
CITY OF CLERMONT
COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
6:30 PM, Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Welcome to our Council meeting. In the interest of time efficiency and ensuring that everyone who wishes to address the Council 
is given the opportunity to do so, the following will apply to all comments made by the public. For items listed on the agenda, 
each speaker will be permitted 5 minutes to address the Council. For non­agenda items, each speaker will be permitted 3 minutes 
to address the Council. These time limits may be changed by the Mayor. Thank you for participating in your City Government. 

CALL TO ORDER 

INVOCATION & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

PROCLAMATION 

Red Ribbon Week 

Fred Sommer 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

REPORTS 

CONSENT AGENDA 
The next portion of the meeting is the consent agenda which contains items that have been determined to be 
routine and non­controversial.  If anyone in the audience wishes to address a particular item on the consent 
agenda, now is the opportunity for you to do so.  Additionally, if staff or members of the City Council wish 
to speak on a consent item, they have the same opportunity.

Item No. 1 ­ Meeting Minutes Consider request to approve minutes of 
the August 11, 2015, August 25, 2015, 
and September 8, 2015 Regular Council 
meeting.

Item No. 2 ­ Resolution No. 2015­34 Consider Resolution lease agreement 
amendment between the City of 
Clermont and SBA 2012 TC Assets, 
LLC to include 5 additional successive 
terms of 5 years. 

Item No. 3 ­ Resolution No. 2015­37 Consider Resolution approval repealing 
the Harassment Policy and replacing 
with Harassment (including Sexual 
Harassment) Policy.



CITY OF CLERMONT
COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
6:30 PM, Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Item No. 4 ­ Bid Award Consider approval of contract to Schmid 
Construction, Inc. to provide 
construction of Clermont Police 
Department Headquarters in the total 
lump sum amount of $7,308,000. The 
funding plan for the project is to use 
approximately $2,700,000 from the 
Police Impact Fees Fund and the 
remaining $4,608,000 from a bank 
loan/bond issue.

Item No. 5 ­ Piggyback Contract Award Consider request to piggyback Lake 
County B.C.C. contract with Done Right 
Fire Repair, Inc. to provide Personal 
Protective Equipment Inspection, 
Cleaning, and Repair in the  annual 
estimated amount of $2,000 included in 
the approved budget.

Item No. 6 ­ Surplus Request Consider approval to declare end of life 
inventory as surplus from the Fire 
Department, Development Services 
Department and City Clerk's Office to 
dispose in accordance with the 
Purchasing Policy.

Item No. 7 ­ Event Request Consider approval for the Taste of South 
Lake to have an open container area for 
their event at Waterfront Park on 
November 5th.

Item No. 8 ­ Event request Consider event and open container 
request for Harvest Festival in 
conjunction with Sommer Sports  5K 
Run "Nightmare on Clermont" on 
October 31, 2015.

Item No. 9 ­ Event Request Consider event request  and approval for 
road closures by Bike Florida for their " 
Share the Road Celebration of Cycling" 
on November 13, 2015.

Item No. 10 ­ Utility Service Agreement Consider request for water service to a 
single family home owned by Gokul S. 
Brijmohan at 16300 Johns Lake Rd.
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Item No. 11 ­ Scope of Services Consider approval of Professional 
Engineering Services Proposed for the 
Sunburst Water Treatment Plant­Lower 
Floridan Aquifer Wells by Tetra Tech, 
Inc., in the amount of $233,684.00 
Recently received grant funds from 
SJRWMD will be utilized for these 
services. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Item No. 12 ­ On­Street Parking Consider on­street parking of W. Desoto 
Street between 8th Street and West 
Avenue.

Item No. 13 ­ Ordinance No. 2015­75, Introduction  Consider Ordinance introduction for the 
addition of a new zoning district, 
Planned Unit Development (PUD).

NEW BUSINESS 

Item No. 14 ­ Variance Request
Arby's

Consider a request for six variances at 
the property located a quarter mile north 
of the intersection of US Hwy 27 and 
Steve's Road.  

Item No. 15 ­ Variance Request
Clermont Ridge

Consider request for two variances for 
vacant property located east of Clermont 
Ford and south of Highway 50.

Item No. 16 ­ Joint Planning Area Consider recommendation to Lake 
County for Skyway Towers located in 
the JPA.

Item No. 17 ­ Resolution No. 2015­36 Consider adoption of a Resolution for 
Expansion Area Finding of Necessity for 
the Downtown Clermont Redevelopment 
Agency

Item No. 18 ­ Ordinance No. 2015­70 Introduction Consider ordinance to annex property 
located south of State Road 50, east of 
Hancock Road, west of Hartle Road, and 
north of Johns Lake Road.
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ADJOURN 

Any person wishing to appeal any decision made by the City Council at this meeting will need a record of the proceedings. For 
that  purpose,  such  person may  need  to  ensure  that  a  verbatim  record  of  the  proceedings  is made, which  record  includes  the 
testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is based. In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), if any 
person with a disability defined by the ADA needs special accommodation to participate in this proceeding, then not later than 
two business days prior to the proceeding he/she should contact Clermont, City Clerk’s Office, 352­241­7330. 

Please  be  advised  that  if  you  intend  to  show  any  document,  picture,  video  or  items  to  the  Council  or  Board  in  support  or 
opposition to any item on the agenda; a copy of the document, picture, video or item must be provided to the City Clerk for the 
City’s records.



City of Clermont
Proclamation

Whereas, communities across America have been plagued by the numerous 
problems associated with illicit drug use and those that traffic them in; and 

Whereas, there is hope in winning the war on drugs, and that hope lies in education 
and drug demand reduction, coupled with the hard work and determination of 
organizations such as the Young Marines of the Marine Corps League to foster a healthy, 
drug-free lifestyle; and

Whereas, the red ribbon has been chosen as a symbol commemorating the work of 
Enriquéé “Kiki” Camarena, a Drug Enforcement Administration agent who was 
murdered in the line of duty and represents the belief that one person can make a 
difference; and 

Whereas, the Red Ribbon Campaign was established by Congress in 1988 to 
encourage a drug-free lifestyle and involvement in drug prevention and reduction efforts; 
and 

Whereas, National Red Ribbon Week encourages Americans to wear a red ribbon to 
show their support for a drug-free environment;

Now, Therefore, I, Gail L. Ash, Jr., by virtue of the authority vested in me as 
Mayor of the City of Clermont in the State of Florida, do hereby proclaim October 23 
through October 31 as  

Red Ribbon Week

in the City of Clermont and urge all our citizens to join me in this special observance.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Seal of the 
City of Clermont to be affixed this 13th day of October, 2015.

__________________________ 
Gail L. Ash, Mayor

ATTEST:

________________________ 
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk



City of Clermont
Proclamation

Whereas, Fred Sommer’s realized Clermont’s hills, mild winters, and abundant 
lakes provided a perfect location for triathlon competitions; and

Whereas, Mr. Sommer’s organized his first race in Clermont in 1984; and

Whereas, he later founded Central Florida Triathletes which is now the 
management company named Sommer Sports; and

Whereas, Sommer Sports began offering an ultra-distance triathlon called The 
Great Floridian Triathlon; and 

Whereas, the Great Floridian Triathlon turns 25 years old during the Great 
Floridian Endurance Festival to be held at Clermont’s Waterfront Park October 22 
through October 24;

Now, Therefore, I, Gail L. Ash, Mayor of the City of Clermont in the State of 
Florida, do hereby extend appreciation to Fred Sommer on his accomplishments 
and contributions to the City of Clermont on the 25th anniversary of the Great 
Floridian Triathlon.

In Witness Whereof,  I, Gail L. Ash, Mayor of the City of Clermont, set my 
hand and caused the Great Seal of the City of Clermont to be affixed this 13th day 
of October in the year two thousand fifteen.

___________________________
Gail L. Ash, Mayor

ATTEST:

________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, MMC
City Clerk
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The Clermont City Council met in a regular meeting on Tuesday, August 11, 2015 in the Council 
Chambers at City Hall. Mayor Ash called the meeting to order at 6:30pm with the following Council 
Members present:  Council Members Mullins, Bates, Goodgame, and Travis.  Other City officials present 
were:  City Manager Gray, City Attorney Mantzaris, and City Clerk Ackroyd.

INVOCATION

Reverend Lundy gave the invocation followed by the Pledge of Allegiance. 

PRESENTATIONS

City Manager Gray commented the Council requested an update from the Lake County Rowing 
Association six months following the initiation of the Clermont Boathouse Management Agreement 
between the City and the Lake County Rowing Association.

Lake County Rowing Association Presentation

Paul McPherson reviewed the Lake County Rowing Associations mission, accomplishments, scholarship 
opportunities, future events and projected attendance figures. He thanked the City of Clermont for their 
support.

Council Member Mullins recommended the report be presented to Lake County. 

Council Member Bates asked the status of the bid to host the 2016 Masters National Championships.  Mr. 
McPherson noted they were not awarded the bid; however they will apply again in the future.

Council Member Travis inquired if the 2015 attendance and room night stay figures were actual or 
projected.  Paul McPherson stated the attendance figures were actual and the room night stay figures were 
estimated.  The Association is developing a more accurate method for tracking room night stays.

Council Member Travis suggested contacting area hotels regarding tracking the number of room night 
stays.

Council Member Goodgame commented people rent houses when attending events and suggested 
contacting Alison Strange with PFX Athletics.

Mayor Ash suggested having the participants complete a form which included room night stays.

Mayor Ash thanked Mr. McPherson for the presentation.

Quarterly Budget Update

Finance Director Van Zile presented highlights of the Quarterly Performance Report for the period of 
October 1, 2014 through June 30, 2015. He reviewed the top ten revenues, major fund revenues, major 
fund expenditures, and departmental expenditures. 

Council Member Goodgame asked Finance Director VanZile for a prediction of the end of year reserve 
funds.  Finance Director VanZile stated the projection was $8 million, which is approximately 30% of the 
City’s operating expenses.
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City Manager Gray noted the City’s policy was for reserve funds to remain no less than 25% of the City’s 
operating expenses.

Finance Director VanZile stated $6 million was the target amount for the reserve funds for next year.

PUBLIC COMMENTS  

Helmut Michelson inquired when he could speak regarding the fire assessment fee.  Mayor Ash stated the 
fire assessment fee would be addressed at the August 25, 2015 Council meeting.

Mark Gonzalez commented over one hundred cars participated in the first car show in Historic 
Downtown Clermont on August 8, 2015.  He expressed appreciation for the City’s support and thanked 
Lieutenant Castro, Officer Arroyo, Officer Razo, Fire Inspector Pierce, Events Manager Dudeck, Police 
Chief Broadway, the seven Police Explorers, Ron Smart, and the Clermont Downtown Partnership staff 
for their assistance.

Ron Smart; Clermont Downtown Partnership Executive Director, stated the First Friday event on August 
7, 2015 was the largest food truck event to date, with an estimated 2,500 to 3,000 people in attendance.  
He requested additional trash receptacles for future First Friday events.  The Clermont Downtown 
Partnership participated in National Night Out and the Police Department did a great job.  The upcoming 
Downtown Clermont Art Festival will be held on November 7 and 8, 2015 and the theme will be 
Champions of the Arts, with a maximum of 50 talented artists.  The Downtown Clermont Partnership 
now holds almost 82 event days; including the Farmers Market, and drawing an estimated 75,000 people 
to the Downtown Business District throughout the year.

Council Member Goodgame inquired if food trucks were available at the car show.  Ron Smart stated 
several were at the event and they anticipate food and beverage vendors will increase; however the 
Downtown Clermont Partnership encourages local restaurants to be open during these events.

Ron Smart reported the Clermont Downtown Partnership was notified by Slide the City that they had 
withdrawn from conducting slide events, so the Slide Clermont event scheduled for September 26, 2015 
has been cancelled.

Council Member Travis recommended a slide company from South Florida.  City Manager Gray will 
provide the contact information to Ron Smart.

Mayor Ash thanked Ron Smart and the Clermont Downtown Partnership for bringing people and events 
to Downtown Clermont.

REPORTS

City Manager Gray introduced Scott Davidoff, the new Parks and Recreation Director.

City Manager Gray asked Environmental Services Director Roy to provide an update on the Single 
Stream Recycling program. 

Environmental Services Director Roy reported each household would receive a new 65 gallon rolling 
container.  The roll-out will take place in three phases with the first phase taking place in October, phase 
two occurring in November, and the final phase taking place in December.
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Council Member Travis asked if the City’s parks would have recycle bins.  Environment Services 
Director Roy stated he was working with Public Works Director Brunson on a process to provide recycle 
bins in the parks.

City Attorney Mantzaris – No report.

Council Member Bates – No report.

Council Member Goodgame commented he was glad to be back.

Council Member Mullins thanked all for attending National Night Out and the Downtown Food Truck 
Rally.  He attended a workshop with the Tourist Development Council Advisory Board and the Lake 
County Parks, Recreation and Trail Board to discuss working together to assist each other.

Council Member Travis thanked Public Information Officer Bloodsworth for helping the Bike Safety 
Committee, which educates the public, drivers, and motorists of what to do when encountering bicycles.  
There is a free Parkrun at Waterfront Park each Saturday at 7:30am when the Park does not have a 
scheduled event.  The Executive Director from the United Kingdom will attend on August 15, 2015 and 
plans to use Clermont as a model for their Parkrun.

Mayor Ash attended National Night Out at Waterfront Park.  The Florida Department of Law 
Enforcement, Drug Enforcement Administration, Lake County Corrections, and nine cities were 
represented at the event.

CONSENT AGENDA

Mayor Ash advised the next item on the Agenda for consideration was the Consent Agenda and requested 
anyone wishing to have any item pulled for discussion to please come forward at this time. 
 
Item No. 1 – Meeting Minutes Consider request to approve minutes of the 

April 28, 2015 Regular Council meeting.

Item No. 2 – Resolution No. 2015-27 Consider approval of FRDAP grant Application 
for Palatlakaha Park – Phase I

Item No. 3 – Resolution No. 2015-28 Consider approval of FRDAP Grant Application 
for Palatlakaha Park – Phase II.

Item No. 4 – Contract Renewal Consider renewal of Dispatch Services Contract 
provided by the Lake County Sheriff’s Office.

Council Member Goodgame pulled Items 2, 3, and 4.

Council Member Goodgame moved to approve Item 1; seconded by Council Member 
Mullins.  The motion passed with all members present voting aye.
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Council Member Goodgame commented Items 2, 3, and 4 did not note the dollar amount in the summary 
section of the agenda.  The dollar amounts should be included in the summary section.

Council Member Goodgame moved to approve Items 2, 3, and 4; seconded by Council 
Member Mullins.  The motion passed with all members present voting aye.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Item No. 5 – Variance Request; Sundar Investments

Senior Planner Kruse presented the request to allow a rear-yard setback of 20 feet at 4444 Harts Cove 
Way. The applicant would like to install a 32-foot wide by 16-foot deep screened porch.  The request was 
tabled to August 11 to allow for additional information to be presented.  Staff recommended denial of the 
variance request.

Suseema Basdeo; Applicant, addressed Council’s previous concerns and stated the variance was for the 
extra five foot of solid roof, not the screen room.  The Home Owners Association has approved the 
structure.

Mayor Ash opened the public hearing.  There were no public comments.  Mayor Ash closed the public 
hearing.

Council Member Bates moved to approve the request; seconded by Council Member 
Goodgame.  The motion passed with all members present voting aye.

Item No. 6  – Resolution No. 2015-23; Harvest Landing

City Clerk Ackroyd read Resolution 2015-23 aloud by title only.

A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, Florida, granting 
an amendment to a Conditional Use Permit (Resolution 2015-07) to allow a Planned Unit 
Development.

Senior Planner Kruse presented the Resolution to amend a Conditional Use Permit for a Planned Unit 
Development for the Harvest Landing Subdivision.  The previous Conditional Use Permit granted the 
applicant the ability to increase the Impervious Surface Ratio from 45% to 50% on the twenty-six lots 
which had been provided as an exhibit.  Staff and the applicant reviewed the approved lots and noted the 
majority of the lots were designated along one street.  The potential result could have the Aspen model 
home dominating the street, preventing a break in the visual surroundings.  The applicant requests the 
exhibit specifying the designated lots be removed, as it was not their intention to specifically lock in the 
lot locations for the Aspen model.  Staff recommends approval of the amendment to the Conditional Use 
Permit to eliminate the exhibit, to allow the twenty-six lots to be designated throughout the development, 
and to clarify the Impervious Surface Ratio percentage. 
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Attorney Jimmy Crawford was present on behalf of the applicant, Beazer Homes.  The exhibit presented 
for the prior Conditional Use Permit was not intended to lock in the lot locations for the Aspen model.  
The intent was to change the Impervious Surface Ratio maximum to 50% for the Aspen model house.  
Attorney Crawford stated the applicant requests elimination of the exhibit and allow the Aspen model a 
50% Impervious Surface Ratio on any lot within the subdivision.

Mayor Ash opened the public hearing.  There were no public comments.  Mayor Ash closed the public 
hearing.

Council Member Goodgame inquired if the request was to build 26 Aspen model homes with a maximum 
Impervious Surface Ration of 50%, but not on the lots specified in the prior Conditional Use Permit 
exhibit.  Attorney Crawford acknowledged Council Member Goodgame was correct.

Council Member Mullins clarified the Aspen model could be placed on any lot with a 50% maximum 
Impervious Surface Ratio, which may not allow for a screen room or other structure.  Attorney Crawford 
was in agreement.

Council Member Bates expressed concern regarding possible future variance requests.  Attorney 
Crawford provided an email for the record regarding a disclosure statue to buyers covering limitations on 
accessory structures when building the Aspen model.   

Mayor Ash was in agreement with the request.

City Attorney Mantzaris requested Senior Planner Kruse provide the amended language.

Senior Planner Kruse provided the amendment on page 4 of Resolution 2015-23, Section 9 - 
Special Planned Unit Development Conditions, number 8.  The Resolution will be amended to 
state for 26 lots only, placed throughout the development.

Council Member Mullins moved to adopt Resolution 2015-23 as amended; seconded by 
Council Member Goodgame.  The motion passed with all members present voting aye.

Item No. 7 – Ordinance No. 2015-68; Final

City Clerk Ackroyd read Ordinance 2015-68 aloud by title only.

An Ordinance of the Code of Ordinances of the City Council of the City of Clermont, 
Lake County, Florida, amending the Code of Ordinances, Chapter 86 Administration, 
Section 86-52 Granting of Variances; providing for codification; severability; effective 
date; and publication.

Planning Manager Henschel presented the staff request to add language to the City Code to allow the City 
Manager or designee to approve a deviation of standards for a variance request, when the request is no 
more than a 5% change from the Land Development Code.  The intent is to allow small adjustments when 
an error has been discovered and proven.  The City Manager would have the ability to deny the deviation 
of standard request and direct the applicant to apply for a variance.  Staff recommended approval of 
Ordinance 2015-68.
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City Manager Gray noted he would not have a designee make the determination; and in the event he was 
uncomfortable with approving, he would bring the matter before Council.

Council Member Goodgame asked how the City Manager would receive requests.

City Attorney Mantzaris stated typically a property owner or purchaser would be attempting to finance a 
piece of property and have a survey prepared.  The financer may discover a discrepancy with the survey 
and will not finance the project or purchase.  The owner or purchaser would contact staff and submit an 
application to the Development Services Department.  Staff would review the application and forward to 
the City Manager for review.

Mayor Ash inquired if the applicant would file for a variance request.  City Attorney Mantzaris stated the 
applicant would work with a shortened administrative variance application.

Council Member Bates asked how often deviations of standards occur.   City Attorney Mantzaris 
commented the situations rarely occur.  Swimming pools are an example, where a hole is dug a few 
inches in the wrong direction and not typically noted until refinancing or selling the property.

Mayor Ash opened the public hearing. 

Jim Purvis supported the proposed concept.  He requested Council consider a sunset clause of one year 
and Council review the number of applications that have come in. 

Mayor Ash closed the public hearing.

Council Member Mullins suggested removing the word “designee”, with the City Manager as the only 
approver.

Mayor Ash agreed with Council Member Mullins. 

Council Member Mullins suggested a two year sunset.

Council Member Travis and Mayor Ash were not opposed to a one year sunset clause.

City Attorney Mantzaris suggested adding language to include a mandatory requirement for the City 
Manager to provide an annual report to the City Council.

