservation of this nice stand of oak trees. The applicant believes that the 13 visitor 
spaces will be sufficient based on their experience developing other townhouse 
communities. 

Storm water retention will be accomplished through a combination of underground 
exfiltration and some retention swales within the lakefront portions of the site. Due to the 
shallow location of groundwater given the lakeside location, the site has to be built up 
with fill so that there can be clearance between the underground exfiltration and the 
groundwater so that the system can function as designed. A tree well is to be constructed 
around the stand of oak trees in order to preserve those trees. The city staff has 
requested added separation from the tree for the exfiltration and sewer lift station. 

These units will be sold fee simple with a Homeowners Association for maintenance of the 
common elements. There will be a re-plat of this property for the "lots" and common area 
tracts to be maintained by the HOA as well as indicating the easement areas needed for 
utilities. 



The common area amenities will include boat slips and a gazebo/dock area for the use and 
enjoyment of the residents. The primary concern of the Lake Killarney Advisory Board is 
the number of structures and the number of boat/jet skis that add to the impact on lake 
usage. The applicant is asking for the ability for their residents to have 10 boat or jet ski 
slips and one common dock/gazebo for the residents. That number is agreeable to the 
Lake Killarney Advisory Board. However, the actual design and location of these facilities 
is one item that needs further refinement. As such there is a condition of approval 
requiring a subsequent review and approval by P&Z, as to the actual design and location. 

The project also proposes to redevelop the privacy wall that exists along the Lee Road 
frontage. The existing wall is not in good condition structurally in some sections due to 
tree root/growth impacts since 1964. The applicant is proposing to move the wall closer 
to Lee Road, at a 10 foot setback and is requesting a variance for 7 feet of wall height in 
lieu of the typical code maximum of 6 feet. P&Z agreed with the need for a little more 
height and sound buffering given the location adjacent to Lee Road. However, as there is 
not a firm design at this time, there is a condition of approval requiring a subsequent 
review and approval by P&Z, as to the actual design and configuration of the wall. 

Preliminary and Final CU: This application package is intended to provide the detail 
needed both for the "preliminary" and "final" conditional use approvals and as such 
includes the final site plan, civil engineering plans, architectural perspective images of the 
building facades, landscape plan, complete storm water retention design and a traffic 
impact information. Aside from the two items previously mentioned, which can be 
conditions of approval, everything else appears to have been provided. 

Traffic/Mobility Impacts: 

The 30 townhouses will have a daily traffic generation of 285 trips per day. The existing 
16 units generate 152 trips per day so the net increase is 133 trips per day. On Lee Road 
with an existing 35,500 cars a day, this increase is deminimus. 

Staff Analysis of the Applicant's Requests: 

Various city departments have reviewed this application including representatives from 
Planning & Community Development, Public Works, Electric Utility, Water and Wastewater 
Utilities, Fire, Urban Forestry, Parks & Recreation and City Administration. Their 
comments were as follows: 

Fire Dept.: Applicant is aware of the fire hydrant and fire flow needs for the project. 

Traffic Engineering/Police Dept.: -rhe median on Lee Road allows left turns from the site. 
The added traffic impact is minimal. 

Water/Sewer/Storm Water Utility: The applicant is aware of the requirements for the 
private lift station for sanitary sewer and the fire flow need for additional hydrants. The 
HOA will maintain the lift station and underground exfiltration system per the required 
Maintenance Agreements with the City for both facilities. 



Planning and Zoning Board Recommendation: 

Motion made by Mr. Weldon, seconded by Mr. Gottfried to grant conditional use approval to 
redevelop the 3.45 acres of properties collectively referred to as 1800 Lee Road, including the 
tax parcels of 174611800/1802/1806/1810/1814/1818/1824/1828/1832 Lee Road for a 30 unit 
townhouse development (cluster housing), on these properties zoned R-2 subject to the 
following conditions requested by staff: 
1. 	 The Icon Residential project entitlements comprise 30 residential two-story townhouses 

of approximately 82,000 total square feet which may be sold as fee simple units subject 
to the City's review and approval of the re-plat, covenantslrestrictions and HOA 
documents by staff and city attorney. 

2. 	 The final number, location and design of the docks and gazebos shall be reviewed and 
approved by the Planning & Zoning Board but may not exceed accommodations for more 
than 10 boatsljet skis and the re-plat covenantslrestrictions and HOA documents shall 
reflect this restriction. 

3. 	 The final design of the privacy wall along Lee Road shall be reviewed and approved by 
the Planning & Zoning Board. 
Motion carried unanimously by a 7-0 vote. 

Added Staff Recommendations: 

There needs to be two added conditions of approval. One is the added separation for the 
storm water exfiltration and sanitary sewer lift station from the oak trees to be preserved. 
The other is the requirement to deed to the City the ownership of the adjacent drainage 
outfall. Staff recommends adding these two conditions as follows: 

1. 	That the civil engineering plans be modified by relocating the storm water 
exfiltration and sanitary sewer lift station out of the open space area adjacent to 
the visitor parking to be utilized for the preservation of existing oak trees. 

2. 	 That the applicant, as part of the replat, dedicate to the City, the parcel of 1746 
Lee Road, which is the drainage outfall from Lake Killarney. 



Planning and Zoning Board Minutes - May 5, 2015: 

REQUEST OF ICON RESIDENTIAL FOR: CONDITIONAL USE APPROVAL TO 
REDEVELOP THE 3.45 ACRES OF PROPERTIES COLLECTIVELY REFERRED TO 
AS 1800 LEE ROAD, INCLUDING THE TAX PARCELS OF 
1746/1800/1802/1806/1810/1814/1818/1824/1828/1832 LEE ROAD FOR A 30 UNIT 
TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT (CLUSTER HOUSING), ON THESE PROPERTIES 
ZONED R-2. 

Planning Manager Jeffrey Briggs presented the staff report and explained that this public hearing 
involves the request of Icon Residential for the redevelopment of the properties collectively referred to 
as the 1800 Lee Road property that are all in the same ownership but which have separate property 
addresses of 1746/1800/1802/1806/1810/1814/1818/1824/1828/1832 Lee Road. All of the properties 
have a Low Density Residential future land use designation in the Comprehensive Plan and are zoned 
Low Density Residential (R-2). The request is to for Conditional Use approval under the R-2 provision 
for Cluster Housing to redevelop the properties with 30, two-story townhouses. There are currently 
eight one-story duplexes on this property (16 units) which will be demolished to make way for this 
redevelopment. Project Site is 3.45 acres. Mr. Briggs discussed the R-2 zoning requirements and the 
proposed dimensions of this project, preliminary and final Conditional Use approvals, history of the 
Property, compatibility with adjacent properties, trafficlmobility impacts and detailed the current 
redevelopment proposed by the applicant. The proposed redevelopment consists of approximately 
82,000 square feet of total residential buildings which yield townhouse units of an average size of 2,733 
square feet inclusive of a two car garage for each unit. Mr. Briggs briefly touched on the concerns and 
comments received from other departments. 