Mayor Ash commented the Ordinance was amended by eliminating “designee” from line 
1 under Administrative Variances, and from the last line under Administrative Variances; 
and adding a clause stating the City Manager will provide an annual report to the City 
Council on the number of variances granted.

Council Member Goodgame moved for approval of Ordinance 2015-68 as amended; 
seconded by Council Member Mullins.  The motion passed 5 to 0 on a roll call vote.
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NEW BUSINESS

Item No. 8 – Ordinance No. 2015-73; Introduction

City Clerk Ackroyd read Ordinance 2015-73 aloud by title only.

An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, Florida 
providing for the establishment of a fire service non-ad valorem assessment; providing 
for severability; providing for repeal of ordinances in conflict; and providing for 
codification and an effective date.

Council Member Mullins moved for introduction of Ordinance 2015-73; seconded by 
Council Member Travis.

Council Member Bates inquired if introducing the Ordinance allowed for moving forward for discussion 
at the next meeting.  

City Attorney Mantzaris commented the Ordinance was the legislative vehicle enabling the Council to 
adopt the Fire Assessment Fee Resolution should Council wish to adopt a Fire Assessment Fee.  A second 
reading of the Ordinance would occur at the August 25, 2015 meeting, which will become the legislative 
part of the City Code allowing for the adoption of a Fire Assessment Fee by Resolution.  The Ordinance 
could be adopted, Council could choose not to adopt a Fire Assessment Fee Resolution, and a Fire 
Assessment Fee would not be in place.

Council Member Mullins inquired when would the fee amount be selected.  City Attorney Mantzaris 
stated the Ordinance and a Resolution will be presented together at the August 25, 2015 meeting.  
Procedurally the Ordinance would be adopted first, and the Resolution adopting a Fire Assessment Fee 
addressed afterwards.

Council Member Goodgame inquired if three Council Members vote against introducing the Ordinance, 
would the Ordinance no longer move forward.  City Manager Gray stated the Ordinance would not move 
forward.

Council Member Goodgame requested discussion of the Ordinance.   

City Attorney Mantzaris stated the Ordinance was under introduction and it has been the City’s policy not 
to hold discussion on the matter.  An introduction is designed to determine if Council is interested in 
moving forward for a final hearing.

Council Member Travis commented if the Ordinance moved to a final hearing, at the final hearing the 
Council could reject the Ordinance.

Council Member Mullins stated the Ordinance did not mention future increases were capped by the 
Consumer Price Index; which was in the letter sent to the residents.  He inquired if the cap was a state 
law.

City Attorney Mantzaris commented the assessment would not have an automatic increase and suggested 
obtaining clarification from the consultant. 
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Council Member Mullins requested staff research the cap issue to determine if the cap should be included 
in the Ordinance.    

Council Member Goodgame asked City Attorney Mantzaris if; by law, the Council was unable to discuss 
moving forward or not moving forward with the Ordinance.  City Attorney Mantzaris stated Council can 
have discussion on any motion which has a second.

Council Member Goodgame commented Finance Director VanZile mentioned the City would have $8 
million in reserve funds at the end of the year and $6.7 million in reserve funds for Fiscal Year 2016.  He 
stated he did not support the Ordinance as the funds were not needed.

Council Member Mullins commented the Fire Assessment was something to consider when addressing 
the budget.  He supported moving forward and would like to see a Fire Assessment Fee and a reduced 
millage rate.   

Council Member Goodgame commented he was opposed to imposing a Fire Assessment Fee on houses of 
worship.

Mayor Ash stated the City has to provide fire services to the churches and the churches are exempt from 
property taxes.  The taxpayers must pick up the costs of services for the churches.

Council Member Bates asked about the cost to lease police vehicles opposed to purchasing the vehicles. 

City Manger Gray commented the police vehicles will not be purchased from the General Fund.

The motion passed 3 to 2 with Council Members Bates and Goodgame opposing.

ADJOURN:  With no further comments, this meeting was adjourned at 8:01pm.

APPROVED:

________________________________
Gail L. Ash, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk
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The Clermont City Council met in a regular meeting on Tuesday, August 25, 2015 in the Clermont City 
Center. Mayor Ash called the meeting to order at 6:30pm with the following Council Members present:  
Council Members Mullins, Bates, Goodgame, and Travis.  Other City officials present were: City 
Manager Gray, City Attorney Mantzaris, and City Clerk Ackroyd.

INVOCATION

Pastor David Jean gave the invocation followed by the Pledge of Allegiance. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS  

There were no public comments.

REPORTS

City Manager Gray – No report.

City Attorney Mantzaris – No report.

Council Member Bates reported the Office of Greenways and Trails will conduct open forums seeking 
comments from the public for new opportunity maps for a new trail system.  The closest meeting to 
Clermont will be held in Winter Garden on September 17, 2015 at 4pm.

Council Member Goodgame commented the Metropolitan Planning Organization will meet in Leesburg 
on August 26, 2015 to discuss upcoming roads, transportation needs, and funding.

Council Member Mullins – No report.

Council Member Travis – No report.

Mayor Ash reported she attended the Central Florida Leadership meeting consisting of a Mayor and 
County Commissioner from each county.  She represented the Lake County cities and Lake County 
Commissioner Campione represented Lake County.  The purpose of the meeting was to work together 
and plan the growth for the Central Florida area.  The group will meet bi-monthly. 

CONSENT AGENDA

Mayor Ash advised the next item on the Agenda for consideration was the Consent Agenda and requested 
anyone wishing to have any item pulled for discussion to please come forward at this time. 
 
Item No. 1 – Meeting Minutes Consider request to approve minutes of the 

May 12, 2015 and May 26, 2015 Regular 
Council meeting.
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Item No. 2 – Surplus Request Consider approval to declare end of life 
inventory as surplus from Environmental 
Services Department and Fire Department and 
dispose of in accordance with the Purchasing 
Policy.  Surplus property is anticipated to be 
sold for approximately $45,000.

Item No. 3 – Assignment of Interlocal Agreement Consider approval of agreement with Lake 
County Sheriff department to provide Animal 
Control Services.

Item No. 4 – Event Request Consider event and open container request to 
continue the First Friday Food Truck/Music on 
Montrose on the First Friday of each month.

Council Member Goodgame moved for approval of the Consent Agenda; seconded by 
Council Member Mullins. The motion passed with all members present voting aye. 

Mayor Ash read a statement addressing the meeting procedures. 

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

City Clerk Ackroyd read Ordinance 2015-73 and Resolution 2015-26 aloud by title only.

Item No. 5 – Ordinance No. 2015-73

An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, Florida 
providing for the establishment of a fire service non-ad valorem assessment; providing 
for severability; providing for repeal of ordinances in conflict; and providing for 
codification and an effective date.

Item No. 6 – Resolution No. 2015-26

A Resolution of the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, Florida, 
providing for the approval of the levy of non-ad valorem assessments on certain 
benefitted properties within the City of Clermont for the purpose of providing high 
quality Fire Rescue and Basic Life Support Services to the benefitted properties; 
providing for consideration of certain technical reports and data recommending a method 
of levying said assessments and determining benefits are in proportion to each property's 
assessment; providing for legislative findings; providing for adoption of an assessment 
roll; providing for a public hearing to be held on August 25, 2015; providing for 
severability; and providing for an effective date.

Mayor Ash read a statement aloud addressing the City’s population growth, expansion of City provided 
services, increased staffing needs, and a historical account of the deficit. 
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City Manager Gray noted the Fire Assessment Fee process began in September 2014 when the General 
Fund budget was approved with a deficit of approximately $1.2 million.  The deficit was expected to 
continue and staff began researching other revenue alternatives.  The Fire Rescue Services Assessment 
Fee was the only additional revenue source the City could implement.  The City Council authorized the 
consulting firm Tindale Oliver to perform a study to determine the methodology and rate schedule for an 
annual Fire Rescue Services Assessment. The firm presented the study at the Council meeting on June 23, 
2015 and the Council workshop on July 23, 2015. The City Council approved a preliminary Fire Rescue 
Services Assessment Rate Schedule on July 28, 2015, which served as the basis for the assessment 
notices sent to residents over the past several weeks.  

Finance Director Van Zile provided a report on the proposed Fire Rescue Services Assessment. He 
reviewed the General Fund history since 2010.  Mr. Van Zile reported on the proposed Fiscal Year 2016 
budget, deficit analysis, revenue, reserves, and expenditures. The options presented to balance the deficit 
included using reserves, increasing the property tax millage rate, or adopting a Fire Rescue Services 
Assessment. The City’s millage rate of 3.729 is the lowest in Lake County for a full service City.

The Fire Assessment would be charged to all property owners in the City in a manner that fairly and 
reasonably distributes the cost of Fire Rescue Services among all properties.  The Fire Assessment Rate 
was calculated based on a combination of call data within land use categories, duration of calls, and the 
size of the assessable property.  Fire assessments provide a more diversified and reliable funding source 
for the City and stability for the residents.  The fire assessment would be included on the resident’s 
property tax bills received in November 2015.  Finance Director VanZile reviewed three options of the 
proposed rates for residential and commercial properties.  The proposed rate options included exemptions 
only for properties owned by Federal, State, and Local governmental agencies.  The Institutional category 
proposed rate options were based on a 50% reduction in the assessment amount for Institutional 
properties exempt from ad valorem taxation under Florida law.

City Manager Gray noted staff requested the City Council adopt Ordinance 2015-73 and Resolution 
2015-26 to include:

An assessment rate structure based on the single-family residential amount of $82.13.

An exemption for property owned by Federal, State and Local governments.

A reduction of 50 percent for an Institutional property owner exempt from ad valorem taxation 
under Florida law.

Staff also recommended the rolled back rate of 3.5 for the millage rate.  The public hearings for the 
budget and millage rate will be held in September. 

The consultants from Tindale Oliver were present to answer any questions.

Council Member Bates asked if the assessment for vacant land was the same regardless of parcel size.  
Steve Tindale stated the rate was assessed to useful land parcels regardless of size.

Council Member Goodgame inquired if parking lots were considered vacant land.  Steve Tindale 
commented parking lots were typically listed under the same ownership with the associated structure.
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Mayor Ash asked if the options presented could be split.  Mr. Tindale responded choosing various options 
to use would take away from the proof of benefit and methodology.  

Council Member Travis inquired how exempting the Institutional classification would affect the other 
classification rates.  Steve Tindale stated it would not be legal to place a burden on other classifications 
by exempting a classification.

Council Member Mullins asked how the study was conducted.  Mr. Tindale responded the study was 
conducted using five years of Clermont Fire Department call data.  The data showed commercial 
properties use more fire services than residential properties.

Council Member Bates clarified the fee was only for people living in the City.  City Manager Gray 
concurred.

Mayor Ash opened the public hearing.

The following spoke in opposition of implementing a fire assessment fee:

Hope Lamb, Steven Elmore, Chris Walker, Ben Bond, Charlene Forth, Bob Peraza, Jim Hall, Greg 
Homan, Mark Montanaro, Jim Purvis, Alfred Outlaw, Chris Jenkins, Willie Montgomery, Ed Augustine, 
Dennis Horton, Joe Zagame, Tammy Hammond, Brian Hammond, Hal Turville Jr., Louis Levine, Wayne 
Weatherbee, Gary Moss, Terry Pitt, Phillip Harris, Aaron Blake, Amanda Hoang, Dr. Paul Sorchy, Eileen 
Patterson, Tom Sheenan, Brenda Walker, Tim Murry, Rick VanWagner, Ginger Martin, and Norma 
Trivelli.  

Mayor Ash closed the public hearing.

Mayor Ash recessed the meeting at 9:19pm.  Mayor Ash reconvened the meeting at 9:44pm.

City Manager Gray commented the budget initially began with a $4 million deficit and was cut 
significantly.  The Institutional portion of the Fire Assessment Fee accounts for only 7% of the total 
assessments and Fire Assessment Fees can only be used for fire expenses. The City has limited options 
for revenue sources and the Fire Assessment is a revenue source other municipalities have used.  

The property at the Arts and Recreation Center became available after the visioning sessions and was 
purchased for pennies on the dollar.  The facility is used by the seniors and the City partnered with the 
Boys and Girls Club to operate youth programs.  Staff is researching and determining how to fund the 
facility through the implementation of user fees.  The Clermont Rowing Boathouse was funded through a 
grant and is operated by the Lake County Rowing Association.  City Manager Gray stated the Champions 
Splash Park is self supporting.

Finance Director Van Zile stated 94% of the General Fund contains operating and personal services 
expenses, which are annual reoccurring expenditures.  He stated additional cuts would involve reducing 
personal services and cutting new positions.

Council Member Bates stated he was opposed to a Fire Assessment Fee after hearing public comments.
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Council Member Goodgame thanked the public for attending and spoke in opposition of imposing a Fire 
Assessment Fee.  He stated he was opposed to assessing churches and commented the City should use 
reserve funds to balance the budget. 

Council Member Mullins spoke in favor of using reserve funds, imposing a Fire Assessment Fee, and 
rolling back the millage rate to balance the budget.  He commented the City could no longer continue to 
solely use reserve funds to balance the budget.

Council Member Travis expressed concern regarding assessing the fee for commercial buildings based on 
square-footage and not on the value.  She commented on prior Council’s actions over the years regarding 
the budget and spoke in favor of balancing the budget without a Fire Assessment Fee.

Mayor Ash commented on prior Council’s decisions regarding the budget, property purchases, and other 
amenities.  She spoke in opposition of imposing a Fire Assessment Fee due to the impact on small 
businesses.

Council Member Bates moved to deny Ordinance 2015-73; seconded by Council 
Member Goodgame.  The motion passed 4 to 1 on a roll call vote with Council Member 
Mullins opposing.

Council Member Bates moved to deny Resolution 2015-26; seconded by Council 
Member Goodgame. The motion passed with all members present voting aye. 

ADJOURN:  With no further comments, this meeting was adjourned at 10:18pm.

APPROVED:

________________________________
Gail L. Ash, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk



City of Clermont
MINUTES

REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
September 8, 2015

1

The Clermont City Council met in a regular meeting on Tuesday, September 8, 2015 in the Clermont City 
Center. Mayor Ash called the meeting to order at 6:30pm with the following Council Members present:  
Council Members Mullins, Bates, Goodgame, and Travis.  Other City officials present were: City 
Manager Gray, City Attorney Mantzaris, and City Clerk Ackroyd.

INVOCATION

Elder Lanny Evans gave the invocation followed by the Pledge of Allegiance. 

PROCLAMATION

City Clerk Ackroyd read the Constitution Week proclamation aloud.  Mayor Ash presented the 
proclamation to Susan DeHart; Daughters of the American Revolution Representative.
 
Mayor Ash presented Purchasing Director Suarez the Achievement of Excellence in Procurement Award 
from the National Procurement Institute.  City Manager Gray commended Purchasing Director Suarez for 
his negotiation skills.

PUBLIC COMMENTS  

There were no public comments.

REPORTS

City Manager Gray reported Jeanie Linders had to go out of town unexpectedly and would report on the 
Clermont Performing Arts at the September 22, 2015 Council meeting.  He announced the First Budget 
Public Hearing would be held on Thursday, September 10, 2015 at 6pm in the City Council Chambers. 

City Attorney Mantzaris reported the City received an order from the Appellate Court upholding the 
decision in favor of the City regarding the Bee’s Auto lawsuit.  Cemex has filed a petition regarding the 
denial of their application for a Lake County Conditional Use Permit to operate a sand mine.  The Court 
has not issued an Order to Show Cause so the City does not need to take at this time.  Cemex has also 
filed an administrative challenge to the Wellness Sector Plan in which the City is not named as a party.  
The City could file an action to intervene; however the City does not own property within the Wellness 
Sector Plan.  City Attorney Mantzaris recommended Council not take action to intervene.

Council Member Bates asked what the next step was regarding the Bee’s Auto lawsuit.  City Attorney 
Mantzaris stated the original lawsuit contained six counts against the City.  The City was victorious on 
five counts; however the City did not win the count related to the signs.   The City’s insurance carrier 
should resolve the issues related to attorney’s fees on the sign issue.  Bee’s Auto has an option to file a 
request to the U.S. Supreme Court to review the Appellate Court decision.  The City would be in a 
position to move forward with revisions to City sign ordinance and move to gain compliance should 
Bee’s Auto not move forward to request to be heard by the U.S. Supreme Court.

Council Member Goodgame reported on September 1, 2015 the Lake County Board of County 
Commissioners had a second review of a housing development at Cagan’s Crossing.  The State had 
challenged and vetoed the project two years ago.  Three County Commissioners voted in favor of the 
project at the second review.  He expressed disappointment with the Lake County Board of County 
Commissioners.
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Council Member Mullins reported on the Food Truck event at City Hall Park on September 4, 2015. The 
2nd Saturday Car Show will be held from 3pm to 8pm on September 12, 2015.

Council Member Travis reported a triathlon will be held September 12, 2015 at Waterfront Park, the 
South Lake Chamber Breakfast will be on September 18, 2015, and on November 5, 2015 from 5pm to 
8:30pm the Taste of South Lake will take place.  The Parkrun had 1,147 out-of-the-country visitors to 
date and overall 2,317 runners have visited Clermont to participate.  

Mayor Ash reported a September 11 Memorial Service will be held at Fire Station 1 on Friday, September 
11, 2015 at 9am. 

CONSENT AGENDA

Mayor Ash advised the next item on the Agenda for consideration was the Consent Agenda and requested 
anyone wishing to have any item pulled for discussion to please come forward at this time. 
 
Item No. 1 – Meeting Minutes Consider request to approve minutes of the 

June 9, 2015 and June 23, 2015 Regular 
Council meeting.

Item No. 2 – Bid Award Consider approval of Request for Proposals 
award to B.E.S.H., Inc.; Florida Municipal 
Services, Inc.; GFA International, Inc.; PDCS, 
LLC; and Universal Engineering Sciences, Inc. 
for commercial and residential building 
inspection and plans review services in the 
amount of $20,000 from the Building Services 
Fund.

Item No. 3 – Bid Award Consider approval of bid award to Allstate 
Paving, Inc. to provide street resurfacing 
services in the amount of $269,426 from the 
Infrastructure Sales Tax Fund.

Item No. 4 – Bid Award Consider Approval of bid award to Tanko 
Enterprises, LLC d/b/a Kona Ice South Lake 
County to provide food concession services at 
Waterfront Park with an estimated annual 
revenue of $2,520.

Item No. 5 – Bid Award Consider approval of bid award to Ryman 
Mechanical, Inc. to replace the existing HVAC 
system at the Arts and Recreation Center in the 
amount of $548,396 from the Infrastructure 
Sales Tax Fund.
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Item No. 6 – Co-op Bid Award Consider approval of cooperative bid award to 
Estep Construction, Inc. to provide water main 
and force main improvements to Fire Station 
No. 4 in the amount of $79,000 from the Water 
Impact Fee Fund.

Item No. 7 – Contract Amendment Consider request for third contract amendment 
between the City of Clermont and Ajax Building 
Corporation to provide construction 
management services for the new Police 
Department with an increase in fees in the 
amount of $84,070 from the Infrastructure Sales 
Tax Fund.

Item No. 8 – Resolution No. 2015-29 Consider purchase approval of 1.4 +/- acres of 
certain real property from Marvin Sutton for use 
in Downtown Clermont Master Plan in the 
amount of $50,000 from the Stormwater Fund.

Item No. 9 – Facility Use Agreement Consider request for approval of Facility Use 
Agreement with Pat Burke Hoops for Life.  
Seven scholarships to Clermont residents will be 
provided to cover $8,295 of the facility rental 
fee.  The balance will be paid by Hoops for Life. 

City Manager Gray noted Item 9 had been amended.  City Attorney Mantzaris stated there were two 
minor changes to the Facility Use Agreement.  The original version included an insurance requirement of 
an aggregate amount of $3 million; the amount was reduced to $2 million.  The second change involved 
the Hoops for Life use of the gym at the Arts and Recreation Center in exchange for scholarships.  The 
scholarships will be given to City residents under the age of 14 with the scholarship receivers selected by 
the user.

Council Member Goodgame moved to approve the Consent Agenda; seconded by 
Council Member Mullins.  The motion passed with all members present voting aye.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

Item No. 10 – Variance Request

Development Services Director Hollerand presented the variance request.  The applicant requested a rear 
yard setback of 9.7 feet rather than the 15 feet required in the Heritage Hills Planned Unit Development. 
The applicant had constructed several townhomes in Heritage Hills and discovered one lot would not 
allow the planned building layout without encroaching into the setback by 5.3 feet.  The applicant does 
not want to change the character of the townhome units by altering the building size for one lot.  Staff 
recommended denial of the variance request. 

Duane Booth; Project Engineer for Lennar, commented the project was in Phase 2 of Heritage Hills.  The 
curvature of the road created one lot which did not have the proper depth to fit the building design.  The 
request is unique to the lot and would not set a precedent.
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Mayor Ash opened the public hearing.

Harry Mason spoke in opposition of the variance request.

Mayor Ash closed the public hearing. 

Council Member Mullins commented the building design could be expanded to the east.  Mr. Booth 
stated that option would be more expensive than undergoing a re-plat.

Council Member Bates inquired what type of buffer was to the rear of the lot.  Duane Booth replied the 
buffer was open space.

Mayor Ash expressed concern and stated the lot will have less than ten foot of lawn and suggested 
limiting the number of building units to accommodate the City’s regulations.  She was opposed to the 
variance request.

Council Member Mullins suggested redesigning the building or re-platting the lot.  He was opposed to the 
variance request.

Council Member Goodgame was in agreement with Council Member Mullins.  

Council Member Mullins moved to deny the variance request; seconded by Council 
Member Goodgame.  The motion passed with all members present voting aye. 

Item No. 11 – Ordinance No. 2015-75; Introduction

Council Member Bates moved to table Introduction of Ordinance 2015-75 to October 13, 
2015; seconded by Council Member Mullins.  The motion passed with all members 
present voting aye. 

Item No. 12 – Winter Park Consulting Group, LLC

City Manager Gray introduced Robert Thompson; Winter Park Consulting Group.  Mr. Thompson is 
working on the marketing and investment portion of the Downtown Economic Development Plan.   

Robert Thompson stated Winter Park Consulting had reviewed the Master Plan with staff and GAI 
Consultants, Inc., in addition to conducting outside research.  He commented a density study was 
underway and meetings have been held with large land owners in the Downtown area.   Winter Park 
Consulting has had initial contacts with Central Florida based investment and development groups. 

Mr. Thompson presented two draft documents showing the various elements of the City, which included 
maps, demographics, economic statistics, and information regarding the Downtown area.  The target 
audience will be directed to entities and individuals the City would be interested in building a relationship 
with.

City Manager Gray commented on the need for the private investment piece, particularly in the 
Downtown area.   The information presented was the first update and he requested Council feedback.
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Mayor Ash stated it would be easier to provide feedback and direction after reviewing a finalized product.

Council Member Goodgame inquired about the numbers on the map related to the Clermont Downtown 
and Waterfront Master Plan.  Mr. Thompson stated the numbers reference various Block numbers within 
the Downtown and Waterfront area and were not specific to any particular projects.  Developers are 
interested in seeing the properties owned by the City within the Downtown and Waterfront area.  

Robert Thompson commented due to the success of the initial meetings, Winter Park Consulting should 
have the project wrapped up in December 2015 to present to Council for feedback.

ADJOURN:  With no further comments, this meeting was adjourned at 7:26pm.

APPROVED:

________________________________
Gail L. Ash, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Resolution No. 2015-34

Requested Action  

Move to Approve

Staff Report  

The City of Clermont has several ongoing agreements with cellular providers for the rental of tower space for cellular 
communications. One of these agreements is with SBA 2012 TC Assets, LLC for rental at the West Park tower 
location. 

Staff recommends approval of Renewal of Terms as referenced in the Lease Agreement.  The Agreement is to 
include five (5) additional successive terms of five (5) years.

Rent shall be increased on each anniversary of the Contract Commencement Date by an amount equal to five 
percent of the rent for the previous year. 

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

The city receives monthly rent of approximately $4,200.

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Resolution No. 2015-34 Resolution No. 2015-35 SBA Communications Amend 
2015.docx

2. Amendment to Communications Site Lease 
Agreement

Amendment to Communications Site Lease Agreement 
(ground).pdf

3. Communications Site Lease Agreement Communications Site Lease Agreement (Ground).pdf



CITY OF CLERMONT
RESOLUTION NO. 2015-34

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, APPROVING AN 
AMENDMENT TO THAT CERTAIN SITE LEASE AGREEMENT 
DATED SEPTEMBER 8, 2000 BETWEEN THE CITY AND NEXTEL 
SOUTH CORPORATION AND ASSIGNED TO SBA 2012 TC ASSETS, 
LLC, F/K/A TOWERCO ENTITY 10, LLC, FOR THE OPERATION 
AND USE OF COMMUNICATION FACILITIES; PROVIDING FOR 
FIVE ADDITIONAL FIVE-YEAR RENEWAL TERMS; INCLUDING A 
FIVE PER CENT INCREASE IN RENT FOR EACH YEAR;  
AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE THE AMENDMENT AS 
PROVIDED HEREIN; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.   

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, 
Lake County Florida, as follows:

SECTION 1.

The City Council does hereby approve the Amendment to Communications Site Lease 
Agreement attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit “A” on the property described 
therein to SBA 2012 TC Assets, LLC (“SBA”) as successor entity of Nextel South Corp. 

SECTION 2.  

The Mayor of the City of Clermont is hereby authorized and directed to execute the Amendment 
to Communications Site Lease Agreement set forth in Exhibit “A”.
  
SECTION 3.  

This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

1



CITY OF CLERMONT
RESOLUTION NO. 2015-34

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, 
Florida, on this 13th day of October, 2015.

CITY OF CLERMONT

________________________
Gail L. Ash, Mayor  

ATTEST:  

___________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk

Approved as to form and legality:

___________________________
Daniel F. Mantzaris, City Attorney
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Prepared by: Joanne Beaulieu 

After recording return to:  Khreshmore Spence 

SBA Network Services, LLC 

8051 Congress Avenue 

Boca Raton, FL 33487-1307 

Ph: 1-800-487-7483 ext. 7795 
 

 

   

      

    

Parcel ID: 232225040014200400 
 

      

 

AMENDMENT TO COMMUNICATIONS SITE LEASE AGREEMENT (GROUND) 
 

      

 

        THIS AMENDMENT TO COMMUNICATIONS SITE LEASE AGREEMENT 

(GROUND) ("Amendment") is executed this ______ day of _____________, 2015, by and 

between the CITY OF CLERMONT, a Florida municipal corporation, having an address at 

P.O. Box 120219, Clermont, FL 34712-0219 ("Lessor") and SBA 2012 TC ASSETS, LLC, a 

Delaware limited liability company, having a principal office located at 8051 Congress 

Avenue, Boca Raton, Florida 33487-1307 ("Lessee"). 
 

 

 

      

 

        WHEREAS, Lessor and Nextel South Corp., a Georgia corporation, d/b/a Nextel 

Communications entered into that certain Communications Site Lease Agreement (Ground), 

dated September 26, 2000, as amended, and as evidenced by that certain Memorandum of 

Agreement recorded September 10, 2001, as Instrument #2001086597, in Book 01999, Page 

201, as amended by that certain unrecorded Corrected Memorandum of Agreement dated 

August 28, 2007, and ultimately assigned to Lessee, f/k/a TowerCo Assets LLC, a Delaware 

limited liability company, successor by merger to Tower Entity 10 LLC, a Delaware limited 

liability company, pursuant to that certain Assignment and Assumption of Ground Lease 

recorded December 9, 2008, as Instrument #2008139041, in Book 03708, Page 1607, both 

recordings of the Clerk of Court’s Office of Lake County, Florida (collectively, “Agreement”) 

for Lessee’s use of a portion of the real property ("Premises") located at 402 12th Street, 

Clermont, FL 34711 (“Land”), being more particularly described in the Agreement; and  
 

      

 

        WHEREAS, Lessor and Lessee desire and intend to amend and supplement the 

Agreement as provided herein. 
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        NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration of One Hundred and no/100 

Dollars ($100.00), the receipt and sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged, the parties 

hereto covenant, agree and bind themselves to the following modifications to the Agreement:  
 

      

  

1.  Section 4.  Term, of the Agreement is hereby amended as follows:  
 

In addition to the Renewal Terms as referenced in the Agreement, the Agreement 

is hereby amended to include five (5) additional successive terms of five (5) years 

(each an “Additional Renewal Term”).  Each Additional Renewal Term shall be 

deemed automatically extended, unless Lessee notifies Lessor of its intention not 

to renew the Agreement prior to the commencement of the succeeding Additional 

Renewal Term. The first Additional Renewal Term shall commence on January 6, 

2021 (“Additional Renewal Term Commencement Date”), upon the expiration of 

the Renewal Term expiring on January 5, 2021. 
 

2.  The fourth (4th) sentence of Section 14.  Assignment and Subletting, of the 

Agreement is hereby deleted in its entirety. 
  

3.  Section 18(d).  Miscellaneous, of the Agreement is hereby amended as follows:  
 

If to Lessee: 

                         SBA 2012 TC Assets, LLC 

                         Attn: Site Administration 

                         8051 Congress Avenue 

                         Boca Raton, FL 33487-1307                          

                         Re: FL46216-A/Central West Clermont 
 

4.  Capitalized terms not defined in this Amendment will have the meaning ascribed 

to such terms in the Agreement.  
 

5.  This Amendment will be governed by and construed and enforced in accordance 

with the laws of the state in which the Land is located without regard to principles 

of conflicts of law. 
 

6.  Except as specifically set forth in this Amendment, the Agreement is otherwise 

unmodified and remains in full force and effect and is hereby ratified and 

reaffirmed.  In the event of any inconsistencies between the Agreement and this 

Amendment, the terms of this Amendment shall take precedence. 
 

7.  Lessor acknowledges that the Exhibits attached to the Agreement may be 

preliminary or incomplete and, accordingly, Lessee may replace and substitute 

such Exhibits with an accurate survey and legal descriptions of the Premises and 

easements and re-record this Amendment with the approval of Lessor.  Following 

such re-recording, the descriptions of the Premises and easements described therein 

shall serve as the descriptions for same for all purposes under the Amendment. 
 

8.  Lessor represents and warrants to Lessee that the Lessor is the sole owner in fee 

simple title to the Premises and easements and the Lessor’s interest under the 
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Agreement and that consent or approval of no other person is necessary for the 

Lessor to enter into this Amendment. 
 

9.  This Amendment may be executed in one or more counterparts, and by the 

different parties hereto in separate counterparts, each of which when executed shall 

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

the same Amendment. 
 

10.  Lessee shall have the right to record this Amendment. 
 

 

      

 

[The remainder of this page is intentionally left blank. Signatures to follow.] 
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        IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Amendment as of the day and 

year first above written. 
 

 

          

WITNESSES: 

 

 

 

___________________________________ 

 

Print Name:__________________________ 

 

 

___________________________________ 

 

Print Name:__________________________ 

 

 

LESSOR: 

 

CITY OF CLERMONT, a Florida municipal 

corporation 

 

By:  __________________________________ 

 

Print Name: ____________________________ 

 

Title:  _________________________________ 

 

  

      

          

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF _____________________________ 

 

 
 

    

          

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

2015, by ________________________________, as ________________________ of the City 

of Clermont, a Florida municipal corporation, on behalf of the corporation. He/she is 

personally known to me or has produced _________________________ as identification. 
 

   

          

   

______________________________________ 

Notary Public 
 

  

(NOTARY SEAL) 
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5 
 

  

      
  

 

 

      

  

 

      

WITNESSES: 

 

 

 

__________________________________ 

 

Print Name:_________________________ 

 

 

__________________________________ 

 

Print Name:_________________________ 

 

 

LESSEE: 

 

SBA 2012 TC ASSETS, LLC, a Delaware 

limited liability company 

 

 

 

By:__________________________________ 

Alyssa Houlihan 

Vice President, Site Leasing 
 

 

    

      

STATE OF FLORIDA 

COUNTY OF PALM BEACH 

 

 
 

    

      

 

        The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on the _____ day of  

______________, 2015, by Alyssa Houlihan, Vice President, Site Leasing of SBA 2012 TC 

Assets, LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, on behalf of the company and who is 

personally known to me. 

 

      

    

____________________________________ 

Notary Public 

 

Print Name:  __________________________ 

My Commission Expires:  ________________ 
 

 

(NOTARY SEAL) 
 

   

     

      

 

  

 
 

 























CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Resolution No. 2015-37

Requested Action  

Repeal the City’s Harassment Policy dated 1/10/2012, and replace with the attached proposed Harassment 
(including Sexual Harassment) Policy. 

Staff Report  

The purpose of this policy is to express the City’s commitment to preventing and maintaining a working environment 
for employees (including applicants and volunteers) that is free from any form of harassment, including sexual 
harassment. 

Staff proposes that the Harassment Policy be approved and adopted by the City Council on January 10, 2012 and 
repealed and replaced with the attached document.  

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Resolution 2015-37 2015-37 Harassment (Including Sexual Harassment) 
Policy.doc

2. Harassment (Including Sexual Harassment) 
Policy

Harassment (including Sexual Harassment) Policy 
101315.pdf



CITY OF CLERMONT
RESOLUTION NO. 2015-37

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, REPEALING THE 
HARASSMENT POLICY IN ITS ENTIRETY; REPLACING WITH THE 
HARASSMENT POLICY, INCLUDING THE SEXUAL HARASSMENT 
POLICY, AS ADOPTED HEREIN; AND PROVIDING FOR AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, the Clermont City Council has determined that it is in the best interest of the City 
of Clermont, that an update and replacement of the Harassment Policy be made.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of 
Clermont, Florida, Lake County, Florida as follows:

Section 1 

The City Council of the City of Clermont does hereby adopt and implement the 
replacement of the Harassment Policy with the Harassment Policy; including the Sexual 
Harassment Policy, as set forth in Attachment A, attached hereto and incorporated herein 
and attached to this Resolution; and

Section 2 

This resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.

1



CITY OF CLERMONT
RESOLUTION NO. 2015-37

DONE AND RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, 
Florida, this 13th day of October, 2015.

CITY OF CLERMONT
         

_______________________________ 
Gail L. Ash, Mayor 

ATTEST:

________________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk 

Approved as to form and legality:

___________________________________
Daniel F. Mantzaris, City Attorney



 
     

 
   
 
 
 
 

Harassment (Including Sexual Harassment) Policy 
Replaces Harassment Policy Dated January 10, 2012 

   Effective October 13, 2015 
  
A. Purpose 
 
To express the City’s commitment to preventing and maintaining a working environment for 
employees (including applicants and volunteers) that is free from any form of harassment, 
including sexual harassment.  
 
This procedure is developed in accordance with Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Title 
VII), Age Discrimination in Employment Act of 1967 (ADEA), Title I and Title V of the Americans 
with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA), and City policies and procedures on equal employment 
opportunity and recruitment.  

 
B. Scope 
 
The provision set forth in this policy and procedure shall apply to all City employees, and for the 
purpose of this procedure volunteers shall be considered employees.  
 
C. Directives 
 
The City’s policy is that any form of harassment, including sexual harassment, is completely 
unacceptable and will not be tolerated.    
 
Harassment is defined as unwelcome verbal, visual or physical offensive conduct towards an 
individual because of his or her race, color, national origin, sex (gender), religion, disability, age, 
sexual orientation, marital or veteran’s status, pregnancy, genetic information, and any other 
basis of discrimination covered by applicable federal, state or local law. Offensive conduct may 
include, but is not limited to, jokes, slurs, epithets or name calling, physical assaults or threats, 
intimidation, ridicule or mockery, insults or put-downs, and offensive objects or pictures.  
 
Harassment becomes unlawful when 1) enduring the offensive conduct becomes a condition of 
continued employment, or 2) the conduct is severe or pervasive enough to create a work 
environment that a reasonable person would consider intimidating, hostile, or abusive.  
 
Examples of sexual harassment include, but are not limited to unwelcome sexual advances, 
requests for sexual favors, touching, and other verbal, visual or physical conduct of a sexual 
nature displayed, posted, or circulated in the workplace, such as graphic depictions, jokes, 
innuendos, suggestive/explicit objects, pictures/drawings, and demeaning written/graphic 
material that creates a hostile or offensive work environment. Sexual harassment does not have 
to be of a sexual nature, it can include verbal, visual or physical offensive conduct about a 

http://www.eeoc.gov/policy/vii.html
http://www.eeoc.gov/policy/adea.html
http://www.eeoc.gov/policy/ada.html
http://www.eeoc.gov/policy/ada.html


 
     

person’s sex/gender. Both victim and the harasser can be either a woman or a man, and the 
victim and harasser can be the same sex. Sexual harassment does not refer to occasional 
compliments of a socially acceptable nature. Sexual harassment is illegal when it is so frequent 
or severe that it creates a hostile or offensive work environment or when it results in an adverse 
employment decision.  
 
The City strongly disapproves of and will not tolerate harassment of employees by supervisors 
or co-workers, and does not condone harassment of its employees in connection with their work 
by non-employees, e.g., general public, vendors, professional contacts and customers. 
 
Any supervisor, including managers and directors, do not have the authority to suggest to any 
employee that employment, continued employment, future advancement, or other term or 
condition of employment will be affected in any way by an employee’s acceptance of a hostile or 
abusive work environment as described in this policy, or by any employee’s entering into (or 
refusing to enter into) any form of personal relationship with the supervisor.      
 
All employees are encouraged to report incidents of harassment utilizing established complaint 
procedures described below. Any employee who makes a complaint of harassment or provides 
information related to such a complaint or incident of harassment will be protected against 
retaliation.  
 
Violations of this policy and procedure by any employee shall subject that employee to 
corrective action, up to and including termination of employment.  
 
D. Procedure  
 

1. Reporting – 
 

Any employee, who feels that they are being harassed in violation of this policy, believes 
that his or her employment is being adversely affected by such conduct, or becomes 
aware of any harassment of an employee, should immediately report such concerns to 
any one or more of the following: their immediate supervisor, any Department Director, 
the Human Resources Director, Assistant City Manager, or the City Manager. It is 
emphasized that employees are not required to complain first to their supervisor. 
 

Human Resources Director: (325) 241-7380 or (352) 241-7382 
Assistant City Manager: (352) 241-7356 

City Manager: (352) 241-7358 
 
Complaints of harassment can be made verbally or in writing. Complaints made in 
writing should be signed and dated by the reporting employee. Complaints made 
verbally should be documented by the individual receiving the complaint.   
 
Any supervisor, including managers and directors, who knows or has reason to know of 
workplace harassment is required to immediately report such harassment to the Human 
Resources Director.  
 
The Human Resources Director and the City Manager shall be notified of all harassment 
complaints unless the complaint involves the Human Resources Director or the City 
Manager.  

 



 
     

Employees should not assume that the City is aware of any employee harassment 
problems. Employees should immediately bring all complaints and concerns to the City’s 
attention so that the concerns can be resolved.  

 
2. Investigation – 
 

All complaints of harassment shall be investigated. Supervisors, managers, any 
Department Director, the Human Resources Director, Assistant City Manager, or the City 
Manager receiving a complaint is responsible for investigating all such incidents. The 
Human Resources Director must be informed of all complaints no matter how 
insignificant they may seem. Upon completion of the investigation, the 
employee/complainant will be advised of the findings.  
 
All actions taken to resolve complaints of harassment through internal investigations 
shall be conducted confidentially, to the extent possible and allowable by law. 
 

3. Retaliation – 
 

The City emphasizes that retaliation against any employee for making a complaint or 
cooperating in an investigation will not be tolerated. Employees will not be penalized in 
any way for making a report, in good faith, under this policy and procedure. No 
management personnel, supervisor or other employee shall place an employee at a 
disadvantage or retaliate against an employee for having reported a complaint of 
harassment. Any retaliation will result in corrective action up to and including 
termination. 
 
Any employee who believes that he/she is being retaliated against for reporting or 
making a compliant of harassment or for participating in an investigation related to 
harassment should immediately report the alleged retaliatory action to his/her supervisor 
or to the Human Resources Director.  

 
4. Corrective Action – 

 
Any supervisor or employee who is found, after appropriate investigation, to have 
engaged in harassment of another employee will be subject to appropriate disciplinary 
action, up to and including termination, depending upon the circumstances.  
 
Any employee who makes an intentional false allegation and/or report, under this policy 
and procedure, will be subject to disciplinary action up to and including termination.  
 