Mr. Briggs concluded by stating that the staff recognizes that in 2007 the City approved a 
redevelopment plan for this property with a similar concept (two-story townhouses) and density (27 
units). This location is on a four lane arterial State Highway (Lee Road) with 35,500 carslday and sits 
in between two office buildings. The one negative impact is that the storm water exfiltration design is 
causing the loss of many significant oak trees. Overall, the applicant has provided a plan that meets 
the requirements of the Comprehensive Plan and Land Development Code. The only items to define 
further are the boat docks/gazebo and exterior wall design. After Significant review, staff has analyzed 
the Conditional Use and is recommending approval subject to the following special conditions: 
1. 	 The Icon Residential project entitlements comprise 30 residential two-story townhouses of 

approximately 82,000 total square feet which may be sold as fee simple units subject to the 
City's review and approval of the re-plat, covenants/restrictions and HOA documents by staff 
and city attorney. 

2. 	 The final number, location and design of the docks and gazebos shall be reviewed and 
approved by the Planning & Zoning Board but may not exceed accommodations for more than 
10 boatsljet skis and the re-plat covenants/restrictions and HOA documents shall reflect this 
restriction. 

3. 	 The final design of the privacy wall along Lee Road shall be reviewed and approved by the 
Planning & Zoning Board. 

Mr. Briggs responded to Board member questions and concerns. 

Brian Kiraly, 2190 South Belcher Road, Largo, represented Icon Residential. He stated that the 
applicant agrees with the staff report and the conditions as presented by Mr. Briggs. He further 
discussed parking, architectural details, ingress/egress. He confirmed that the applicant will build a 
private lift station for this project. Mr. Kiraly and Mr. Ryan Studzinski of Icon Residential responded to 
Board member questions and concerns. 



The following people addressed the Board concerning the request: Bob Maska, 1820 Lee Road; Paul 
Gaulding, 1121 Park Green Place; Bee Epley, 151 North Orlando Avenue; Linda Young, 1808 Lee 
Road; Karen Gray, 1832 Lee Road; Resident of 1814 Lee Road; Perry Pryor, 1830 Lee Road. The 
existing residents within the properties that spoke expressed concern about the impact on the existing 
cove, additional boat docks, the proposed height of the townhomes, traffic on Lee Road, the loss of 
trees, and the impact that the redevelopment would have on the existing wildlife. The residents that 
reside at the property currently expressed frustration over the upkeep of the property, their 
displacement and expressed frustration that no one from the ownership, management or prospective 
buyers would talk to them or provide them any information for them to plan for the future. 

No one else wished to speak. Public Hearing closed. 

The Planning Board members expressed sympathy to the residents that no one on the ownership or 
development side had made any effort to provide information regarding their future. However, the 
Chairman noted that a lease agreement provides rights and privileges to the tenants but also provides 
the opportunity for the owners to redevelop their property at the end of the lease periods. The role of 
the P&Z Board then is limited to review of those prospective plans if the ownership decides to 
redevelop. 

The Board members noted that the redevelopment plans were in conformance with the R-2 code 
regulations and no variances were requested. Mr. Gottfried added that the St. Johns WMD reviews the 
storm water system and impacts upon wetlands and thereby impacts on wildlife. The Board agreed 
that the items to return for further review were important for the ecology of the lake and for the 
aesthetics of project. 

Motion made by Mr. Weldon, seconded by Mr. Gottfried to grant conditional use approval to 
redevelop the 3.45 acres of properties collectively referred to as 1800 Lee Road, including the 
tax parcels of 1746/1800/1802/1806/1810/1814/1818/1824/1828/1832 Lee Road for a 30 unit 
townhouse development (cluster housing), on these properties zoned R-2 subject to the 
following conditions requested by staff: 

1. 	 The Icon Residential project entitlements comprise 30 residential two-story townhouses 
of approximately 82,000 total square feet which may be sold as fee simple units subject 
to the City's review and approval of the re-plat, covenantslrestrictions and HOA 
documents by staff and city attorney. 

2. 	 The final number, location and design of the docks and gazebos shall be reviewed and 
approved by the Planning &Zoning Board but may not exceed accommodations for more 
than 10 boatsljet skis and the re-plat covenantslrestrictions and HOA documents shall 
reflect this restriction. 

3. 	 The final design of the privacy wall along Lee Road shall be reviewed and approved by 
the Planning &Zoning Board. 

Motion carried unanimously by a 7-0 vote. 
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CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES 
JUNE 25, 2007 
PAGE50F8 

) 

The following spoke in favor of the conditional use approval: 

Michael Harbison, 2150 Forrest Road 
Terranova, 700 Melrose Avenue - expressed concerns with the wetlands mitigation and 

asked that they be permanently protected and that the mitigation be done at Clayton 
property. 

Muriel Dubuc, Mayflower resident 
Jack Williamson, Mayflower resident 

The following a of opposition to the conditional use approval which Attorney 
Cheek read into the record: S. Charles Modell, 1230 Sunset Drive (representing the Gallery 
Condominiums). 

Barbara Smith, 2427 Gallery View Drive, did not speak for or against the project but expressed 
concerns with the construction phase, the dirt and noise and the two lane road that will used 

construction. She asked what can be done to keep these concerns at a minimum. 

Motion made by Commissioner Metcalf to approve the conditional use request, and 
by Commissioner Bridges for discussion. Commissioner she 

supports the project but if there is a way to help mitigate the traffic issues during the 
construction phase. Mr. Kolb there are ways to help this and they will be developing 
those plans. He stated they will consider an alternate access road that may a solution to 
both the construction and access. Mr. McGuffin about sensitivity with 
the Gallery Condominium resident's concerns regarding traffic. Mayor Strong asked if there 
was any way we could regulate the construction traffic during the construction period that would 
alleviate some of concerns. Attorney Cheek responded as well as Mr. Kolb who spoke 
about a parking area construction traffic which will alleviate some of traffic back 
and forth. Further discussion ensued regarding the size of the building. The motion carried 
unanimously. 

A recess was taken from 5:16 - 5:20 p.m. 

b) 

Planning Director Jeff Briggs explained the location of the request and the other issues related 
to the project that have been resolved regarding the gated entrance into the property, the 
access and tree He they have adequate parking, the stormwater retention 
meets the code and that the plan has been He that there is more 
architectural detail and the architecture of the individual buildings has been improved. He 

Planning and Zoning approval with conditions. Commissioner Metcalf inquired 
into the currently in place regarding Mr. Briggs responded there is a prohibition in 
the code about private streets and further spoke regarding this There was as 
to why the applicant asked for a gate, that the code does not prohibit it all public safety 
concerns have been eliminated. 

Representing the Attorney Allison Yurko and Avellaneda provided a power point 
presentation outlining the details of the project. Ms. Yurko that the record reflect the 
following: 'That they have talked a lot with the adjacent neighbor to the west and that they will 
cooperate in good faith with the neighbor at 1850 Lee Road on sewer related issues and that 
they wi!! use best to preserve the density and health of the seven trees near the western 



on 

the community and if this is precedent setting. 
within the City. Commissioner Metcalf commented 
gateways of the City and the future of Lee 

Attomey Yurko spoke about the importance of 
and Eckbert addressed 

location. Mayor Strong about Lee Road having its own of and 
may not be warranted at most other City locations. 

is an for the community and that the gate not from 
Commissioner Bridges asked that the issue of within City 

at a future work session as part of the visioning process. The motion carried 

There was further discussion 

to look like 

of a 

of 
about 

the City but without 

that would 

significantly. 
....,"'"...,"';""..... 
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is their buffer between the ('1'\,""1"1'1"" 

staff is going to add a phrase to recommendation 

Michael (unknown). Lakefront Boulevard. asked that the cypress trees 
about the stormwater runoff swales between the 

how that will be created and that this be considered. 
their community. It was by the applicant that the existing 
trees the are new trees that will be added. 

Motion by Commissioner Metcalf to approve the conditional use 
to the following conditions as approved by the P&Z: 

property". She stated they are actually 
wanted assurances that they would try and preserve the trees. 
to 

and 
He stated he is not 

wiJl 

1. Applicant is to bring back for final development plan approval, the 
civil plans (retention), final architectural elevations, tree preservation protection plan and 

plans to P&Z for review and approval; and 
2. Applicant is to modify the stonmwater retention area to increase separation from 

(indicated by numbers 41, 43 and 46 on the survey) to 
better protection of the tree root systems and preservation of those trees. 


Motion was seconded by Commissioner Bridges. Commissioner Bridges commented about 


unanimously. 

c) 

explained that this is a combined request from the City and the 
Hannibal Square Community Land Trust. He showed the location of the three 50' lots on the 
south side of Comstock Avenue. He commented that instead of buHding three large homes, 
they worked to promote of the affordable work force housing. He addressed the 
layout showing four homes; 1,100-1,300 square feet in size; one single center drive. 
and parking behind two front residences. He stated this is before the Commission because 
of the conditional use request to build four affordable houses versus the three that are 

no besides the conditional use, as it meets the 
S.9Wl;JCKS, and Floor Area Ratio (FAR). 

are 
ovt,or... <>1 

Mary Avenue. asked for approval of the request as presented. 

Avenue. in favor of the request because it 



 

 

 

Item type Public Hearing meeting date  July 13, 2015 
   

 
 

prepared by 
George Wiggins 
Jeff Briggs 

approved by X 
City Manager  

department Building - Planning X City Attorney 
 

division   N|A 
 

 

board  

approval 
 

 yes  no X N|A 
 final vote    

     

     

strategic  

objective 

 Exceptional Quality of Life  Fiscal Stewardship 
 

 

X Intelligent Growth & Development  Public Health & Safety 
  

 Investment in Public Assets & Infrastructure 
 

 
Subject 

 
Fifth Third Bank Development Agreement 

 
 

Background 

 
At the May 11, 2015 City Commission meeting, the Fifth Third Bank CUP was unanimously 

approved with the condition added below:  
 

Motion made by Commissioner McMacken to approve the application for conditional use as was 
presented this evening with the modification included in the plan, and also with the additional 
condition of approval that was submitted by the applicant, and for the City Attorney to insure a 
means for resolution of the easement negotiations if the parties cannot agree as to what is 
reasonable under the circumstances; seconded by Commissioner Sprinkel. 

 

After the City Commission motion, the City Attorney concluded that a Development 
Agreement was necessary in order to enforce the terms of the condition above as well as to 

incorporate the other conditions of approval.  The City Attorney in consultation with the 
attorneys representing Fifth Third and the Matsby’s developed the attached Agreement to 

implement the requirement that will allow the Matsby’s to negotiate with Fifth Third for 
vehicular access through the Fifth Third property as an alternate traffic exit onto Lakemont 
Avenue.  The easement negotiations will commence when the adjacent property owner 

comes forward with a site development plan to construct a new building at 1835 Aloma 
Avenue.  See Subsection 3 (m) on the third page of the attached Development Agreement 

for the specific provision. 
 

 
 

 

 

 



 

 

Prepared by: 

Usher L. Brown, Esq. 

Brown Garganese Weiss & D’Agresta, P.A. 

P.O. Box 2873 

Orlando, FL  32802 

 

Return to: 

City of Winter Park      

City Clerk      

401 Park Avenue South 

Winter Park, Florida 32789 

 

DEVELOPER’S AGREEMENT  

(Fifth Third Bank) 

 

THIS DEVELOPER’S AGREEMENT (the “Agreement”) is made and entered into this 

___ day of ______, 2015, by and between the City of Winter Park, Florida, a political 

subdivision of the State of Florida (the “City”), 401 Park Avenue South, Winter Park, Florida 

32789 and Fifth Third Bank, an Ohio banking corporation, (referred to as “Developer”), 

_____________________________________________________ (address).  

WITNESSETH: 

WHEREAS, Developer intends to build and manage a 3,872 square foot branch bank for 

Fifth Third Bank with two drive-in tellers and a companion 5,410 square feet of separate “for 

lease” office space (hereinafter the “Project”); and 

WHEREAS, the properties subject to the Conditional Use application are 443 and 453 

North Lakemont Avenue and 1851, 1861 and 1871  Aloma Avenue; and  

WHEREAS, the request for a drive-in teller requires a Conditional Use permit for the 

Project under the Municipal Code; and 

WHEREAS, this Agreement is adopted pursuant to the Conditional Use section of the 

City Code, Section 58-90, and is not a statutory development agreement under Fla. Stat. 

§163.3220, et seq. 

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the terms and conditions of this 

Agreement and the mutual covenants set forth herein, and for other good and valuable 

consideration, the City and Developer agree to the following conditions: 

1. Subject Property: The Subject Property is comprised of 3,872 square feet bank 

branch for Fifth Third Bank and the companion 5,410 square feet of separate “for lease” office 

space, located at 443 and 453 North Lakemont Avenue, and 1851, 1861 and 1871 Aloma Avenue,  

as more particularly described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto and incorporated by this reference. 



 

 

2. Project Approvals: The plan for the Project was approved by the City Commission 

on May 11, 2015, subject to compliance with this Agreement, as depicted on Exhibit “B”.  