5. Acknowledgement & Maintenance of Records – 
 

Employees shall be advised of the contents of this policy and procedure and be required 
to acknowledge receipt of this policy and procedure. The acknowledgement shall be 
placed in the personnel record.  

 
The Human Resources Department shall maintain documentation related to this policy 
and procedure, including documents related to training, incident reporting and 
disciplinary action.   

 
 
E. Authority  



 
     

 
The City Manager shall implement this policy and procedure. 
  
Approved and adopted by the Clermont City Council by resolution number  
2015-37 on October 13, 2015.  



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Bid Award

Requested Action  

Motion to approve contract between the City of Clermont and Schmid Cosntruction, Inc. to provide all labor, material 
and equipment necessary for the construction of Clermont Police Department Headquarters  in the total lump sum 
amount of $7,308,000.

Staff Report  

The Purchasing Department and the Police Department recommend approval of the above action.

The Purchasing Department issued a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) number 15-025 on May 5, 2015 to pre-
qualify general contractors for the construction of Clermont Police Department Headquarters.  Contractors having 
seventy-seven (77) points or higher, based on the criteria established in the RFQ, were pre-qualified and invited to 
participate in a formal Request for Bid (RFB) for construction.  Ajax Building Corporation contracted to provide 
Construction Manager services and acting as agent of the City, evaluated each response to the RFQ.  There was a 
total of twelve (12) responsive proposals of which seven (7) general contractors were pre-qualified.  The pre-
qualified general contractors were:

The Artec Group, Inc. - Sarasota, FL
Wharton-Smith, Inc. - Sanford, FL
Schmid Construction, Inc. - Clermont, FL
McCree Design Builders, Inc. - Orlando, FL
Walbridge Aldinger, LLC. - Tampa, FL
Core Construction Services of Florida, LLC. - University Park, FL
Pirtle Construction Company - Orlando, FL

At the conclusion of the RFQ, the Purchasing Department issued a Request for Bid (RFB) number 15-042 on August 
6th to the pre-qualified general contractors to bid on the construction project.  The bid ended September 17th and 
there were five (5) responses to the RFB.

Both RFQ and RFB were fully competed, advertised, and complies with the City of Clermont Purchasing Policy.

Award is being recommended to the low responsive and responsible bidder Schmid Construction, Inc. for the total 
lump sum amount of $7,308,000 who complied with all terms, conditions, and specifications stated in the RFB.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

The contract amount of $7,308,000 is under the amount budgeted for the construction project by $2,023,670.  The 



funding plan for the project is to use approximately $2,700,000 from the Police Impact Fees Fund and to fund the 
remaining $4,608,000 from a bank loan/bond issue that will be obtained later in the year.

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. RFQ 15-025 Evaluation Process RFQ 15-025 Evaluation Process.pdf
2. RFQ 15-025 Response Tabulation RFQ 15-025 Response Tabulation.pdf
3. Ad RFQ 15-025 POLICE HEADQUATERS.docx
4. RFB 15-042 Response Tabulation RFB 15-042 Response Tabulation.pdf
5. Ad RFB 15-042 PD HDQTERS.docx



SECTION – D 
EVALUATION PROCESS 

 
The procedure for response evaluation and selection is as follows: 

1. Solicitation issued. 

2. Receipt of responses by the date and time prescribed in this RFQ. 

3. Opening of responses and determination of which responses meet the minimum 
qualification standards. 

4. The Construction Manager as an agent for the Owner shall evaluate each 
response following criteria below for selection: 

a. Quality of submittal – clarity, conciseness and compliance with the 
requirements of the solicitation. 
(0 to 3 pts.) 

b. Introduction letter identifying the respondent’s professional specialization and 
other items requested in this section of the solicitation. 
(0 to 2 pts.) 

c. Actively licensed General Contractor in the State of Florida. 
[If NO, the General Contractor will be disqualified, if YES = 0 pt.] 

d. Company existence for at least 5 years under present name. 
[(Less than 5years = 0 pt.), (5 to 9 years = 3 pts.), (10+ years = 5 pts.)] 

e. General Contractor years of experience under present name. 
[(5 year or less = 1 pt.), (5 to 9 years = 3 pts.), (10+ years = 5 pts.)] 

f. The experience of respondent’s on Police Department, Emergency Operation 
Centers, Public Safety,Sheriffs Offices, Medium/Maximum Jail/Prison, or 
Hospital projects whose construction cost exceeded $7.5mm. 
[(1 or less = 0), (2 = 5 pts.), (3 to 4 = 7 pts.), (5+ = 10 pts.)] 

g. Subcontractor and Owner references (up to 10 points). 
• Subcontractor References = 2 pts. 
• Owner References = 5 pts. 
• Letter of Recommendation = 3 pts. 

h. Experience of project staff (up to 10 points). 
• Project Manager = 0 to 5 pts. 
• Project Superintendent = 0 to 5 pts. 

RFQ No: 15-025 
Page 13 of 17 

 



SECTION – D 
EVALUATION PROCESS 

 
i. Ability to provide bond in the amount specified in this solicitation (up to 10 

points).  See below for scoring criteria. 
• Meets or exceeds Single Project Capacity of $10MM, has available 

bonding in excess of $10MM and aggregate capacity of at least 
$20MM  =  (5 pts.) 

• Meets or exceeds Single Project Capacity of $10MM, has available 
bonding in excess of $12M and aggregate capacity of $21MM to 
$25MM  =  (7 pts.) 

• Meets exceeds Single Project Capacity of $15MM, has available 
bonding in excess of $15MM and aggregate capacity of $26M or 
greater  =  (10 pts.) 

j. Are you a Lake County General Contractor?  In order to qualify, your main 
office must be located in Lake County for at least two (2) years. 
[If NO = 0 pt., if YES = 5 pts.] 

k. Insurance evidence showing insurance coverage as specified in this 
solicitation. 
[If NO = 0 pt., if YES = 10 pts.] 

l. Insurance terminated by carrier within the last five (5) years. 
[If YES = 0 pt., if NO = 5 pts.] 

m. Litigation within the last ten (10) years. 
[(4+ = 0 pts.), (1-3 = 5 pts.), (0 = 10 pts.)] Explanations are required in 
response to this RFQ. 

n. Assessed liquidated damages in the past five (5) years. 
[YES = 0 pt. if NO = 10 pts.] 

o. Evaluation of company profile. 
[0 to 10 points] 

 

5. The Construction Manager shall short list the number of contractors having 
Seventy-Seven (77) points in the aggregate or higher. 

6. The short-listed respondent(s) will form part of a prequalified contractor list and 
will be invited to participate in a formal RFB for construction. 

 

END OF SECTION D
RFQ No: 15-025 
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RESPONSE TABULATION 
 

RFQ 15-025, CONTRACTOR PREQUALIFICATION OF CLERMONT POLICE DEPARTMENT HEADQUARTERS 
DUE DATE/TIME: JUNE 4, 2015 AT 2:00 P.M. (EST) 

 

COMPANY NAME ADDENDA 1 1-ORIGINAL, 2-COPIES 

Cleveland Construction, Inc. – Naples, FL Y Y 

Jordan Brothers Construction, LLC – Orlando, FL Y Y 

The Artec Group, Inc. – Sarasota, FL Y Y 

Wharton-Smith, Inc. – Sanford, FL Y Y 

Schmid Construction, Inc. – Clermont, FL Y Y 

McCree Design Builders, Inc. – Orlando, FL Y Y 

Prominent Building Group, Inc. – Winter Garden, FL Non-Responsive 

Ajax Construction, Inc. – Ocala, FL Y Y 

APM Construction, Corp. – New Smyrna Beach, FL Y Y 

Emmett Sapp Builders, Inc. – Wildwood, FL Y Y 

Pirtle Construction Company – Orlando, FL Y Y 

Walbridge Aldinger, LLC. – Tampa, FL N Y 

Core Construction Services of Florida, LLC. – University Park, FL N Y 
** Addenda 1 was not a mandatory submittal with RFQ response. 



REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATIONS

The City of Clermont is requesting presentation of qualifications of 
General Contractors prior to bidding on the construction of the new 
Clermont Police Department Headquarters (RFQ 15-025).  All responses 
must be received prior to 2:00 P.M. on Thursday, June 4, 2015.  
Information may be obtained from the City’s website at 
www.cityofclermontfl.com 

Publication Date: Newspaper
May 11, 2015

http://www.cityofclermontfl.com/


 
 

RESPONSE TABULATION 
 
RFB 15-042, CONSTRUCTION OF CLERMONT POLICE DEPARTMENT HEADQUARTERS 
DUE DATE/TIME: SEPTEMBER 17, 2015 AT 2:00 P.M. (EST) 
 

COMPANY NAME BID 
BOND 

ADD 
1 

ADD 
2 

ADD 
3 

ADD 
4 

ADD 
5 

ADD 
6 

ADD 
7 

LUMP SUM 
PRICE 

ALT. 1 
PRICE 

LUMP SUM +  
ALT. 1 

Schmid Construction, Inc. 
– Clermont, FL Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y $7,263,000 $45,000 $7,308,000 

Walbridge Aldinger, LLC. – 
Tampa, FL Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y $7,848,000 $40,000 $7,888,000 

The Artec Group, Inc. – 
Sarasota, FL Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y $8,215,500 $42,504 $8,258,004 

McCree Design Builders, 
Inc. – Orlando, FL Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y $8,225,000 $46,753 $8,271,753 

Pirtle Construction Co. – 
Orlando, FL Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y $8,325,000 $42,500 $8,367,500 

*Bid Bond and Addendum 1 through 7 were mandatory submittals with response. 
 
Alternate 1 = Resurfacing of existing asphalt access road. 



REQUEST FOR BID

The City of Clermont is requesting bids from pre-qualified general 
contractors to bid on the Construction of Clermont Police Department 
Headquarters (RFB 15-042).  All responses must be received prior to 2:00 
P.M. on Thursday, September 10, 2015.  A list of pre-qualified 
contractors and information about the bid may be obtained from the City’s 
website at http://www.clermontfl.gov/ or through BidSync at 
https://www.bidsync.com/.

Publication Date: Newspaper
August 10, 2015

http://www.clermontfl.gov/
https://www.bidsync.com/


CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Piggyback Contract Award

Requested Action  

Motion to approve a piggyback contract number 15-0621 from Lake County B.C.C. with Done Right Fire Repair, Inc. 
to provide Personal Protective Equipment Inspection, Cleaning, and Repair in the  annual estimated amount of 
$2,000.

Staff Report  

The Purchasing Department and the Fire Department recommend approval of the above action.

At the request of the Fire Department, the Purchasing Department sought a contract from Lake County B.C.C. to 
obtain the services of personal protective equipment inspection, cleaning, and repair.  The contract was established 
to improve the safety of firefighters bunker gear as per the needs of all participating Purchasing Officials of Lake 
(POOL) agencies.

In accordance with the direction of City Council, the Purchasing Department issued a Request for Interest (RFI) 
number 1509-002 to notify local vendors of the City’s intent to utilize other governmental entities’ contract.  The RFI 
was posted on the City’s website for seven (7) business days.  At the completion of the RFI, the Purchasing 
Department received no interest.  Based on this, staff recommends that Council approve to piggyback the Lake 
County B.C.C. contract.

The contract was obtained through a fully competitive solicitation and complies with the City of Clermont Purchasing 
Policy.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Annual projected cost of $2,000 is included in the current year approved budget.

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. RFI 1509-002 RFI 1509-002.pdf
2. Lake County Contract 15-0621.pdf
3. Lake County Bid Tabulation 15-0621_PricingSummary.pdf



RFI No: 1509-002 
Page 1 of 2 

 

 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
Intent to Utilize Lake County BCC Contract for Personal Protective 

Equipment Inspection, Cleaning, and Repair 
 

CONTACT INFORMATION: 
Freddy L. Suarez, MPA, CPPB 
Purchasing Director 
EMAIL: fsuarez@clermontfl.org 
Phone: (352) 241-7350 

RFI No. 1509-002 ISSUED DATE:  September 17, 2015 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO PIGGYBACK A CONTRACT 

NOTICE END DATE:  September 25, 2015 at 2:00 P.M. (EST) 

DEADLINE FOR WRITTEN QUESTIONS:  Not Applicable 
 

SOLICITATION RESPONSE:  Responses will be received until the notice end date specified above or as 
otherwise amended.  No late responses will be accepted. 

Responses may be submitted electronically to the Purchasing Director by email. 
Hardcopy responses may be delivered to:  City of Clermont Purchasing Department, 685 West Montrose Street, 
2nd Floor, Clermont, FL 34711. 
 

 
This Request for Information (RFI) is intended to notify local vendors of the City’s intent to utilize other 
government entities’ contract.  This is not an invitation to submit a bid or quote.  If no local vendor 
responds to the RFI, the Purchasing Department will proceed with utilizing the referenced contract.  
Local vendor is defined as businesses located in South Lake County, preferably located within the City 
limits.  This notice will be posted for seven (7) business days. 

 
1 – PIGGYBACK CONTRACT INFORMATION 

(a) Department:  Fire Department 

(b) Company Information:  Done Right Fire Gear Repair, Inc. 

(c) Contract Number and Title:  15-0621 / Personal Protective Equipment Inspection, Cleaning, and 
Repair 

(d) Length of Contract:  One (1) year w/optional four (4) one-year renewals. 

mailto:fsuarez@clermontfl.org


RFI No: 1509-002 
Page 2 of 2 

 

(e) Product or Service Provided:  The contract will improve the safety of firefighters bunker gear by 
providing inspection, cleaning, and repair of equipment. 

 

2 – ACTION TO BE TAKEN 
If you’re a local vendor, please contact the Purchasing Director by email or by mail prior to the “Notice 
End Date” indicated above to advise whether your company can provide any of the product or service 
mentioned above. 

Prospective local vendor respondents are requested to provide information regarding their ability to 
provide the product or serve described.  Respondents are not to provide pricing.  All responses will 
be evaluated by the Purchasing Department and the Department requesting the product or service 
which will be the sole determining power in establishing the approved equal status of the commodity 
offered by the respondent. 

 

 

























































































RFP 15-0621 / Personal Protective Equipment Inspection, Cleaning and Repair
Opened:  June 30, 2015 
Contracting Officer:  Donna Villinis

Done Right Fire Gear Repair

New Port Richey, FL

Minerva Bunker Gear Cleaners   

Miami, FL

Unit Unit

Price Price

INSPECTION  

1 Inspect Bunker Gear Coat $20.00 $17.00 

2 Inspect Bunker Gear Pants $20.00 $17.00 

3 Inspect  Brush Gear N/C N/C

4 Inspect Jumpsuits N/C N/C

5 Inspect Helmets $5.00 $14.00 

6 Inspect Boots $5.00 $14.00 

WASHES   

7 Regular Wash Bunker Gear $9.00 $17.00 

8 Regular Wash Brush Gear N/C $8.00 

9 Bio Wash Bunker Gear $10.00 $17.00 

10 Bio Wash Brush Gear $2.00 $9.00 

11 Heavy Duty Wash Bunker Gear $10.00 $16.00 

12 Heavy Duty Wash  Brush Gear $2.00 $9.00 

13 Clean/Polish Boots $25.00 $24.00 

14 Clean/Polish Helmets $15.00 $15.00 

15 Regular Wash Miscellaneous Items N/C $12.00 

16 Bio Wash Miscellaneous Items $10.00 $15.00 

REPAIR ITEMS  

17 Replace Suspender Button $5.00 $5.00 

18 Replace D Ring $5.00 $5.00 

19 Replace Grommet $2.00 $2.00 

20 Replace or Add Hook $5.00 $5.00 

21 Replace or Add MIC Tab $5.00 $5.00 

22 Replace Rivet $1.00 $1.00 

23 Replace Accessory Strap $15.00 $12.00 

24 Replace Strap Handles on Bag Depends on size $5.00 

25 Add Postman Buckle/Strap $15.00 $22.00 

26 Add Leather Tab N/C $5.00 

27 Replace Thumb Loop $2.00 $2.00 

28 Replace Wristlet $15.00 $20.00 

29 Replace Snap $5.00 $4.00 

30 Replace Zipper on Bunker Gear $35.00 $35.00 

31 Replace Zipper on Bag $15.00 $30.00 

32 Replace Zipper on Jumpsuit $15.00 $34.00 

33 Sew on Letters or Numbers $1.00 $3.00 

34 Make Reflective Letters or Numbers $1.00 $1.00 

35 Make and Add New Name Plate $26.50 $25.00 

36 Install Pre-Made Name Plate on Coat $5.00 $5.00 

37 Move Name Plate $10.00 $4.00 

38 Make and Add Name Plate w/Velcro on $31.50 $30.00 

39 Sew on Emblem Patch $5.00 $4.00 

40 Install or Replace Flashlight Tab $10.00 $5.00 

41 Move Both Knee Pads $10.00 $5.00 

42 Re-stitch Seams N/C $5.00 

43 Sew Our Patch on Coat $5.00 $4.00 

44 Patch Gear with Advance Material $15.00 $14.00 

45 Patch Gear with Arashield Material $15.00 $14.00 

46 Patch Gear with Basolfil Material $15.00 $14.00 

47 Patch Gear with Black Advance Material $15.00 $14.00 

48 Patch Gear with Leather N/C $14.00 

49 Patch Gear with Nomex Material $15.00 $14.00 

Item Item Description



50 Patch Gear with PBI Material $15.00 $14.00 

51 Patch Pocket with Kevlar Material $15.00 $14.00 

52 Patch Gear with Aluminized PBI Material $15.00 $12.00 

53 Patch Gear with Ripstop Material $15.00 $14.00 

54 Patch Elbow Patch $15.00 $15.00 

55 Replace Knee Pad with Arashield $15.00 $28.00 

56 Replace Knee Pad with Black Advance $15.00 $28.00 

57 Patch Tarp with Cordura Material $10.00 $9.00 

58 Replace Scotchlite on Jumpsuit $25.00 $25.00 

59 Replace Scotchlite on Entire Coat $80.00 $65.00 

60 Replace Scotchlite on Horizontal Strip $15.00 $15.00 

61 Replace Scotchlite on Vertical Strip $15.00 $15.00 

62 Replace Scotchlite on Arm $15.00 $19.00 

63 Replace Scotchlite on Leg $15.00 $19.00 

64 Replace Scotchlite on Tail $15.00 $8.00 

65 Replace Scotchlite on Pocket $15.00 $20.00 

66 Scotchlite Patch $15.00 $15.00 

67 Sew Reflective Trim on Jumpsuit $25.00 $20.00 

68 Replace Reflexite Strip Around Coat $20.00 $25.00 

69 Replace Reflexite on Entire Coat $20.00 $65.00 

70 Replace Reflexite Vertical Strip $20.00 $15.00 

71 Replace Reflexite on Arm $20.00 $19.00 

72 Replace Reflexite on Leg $20.00 $19.00 

73 Replace Reflexite on Tail $20.00 $8.00 

74 Replace Reflexite on Pocket $20.00 $11.00 

75 Triple Trim Patch $15.00 $15.00 

76 Replace Velcro on Chin Guard $10.00 $9.00 

77 Replace Velcro on Collar $15.00 $15.00 

78 Replace One Piece of Velcro on Collar $15.00 $15.00 

79 Replace Velcro on Neck $10.00 $10.00 

80 Replace Velcro on Flashlight Strap $5.00 $5.00 

81 Replace Velcro on Arm Cuff $5.00 $10.00 

82 Replace Velcro on Fly $15.00 $15.00 

83 Replace Velcro on Hem of Coat $5.00 $5.00 

84 Add Velcro to Cuffs of Jumpsuit $4.00 $5.00 

85 Replace Velcro Around Knee Pad $10.00 $12.00 

86 Replace Velcro on Bellow Pocket $8.00 $8.00 

87 Replace Velcro on Radio or Back Pocket $5.00 $5.00 

88 Replace Velcro on Storm Flap $15.00 $15.00 

89 Replace Velcro on Liner’s Fly $4.00 $4.00 

90 Replace Velcro on Harness tabs $2.00 $2.00 

91 Shorten Liner of Pants $25.00 $25.00 

92 Shorten Pants $10.00 $25.00 

93 Shorten Pants and Liner $50.00 $50.00 

94 Create Rapid Rescue Opening in Coat $30.00 $25.00 

95 Rapid Rescue Harness for Above $50.00 $40.00 

96 Fabricate 10 Foot Howd Strap $15.00 $15.00 

97 Fabricate 6 Foot Howd Strap $10.00 $10.00 

98 Fabricate SCBA Tags-Blk Adv w/3Letters $15.00 $15.00 

99 Letter and Numbers for SCBA Tags $1.00 $1.00 

OTHER CHARGES   

 Pick-up/Delivery Charge (portal to portal) N/C N/C

 Semi On-site - per piece $8.50  

 Free of charge - Ipad mini and Done Right 

Gear Tracking System 

N/C  

 IT Support N/C  

TOTAL OF ALL ITEMS $1,300.50 $1,444.00 



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Surplus Request

Requested Action  

Motion to approve and declare end of life inventory as surplus from the Fire Department, Development Services 
Department, and City Clerk's Office to dispose in accordance with the Purchasing Policy.