3. Special Conditions of Approval: The following variances or conditions of 

approval are included in the Conditional Use Permit as follows, and are or shall be deemed to be 

depicted on Exhibit “B”, the Site Plan: 

a. The Fifth Third Bank Project entitlements comprise 9,282 square feet of office 

development including two drive-thru teller lanes. 

b. The Project is required to have a minimum of 37 parking spaces to meet the 

anticipated needs of the development plan and may create the additional 6 parking 

spaces needed for medical tenant usage of the 5,410 square feet of associated 

office space within the landscape area along the western border of the site. 

c. The entrance/exits to the Project along Aloma and Lakemont Avenues will be 

restricted to “right in/right out’ only and the center line median on Lakemont 

Avenue shall be extended to the north 25 feet at the expense of the applicant. 

d. The Project signs along the two streets shall be limited to non-interior illuminated 

monument signs as presented. 

e. The western building elevation facing 17,000 cars a day traveling east on Aloma 

Avenue shall include significant brick veneer façade coverings to match the 

architectural pattern of the other building façades. 

f. The hours of operation of the drive-in teller speaker system is restricted to no later 

than 10:00 p.m. and no drive-in teller speaker noise shall be audible within any 

adjacent residential building. 

g. Replacement of the sweet gum and cypress trees on the northern border of the 

property with oak trees. 

h. Increase in the height of the proposed privacy wall on the northern property line 

to eight feet in height and construction to be of brick or brick veneer to match the 

primary structure with columns appropriately spaced and cap.  Also, this privacy 

wall to be constructed in the first phase of the construction activity in order to 

serve as a buffer from construction noise/dust. 

i. Insure that the parapet wall height and location of AC and mechanical equipment 

screens such equipment from view. 

j. Add hedges and understory trees to the landscape area adjacent to the north side 

of the building consistent with that shown of the landscape areas on the east and 

south sides of the building. 



 

 

k. Modify the rear parking lot lighting on the northern border of the property 

adjacent to the residential properties to insure no light intrusion onto their 

properties. 

l. Relocate the dumpster to a location further removed from the abutting residential 

neighbors. 

m. Upon Matsby Properties L.L.C., its successors and assigns, submitting a final site 

plan to  the City for the property with tax identification number 05-22-30-1140-

00-160 (the “Matsby Property”) and subject to commercially reasonable 

discretion of Fifth Third Bank, Fifth Third Bank, its successors and assigns shall 

enter into an agreement with Matsby Properties, L.L.C. providing for cross access 

between the Matsby Property and the property owned by Fifth Third  Bank that is 

the subject of this approval.  Fifth Third Bank and Matsby Properties, L.L.C. will 

continue to negotiate a reasonable resolution for the current impasse relating to 

the standards for which commercially reasonable discretion will be based for the 

potential cross access easement.  Matsby Properties L.L.C., its successors and 

assigns, must submit to the City of Winter Park a complete submission of a final 

site plan for the Matsby Property made in good faith for purposes of developing 

the Matsby Property, prior to May 11, 2017, or this condition will automatically 

terminate and will become null and void in its entirety. 

4. Each party to the Agreement represents and warrants to the other that it has all 

necessary power and authority to enter into and consummate the terms and conditions of this 

Agreement and that all acts, approvals, procedures and similar matters required in order to 

authorize this Agreement have been taken, obtained or followed, as the case may be, and upon 

the execution of this Agreement by both parties, this Agreement shall be valid and binding upon 

the parties hereto and their successors in interest. 

5. This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws 

of the State of Florida. 

6. This Agreement may only be amended or terminated by a written agreement 

executed by all parties hereto or by their successors in interests. 

7. This Agreement and the terms and conditions hereof shall be binding upon and 

inure to the benefit of the City, Developer and their respective successors in interests, and the 

terms and conditions shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the Subject Property, and 

shall run with title to the same. 

8. This Agreement will be recorded by the City, at the City’s expense, among the 

Public Records of Orange County, Florida. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the same shall not 

constitute any lien or encumbrance on title to the Subject Property and shall instead constitute 

record notice of government regulations which may regulate the use and enjoyment of the 

Subject Property. The City shall, upon written request by Developer, provide written 

confirmation of the status of this Agreement and performance or non-performance of obligations 



 

 

hereunder as may be reasonably requested by Developer or any lender with respect to the Subject 

Property. 

9. If any provisions of this Agreement are held to be illegal or invalid, the other 

provisions of this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect. 

10. Term.  This Agreement has a term of fifty (50) years.  

11. Specific Performance.  Strict compliance shall be required with each and every 

provision of this Agreement.  The parties agree that failure to perform the obligations provided 

by this Agreement shall result in irreparable damage and that specific performance of these 

obligations may be obtained by a suit in equity. 

12. Development Permits.  Nothing herein shall limit the City’s authority to grant or 

deny any development permit application or request subsequent to the effective date of this 

Agreement.  The failure of this Agreement to address any particular City, County, State and/or 

Federal permit, condition, term or restriction shall not relieve Developer or the City of the 

necessity of complying with the law governing said permitting requirements, condition, term or 

restriction.  Without imposing any limitation on the City’s police powers, the City reserves the 

right to withhold, suspend, or terminate any and all certificates of occupancy or permits for the 

Property if Developer is in breach of any term and condition of this Agreement.  

13. Termination.  The City shall have the unconditional right, but not obligation, to 

terminate this Agreement, without notice or penalty, if Developer fails to receive building 

permits and substantially commence construction of the Project within three (3) years of the 

effective date of this Agreement.  If the City terminates this Agreement, the City shall record a 

notice of termination in the public records of Orange County, Florida. 

14. Recitals.  The Recitals to this Agreement are incorporated herein and are a part of 

the Agreement. 

15. Notice.  Any notice delivered with respect to this Agreement shall be in writing 

and be deemed to be delivered (whether or not actually received) when (i) hand delivered to the 

other party at the address appearing on the first page of this Agreement, or (ii) when deposited in 

the United States Mail, postage prepaid, certified mail, return receipt requested, addressed to the 

part at the address appearing on the first page of this Agreement, or such other person or address 

as the party shall have specified by written notice to the other party delivered in accordance 

herewith. 

16. Time of the Essence.  Time is hereby declared of the essence to the lawful 

performance of the duties and obligations contained in this Agreement. 

17. Agreement.  This Agreement, along with the Preliminary Plan, constitutes the 

entire agreement between the parties, and supersedes all previous discussions, understandings 

and agreements, with respect to the subject matter hereof. 

18. Further Documentation.   The parties agree that at any time following a request by 

the other party, each shall execute and deliver to the other party such further documents and 



 

 

instruments, in form and substance reasonably necessary to confirm and/or effectuate the 

obligations of either party hereunder. 

19. Attorneys’ Fees.  In the event that either party finds it necessary to commence an 

action against the other party to enforce any provision of this Agreement or because of a breach 

by the other party of any terms hereof, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover from the 

other party its reasonable attorneys’ fees, paralegal fees and costs incurred in connection 

therewith, at both trial and appellate levels, including bankruptcy proceedings, without regard to 

whether any legal proceedings are commenced or whether or not such action is prosecuted to 

judgment. 

20. Counterparts.  This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts, 

each of which shall be deemed to be an original but all of which together shall constitute one and 

the same instrument. 

21. Captions.  Captions of the Sections and Subsections of this Agreement are for 

convenience and reference only, and the words contained therein shall in no way be held to 

explain, modify, amplify or aid in the interpretation, construction, or meaning of the provisions 

of this Agreement. 

22. Severability.  If any word, sentence, phrase, paragraph, provision, or portion of 

this Agreement is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent 

jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct, and independent provision and 

such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portion hereof so long as the purpose 

and intent of this Agreement can still be achieved. 