Staff Report  

The Purchasing Department, on behalf of the Fire Department, Development Services Department, and City Clerk's 
Office recommends approval of the above action.

The following inventory have reached their end of life service and approval to surplus these items is being 
requested.

Fire Department
(1) 2007 Chevy Malibu - Vehicle No. 5218

Development Services Department
(2) Desk Chairs

City Clerk's Office
(1) Shredder

The above mentioned vehicle was involved in an accident.  The damage exceeds the value of the vehicle and was 
declared total loss by the insurance company.

Salvageable surplus property will be sold through GovDeals.com, an electronic auction website for government 
property.  Non-salvageable property will be disposed of appropriately.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fire Department surplus property was declared total loss by the insurance company.  Damage exceeds vehicle 
value.
Development Services Department and City Clerk's surplus property have no monetary value.

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  



1. Fire Department - Surplus Property Fire Surplus.pdf
2. City Clerk - Surplus Property City Clerk Surplus.pdf
3. Development Services Department - Surplus Property Development Servides Surplus.pdf









CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Event Request

Requested Action  

Move to approve the serving of wine and beer for the "Taste of South Lake" event.

Staff Report  

The South Lake Chamber event "Taste of South Lake" is asking for permission to serve beer and wine at their event on Thursday, 
November 5th from 5:00 PM - 8:30 PM at Waterfront Park.  Beef 'O Brady's will be their licensed caterer and the event is hiring off duty 
City of Clermont Police Officers to work the event.

Please see attached map for designated alcohol consumption area for the event.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Taste of South Llake Council Packet 2015 Taste of South Lake Packet.pdf













CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Event request

Requested Action  

Move to approve Harvest Festival event and allow open container and 5K run.

Staff Report  

The Clermont Downtown Partnership in conjunction with Sommer Sports is requesting from the City of Clermont that they may hold a 
Harvest Festival and 5K race, on October 31st from 12 pm to 9 pm.

The Clermont Downtown Partnership and Sommer Sports is requesting to have the following for the event:

1. Allow food trucks in downtown Clermont.

2. Allow Montrose Street to be closed from the entrance of City Hall  to West Ave, 7th Street from City Hall parking 
lot entrance to the entrance of the Elks lot, 8th Street  from Montrose to the entrance of Revive, and West to 
Osceola Street (see map for details of road closures).  

3. Allow pumpkin patch, hayrides, and kid zone with rides and games.

4. Allow open container in requested area during event.

5.  The organizations have agreed to pay for staff for the event regarding police and medical.

6.  The organizations are requesting to have a banner hung up in the downtown area stretched over roads for the 
event.  The city would dictate which street poles were equipped to handle the request.  

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Harvest Festival application HF Application.pdf
2. 5K Application and map Nightmare on Clermont 5K.pdf
3. Road Closure Map Downtown Clermont Arial.jpg











CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Event Request

Requested Action  

Move to approve road closures for Bike Florida's " Share the Road Celebration of Cycling" on November 13, 2015.

Staff Report  

Bike Florida is requesting from the City of Clermont that they may hold their "Share the Road Celebration of Cycling"  event on 
November 13th from 4:00 PM to 9:00 PM.

 Bike Florida is requesting to have the following for the event:

1. Allow food trucks in downtown Clermont.

2. Allow Montrose Street to be closed from the entrance of City Hall to 7th Street .  Also allow 7th Street to be closed from City Hall 
parking lot entrance to the entrance to the Elks Lodge. (see map for details of road closures)

3. City staff to provide barricades, trash cans, trash service, and access to the trail head restrooms.

4. Allow a live family friendly band to perform on City Hall Park grounds during the event.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. City Hall Map City Hall Map.JPG
2. Bike Florida Application Bike Florida.pdf







CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Utility Service Agreement

Requested Action  

Move to approve the Utility Service agreement for water service to a single family home owned by Gokul S. 
Brijmohan at 16300 Johns Lake Rd.

Staff Report  

This request is for water service to a single family home under construction at 16300 Johns Lake Rd. owned by the 
Gokul S. Brijmohan.  The home surrounded by unincorporated Lake County land and is located within the City and 
Lake County Interlocal Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) area and the Joint Planning Area (JPA).

Owner & Applicant:  Gokul S. Brijmohan
Project:      Single family home
Size:          4.8 acres
Location:   16300 Johns Lake Road

Lake County Future Land Use:  Rural
Lake County Zoning:    Agriculture
Status of Project:     The property has proper land use and zoning with Lake County

Projected Sewer Use:     500 gpd

The site is in conformance with the City's code.  If the request is approved, the agreement will still be conditioned 
upon deferral of annexation to occur when legally appropriate.  The project will therefore be developed pursuant to 
the attached Utility Services Agreement for Water.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

N/A at this time

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Utility Service Agreement for Water - Brijmohan, 16300 Johns 
Lake Rd

Brijmohan 16300 Johns Lake Rd - USA for 
Water.pdf

2. Utility Service Agreement - Application at 16300 Johns Lake USA Water~Brijmohan - signed app.pdf



Rd.-Brijmohan
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 UTILITY SERVICE AGREEMENT 
For WATER 

 

This document constitutes an agreement between the CITY of Clermont, hereby referred to as 

CITY, a municipality of the State of Florida, and Gokul S. Brijmohan, 16300 Johns Lake Rd., 

Owner, and any successors or assigns, hereby referred to as OWNER. 

 
 WITNESSETH 

 

Whereas, OWNER is requesting service to a single family residential home which is located on 

4.8 acres at 16300 Johns Lake Road on real property (the “Property”) described on Exhibit ‘A’, 

attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof; and 

 

Whereas, the Property is located in the incorporated area of Lake County and the OWNER is 

requesting water service from the CITY; and 

 

Whereas, as a condition of CITY providing said water service to the Property, OWNER is to 

extend water lines to serve the Property and lines and appurtenances must be sized and 

constructed in accordance with the minimum requirements of CITY Land Development 

Regulations and to meet the flow demands for the site; and 

 

Whereas, the CITY may, at the sole option of the CITY, elect to oversize the water lines and 

appurtenances in order to provide additional capacity to other properties; and 

 

Whereas, as a condition of the provision of water service to the Property by the CITY, OWNER 

agrees that this Agreement shall constitute an unconditional application to annex the Property 

into the City of Clermont, if the CITY chooses to do so; and 

 

Whereas, OWNER and CITY are entering into this Agreement to set forth the terms and 

conditions under which water service shall be extended and sized. 

 

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants hereinafter 

contained, the parties do hereby agree as follows: 

 

 

Section 1. OFF-SITE WATER – Each and all of the foregoing premises are incorporated into 

and constitute a part of this Agreement. 

 

1.1 CITY shall provide water service for the Property. 

 

1.2 OWNER shall connect to the existing City system at connection point or points approved 

by CITY. 

 

1.3 The route of any off site lines shall be according to engineering plans produced by 

OWNER and approved by the CITY. 

 

1.4 The OWNER shall construct the facilities, lines and appurtenances necessary to serve 

the development and provide such documentation necessary for the CITY to ascertain 

that the lines shall meet the minimum line size requirements as specified by the CITY 

Land Development Regulations. 
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1.5  In the event the CITY chooses to oversize the lines or appurtenances, the CITY shall 

 provide to the OWNER the specifications regarding sizes to be included in the final 

 improvement plans. 

 

1.6 The OWNER shall be responsible for the construction of all on site and off site lines and 

appurtenances from the water meter to serve the project. 

 

1.7 The OWNER shall be responsible for all costs of on site and off site improvements, 

including but not limited to design, material, permitting and installation of sufficient size 

lines. 

 

1.8 The existing utilities shall stay in service throughout construction.  If the construction 

requires that the utilities be relocated or altered, the OWNER shall prepare plans, permit 

the project and construct the modifications at the OWNER’s expense. 

 

1.9 The project shall provide access easements if required to the City of Clermont to access 

the water meter for the site.  The City of Clermont will charge water fees based on the 

water meter readings. 

 

1.10 The CITY shall be responsible for the difference in cost of materials to oversize the line 

if the CITY chooses to oversize based on plans and cost estimates provided by OWNER 

to CITY, and approved in advance by the CITY. 

 

1.11 The OWNER shall provide to the CITY a cost estimate for materials for the minimum 

size lines and appurtenances and a cost estimate for materials for an approved 

oversize. Cost estimate shall be contractors bid as certified by OWNER’S project 

engineer. The CITY shall review and either approve or reject the costs. 

 

1.12 The OWNER shall be responsible for all costs including design, permitting, materials 

and construction of the water lines and appurtenances, both on site and off site, 

required to serve the Property. 

 

1.13 The OWNER shall be responsible for all applicable fees including but not limited to 

impact fees, connection fees and permitting fees.  All fees are non-refundable. 

 

1.14 The OWNER shall install and maintain the appropriate backflow device as indicated in 

the manual of cross-connection control. 

 

 
Section 2.  DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

 

Any other water service development items to the site that have not been addressed must be 

completed in accordance with City of Clermont standards unless otherwise stipulated in this 

Agreement or subsequent amendments to this Agreement. 
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Section 3. ANNEXATION 

 

OWNER agrees that CITY may annex the Property into the City of Clermont if CITY, at its sole 

discretion, chooses to do so. In conjunction herewith, OWNER shall provide to CITY a Notice of 

Encumbrance To Annex Property in a form substantially in compliance with the form set forth in 

Exhibit “B”, attached hereto and incorporated herein. The CITY shall record this Notice in the 

public records of Lake County whereupon it is agreed it shall serve as an enforceable 

encumbrance on the real property described in Exhibit “A” and shall be accompanied, at 

OWNER’s expense, by a current certificate of title or opinion letter acceptable to CITY and 

issued by a licensed title company or attorney identifying all owners in interest of the real 

property. All land transfers by OWNER shall contain a deed restriction or covenant noting the 

existence of this encumbrance to annex, such restriction to be recorded as a covenant to run 

with the land.  

 

The OWNER, agrees on his/hers/theirs/its own behalf and that of Grantors’ heirs and assigns 

that once the property is annexed into the City, in the event that the septic tank or septic field 

fails, the OWNER shall connect to City's sewer system when a sewer connection is available as 

determined by City. 

 
Section 4. SEVERABILITY 

 

In the event that any provision of this agreement shall be held invalid or unenforceable, the 

provision shall be deleted from this agreement without affecting in any respect whatsoever the 

validity of the remainder of this agreement. 

 
Section 5. NOTICES   

 

All notices, demands, or other writings required to be given or made or sent in this Agreement, 

or which may be given or made or sent, by either party to the other, shall be deemed to have 

been fully given or made or sent when in writing and addressed as follows: 

 
CITY       OWNER 

 

City of Clermont     Gokul S. Brijmohan 

City Manager      7430 Park Springs Circle 
685 W. Montrose St.     Orlando, FL 32838 
Clermont, Fl 34711     

       Site: 16300 Johns Lake Rd. 

               Clermont, FL 34711 

 
Section 6. AMENDMENTS  

 

Any amendment to this agreement is not effective unless the amendment is in writing and 

signed by all parties. 

 
Section 7. EFFECTIVE DATE AND TERM 

  

This agreement shall take effect as of the latest date either party executes this agreement and 

shall expire on the fifth anniversary thereof unless extended by a subsequent agreement of the 

parties. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Agreement on the 

dates listed below.  CITY through its City Manager, authorized to execute same by City Council 

action. 

 

DATED this 13
th
 day of October, 2015. 

 

 
CITY OF CLERMONT 

       ATTEST: 

 

 

_____________________________    _____________________________ 

Gail L. Ash, Mayor        Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk 

 

 

 
OWNER:  

 
Gokul S. Brijmohan 

 

 

____________________________________           __________________________________ 

Signature      Print Name 

 

 

STATE OF _______________________ 

COUNTY OF ________________________ 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this day, before me, an officer duly authorized to administer 

oaths and take acknowledgments, personally appeared _____________________________, 

as _______________  of  ________________________________, who provided identification 

in the form of __________________ or who is personally known to be the person described in 

and who executed the foregoing, and that he acknowledged before me that he executed the 

same. 

 

Witness my hand and official seal this ______ day of ____________________, 20___. 

 

        

      ____________________________________ 

     Notary Public 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

 
 
Owner: 
 
Gokul S. Brijmohan 
7430 Park Springs Circle 
Orlando, FL 32838 
    
Site: 16300 Johns Lake Rd. 
        Clermont, FL 34711 
 
 
Description: 
 
POSTAL COLONY 35-22-26 W 1/2 OF TRACT 59 PB 9 PG 65, ORB 4600 PG 1652 
 
Containing 4.8 acres more or less. 
 
 
Lake County Alternate Key Numbers: 
 
1065801 
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Gokul Brijmohan (AKA Brian Bridgs) 
16300 Johns Lake Road 
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EXHIBIT “B” 

 

Notice of Encumbrance 

to Annex to City of Clermont 

 

 

City of Clermont  

685 W. Montrose Street 

Clermont, FL  34712 

 

THIS INSTRUMENT, Made this 13
th

 day of October, 2015, between Gokul S. Brijmohan 

property owner in the County of Lake, State of Florida Grantor*, and the CITY OF 

CLERMONT, FLORIDA, A Municipal Corporation, Grantee*: 

 

WITNESSETH, NOTICE is given that heretofore or contemporaneously herewith Grantor has 

petitioned the Grantee for it to permit voluntary annexation of Grantor’s property below 

described into the corporate limits of the City of Clermont, and 

 

GRANTOR, for and in consideration of the sum of ONE and 00/100 ($1.00) and other good and 

valuable consideration to Grantor in hand paid by Grantee, the receipt whereof is hereby 

acknowledged, DOES HEREBY ENCUMBER the below – described real property situate, lying 

and being in Lake County, Florida with the absolute requirement that the subject real property 

may be, at the sole discretion, and upon request of Grantee, annexed into the city limits of the 

City of Clermont at such time that the annexation of said real property is in accordance with 

applicable law, 

 

GRANTOR, further agrees, on his/hers/theirs/its own behalf and that of Grantors’ heirs and 

assigns to perform all ministerial functions necessary of the Grantor or Grantor’s heirs and/or 

assigns (as the case may be) then required by law to enable the described real property to be 

incorporated into the city limits of the City of Clermont and where such ministerial functions 

consist of a simple written request or the renewal of the petition of which notice is given above, 

then this instrument shall be considered such request and/or renewal.  The subject property is 

described as: 

Exhibit “A” 

 

GRANTER, agrees on his/hers/theirs/its own behalf and that of Grantors’ heirs and assigns that 

once the property is annexed into the City, in the event that the septic tank or septic field fails, 

the GRANTER shall connect to City's sewer system when a sewer connection is available as 

determined by City. 

 



 Page 8 – Brijmohan, Water Utility Agreement 

Grantor is used for singular or plural, as the context requires.  IN WITNESS THEREOF, 

GRANTOR has hereunto set Grantor’s hand and seal the day and year first above written. 

 

PROPERTY OWNER(S):    WITNESSES (Two required): 

 

Gokul S. Brijmohan      Witnesses 

 

 

By:______________________________  1. _____________________________ 

 Signature      Signature 

 

_________________________________   _____________________________ 

Type or print name      Type or print name 

 

 

       2. _____________________________ 

        Signature    

   

        _____________________________ 

        Type or print name 

 

STATE OF ______________  

COUNTY OF _________________ 

 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this ______ day of _____________, 

20___, by ____________________________________________, who is personally known to 

me or who has produced ____________________________________ 

as identification and who did not take an oath. 

 

SEAL: 

 

Notary Public _________________________ Type/print name ____________________ 

 

Pursuant to Section 695.29(3)(f):  this instrument exempt from Chapter 695, F.S.,; Prepared by a Public Officer, City Attorney, 

City of Clermont, Florida 34712 

 
 

 

 

 

\\cityhall\shares\Economic Development\JHITT\JPA -Utility Agreements & Reviews\16300 Johns Lake Road\Brijmohan 16300 

Johns Lake Rd - USA for Water.doc 













CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Scope of Services

Requested Action  

Motion to approve professional engineering services proposed for the Sunburst Water Treatment Plant--Lower 
Floridan Aquifer Wells by Tetra Tech, Inc., in the amount of $233,684.00 

Staff Report  

The City of Clermont has recently received a grant from SJRWMD for up to $1.98 million dollars to design, construct 
and test 2 wells into the Lower Floridian Aquifer. 

The City of Clermont Utility Master plan includes upgrading all of its potable water wells to access the Lower 
Floridan Aquifer which is considered to be an alternative water supply with the SJRWMD. 

The City of Clermont has a continuing services agreement for Utility Projects with Tetra Tech, Inc.

Staff recommends approval of this proposal for $233,684.00 for professional engineering services with Tetra Tech, 
Inc. 

 

 

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Sunburst WTP Scope of Services Sunburst WTP Scope of Services.pdf



 

Revised, October 2, 2015 
 
 
Mr. James Kinzler, CPM, EA 
Assistant City Manager 
City of Clermont 
685 W. Montrose St. 
Clermont, FL  34711 
 
Subject: City of Clermont 
  Professional Services Proposed for the  
  Sunburst Water Treatment Plant – Lower Floridan Aquifer Wells 
 
Project #: 200-BPClermont 
 
Dear Mr. Kinzler: 
 
Tetra Tech is pleased to furnish this proposal for professional services associated with the above 
referenced project. Additional details along with a cost breakdown have been included in the 
detailed scope of services attached hereto. 
 
Tetra Tech looks forward to serving the City of Clermont on this project. If you should have any 
questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 407-839-3955. 
 
Very truly yours, Approved: 
 
Tetra Tech  City of Clermont 
 
 
 
Jon D. Fox, P.E. By:    
Vice President 
 Date:    
 
Attachments 
 
JDF/ab/Clermont/Sunburst WTP LFA Wells/Kinzler 100215  
 
C: Miguel Garcia, PG, Tetra Tech 

Tetra Tech, Inc. 
201 E. Pine Street, Suite 1000, Orlando, FL 32801 

Tel  407.839.3955  Fax  407.839.3790  www.tetratech.com 
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ATTACHMENT "A"

PROPOSAL FOR PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES
EASTSIDE LOWER FLORIDAN AQUIFER EXPLORATORY/TEST PRODUCTION

WELL AND POTABLE WATER SUPPLY WELL

I. PROJECT OVERVIEW

The City of Clermont (City) currently holds consumptive use permit (CUP) #2478 which
authorizes withdrawals from the Upper Floridan aquifer (UFA) from 11 wells within their
service area: the eastern service area includes (Wells 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and the Middle
School Well); the western service area includes (Wells 1, 2, 3, and 5). The City’s CUP
limits groundwater allocations from the existing wells to 7.91 million gallons per day
(MGD) from 2013-2031 as part of the Central Florida Coordination Area (CFCA) rules.
Any demands above that allocation must be met by an alternative water supply.

The City has conducted water supply planning to identify long-term sources of supply and
determined that an alternative water supply option available to the City is the Lower
Floridan aquifer (LFA). To predict whether the LFA will be a viable water supply source
for future water demands, Tetra Tech conducted a groundwater modeling analysis of
drawdown from mixed UFA and LFA sources. Existing well sites were simulated at
existing and future demand levels and compared to similar simulations using LFA wells or
a mix of UFA and LFA wells. The objective of the modeling work was to identify a
possible LFA source area and possible pumping rates that would meet future needs while
reducing withdrawals from the UFA wells to help meet current MFLs at Lake Apshawa
and Apopka Spring.