23. Effective Date.  The Effective Date of this Agreement shall be the day this 

Agreement is last executed by a party hereto and such date shall be inserted on Page 1 of this 

Agreement. 



 

  

 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused these presents to be executed 

as of the day and year first above written. 

 

Signed, sealed and delivered in the  

presence of: 

 

       

Name:        

 

 

       

Name:        

 

 

CITY OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA, a 

political subdivision of the State of Florida 

 

By:         

Name:  Steve Leary, Mayor   

 

 

ATTEST:  

By:__________________________________ 

       Cynthia S. Bonham, City Clerk  

 

Date:_________________________________ 

 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 

 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of ___________, 

2015, by Steve Leary, Mayor of THE CITY OF WINTER PARK, FLORIDA, a municipal 

corporation, on behalf of the corporation.  He (She)  is personally known to me or  has 

produced ___________________________ as identification. 

 

(NOTARY SEAL)   

Notary Public Signature 

 

  

(Name typed, printed or stamped) 

 

  



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       

Name:        

 

 

 

       

Name:        

 

 

FIFTH THIRD BANK, an Ohio banking 

corporation 

 

 

 

By:         

Name:        

Its:         

 

Date:         

 

 

 

 

 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 

 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of ___________, 

2015, by ________________________________, as ______________ of Fifth Third Bank.  He 

(She)  is personally known to me or  has produced ___________________________ as 

identification. 

 

(NOTARY SEAL)   

Notary Public Signature 

 

  

(Name typed, printed or stamped) 

 

 
  

 

 

  



 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       

Name:        

 

 

 

       

Name:        

 

 

FIFTH THIRD BANK, an Ohio banking 

corporation 

 

 

 

By:         

Name:        

Its:         

 

Date:         

 

 

 

 

 

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF ORANGE 

 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this _____ day of ___________, 

2015, by ________________________________, as ______________ of Fifth Third Bank.  He 

(She)  is personally known to me or  has produced ___________________________ as 

identification. 

 

(NOTARY SEAL)   

Notary Public Signature 

 

  

(Name typed, printed or stamped)



 

 

 

  

    Exhibits “A” and “B” to be attached for execution 



 

 

 

 

Item type Public Hearing meeting date July 13, 2015 
   

 
 

prepared by George Wiggins approved by X City Manager 
 

department Building & Permitting Services  City Attorney 
 

division   N|A 
 

 

board  

approval 
 

 yes  no  N|A 
 final vote    

     

     

strategic  

objective 

 Exceptional Quality of Life X Fiscal Stewardship 
 

 

 Intelligent Growth & Development X Public Health & Safety 
  

 Investment in Public Assets & Infrastructure 
 

 
subject 

 
Updating City Business Licensing Ordinance including increasing business tax by 5% 

or less 
 
 

motion | recommendation 
 

Approve:   Approval requires 4 affirmative votes, a majority plus one vote of the     
 Commission by Florida Statute. 

 
 
background 

 
Each year current businesses must renew their business certificates by October 1 

which can be done online, mailing in payment with their renewal notice or by 
payment in person at our Building and Permitting counter. Our online payment 
service was added last year as a convenience.  Before a new businesses can open 

they must obtain their City business certificate which is facilitated by our addition of 
an on line fill-in-the-blank form with instructions. 

 
As authorized by Florida Statute, local governments may increase our business tax 
receipt charges by up to 5% every two years.  Due to concerns over the economy the 

City has not increased our business tax amounts since 2009. Looking at the amount 
of increases throughout the Ordinance you will see that most of these range from 

$5.50 to $7.50 with the largest increase of $60 for a hospital; however, our one 
hospital in the City is tax exempt. 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Other important areas addressed in the Ordinance include: 
 

(1) Provision of a fairer business pro-rated tax charge for businesses that 
obtain a license for less than one year.  Currently, an excessively large fee 
is charged when a business opens up late into the fiscal year. 

(2) Removal of unneeded or out of date businesses. 
(3) Adjustments to clarify what each profession is charged. 
(4) Enablement language is added to allow us to collect Orange County 

business tax receipts from Winter Park businesses at the same time they 
are obtaining our license.  If we are able to achieve this in cooperation 
with the Orange County Tax Collector, this will be a substantial customer 
service enhancement, and will eliminate the need for customers to go 
downtown to Orlando to apply for and obtain their Orange County 
business tax receipt after obtaining one from Winter Park. 

(5) Modifications to the enforcement section of the ordinance as 
recommended by our Police Department Attorney to streamline the 
business license revocation process are included.  We have had cases 
involving criminal activity within the last year where this improvement 
would have helped further facilitate the process. 

 

 
alternatives | other considerations 
 

Modify Ordinance without any increase but adopt all other enhancement/clarification 
additions. 

 
 
fiscal impact 

 
Increasing these charges will result in an increase of annual revenue by 

approximately $20,000 which has been factored into the proposed budget. 
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ORDINANCE NO. _______ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF WINTER PARK FLORIDA 
AMENDING CHAPTER 94 TAXATION, ARTICLE II, BUSINESS TAX, 
SO AS TO INCREASE THE BUSINESS TAX FEES BY FIVE PERCENT 
(5%) (ROUNDING DOWN TO THE NEAREST DOLLAR), PROVIDE 
CLARIFICATION ON CERTAIN BUSINESS TAX CATEGORIES, 
MODIFY PRORATION OF PARTIAL YEAR BUSINESS TAX 
CERTIFICATES, CLARIFY AND UPDATE PROVISIONS; AND 
PROVIDE ENABLING LANGUAGE TO COLLECT ORANGE COUNTY 
BUSINESS TAX RECEIPTS FOR WINTER PARK BUSINESSES; 
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY, CONFLICTS AND 
AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
RECITALS 

 
WHEREAS, Section 205.0535 of the Florida Statutes empowered any 

municipality to, by October 1, 1995, reclassify businesses, professions and occupations 
and to establish a new rate structure for Local Business Tax Receipts; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City fully complied with Section 205.0535, Florida Statutes, and 
reclassified businesses, professions and occupations and established new rate 
structures for Local Business Tax Receipts; and 
 

WHEREAS, since the City fully complied with Section 205.0535, Florida Statutes 
in 1995, Section 205.0535(4), Florida Statutes, empowers the City, every other year 
thereafter, to increase the rates of Local Business Tax Receipts fees by up to five 
percent upon a vote of a majority, plus one, of the City Commission; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City has not increased the Local Business Tax Receipt fees for 
more than 6 years; and 
 

WHEREAS certain business classifications require updating to accurately 
describe these businesses; 
 

WHEREAS the City desires to establish a fairer business tax charge for 
businesses operating  for less than one year, and to clarify certain terms in the code; 
and  
 

WHEREAS, words with double underlined type shall constitute additions to the 
original text and strike through shall constitute deletions to the original text, and 
asterisks (* * *) indicate that text shall remain unchanged from the language existing 
prior to adoption of this Ordinance. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY 
OF WINTER PARK AS FOLLOWS:  
 
 SECTION 1.  Section 94-31, “Definitions” is amended as follows: 
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* * * 

Business tax receipt shall also mean business certificate. 