The results of the modeling and MFL analysis indicates there would be a net benefit to the
lake and spring MFL if the City uses the LFA and reduces withdrawals from the UFA.
Therefore, the City intends to construct and test two (2) new LFA production wells near
the Sunburst Water Treatment Plant (WTP) to meet future demands and to reduce reliance
on existing UFA wells at the Sunburst WTP. In addition, the City would like to test two
(2) existing Greater Hills potable supply wells that are constructed into the LFA to
determine whether additional yield is available without causing adverse impacts. The
potable supply wells proposed for testing are the south and north Greater Hills wells (#E1
and #E2) that are located on the east side of the City’s service area, north of State Road 50.
The work proposed in the second phase of the project will determine whether the LFA and
#E-1 and #E-2 wells at Greater Hills have sufficient additional yield to meet proposed
increased pumpage without modification of the existing LFA potable supply wells.

Aquifer performance testing at the Greater Hills wells will require removal of the existing
pumps for geophysical and borehole video logging and may require installation of higher
capacity test pumps to conduct step drawdown tests and/or specific capacity tests at higher
rates than the pumps currently installed in these wells. The data generated from the aquifer
performance tests will also be used to estimate local drawdown effects in the UFA.
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With respect to designing the new LFA potable supply wells and obtaining site specific
groundwater quality data, an exploratory test well program is proposed. Based on
conversations with the SJRWMD staff and well construction information from nearby LFA
wells, it is anticipated the depth to the top of the LFA is approximately 1,100 feet below
land surface (bls) and that a suitable production zone is anticipated in the interval between
1,100 feet bls and 1,500 feet bls. An initial meeting with SJRWMD staff and the City is
recommended to discuss the LFA exploratory testing program, and to confirm
requirements of LFA testing.

The construction and testing plan for the new LFA wells anticipates a production casing
diameter of approximately 24-inches, with estimated pumping capacities of up to 2,500
gallons per minute (gpm). Construction of the wells will include the installation of surface
and intermediate casings, followed by a 10- to 12-inch pilot borehole to an approximate
depth of up to 1,800 feet bls. The pilot borehole will be used for drill-stem water quality
testing to create a water quality profile, for geophysical and borehole video logging to
identify the top of the LFA and productive intervals within the LFA, to identify intervals
for packer testing to determine interval specific water quality, and for determination of the
final casing depth and total well depth. The pilot borehole will be grouted back to the
anticipated design depth of approximately 1,500 feet bls after all testing and analysis has
been completed. Step-drawdown testing and additional geophysical logging will be
performed on the test/production well.

After construction and testing of the exploratory test/production well is completed and a
suitable well design has been tested that confirms adequate water quality and yield are
available from the LFA near the Sunburst WTP, construction will proceed at the second
LFA potable supply well. The second LFA potable supply well will provide the City with
another source of water from the LFA and will also be used as an observation well in the
LFA to monitor water level impacts during the proposed 7-day constant rate discharge test.
The constant rate discharge test will be conducted to monitor the water level impacts in the
LFA and the impacts to nearby UFA wells at the proposed potable supply well design rate
(to 3 MGD). Data generated from the constant rate discharge test (CRDT) will be used to
provide site specific data to update the District’s East Central Florida (ECF) groundwater
model, which will be used to estimate drawdown impacts to nearby lakes, springs, and
wetlands with adopted and/or proposed MFL’s. In addition, the hydrogeologic data
collected during the aquifer performance testing at the Greater Hills potable supply wells
will help determine if additional yield is available at these wells, and will also provide site
specific data from the LFA that will be incorporated into the ECF groundwater model.

Overall, the data collected during the exploratory well program will provide hydrogeologic
data to confirm the LFA as an alternative potable supply source and support the
modification of the City’s CUP. If the water quality and hydrogeologic data collected from
this program supports additional allocation from the LFA, the City will request a 20-year
permit modification that reduces pumpage from UFA potable supply wells on the west side
of the service area and shifts pumpage to the LFA east side wells. In the event that suitable
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water quality and yield are not identified during construction and testing at the exploratory
test/production well, we will recommend that the City not proceed with construction of the
second LFA potable supply well at the proposed site, and instead identify alternate sites
for construction of testing of another LFA well.

This proposal is for professional engineering services associated with final design, survey,
permitting, bidding, and construction administration services for the project described
above. The services to be provided by Tetra Tech consist of the following work elements,
and will be performed in accordance with the Continuing Services and Agreement for On-
Call Civil Engineering Professional Services, Contract #2014-99, dated December 9, 2014:

A. Potable Well Sites Screening
B. Greater Hills Potable Supply Well Aquifer Performance Testing
C. Final Design
D. Permitting
E. Bidding and Award
F. Construction Administration
G. Well Construction Observation

These phases are discussed in detail in the following sections.

II. SCOPE OF SERVICES

A. Potable Well Sites Screening

1. Tetra Tech will perform preliminary screening of the proposed well sites on
or near the Sunburst WTP for siting of the new LFA wells. This will include
a field visit to physically observe the two (2) proposed well sites to
determine if there are any visible sanitary hazards and regulatory setback or
construction related constraints.

2. Perform planning-level site selection based on location of raw water lines,
utilities corridors or utilities zoned parcels, setback requirements from
known sanitary hazards based on State and local setbacks, predicted or
estimated locations to minimize impacts on existing wells, and locations
deemed convenient for future utilities operation and for drilling and testing
access.

3. Tetra Tech will review published reports and database information from the
United States Geological Survey (USGS), St. Johns River Water
Management District (SJRWMD), and Florida Geological Survey (FGS),
to identify any surface expressions of subsurface dissolution or subsurface
collapse near the proposed well sites.

4. Upon completion of the potable well site screening and planning level site
selection evaluation, Tetra Tech will compile the data obtained and prepare
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a memorandum summarizing the findings and recommendations for siting
of the LFA wells on the proposed sites.

B. Greater Hills Potable Supply Well Aquifer Performance Testing

Tetra Tech will evaluate the two (2) existing Greater Hills potable supply wells that
are constructed into the LFA to determine whether additional yield is available from
these wells. The work proposed in this phase of the project will determine whether
the existing potable water supply wells at Greater Hills have sufficient additional
yield to meet proposed increased pumpage without modification of the existing
wells. The tasks to be completed during this phase are summarized below:

1. Review geophysical and borehole video logs and APT setup.

2. Observe aquifer performance testing (APT). Design, observe, and conduct
two (2) 8-hour step drawdown tests at the Greater Hills well sites after the
existing pumps have been removed and higher capacity test pumps have
been installed, and analyze data to determine the specific capacity at each
well.

3. For each of the APTs (specific capacity and step drawdown tests), a Tetra
Tech geologist will be onsite to collect additional background water level
data prior to initiating the APT, to oversee the APT for the full 8-hour
pumping duration, and to coordinate collection of recovery data after the
APT has been completed.

4. Prepare a memorandum summarizing the results of the aquifer performance
testing. The memorandum shall include the well efficiency and specific
capacity results; sand and turbidity concentrations at maximum pumping
rate.

C. Final Design

The final design will result in preparation of bid documents, engineering drawings
and technical specifications, which will be reviewed two (2) times (90 and 100
percent stages) by the City staff prior to bidding. Design review meetings will be
held following each submittal. The 90 percent submittal will include the bidding
and contract requirements, technical specifications, and construction details or
drawings, as required of the project. The 100 percent submittal will include updated
documents from the 90 percent submittal and an opinion of construction cost.
Three (3) sets of documents will be provided to City for each review. The tasks to
be completed during this phase are summarized below:

1. Tetra Tech will attend and conduct a project kick-off meeting with the City
to establish lines of communication, contract requirements and schedule.
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Tetra Tech will be responsible for preparing meeting minutes for
distribution.

2. The final design documents for construction and testing of one (1) LFA
exploratory test/production well and one (1) LFA potable supply well, and
aquifer performance testing of two (2) existing potable supply wells will
include, at a minimum, drill-stem water quality sampling and analysis,
geophysical and video logging, aquifer performance testing, packer testing,
and other miscellaneous items required to determine the water quality and
capacity of the wells.

3. Setback Survey

a. Establish all horizontal and vertical control for a topographical
survey of each proposed well site based on Lake County datum and
State Plane Feet East NAD83 Horizontal baseline control points.

b. Perform a visual inspection and topographic survey within a 200 feet
radius beyond the staked location of each proposed well for
identification of sanitary hazards that can impact placement of the
well. The topographic survey shall consist of the horizontal location
of all visible above-ground improvements and the above-ground
location of markings indicating underground utilities as placed by
the various utility companies and onsite sewage disposal systems as
flagged by private property owners. In general, the following
entities shall be shown and identified: existing manholes with
inverts, existing property boundary/right-of-way limits, existing
recorded easements, swales, utilities, structures, tree trunk and
foliage outline for trees 4" in diameter and larger, foliage outlines,
sidewalks, culverts, curbing, fences, driveways, valve boxes, utility
poles, fire hydrants, utility boxes, utility markers, roadway (paved
or unpaved), and any other structures within the survey limits
defined previously.

4. Prepare construction drawings/details and specifications for the facilities
described herein previously. Documents shall include drawings and
specifications covering:

a. Cover sheet, index, general notes and project location map.

b. Standard and special construction details sheets and other required
drawings.

c. Prepare a comprehensive project manual that contains bidding,
contract, and general requirements (Divisions 0 and 1) and to
contain applicable technical specifications (Divisions 2-16) for
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competitive bidding. The project manual and its contents will be
formatted in accordance with the Construction Specification
Institute (CSI) and will be prepared using Microsoft® Word.

d. Prepare a final opinion of construction cost based on previous bid
tabulations, vender quotes and estimates provided by contractors.

e. Provide the Owner three (3) complete sets of final contract
documents.

D. Permitting

Tetra Tech will prepare an application for a temporary consumptive use permit
(TCUP) with supporting documentation for submittal to the St. Johns River Water
Management District (SJRWMD); coordinate and attend meetings necessary to
obtain permits required for the project. Meetings between the City, Tetra Tech, and
the SJRWMD, to expedite the permitting of the construction and testing of the
wells. Tetra Tech will also assist the Contractor with permit applications and
supporting documentation to the SJRWMD and/or Lake County Health
Department, and Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) as
required to secure the well construction and generic discharge permits for
construction of the exploratory test/production well and potable supply well. The
City will be responsible for payment of all application fees. The following
meetings and permit applications are anticipated:

1. Schedule and attend an initial meeting with SJRWMD and City, to discuss
the permitting process, the information that the SJRWMD will require for
permitting approval, and to discuss the design and testing of the LFA wells.

2. Follow-up meeting with SJRWMD, City, and Tetra Tech to submit and
review required permitting information to SJRWMD for construction and
testing of the exploratory test/production well.

3. SJRWMD Well Construction Permit. A Well Construction Permit must be
obtained for well construction by the licensed well driller. Tetra Tech will
assist by providing the well driller information needed to complete the
application.

4. FDEP Generic Discharge Permit. A Generic Discharge Permit (GDP) may
be required for the discharge of water during construction and testing of the
exploratory test/production well and potable supply well. Tetra Tech will
assist by preparing a letter request and supporting documentation for the
GDP from the FDEP.

E. Bidding and Award
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Upon advertisement of the project by the City, Tetra Tech will assist the City with
bidding of the project and will complete the following tasks:

1. Provide one (1) copy of the Contract Documents (engineering drawings
and specifications) in PDF format for distribution to potential bidders by
the City’s Purchasing department.

2. Respond to questions and prepare and issue addenda as required to interpret,
clarify or expand the bidding documents. The City Purchasing department
will distribute all addenda to bidders.

3. Attend and conduct one (1) pre-bid meeting with representatives of the City
and potential bidders.

4. Review and evaluate the apparent low bidder’s qualifications for
undertaking the work.

5. Consult with and advise the City as to the acceptability of subcontractors
and other persons and organizations proposed by the prime contractor.

6. Consult with and advise the City as to the acceptability of substitute
materials and equipment proposed by Contractor when substitution prior to
the award of contracts is allowed by the bidding documents.

7. Assist the City in evaluating bids and make recommendation of the award
of the contract.

8. Prepare three (3) copies of a conformed set of Contract Documents and one
(1) electronic set in a PDF format for the City the recommended Contractor.

F. Construction Administration

Upon award of the contract, Tetra Tech will assist the City with construction
administration and shall complete the following tasks based on a construction
duration of 270 calendar days (to final):

1. Prepare for and administer one (1) preconstruction meeting and prepare
written minutes of the meeting for distribution to attendees.

2. Attend periodic progress and specially scheduled meetings throughout
progress of work. Progress meetings will be held monthly and additional
meetings as needed to coordinate work in progress. It is anticipated that
eight (8) meetings will be needed at an average duration of one (1) hours
each, followed by a site visit at an average duration of one (1) hour each.
These site visits will be conducted following each progress meeting. The
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construction is anticipated to take 240 calendar days from notice to proceed
until substantial completion.

3. Provide interpretation or clarification of the design documents when
requested, review/evaluate and prepare change orders required for
clarification or minor modification of the contract documents.

4. Review Contractor’s testing plan for general conformance with the Contract
Documents.

5. Review shop drawings to determine conformance with the design concepts
of the project and compliance with the requirements provided in the contract
documents.

6. Review requests for information (RFIs), provide interpretation of
construction documents, and issue written clarifications or interpretations.

7. Review the Contractor’s application for payment and the accompanying
data and schedules, determine the amounts owed to the Contractor, and
advise the City of the recommended payments to the Contractor.

8. Prepare weekly summary reports for submittal to the SJRWMD for funding
of LFA well construction. Weekly reports will include summary of all
construction and testing activities during work week, and will include onsite
field geologist logs, daily photos, and preparation of pilot borehole
lithologic log in SJRWMD format.

9. After successful demonstration tests and upon written request by the
Contractor, conduct a substantial completion inspection of the project with
the City and distribute a punch list of observed deficiencies to be completed
by the Contractor prior to the final completion date. The project will be
certified substantially complete only if the work is sufficiently complete in
accordance with the contract documents, so that the work can be utilized for
the purposes for which it is intended.

10. Review the Contractor’s as-built submittal for adequacy and review listing
of deviations from the construction permit and approved construction
documents. Prepare record drawings for City’s use from information
provided by the Contractor delineating the dimensions, location, and
elevation of all facilities constructed. Provide the City with one (1)
electronic file of record drawings in PDF format and three (3) sets of prints
of the record drawings.

11. Prepare a report summarizing the construction and results of the testing each
well. The report shall include an as-built well drawings; well completion
reports; lithologic log; well efficiency and specific capacity results; sand
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and turbidity concentrations at design rate; transmissivity calculated from
the APT; and the water quality results.

12. Prepare and submit certifications and required supporting documentation
to regulatory agencies having jurisdiction.

G. Well Construction Observation

Project assumptions: Tetra Tech has assumed that one (1) exploratory
test/production well followed by one (1) potable supply well, will be constructed in
series. Tetra Tech will provide a well site geologist for observation of the well
construction at all critical stages of the construction and testing. Critical tasks
include initial staking of each well, verifying prior to commencement of
construction that the driller is at the staked location, setting and grouting of each
casing string, drilling of pilot borehole to total depth, collecting drill-stem water
quality samples, review but not observation of geophysical and borehole video
logging, well development, aquifer performance testing, and coordinating site
activities. The onsite construction observation will provide the City with assurance
that the wells are constructed in accordance with the Contract Documents. The
well-site geologist will provide well construction observation services for a total of
up to 864 hours or 9 hours/day for the construction and testing of the wells listed
above. The number of hours is based upon our well-site construction observation
experience at similar programs with one (1) geologist at the well site. If the level
of effort varies significantly from that which we have assumed, we will notify the
City in writing and request direction before proceeding with additional services.

Tetra Tech staff (well-site geologist) will perform the following tasks during
construction:

1. Inspect casing and other construction materials and confirm compliance
with specifications.

2. Observe pilot borehole drilling, casing installation, and grouting of all well
casings.

3. Observe the Contractor collecting lithologic samples, logging samples and
analyzing samples.

4. Observe the Contractor collecting drill-stem water quality samples for
submittal to a certified laboratory by the Contractor. Tetra Tech staff will
collect duplicate samples for in-field analysis to expedite results.

5. Inspect testing equipment and observe installation of testing equipment
(inflatable packer assembly, test pumps, pressure transducers, flow meters,
etc.).
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6. Observe up to four (4) packer tests at the exploratory test/production well
and analyze data to determine water quality at discreet (isolated) intervals.

7. Observe well development and record rates and water quality sampling for
well acceptance.

8. Observe specific capacity tests and step drawdown tests and analyze data to
determine the yield of the proposed production zone at each well.

9. Observe aquifer performance testing

a. One (1) aquifer performance test is proposed in order to fully
evaluate the raw water supply sources. A 7-day APT will be
conducted at the test/production well site after construction of the
exploratory test/production well and potable supply well have been
completed. The APT will be conducted to confirm aquifer responses
to pumping, to observe drawdown impacts at nearby and distant
monitoring locations, to collect sufficient data to calculate aquifer
parameters to assist with model development or refinement, to allow
more precise simulation of wellfield operation, and to evaluate the
potential for water quality degradation.

b. Tetra Tech staff will be onsite to collect additional background
water quality testing data prior to initiating the APT, to oversee the
APT for up to 10 hours per day, to collect water quality samples for
analysis by a state approved laboratory, and to coordinate collection
of recovery data after the 7 day APT has been completed.

10. Testing and Data Analysis/Project Reporting

a. Analyze data collected from water quality testing, geophysical and
video logging, and aquifer performance testing for the purpose of
determining onsite aquifer and water quality parameters.

b. Prepare one (1) report summarizing the construction and results of
the testing of the exploratory test/production well, the second LFA
potable supply well, and the aquifer performance testing at the two
(2) existing Greater Hills potable supply wells. The report shall
include as-built well drawings; well completion reports; lithologic
logs; well efficiency and specific capacity results; sand and turbidity
concentrations at design rate; and all laboratory and field water
quality results.

c. Meet with City to present results after completion of the summary
report.
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III. COMPENSATION SUMMARY

The total lump sum compensation for the Scope of Services described in Section II is
summarized below:

A. Potable Well Site Screening $ 4,539.00
B. Greater Hills Potable Supply Well Aquifer Performance Testing $ 5,235.00
C. Final Design $ 25,260.00
D. Permitting $ 4,310.00
E. Bidding and Award $ 5,970.00
F. Construction Administration $ 43,965.00
G. Well Construction Observation* $ 129,958.00
H. Reimbursables $ 14,447.00

Total Lump Sum Fee $233,684.00

*To be billed on a time and materials basis.