* * * 

City business tax officer or business tax officer means the director of code 
enforcement. Director of Building and Permitting Services. 

Director of code enforcement  Building and Permitting Services means 
and includes the appointee of the director of code enforcement Building 
and Permitting Services who shall be authorized to exercise any and all of 
the powers granted in this article. to the director of code enforcement.  

* * * 
  

SECTION 2.  Section 94-32(d) is added and shall read as follows:   
 

(d)  In coordination with and after approval by the Orange County Tax 
Collector or any other authority having jurisdiction, and pursuant to Fla. 
Stat. 205.045, the city may collect the business tax receipts from city 
businesses on behalf of Orange County, and shall transmit to Orange 
County all  business tax receipts received  at rates established by Orange 
County in accordance with a remittance schedule agreed upon by the 
Orange County Tax Collector or any other authority having jurisdiction. 

 
 
SECTION 3.  Section 94-35 is hereby amended to read:  
 
Sec. 94-35. - Duties of city business tax officer. 
 
(a)  Issuance of tax receipts. The city business tax officer shall collect all 
business taxes and issuance fees and shall issue tax receipts in the name 
of the city to all persons qualified under the provisions of this article and 
shall: 

(1)  Promulgate and enforce reasonable rules and regulations 
necessary for the operation and enforcement of this article. 

(2)  Adopt all forms and prescribe the information to be given 
therein as to character and other relevant matters. 

(3)  Require applicants to submit all affidavits and oaths necessary 
to the administration of this article. 

(4)  Submit all applications to other interested city officials for their 
endorsements thereon as to compliance by the applicant with all city 
regulations which they have the duty of enforcing. 

(5)  Investigate and determine the eligibility of any applicant for a 
tax receipt as prescribed in this article. 

(6)  Examine the records of any applicant or tax receipt holder 
when reasonably necessary to verify information submitted as an 
application or return in the administration and enforcement of this article. 
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(7)  Notify any applicant of the acceptance or rejection of his 
application and shall, upon his refusal to issue any tax receipt or permit, at 
the applicant's request, state in writing the reasons therefor and deliver 
them to the applicant. 
 
(b)  Information confidential. The business tax officer shall keep all 
information furnished or secured under the authority of this article in strict 
confidence to the fullest extent permitted under applicable law. Such 
information shall not be subject to public inspection and shall be kept so 
that the contents thereof shall not become known except to the persons 
charged with the administration of this article or except as otherwise 
required by applicable law. 
 
 
SECTION 4.  Section 94.36 is hereby amended to read:  
 
Sec. 94-36. - Qualifications of applicants. 
The general standards set out in this article relative to the qualifications of 
every applicant for a city tax receipt shall be considered and applied by 
the city business tax officer. The applicant shall: 
(1) Be of good character. In making such determination the city business 
tax officer shall consider the following: 
a. All criminal convictions, the reasons therefor and the subsequent 
conduct of the applicant. 
b. The tax receipt history of the applicant; Be up to date on tax receipts,  
whether such person, in previously operating in this or another city or 
county under a tax receipt, has had such tax receipt revoked or 
suspended, the reasons therefor and the conduct of the applicant 
subsequent to such action. 
(2)  Not be in default under the provisions of this article or indebted or 
obligated in any manner to the city except for current taxes. 
(3)  Present a certificate of occupancy furnished by the zoning official to 
the effect that the proposed use of any premises is not a violation of city 
zoning regulations. 
 
 
SECTION 5.  Section 94-37(c) is hereby amended to read:  
 

* * * 
(c)  Renewal procedure. The applicant for the renewal of a tax receipt 
shall submit an application for such tax receipt upon request of the city 
business tax officer. The application shall: 

(1) Be a written statement upon forms provided by the city business 
tax officer; such form shall include an affidavit, to be sworn to by the 
applicant before a notary public of this state. 

(2) Require the disclosure of such information concerning the 
applicant's demeanor and the conduct and operation of applicant's 
business during the preceding licensing period as is reasonably necessary 
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to the determination by the business tax officer of the applicant's eligibility 
for a renewal tax receipt and to a possible adjustment of the business tax. 

 
* * * 

 
 
SECTION 6. Section 94-38 is amended to read: 

 
Each local business tax receipt shall be prepared and issued by the 
director of code enforcement building and permitting services in the 
manner and form prescribed by him and shall state upon the face thereof, 
among other things, the following: 

 
* * * 

 
 SECTION 7. Section 94-40(b)(2) is amended to read: 
 

* * * 
(2)  Transfer fee.  When a business moves to a new location within the 
city, Tthe business tax officer shall collect a transfer fee of $5.00 $10.00.  
for businesses with license fees under $100.00 and a fee  $10.00 for all 
others. 

 
SECTION 8. Section 94-41 is amended to read: 

 
Sec. 94-41. - Enforcement. 
(a)  Inspections. In the enforcement of this article, inspections shall be 
conducted as follows: 

(1) Persons authorized. The following persons are authorized to 
conduct inspections in the manner prescribed as follows: 

a. Business tax officer. The business tax officer shall make 
all investigations reasonably necessary to the enforcement of this 
article. 

b. Officials. The business tax officer shall have the authority 
to order the inspection of tax receipt holders, their businesses and 
premises by all city officials having duties to perform with reference 
to such tax receipt holders or businesses to enforce compliance 
with this article. 

c. Police officers. All police officers shall inspect and 
examine businesses located within their respective jurisdictions or 
beats to enforce compliance with this article. 
(2) Authority of inspectors. All persons authorized in this section to 

inspect tax receipt holders shall have the authority to enter, with or without 
a search warrant, at all reasonable times, as may be permitted by law, 
during business hours, those premises for which a tax receipt: 

a. Is required. 
b. Was issued and which, at the time of inspection, is 

operating under such tax receipt. 
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c. Has been revoked or suspended. 
(3) Reports by inspectors. Persons inspecting tax receipt holders, 

their business or premises as authorized in this section shall report all 
violations of this article or of other laws or ordinances to the business tax 
officer and shall submit such other reports as the business tax officer shall 
order. 
 

* * * 
 
(d) Final order. Upon the failure or refusal of the violator to comply with the 
provisional order or with any order made after hearing, the business tax 
officer shall then declare and make the provisional order final. 

(1) Authority of business tax officer. The business tax officer shall 
have the authority to suspend or revoke tax receipts upon making and 
declaring a provisional order final. 

(2) Effect of revocation or suspension. Upon revocation or 
suspension, no refund of any portion of the tax receipt fee shall be made 
to the tax receipt holder, and he shall immediately cease all business at all 
places under such tax receipt. 
 
(e) Summary action. When the conduct of any tax receipt holder, agent or 
employee is so inimicable to the public health, safety and general welfare 
as to constitute a nuisance and thus give rise to an emergency, the 
business tax officer shall have the authority to summarily order the 
cessation of business and the closing of premises or to suspend or revoke 
the tax receipt. Unless waived in writing, wWithin five working days after 
he the business tax officer has acted summarily, the business tax receipt 
holder may request a hearing to contest the summary action of the 
business tax officer.  If the business tax receipt holder requests a hearing, 
the business tax officer shall hold a hearing within 10 working days.  Upon 
a hearing request, the business tax officer shall conduct a special hearing 
for such action in respect to the summary order as may be therein 
determined. Notice of such hearing shall be given the affected person in 
the manner prescribed in this section.  If the business tax receipt holder 
does not request a hearing within five working days, the business tax 
receipt holder waives their right to a hearing and their right to appeal as 
stated in this section. 
 

* * * 
(h)  Nothing in this code section limits the City’s remedies to address code 
violations by a business, and if the City pursues a remedy under this 
section, the City does not waive any other remedy available under any 
other code or statute.  

 
 SECTION 9. Section 94-42(b)(2) is amended to read as follows: 
 

(2)  Require the payment of only three-fourths the tax specified in section 
94-43 for any business commenced on or after April January 1 and before 
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August  April 1 of any year, and payment of only one-half the tax specified 
in section 94-43 for any business commenced on or after September  
June 1 and before October 1 of any year.  

 
 
 SECTION 10. That the rates contained in Section 94-43, “Schedule,” be 
amended to reflect a five percent (5%) increase (and rounding down to the nearest 
dollar) to read as follows: 
 

Business Tax Fees Receipts by Category 
COMMUNICATIONS: 
 
Newspaper          127.50  133.00 
Telephone or Communications Company     1,215.00  1,275.00 
Telegraph Company        249.00 
Newsrack Boxes (On City property or rights of way) See City Fee Schedule      30.00   
 
CLERICAL: 
Administrative Services, Stenographer, Paralegal, Book Keeper  
Accountant (not a CPA), Secretary, Typist, Etc.    110.50 116.00 
 
CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE SERVICES: 
 
Alarm Systems Contractor       110.50 116.00 
Residential, Building or General Contractor     157.50 165.00 
Demolition Contractor                  157.50 165.00 
Electrical Contractor General Contractor                         157.50 165.00 
House Mover                   157.50 165.00 
Land Clearing Company        157.50 165.00 
Underground Utility Contractor      157.50 165.00 
Landscaping         127.50  133.00 
Mechanical/HVAC Contractor [See Note 1]    48.30    133.00 
Misc. Contractors, Carpentry, Masonry, Painting, Tile,  
Roofing, Irrigation, Swimming Pool, Stucco, etc.   157.50  165.00 
Plumbing Contractor       157.50  165.00 
Residential Contractor       157.50  
 
Tree Trimminger/Surgeon and Removal Services*   124.00  130.00 
*($1000  Surety Bond and proof of Liability Insurance is 
Required) 

[Note 1: The $48.30 charge for this category was a scrivener’s error] 

 
FINANCE/INSURANCE/REAL ESTATE 
 
Agent/Agencies  
  Title Agent, Directory Service 

https://www.municode.com/library/fl/winter_park/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeId=PTIICOOR_CH94TA_ARTIIBUTA_S94-43SC
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  Employment, Equipment rental, 
  Mail-Order Manufacturer’s 
  Representative/agent, 
  Claims/collections, 
  Credit reporting; etc.     127.50  133.00 
 
 Appraiser        127.50  133.00  
 ATM location (off-site)      127.50  133.00 
 Auditor        127.50  133.00  
 Banks        248.50 250.00 
 Credit Bureau       127.50  133.00 
 Finance/Loan Company      248.50 250.00 
 Mortgage Broker       127.50  133.00 
 Mortgage Company      127.50  133.00 
 
 Real Estate Broker 
  No agents      127.50  133.00 
  1 to 5salespersons     182.00  191.00 
  6 to 15 salespersons    243.00  255.00 
  16 or more salespersons    455.00 
 
 Savings &Loan Association    127.50   
 Stocks Bonds dealer     248.50 250.00 
 Tax Consultant      248.50 250.00 
 Title Company      127.50  133.00 
 
  
Insurance Company 
 
 Home/regional office       279.00  292.00 
 District office        188.00  197.00 
 Resident agent office       127.50  133.00 
 Each Insurance company (doing business within city)   60.00     63.00 
   
 
HOME OCCUPATIONS:  

See individual category for license fee Home occupations are subject to 
limitations in Chapter 58, Section 7182, Subsection (eeaa) of the Winter Park 
Code.  

 
MANUFACTURING/FABRICATION:  
 Boat/car builders, Furniture,  

Computers, etc.: 
  1 to 5 employees      127.50  133.00 

6 to 15 employees      157.50  165.00 
Over 15 employees      188.00  197.00 

 
PROFESSIONALS: 
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 Office (More than one licensed professional person) 133.00 
  
 Accountants, Architects,   

Artists, Brokers,  
Consultants,  
Chemists,  
Engineers, Financial Planners,  
Interior Designers,  
Marketing Representatives, Etc.  127.50  133.00 

  
Hypnotist 188.00  197.00 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES-HEALTH: 
  

Office (More than one licensed professional person)  133.00 
  
Animal Hospital  127.50  133.00 
Assisted Living Facilities  127.50 133.00 
Commercial Laboratory  188.00  197.00 
Mental Health or Family Counselors  133.00 
Dentist  127.50 133.00 
Dietician/Nutritionist  30.00 31.00 
Physicians  127.50 133.00 
Fitness Trainer or Consultant  88.00 92.00 
Massage Therapist  87.00 91.00 
Health or Day Spa  188.00 197.00 
Hospitals  1215.00 1275.00 
Kennel/Animal Boarding  124.00 130.00 
Nursing Homes  

0 to 10 rooms  84.50  88.00 
11 or more rooms  310.00  325.00 

Orthodontist 133.00 
Outpatient Medical or Emergency Clinic 607.00   637.00 
Rehabilitation Specialist  127.50   133.00 
Veterinarian  127.50   133.00 
 

 
PROFESSIONAL LEGAL SERVICES:  

 
Office (More than one licensed professional person)      133.00 
Attorneys         127.50    133.00 
Bondsman         127.50     133.00 
Detectives/Investigators, Security service:  

1 to 5 employees  127.50     133.00 
6 to 15 employees  157.00 164.00 
Over 15 employees  188.00 197.00  
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Repairs:  

Garage/Auto, Bicycle Shop/Auto Detailing, Radio, Car Wash etc.:  
1 to 5 employees  127.50 133.00 
6 to 15 employees  157.00 164.00 
Over 15 employees  180.00 189.00 

 
RETAIL/WHOLESALE: 

Basic retail/wholesale:  
    First 3,000 sq. ft.    84.50 88.00 
    Each add’l 3,000 sq. ft.  36.00     37.00 
Boat Sales   188.00 197.00 
Cemetery/monument Sales   188.00 197.00 
Farmer's Market Vendor   36.00 37.00 
Gasoline service Station 
   First pump  18.00   
   Each additional pump   8.50 9.00 
New/Used Car Dealer  310.00 325.00 
Pawnbroker   461.50 484.00 
 