IV. PROJECT SCHEDULE

The proposed project schedule for completion of the Scope of Services described in Section
II is anticipated to be as follows:

Task

Calendar Days
from

Notice to Proceed
A. Potable Well Site Screening/SJRWMD Permitting 30
B. 90% Design Submittal 75
C. City Review 90
D. 100% Design Submittal/Setback Survey 125
E. City Review 140
F. Bid and Award 185
G. Construction 455



Price Summary / Totals

Proj Area > 233,684
Submitted to: City of Clermont, FL (Attn: James Kinzler)

Contract Type: Fixed Price/T&M

Project Phases / Tasks From Thru Months 1,747 37 632 309 566 16 6 20 20 31 60 50 219,236 5,737 1,777 6,934 233,684
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

I LFA Exploratory Test/Production Wells 1,747 37 632 309 566 16 6 20 20 31 60 50 219,236 - - - 219,236

A. Potable Well Sites Screening 40 1 14 1 16 4 - - - - - 4 4,539 - - - 4,539

A.1 - Site Inspections 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 8 8 1,080 1,080

A.2 - Database & Regulatory Review 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 10 8 2 970 970

A.3 - Prepare Site Screening Memo 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 22 1 6 1 8 4 2 2,489 2,489

B. Potable Supply Well Aquifer Perf. Testing 39 - 13 14 10 - - - - - - 2 5,235 - - - 5,235

B.1 - Greater Hills #1 Video & geophysical logging 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 3 2 1 430 430

B.2 - Greater Hills #1 Step Drawdown Testing 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 8 8 1,320 1,320

B.3 - Greater Hills #2 Video & geophysical logging 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 3 2 1 370 370

B.4 - Greater Hills #2 Step Drawdown Testing 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 8 8 1,080 1,080

B.5 - Prepare APT Summary Memo 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 17 3 4 8 2 2,035 2,035

C. Well Design/Project Manual Prep/Survey 217 10 72 16 11 8 6 20 20 22 - 32 25,260 - - - 25,260

C.1 - Topo Survey of Well Sites 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 56 6 20 20 10 5,090 5,090

C.2 - 90% Design 116 5 52 14 3 8 - - - 12 - 22 14,365 - - - 14,365

C.2.1 - 90% Drawings and/or Details 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 29 8 1 8 12 2,985 2,985

C.2.2 - 90% Project Manual Preparation 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 76 40 13 3 20 9,545 9,545

C.2.3 - Review Meeting at 90% w/ Minutes 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 8 2 4 2 1,160 1,160

C.2.4 - QA/QC Review 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 3 3 675 675

C.3 - 100% Design 45 5 20 2 8 - - - - - - 10 5,805 - - - 5,805

C.3.1 - 100% Drawings and/or Details 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 2 2 270 270

C.3.2 - 100% Project Manual Preparation 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 26 12 2 4 8 3,030 3,030

C.3.3 - Review Meeting at 100% w/ Minutes 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 8 2 4 2 1,160 1,160

C.3.4 - Prepare Opinion of Construction Cost 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 6 2 4 670 670

C.3.4 - QA/QC Review 10/01/15 12/31/15 2.9 3 3 675 675

D. Permitting 26 6 6 12 - - - - - - - 2 4,310 - - - 4,310

D.1 - Meetings (2) with City, SJRWMD for TCUP 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 14 6 8 2,670 2,670

D.2 - SJRWMD Well Construction Perm Assistance 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 4 2 2 600 600

D.3 - FDEP Generic Discharge Permit Assistance 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 8 4 2 2 1,040 1,040

E. Bidding and Award 48 5 12 6 - - - - - 3 22 - 5,970 - - - 5,970

E.1 - Pre-Bid Conference 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 16 4 6 4 2 2,550 2,550

E.2 - Submit Documents to the City. 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 2 2 180 180

E.3 - Prepare written addenda 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 11 2 2 1 6 1,225 1,225

E.4 - Review/Evaluate Bid Tab 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 7 1 2 4 855 855

E.5 - Bid Award Recommendation 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 4 2 2 450 450

E.6 - Prepare Conformed Documents 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 8 2 6 710 710

F. Construction Administration 329 12 195 48 36 - - - - - 38 - 43,965 - - - 43,965

F.1 - Preconstruction Conference w/Minutes 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 16 4 6 4 2 2,550 2,550

F.2 - Construction Progress Meetings (8) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 48 8 32 8 6,840 6,840

F.3 - Respond to RFIs/Prepare Cos 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 12 8 4 1,440 1,440

F.4 - Shop Drawing Review 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 30 12 6 12 3,300 3,300

F.5 - Construction Admin/Field Coord. 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 135 103 32 19,185 19,185

F.6 - Review Pay Applications (8) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 16 8 8 1,800 1,800

F.7 - Weekly Summary Reports for WMD 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 60 18 12 30 7,410 7,410

F.7 - Substantial Compl Inspect & Punch List 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 6 4 2 720 720

F.7 - Final Completion Inspection 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 6 4 2 720 720

G Field Services 1,049 3 320 213 493 4 - - - 6 - 10 129,958 - - - 129,958

G.1 - LFA Exploratory Test/Production Well 631 - 199 109 323 - - - - - - - 77,150 - - - 77,150

G.1.1 - site prep 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 10 6 4 1,210 1,210

G.1.2 - pit casing install (2d) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 20 4 4 12 2,400 2,400
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G.1.3 - surface casing install/grouting (3d) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 30 10 4 16 3,610 3,610

G.1.4 - pilot borehole & field testing (36 days) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 324 100 62 162 39,930 39,930

G.1.5 - geophysical/video logging (3) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 8 4 4 1,200 1,200

G.1.6 - caliper/video logging (2) 9 3 3 3 1,200 1,200

G.1.7 - inflatable packer testing (4) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 40 10 10 20 5,000 5,000

G.1.8 - Casing install and grouting (14d) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 136 50 10 76 16,000 16,000

G.1.9 - well development 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 20 6 4 10 2,470 2,470

G.1.10 - Backplug pilot hole (4d) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 24 6 6 12 3,000 3,000

G.1.11 - step-drawdown testing 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 10 2 8 1,130 1,130

G.2 - LFA Potable Supply Well 127 - 45 21 61 - - - - - - - 15,590 - - - 15,590

G.2.1 - site prep 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 8 4 4 940 940

G.2.2 - pit casing install 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 20 6 4 10 2,470 2,470

G.2.3 - surface casing install/grouting 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 20 6 4 10 2,470 2,470

G.2.4 - geophysical/video logging (2) 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 8 4 4 1,200 1,200

G.2.5 - final casing install/grouting 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 35 9 6 20 4,205 4,205

G.2.6 - well development 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 16 6 2 8 1,940 1,940

G.2.7 - step-drawdown testing 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 9 1 8 965 965

G.2.8 - substantial/final inspection 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 11 10 1 1,400 1,400

G.3 - 7-Day Aquifer Performance Testing 84 - 24 18 42 - - - - - - - 10,410 - - - 10,410

G.3.1 - set up and collect background data 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 16 5 3 8 1,970 1,970

G.3.2 - 7-Day APT 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 56 16 12 28 6,940 6,940

G.3.3 - collect recovery data 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 12 3 3 6 1,500 1,500

G.4 Testing & Data Analysis/Project Reporting 207 3 52 65 68 4 - - - 6 - 10 26,808 - - - 26,808

G.4 - Aquifer Testing Data Analysis 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 41 4 21 17 5,573 5,573

G.4 - Water Quality & Geophysical Logging Analysis 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 68 24 20 24 8,940 8,940

G.4 - Summary Reporting 01/01/16 12/31/16 11.8 98 3 24 24 27 4 6 10 12,295 12,295

II Reimbursable Expenses - - - - - - - - - - - - - 5,737 1,777 6,934 14,447

TT Expenses - - - - - - - - - - - - - 5,737 1,777 6,934 14,447

Tt - 5,737 1,777 6,934 14,447

- -

- -

Totals 10/01/15 12/31/16 14.7 1,747 37 632 309 566 16 6 20 20 31 60 50 219,236 5,737 1,777 6,934 233,684

Tetra Tech - Confidential and Proprietary Page 2 of 2 Printed 10/2/2015



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

On-Street Parking

Requested Action  

Move to approve Grass parking lot at the NE corner of W. Desoto St. and West Ave., and re-stripe the angle parking 
on the south side of W. Desoto St, between 8th Street and West Ave. to parallel parking spaces sized per the Land 
Development Code.

Staff Report  

This on-street parking issue involving the angle parking spaces on W. Desoto St. between 8th Street and West Ave. 
came to City Council for discussion on April 14 and June 9 as part of an overall downtown street parking review. 
 This is the last remaining issue that staff has been working on.

The old Fire Station at the NE corner of Desoto St. and West Ave. has been demolished and ground preparation for 
a parking lot is commencing.  Cost: $23,000

The proposed parking lot is designed with 13 grass spaces and one paved handicap space.  Access will remain of 
Desoto St.  Estimated cost: $17,500

Staff will re-stripe of the 21 angle spaces on the south side of W. Desoto St. to 15 parallel spaces.   Cost:  $1,500

Total Project:  $42,000
Net parking space gain:  8 spaces (include a new HC space)

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Parking Lot design Proposed Grass Parking_3.pdf
2. Desoto St. parallel space design Desoto St Parking spaces.pdf
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CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Ordinance No. 2015-75, Introduction 

Requested Action  

Move to introduce Ordinance 2015-75.

Staff Report  

This agenda item was originally scheduled to be heard by the City Council in September. Because the Planning and 
Zoning Commission voted to table its review of the request at its September 1, 2015 meeting, the City Council 
hearings had also been postponed to October. 

Staff is initiating this proposed change to add a new zoning district, Planned Unit Development (PUD).  Section 122 
of the Land Development Code has 14 zoning districts that a property may be assigned for a zoning designation. 
Historically, a PUD has been approved through a conditional use permit (CUP) with the specific conditions contained 
in the document, but with an underlying zoning district such as Urban Estate. This has caused some confusion when 
a PUD is processed and finally recorded after approval. Additionally, processing annexations for properties under 
the Interlocal Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) process is also more complex if the existing zoning in Lake 
County is PUD. The City would typically process the related administrative requests for rezoning and a future land 
use change at the time of the annexation hearings. However, because the City is the applicant with ISBA 
annexations, the property owner would not sign the related CUP for a PUD. Because a rezoning to a PUD would 
be by ordinance, it would be signed by City officials and not the property owner.  

A majority of other governmental jurisdictions have a PUD zoning district. For the new PUD zoning, the application 
would still be processed the same way, including the majority of the requirements as outlined in Article IV, Planned 
Unit Developments, of Section 122.  A few changes in this article have been proposed, such as reducing 
the contiguous area of property from 10 acres down to one acre.  This recommendation recognizes that land costs 
have increased significantly, and there are fewer parcels containing 10 contiguous acres. This reduction also 
encourages redevelopment and infill on smaller sites with some flexibility. The PUD would still have to be presented 
to the Planning and Zoning Commission and the City Council for review and approval. 

Staff recommends approval of Ordinance 2015-75 to create a new zoning district, Planned Unit Development (PUD).

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount



Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Ordinance 2015-75 Ordinance.doc
2. Legal ad PUD Zoning AD.docx



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, ARTICLE IV PLANNED 
UNIT DEVELOPMENTS; CHAPTER 122 ZONING, SECTION 122-311 
PURPOSE AND INTENT OF ARTICLE; SECTION 122-313 GENERAL 
REQUIREMENTS; SECTION 122-314 LOCATION; SECTION 122-315 
REVIEW CRITERIA; SECTION 122-316 PROCEDURE FOR REVIEW 
AND APPROVAL; SECTION 122-317 AMENDMENTS TO 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN; SECTION 122-318 CONFLICTING 
PROVISIONS; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY, 
EFFECTIVE DATE, AND PUBLICATION.

WHEREAS, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 163, Florida Statutes, the City of 
Clermont Planning and Zoning Commission, acting as the Local Planning Agency of the City, 
has held a public hearing on October 6, 2015 and following such hearing found this Ordinance to 
be in the best interest of the City of Clermont, and recommended that the City Council adopt this 
Ordinance; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Clermont desires to amend Chapter 122 Zoning, of 
the City of Clermont’s Code of Ordinances; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of 
Clermont, Florida as follows:

SECTION 1. 

The City Council of the City of Clermont has the authority to adopt this Ordinance pursuant to 
Article VIII of the Constitution of the State of Florida and Chapter 163 and 166, Florida Statutes.

SECTION 2. 

The Land Development Code of the City of Clermont Code of Ordinances is hereby amended to 
read as follows (note strikethrough indicates removed words and underlined indicates added):

Chapter 122 – ZONING

ARTICLE IV. - PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENTS CREATED THROUGH THE 
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT ZONING DESIGNATION

1



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

Section 122-311. - Purpose and intent of article. 

1. Within zoning districts now existing or which may hereafter be created, it is intended to 
permit as a conditional use through the planned unit development zoning district, on 
application and on approval of site, use and building plans, creation of new Planned Unit 
Developments (PUD) for flexible comprehensive development purposes where tracts 
suitable in location and character for the uses and structures proposed are to be planned 
and developed as units. Suitability of such tracts for the plans and development proposed 
for the Planned Unit Development shall be determined by the City Council upon 
reference to the Comprehensive Plan, Future Land Use Map, Future Land Use District 
designations, applicable development plans which have been adopted, and the existing 
and prospective character of the surrounding development. 

2. The purpose of this Article is to encourage the accomplishment of a more complete living 
environment through the application of enlightened and imaginative approaches to 
community planning and shelter design. This alternative should introduce a variety of 
architectural solutions, provide for the preservation of natural features and scenic areas, 
reduce land consumption by roads, separate vehicular and pedestrian circulation systems, 
originate approaches to a meaningful integration of open space networks and recreation 
areas within the development, establish neighborhood identity and focus, and ideally 
provide for the compatible coexistence of man with the environment. In view of the 
substantial public advantages of Planned Unit Developments, it is the intent of this 
Article to promote and encourage development in this form where appropriate in location 
and character to the surrounding development. 

Section 122-312. Definition. 

For the purposes of this Land Development Code, a Planned Unit Development means an area 
with a specified minimum contiguous acreage, as specified by this Land Development Code, to 
be planned, developed, operated and maintained as a single entity containing a system of 
structures and uses planned as an integral unit of development having appurtenant common 
areas, open spaces, yards, building setbacks, and buffer strips, approved in accordance with the 
provisions of this Land Development Code.
 
Section 122-313. General requirements. 

The following general requirements and special regulations shall apply to all Planned Unit 
Developments: 

1. Minimum area. No site shall qualify for a planned unit development unless the 
development consists of a contiguous area of at least ten one acres or more. 

2



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

2. Unified control. 

All land included for purposes of development within a Planned Unit Development shall 
be owned or under control of the petitioner for such zoning designation, whether that 
petitioner is an individual, partnership or corporation, or group of individuals, 
partnerships or corporations. The petitioner shall present firm evidence of the unified 
control of the entire area within the proposed Planned Unit Development and shall state 
agreement that, if he proceeds with the proposed development, he shall:

 
a. Do so in accord with the officially approved final master land use plan of the 

development, and such other conditions or modifications as may be attached to 
the special regulations. 

b. Provide agreements, covenants, contracts, deed restrictions, improvements or 
sureties acceptable to the City Council for completion of the undertaking in 
accordance with the formally approved final Master Land Use Plan, as well as for 
the continuing operation and maintenance of such areas, functions, facilities and 
improvements as are not to be provided, operated and maintained at general 
public expense. 

c. Bind all development successors in title to any commitments made under 
Subsections (2) a and b of this Section. 

3. Development approval. 

Formal approval of all Planned Unit Developments shall be granted according to 
comprehensive and detailed plans satisfactory to the City Council. Such approval shall be 
contingent upon specific evaluation of project concept, uses, density or intensity, 
location, and recreation and open space areas. Items required for such analysis and 
approval may include but are not limited to:

 
a. Plans detailing streets, utilities, lot or building sites, setbacks, impervious surface 

ratio, landscaping and the like for the overall project; and site plans, floor plans 
and elevations for all buildings as intended to be located, constructed or used, as 
related to each other, and detailed for other uses and improvements on the land as 
related to the buildings and structures. 

b. A program for provision, operation and maintenance of such areas, 
improvements, facilities and services as will be for common use by some or all of 
the occupants of the Planned Unit Development, but will not be provided, 
operated or maintained at general public expense.

3



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

c. Pertinent research studies, analysis or calculations that satisfactorily identify 
infrastructure impacts and indicate means for concurrency with warranted 
improvements. 

Section 122-314. Location. 

1. A Planned Unit Development may be established in existing zoning districts, or over a 
combined area of several zoning districts, or in such districts as may be determined by the 
City Council pursuant to a Planned Unit Development application, where tracts suitable 
in location and character for the uses and structures proposed are to be planned and 
developed as a Planned Unit Development, according to the requirements and procedures 
set forth in this Article.  In considering a Planned Unit Development, among the criteria 
to be used shall be the location and nature of the Planned Unit Development with respect 
to intended functions and the pattern of development existing or proposed in the general 
plan or other officially adopted plans, and to public and private facilities and services 
existing or clearly to be available by the time development reaches the stage where they 
will be required. 

2. The location of the Planned Unit Development shall be designated on the Zoning Map by 
the designation "PUD" followed by the proper designation of the existing zoning district 
or districts with the specific Resolution Ordinance No. called out. 

Section 122-315. Review criteria. 

In reaching recommendations and decisions on the granting of approval for a Planned Unit 
Development, the following standards shall be used: 

1. Location. 

a. Relation to major transportation facilities. 

The criteria to be considered for location of a Planned Unit Development are its 
location with respect to local streets, collector streets, minor arterials or major 
arterials, and other transportation facilities, including frontage or reverse frontage 
roads, or the creation thereof, so as to provide direct access to such areas, thereby 
minimizing the creation or generation of traffic along local and collector streets in 
residential neighborhoods or other areas outside the Planned Unit Development.
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CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

b. Relation to public utilities, facilities and services. 

The criteria to be considered are the location of the Planned Unit Development in 
relation to sanitary sewers, potable water lines, stormwater and surface drainage 
water systems, and other utilities, systems and installations, or such information 
as will allow the determination as to whether the extension or enlargement of such 
systems in manner, form, character, location, degree, scale or timing may result in 
higher net public cost or earlier incursion of public cost than would development 
in forms generally permitted under existing zoning for the area. Such Planned 
Unit Development districts shall be so located with respect to necessary public 
facilities as to have access to such facilities in the same degree as would 
development permitted under existing zoning, and shall be so located, designed 
and scaled that access for public services is equivalent to, and the net costs for 
such services is not greater than, access and net costs for public services for 
development as permitted under existing zoning. A further criterion is the 
applicant's agreement to:

 
1. Provide adequate and appropriate facilities, utilities or services approved 

by the City Council to meet the needs arising out of the Planned Unit 
Development, and ensure their satisfactory continuing operation 
permanently or until appropriate public utilities, facilities or services are 
available and used; or 

2. Make provisions acceptable to the City Council if required for offsetting 
any added net cost or early commitment of public funds made necessary 
by such development.  Expenses involved in making such determinations 
as may be required in establishing this information shall be paid by the 
applicant.  Final determination of these matters shall be made by the City 
Council. 

c. Physical character of site and relation to surrounding property. 

1. The site shall be suitable for development in the manner as approved 
under the Florida Building Code, and the applicable state, county and city 
laws.

 
2. The natural topography, soils, natural vegetation and surface water should 

be preserved and utilized through the careful location and design of 
circulation ways, buildings and structures, parking areas, recreation areas, 
open space and drainage facilities. 

3. Buildings and recreation areas should be situated to take full advantage of 
natural air flow, sun angle and scenic vistas. 
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CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

2. Uses, density, open space, living area per family and other regulations. 

Within a Planned Unit Development, any principal and accessory use, density, intensity, 
setbacks, impervious surface ratio, open space, living area per family and other regulation 
may be permitted which is already permitted in the existing zoning districts or Planned 
Unit Development districts as may be determined by the City Council pursuant to a 
Planned Unit Development application, in which such Planned Unit Development is 
located.  The arrangement and location of the permitted principal and accessory uses may 
not be subject to the existing zoning regulations, but shall be subject to the approval of 
the City Council.  Deviations from the permitted principal and accessory uses, density, 
intensity, setbacks, impervious surface ratio, open space, living area per family, and other 
regulations may be granted upon approval of the Planned Unit Development conditional 
use permit application by the City Council. Criteria to be considered by the City Council 
for approval of deviations as described in this Subsection may include but are not limited 
to: 

a. Private renewal and redevelopment that creates a better urban environment 
through the assembly of land; 

b. Providing of public useable open space through the provision of plazas, parks and 
walkways; 

c. Clearance of obsolete, blighted or undesirable buildings and uses;

d. Dedication of waterfront protection and enhancement of views for the public, 
especially lakefront and riverfront areas; 

e. Preservation of historical structures and areas;

f. Provision of parks or other landscaping which will enhance the environment; and

g. Other public benefits.

Section 122-316. Procedure for review and approval. 

1. Pre-application procedure (recommended required). 

a. Before any preliminary work is prepared, the developer should become familiar 
with the regulations and requirements for a Planned Unit Development in order to 
avoid ponderous expenditures of time, effort and money, only to find that 
unnecessary costly changes are required by the City Council to make the plans 
conform to existing requirements. 
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CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

b. The pre-application conference is designed to afford the developer an opportunity 
to avail himself of the advice and assistance of the appropriate city officials 
regarding the proposed project before formal application. No statement or 
representation made prior to the official review shall be binding on the Planning 
and Zoning Commission or the City Council.

 
c. The developer should prepare or have prepared a conceptual sketch plan showing 

the boundaries of the property to be developed, and physical information should 
also be readily available. The sketch plan need not be at any particular scale or 
drawn on any special material or meet any other specifications. However, the 
drawing should reasonably represent the property and reasonably indicate the 
intended use of the property. 