Restaurant: 

0 to 10 seats  60.50 63.00 
each additional seat  2.00      2.10  
drive-in/take-out service  60.50 63.00 

Ice Cream Vendor  127.50 133.00 
Sales Representative  127.50 133.00 
Solicitor/Peddler (See City Fee Schedule) 
Mobile Licensing Vendors- Produce/Specialties 
(permit fee is additional separate charge)   60.00       63.00 

 
Salons 

Barber Shop /Beauty Shop/Nail/Pedicure Shop  86.50 90.00 
Esthetician/Body and Facial Scrubs  30.00 31.00 
Each chair/or license holder  27.50 28.00 
(Also see Massage Therapist under Professional Services – Health) 

 
Services-Educational: 

Schools/lndependent Teacher/lnstructor 
Commercial, Dancing, Electronic, Vocational, Kindergarten, 
Music, Riding, etc.): 
1 to 25 students  42.00 44.00 
26 to 50 students  79.00 82.00 
51 to 75 students  115.00 120.00 
51 to 75 students  157.50 164.00 

 
Services-Entertainment: 

Amusement/Video Game Arcade  127.50 133.00 
Billiards/Pool (each location)  127.50 133.00 
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Bowling Alley  249.00 261.00 
Dance/Entertainment Facilities Halls:  249.00 261.00 

0 to 60 seats  279.00 292.00 
over 60 seats 

Exhibitions (per day)  60.00 63.00 
Golf - Miniature course 

Par 3 course  127.50 133.00 
Regulation-9-18 holes  249.00 261.00 

Palmistry  249.00 261.00 
Rinks  127.50 133.00 
Shooting Galleries  127.50 133.00 
Spiritualist/Medium  249.00 261.00 
Swimming Pool  60.00 63.00 
 

Theaters:  
1 to 700 seats  249.00 261.00 
701 to 1,000 seats  492.00 516.00 
over 1,000 seats  735.00 771.00 

 
Vending/Amusement Machines  
(coin operated): Jukebox, Pinball,  
Video, Pool Tables, Shuffleboard  

Etc., (each machine)  24.00 25.00 
Drink & Food Products  12.00  
($.25 or less) each machine  
Drink & Food Products (over $0.25) each machine   17.85       18.00 

 
SERVlCES-LODGING/PROPERTYMANAGEMENT:  OFFICE 
 

Apartment Building over three units­ 
Apartments (each dwelling unit bedroom)  3.50 7.00 
Hotels, Motels, & Boarding   

1 to 10 bedrooms  84.50 88.00 
Over 10 rooms  310.00 325.00 

Advertising Agency 127.50 133.00 
Auction  249.00 261.00 
Auctioneers  310.00 325.00 
In Home Child or Senior care (6 clients)  36.00 37.00 

 
Miscellaneous Business Offices and Businesses:  

Advertising Agency 127.50 133.00 
Ambulance (each vehicle)  127.50 133.00 
Auction  249.00 261.00 
Auctioneers         310.00     325.00 
Auto Parking Lot/Garage:  

1 to 10 cars  30.00 31.00 
11 to 30 cars  60.50 63.00 
31 to 60 cars 84.50 88.00 
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61 to 100 cars  127.50 133.00 
Over 100 cars  249.00 261.00 

Vehicle/Auto Rental  157.50 165.00 
 
Bus Station  157.50 165.00 
Cleaners, Copier Service,  
Dressmaker, Janitorial,  
Lawn Spraying, Linen &  
Towel Service, Photographer  
With Studio, Printer, Tailor,  
Travel Agency, etc.  

Owner operated  60.00 63.00 
1to 5 employees  127.50 133.00 
6 to 15 employees  157.50 165.00 
Over 15 employees  188.00 197.00 

Caterer/Catering Service:  
Each company  127.50 133.00 
Mobile vendor, 127.50 133.00 
Each vehicle  60.00 63.00 

Day Care Centers (not schools):  
1 to 25 children  42.00 44.00 
26 to 50 children  79.00 82.00 
51 to 75 children  115.00 120.00 
over 76 children  157.50 165.00 

 
Escort Service  765.50 803.00 
Pest control company/Exterminator  84.50 88.00 
    Each truck  24.00 25.00 
Funeral home  249.00 261.00 
 
Interior Decorator  85.00 89.00 
Laundromats  

1to 10 machines  60.00 63.00 
over 10, each add' 1  6.00 6.00 

Laundry/Dry cleaners  84.50 88.00 
Locksmith  84.50 88.00 
Messenger/Delivery service  84.50 88.00 
Outdoor Advertising Sign  60.50 63.00 
Piano Tuner  48.50 50.00 
Public Stenographer  60.50 63.00 

Railroad Company  461.00  
Telephone Answering Service  60.50 63.00 
Telephone Solicitor:  

For others  765.50 803.00 
For business/   
Customers  431.00 452.00 

Warehouse/Storage:  
First 5,000 sq.ft.  127.50 133.00 
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Each add'I, 1000 sq.ft. 6.00  6.00 
Wrecker Towing Service  127.50 133.00 
Valet Service  127.50 133.00 
Vehicle for Hire  300.00 315.00 
Taxi Service, Moving Company  

1 to 4 vehicles  157.50 165.00 
Each add'l vehicle  15.00 15.00 

 
UTILITIES:  

Electric Power Company  1215.00  
Fuel Oil or Gas Dealer;  
Manufactured, Bottled, LPG  243.50 255.00 
Gasoline & Oil 279.50 293.00 
Natural Gas Dealer  1215.50 1276.00 
Waste/Recycling Collector:  

First truck  84.50 88.00 
Each add’l truck 24.50 25.00 

Water Company   1215.50   
Solid Waste Company   127.50   133.00 

 
UNCLASSIFIED or MISCELLANEOUS       127.50      133.00 
 

SECTION 11.  Incorporation Into Code.  This ordinance shall be incorporated into 
the Winter Park City Code. Any section, paragraph number, letter and/or any heading 
may be changed or modified as necessary to effectuate the foregoing.  Grammatical, 
typographical and similar or like errors may be corrected, and additions, alterations, and 
omissions not affecting the construction or meaning of this ordinance and the City Code 
may be freely made. 
 

SECTION 12.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, 
word or provision of this ordinance is for any reason held invalid or unconstitutional by 
any court of competent jurisdiction, whether for substantive, procedural, or any other 
reason, such portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent provision, 
and such holding shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this ordinance.  
 

SECTION 13.  All ordinances or portions of ordinances in conflict herewith are 
hereby repealed.  
 

SECTION 14. This ordinance shall take effect October 1, 2015.  
 
ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of Winter Park, 
Florida, held at City Hall, Winter Park, Florida, on the ______ day of July, 2015.  
 
 
 

________________ 
Mayor Steve Leary  

ATTEST:  
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_________________________ 
Cynthia S. Bonham, City Clerk 
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