2. Application for conditional use permit Planned Unit Development. 

An applicant applying for a conditional use permit Planned Unit Development shall 
submit an application for a Planned Unit Development in accordance with the provisions 
of Chapter 86, Article III, Division 3. The application shall be filed in the office of the 
director of Planning Manager on or before the date established for such submission as 
adopted by resolution of the City Council. The application shall be accompanied by the 
following documents and information:

 
a. Evidence of unified control. 

The applicant shall submit the evidence of unified control of the proposed 
Planned Unit Development to effectuate the proposed plan, including a statement 
of all the ownership in the tract of land and the proposed development.

 
b. Survey. 

The applicant shall submit a survey of the tract to be developed showing existing 
features of the property, including but not limited to streets, alleys, easements, 
utility lines, existing land use, general topography and physical features. 

c. Site development plans. 

The applicant shall submit site development plans containing: 

1. The title of the project and names of the professional project planner and 
the developer.

2. Scale, date and north arrow.
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CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

3. Location and arrangement of all existing and proposed structures and 
buildings.

4. Proposed traffic circulation pattern within the development.

5. Areas to be developed for parking.

6. The points of ingress and egress.

7. The relationship of abutting land uses and zoning districts.

8. Proposed phases, lots and blocks, if any.

9. Locations of different uses proposed by dwelling types, recreational 
facilities, open space, commercial or industrial uses, other permitted uses 
and off-street parking. 

10. A statement of anticipated residential density or other commercial or 
industrial intensity of uses, including, when applicable, the proposed total 
gross floor area and the percentages of the development to be occupied by 
structures or buildings including square footage and floor area ratio. 

11. County pollution control board, St. Johns River Water Management 
District or other jurisdictional agency approval as to drainage, if 
applicable. 

12. Preliminary drawings of existing and proposed structures and landscaping.

d. Development schedule. 

When a Planned Unit Development is to be constructed in stages, a schedule of 
development shall be submitted with anticipated time frames. No such stage shall 
have residential density that exceeds the proposed density of the entire PUD. 
When a PUD provides for common open space at any stage of development, it 
shall, at a minimum, bear the same relationship as the total open space to be 
provided in the entire development.

8



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

e. Traffic survey and economic feasibility study. 

When it is deemed necessary: 

1. The Planning and Zoning Commission or the City Council may require a 
traffic survey setting out and analyzing the effect that the Planned Unit 
Development will have on the traffic system adjacent to and in the vicinity 
of the proposed Planned Unit Development. 

2. The City Council may require an economic feasibility study.

f. Provisions for maintenance of open space and recreational facilities. 

When a Planned Unit Development includes common open space or recreational 
facilities, a statement describing the provisions for the care and maintenance of 
such open space or recreational facilities must be made.  Satisfactory provisions 
shall be made to ensure that nonpublic areas and facilities for the common use of 
occupants of the Planned Unit Development, but not in individual ownership of 
such occupants, shall be maintained in satisfactory manner without expense to the 
taxpayers of the City. This may be provided by the incorporation of an automatic 
membership home association for the purpose of continuously holding title to 
such nonpublic areas and facilities, and levying assessments against each 
individual owner; whether his property is improved or not, for the purpose of 
paying the taxes and maintaining such nonpublic areas and facilities, which may 
include but shall not be limited to recreational areas, off-street parking areas, 
walkways, lighting and common landscaped areas. Such assessments shall be a 
lien superior to all others, including but not limited to mortgage liens, save and 
except tax liens. Other methods may be acceptable, if the method positively 
provides for the proper and continuous payment of taxes and maintenance without 
expense to the taxpayers of the City. The instrument incorporating such 
provisions shall be approved by the City Attorney as to form and legal sufficiency 
before submission to the City Council and shall be, upon approval of the 
conditional use permit for a Planned Unit Development by the City Council, 
recorded in the public records of the county. 

g. Restrictive covenants. 

Copies of any restrictive covenants that are to be recorded with respect to 
property included in the Planned Unit Development shall be submitted.

9



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

3. Action on preliminary development plan. 

After receiving the application, the administrative official, the City Manager or his 
designated representative, shall review the development plan. During the review, the 
administrative official may request the applicant to confer on the Planned Unit 
Development concerning any suggested changes in the original proposal and additional 
information necessary to make essential findings. In the course of the conferences, any 
agreements or disagreements between the administrative official and the applicant shall 
be recorded in writing and shall become part of the record.

 
4. Platting requirements. 

If it is determined by the City Council that the lands encompassed by the Planned Unit 
Development must be platted or re-platted, this must be done in accordance with the 
procedures and regulations set forth by the Codes and Ordinances of the City.
 

5. Recommendation by administrative official. 

The administrative official shall either recommend approval of the application as 
submitted, approval with modifications, or disapproval of the proposal, and shall set forth 
the reasons for the recommendation.

 
6. Hearing and recommendation by Planning and Zoning Commission. The Planning and 

Zoning Commission shall, within 30 days after receiving the administrative official's 
report, hold a public hearing on the application. Such public hearing shall consider all
aspects of the administrative official's findings, and of the proposed Planned Unit 
Development.  Within 30 days after the last public hearing on such plan, the Planning and 
Zoning Commission shall prepare and transmit to the City Council specific findings of 
fact, together with its recommendations. The Planning and Zoning Commission may 
recommend approval of the Planned Unit Development as proposed, approval conditional 
on stated modifications, or disapproval. 

7. Action by City Council. 

a. Granting or denial. 

The City Council shall, within 30 days after receiving the Planning and Zoning 
Commission's report, hold a public hearing on the application. Such public 
hearing shall consider all aspects of the Planning and Zoning Commission's 
findings, and of the proposed Planned Unit Development. The City Council shall 
either grant the application, with or without modifications, or deny such 
application. If the conditional use permit Planned Unit Development is granted, 
the area of land involved shall be designated as a conditional use Planned Unit 
Development by resolution ordinance, and such resolution ordinance shall include 
any condition or restriction that may be imposed by the City Council. 
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CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

b. Performance bond. 

A performance bond may be required by the City Council to ensure that necessary 
improvements are completed according to approved development permits and 
development orders, to ensure that no ecological damage is done to surrounding 
properties or waters, and to ensure the restoration of the subject land to a state that 
would permit no ecological damage if the project should fail or be abandoned or 
work stopped for any reason for a period of more than six months, and the bond 
shall be utilized by the city council in the restoration, as nearly as possible, of the 
land to a state equivalent to the natural ecological conditions prevailing at the 
time of the issuance of the conditional use permit Planned Unit Development.  
The bond shall terminate at a time after phase or stage completion or final 
completion as determined by the City Council.  The bond may be a surety bond, a 
cash bond, or an unencumbered certificate of deposit, bank savings account or 
government security assigned to the City for the purpose of these requirements. 

8. Effect of approval. 

The Master Land Use Plan as approved, together with the conditions and restrictions 
imposed, shall constitute the conditional use permit and Planned Unit Development 
zoning on the land, and no development permit or development order shall be issued 
except in conformity with all provisions of the grant of conditional use Planned Unite 
Development.  The terms of the grant of conditioan use the Planned Unit Development 
shall be binding on the applicant and any successors in interest during any time period 
specified as a safeguard in the granting of the conditional use Planned Unit Development.

 
9. Expiration of approval. 

If development actions required by the grant of conditional use granting of the Planned 
Unit Development are not taken within any time limits set in the grant of conditional use 
Planned Unit Development, the Planning and Zoning Commission shall review the 
circumstances and recommend to the City Council that:

 
a. Revised time limits be set, and the recommendation shall include proposals for 

appropriate action in respect to any legal instruments involved in the case; or 

b. The grant of conditional use Planned Unit Development be canceled.
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CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-75

10. Development permits. 

Development (building) permits shall be obtained for each and every structure erected, 
and construction and operation of the proposed use shall comply at all times with the 
regulations of the City and other governmental agencies. Prior to the issuance of any 
development permits, complete building plans shall be submitted to the City for approval. 
The plans shall be in substantial conformity with plans approved by the Planning and 
Zoning Commission and City Council. Separate facilities deemed possible sources of 
pollutants shall have received approval from appropriate federal, state, county and city 
departments or agencies prior to construction. 

Section 122-317. Amendments to development plan. 

Changes in plans approved as part of the grant of conditional use Planned Unit Development 
under this Article may be permitted upon application by the petitioner or his successors in title or 
interest, but only upon a finding that any such changes are in accord with all regulations in effect 
when the change is requested and the general intent and purpose of the Comprehensive Plan in 
effect at the time of the proposed change.  Application for approval of such amendment shall be 
filed and acted upon in the same manner as prescribed in this Article for original application for 
approval of Planned Unit Development projects. 

Section 122-318. Conflicting provisions. 

After public hearings and upon the findings by the Planning and Zoning Commission and the 
City Council that the grant of a conditional use Planned Unit Development in the particular case 
serves a greater public purpose as to design of the particular plan and its relationship to the 
surrounding area, it is intended that, where there are conflicts between the requirements of this 
Article and other provisions of this Land Development Code, the provisions of this Article shall 
apply. 

Section 122-319. Application fees. 

Fees for Planned Unit Development application shall be established by resolution of the City 
Council and on file in the City Clerk's office. 

Section 122-320—122-340. - Reserved. 
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CITY OF CLERMONT
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, 
Florida on this 27th day of October, 2015.

CITY OF CLERMONT

______________________________
Gail L. Ash, Mayor

ATTEST:

______________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk

Approved as to form and legality:

______________________________
Daniel F. Mantzaris, City Attorney



LEGAL NOTICE

Notice is hereby given that the City of Clermont will consider the enactment of the following proposed 
ordinance. All interested parties will be given an opportunity to express their views on this matter.

ORDINANCE NO. 2015-75

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING THE CODE OF ORDINANCES, CHAPTER 122 ZONING, 
SECTION 122, ARTICLE III DISTRICTS; ARTICLE IV PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENTS; PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION; 
SEVERABILITY; EFFECTIVE DATE; AND PUBLICATION.

This ordinance will be considered by the Planning & Zoning Commission on Tuesday, September 1, 2015 
at 6:30 P.M.

A public meeting to consider the ordinance will be held before the City Council on Tuesday, September 
22, 2015 at 6:30 p.m. for final enactment.  

All meetings will be held in City Hall, located at 685 West Montrose Street.

This ordinance is available for public inspection in the office of the City Clerk, 685 W. Montrose Street, 
Monday through Friday between the hours of 8:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M.

Please be advised that, under State law, if you should decide to appeal a decision made with respect to 
this matter, you will need a record of the proceedings, and may need to ensure that a verbatim record is 
made.

Tracy Ackroyd
City Clerk

Daily Commercial
August 25 and September 8, 2015



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Variance Request
Arby's

Requested Action  

Motion to deny the variance requests.

Staff Report  

The applicant, Arby's, is requesting six variances to the Land Development Code (LDC) in order to build a new 
restaurant on an out parcel in the Clermont Landing shopping center. The subject parcel is a little more than an acre 
in size. The applicant has indicated that the subject parcel has many disadvantages that make the site a challenge 
to develop. Existing retaining walls on three of the four sides and the irregular shape of the lot are a few challenges 
the applicant is dealing with. 

The requested variances include:
1) To allow for a western landscape buffer less than 20 feet – rather than a 20 foot wide landscape buffer as 
required by the Land Development Code, Section 118-37(e)
2) To allow for elimination of a northern landscape buffer between abutting properties– rather than the requirements 
in the Land Development Code, Section 118-37(d)
3) To allow for a reduction in the parking space depth to 18 feet – rather than a 20 foot depth as required by the 
Land Development Code, Section 98-3(a)
4) To allow for the elimination of wheel stops and use raised curbs to protect landscape areas – rather than the 
requirements in the Land Development Code, Section 118-38(d)
5) To allow a ground sign to exceed 10 feet in height – rather than the requirements in the Land Development Code, 
Section 102-15 (a)(1)(a)(5)
6) To allow for a reduction in square footage of the interior landscape terminal island to be less than 300 square feet 
and no canopy tree – rather than the requirements in the Land Development Code, Section 118-38 (b) & (c)
 
Staff acknowledges that this site presents some unusual development challenges. However, staff cannot support 
this request since Section 86-174 of the LDC requires a positive finding on eight criteria in order to grant a variance, 
and staff believes that three of the eight do not meet these findings.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount



Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Application Variance-Application-Editable arbys-2015-9-22 printed as submitted to city.pdf
2. Location Map Location Map.pdf
3. Variance Locations Variance Locations Arbys.pdf
4. Review Criteria Arbys Review Criteria and Finding.docx
5. Exhibits Arbys Exhibits.pdf
6. Legal ad VAR Legal AD.docx



CITY OF CLERMONT
VARIANCE

Filing Instructions
Any person requesting a Variance shall file a complete application in the Development Services
Department at least thirty (30) days prior to the hearing date of the City Council. All applications 
must be complete, to include applicable site plans and/or other pertinent descriptive materials in 
order to be processed.

A Pre-Application meeting with the Development Services Director (or designated staff) is 
required prior to submittal of the application. The Development Services Director shall 
determine if the application is complete and properly filed.

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE DOES NOT GUARANTEE APPROVAL.  THE 
APPLICANT MUST BE PRESENT AT ANY MEETINGS TO JUSTIFY AND SUPPORT 

THE REQUEST

Notification of Public Hearing
All variance requests shall be considered at public hearings, which shall be noticed as follows:

(1) The City shall send notice of the proposed variance to the owners of all adjoining
properties to the subject property. Such notice shall include the date, time and place of 
the public hearing before the City Council, along with a clear and concise description of 
the proposed variance. For the purposes of such notification, adjoining properties shall 
include those properties within 150 feet of the subject property even when separated from 
the subject property by a road, canal, easement, right-of-way or similar barrier.

(2) Notice of public hearing shall be published in a newspaper of general circulation within 
the City no less than five (5) days prior to the date set for hearing the variance request.

Conditions of Approval and Denial
(1) When any variance is granted, construction of the structure or other variance item must 

be started within one year from the date the variance is granted. It shall be the obligation 
of the owner to file written notice with the Administrative Official and the Development 
Services Director that he has begun the proposed construction. If no such notice is filed, 
the variance shall automatically lapse.

(2) A variance in the zoning regulations may be transferred along with the transfer of the 
property ownership, but only for the specific use and approved plan originally granted.

(3) Variance requests which have been denied may not be resubmitted for a period of two (2)
years.



CITY OF CLERMONT
VARIANCE

Filing Instructions
Page 2

Check List

The following information shall be provided:

_____ Proof of ownership, (i.e. Lake County Property record card, tax receipt, or deed.

_____ Legal description of the property – may be on information above.

_____ Plot plan (drawn to scale) of the property involved showing the location of existing 
buildings or structures and the location of proposed buildings or structures which 
specifically delineates and illustrates the extent of the variance request. Maximum size 
for plans is 11” x 17” (two full size copies for detail as needed, depending on the 
Variance).

_____ A written justification based on Sec. 86-174, which explains the conditions and 
circumstances of the alleged hardship and the necessity of the action. Staff will review 
the application based on the review criteria.  Therefore, it is in the applicant’s best 
interest to submit the application with those eight (8) items in mind to justify the variance 
request.  

_____ Visual aids that may clarify the variance request such as overhead projections, large scale 
drawings, etc. A location map must be included that identifies the location of the 
property. These will be presented by the applicant at the public hearing.

_____ The original application and all supplemental materials.

_____  Fee: $200.00

City of Clermont
Development Services Department
685 W. Montrose St.
P.O. Box 120219
Clermont, FL. 34712-021 9
(352) 394-4083 Fax: (352) 394-3542

Jeff_Laptop
Typewritten Text
(same as site plan)



CITY OF CLERMONT
VARIANCE

Application

DATE:___________________ FEE: $200.00

PROJECT NAME (if applicable):___________________________________________

APPLICANT:___________________________________________________________

CONTACT PERSON:____________________________________________________

Address:_________________________________________________________

City:___________________ State:____________________ Zip:____________

Phone:____________________ Fax:___________________

E-Mail:___________________________________________

OWNER:______________________________________________________________

Address:_________________________________________________________

City:___________________ State:____________________ Zip:____________

Phone:____________________ Fax:___________________

Address of Subject Property:______________________________________________.

General Location: _______________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

Legal Description (include copy of survey):______________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________

Land Use (City verification required): __________________________________

Zoning (City verification required): ____________________________________

Sep 21, 2015

Arby's Restaurant

CPWG, Inc.

 Jeff Earhart

1318 Bowman Street

Clermont Florida 34711

407-267-8905

jeff.earhart@cpwgengineering.com

Weingarten I-4 Clermont Landing, LLC

PO Box 924133

Houston City TX 77292-4133

404-909-4716 MJohnson@arbys.com

2255 US HIGHWAY 27, CLERMONT FL 34711

The property is an outparcel located in front of
JCPenny/just north of Road House. The outparcel is on US 27
1/4 mile north of Steve's Rd on the NE corner of North entry

Lot 1 of Clermont Crossing at
Lost Lake. Plat Book 64, Page 50

Commercial

PUD



CITY OF CLERMONT
VARIANCE

Application
Page 2

Answers to the following questions are required to complete this application.

City Zoning Ordinance (Land Development Code Section) from which you are requesting relief:
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________

What are you proposing to do that would require a variance and why? _____________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________

How does the Code create a hardship? ______________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________

* * * * The following justifications must be completed * * * * *
for any variance requested:

Variance requested – subject and code section:______________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________

Sec. 86-174. Review criteria and findings.
When reviewing an application for a variance, the City Council shall not vary the requirements 
of any provision of this land development code unless it makes a positive finding, based on 
substantial competent evidence, on each of the following:

(1) Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure 
or building involved, and which are not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings 
in the same zoning district;

(2) The condition giving rise to the requested variance has not been created by any 
person presently having an interest in the property;

and planting cannot be maintained.

Landscape Buffer - Section 118-37 (e) (1), Landscape Buffers Between Abutting Properties Section
118-37(d)(1,2,3), Parking Space 98-3(a), Sign 102-15(a)(5)(iii), Terminal Islands 118-38(c)(1)

Please see attached
applicant statement.

Please see attached applicant statement.

Landscape Buffer - Sections 118-37 (e)(1) and
118-37 (d)(1,2,3), Parking Space 98-3(a), Sign 102-15(a)(5)(iii), Terminal Islands 118-38(c)(1)

The property is a uniquely shaped out-parcel of a larger development with frontage along
US 27. The non rectangular shape and the existing retaining walls creates problems when
providing adequate vehicle circulation for cars and fire trucks. The noted landscape buffer

The conditions mentioned above existed prior to the applicant's interest in this property

Jeff_Laptop_1
Typewritten Text
Wheel Stops 118-38(d)(2), Canopy Tree 118-38(b)(2)



CITY OF CLERMONT
VARIANCE

Application
Page 3

3) Literal interpretation and enforcement of the land development code regulations 
would deprive the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same 
zoning district under the terms of the land development code, and would work 
unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant;

(4) The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the cost of 
developing the site or otherwise economically founded;

(5) The variance, if granted, is the minimum variance necessary to make possible the 
reasonable use of the land, building or structure;

(6) Granting of the variance request will not confer on the applicant any special 
privilege that is denied by the land development code to other lands, buildings or 
structures in the same zoning district;

(7) The proposed variance will not substantially diminish property value in, or alter the 
essential character of, the area surrounding the site; and

Enforcement of the land development code requirement would limit the usability of the lot
in such a way that would prevent development of this property that do not exist on similar
lots and adjacent properties in the area

The applicant's request is not based on cost, but rather on the limiting effect the existing
nature of the site and adherence to the code would place on the usable area of the
property.

Yes, all efforts have been exhausted in order to conform to the minimum requirements of
the land development code.

The granting of this variance would not be considered a special privilege but rather an
adjustment based on the unique characterists and hardships of this particular property that
may not exist on other lands in the same zoning district.

No, the proposed variance will in no way negatively affect surrounding properties.



CITY OF CLERMONT 
VARIANCE 

Application 
Page 4 

(8) The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the genera1 intent and 
purpose of this land development code, and will not be injurious to the surrounding 
properties or detrimental to the public welfare. 

The variance requested will be in congruence with the intent of the landscape code to 
provide separating and beatification between parcels. aller landscape measures will be 
substituted in the absence of trees and separation between the property and Us 27 will 

remain consistence with what is in existence on adjact properties. 

Owner Name (print) 

******NOTICE****** 

IF THIS APPLICATION IS SUBMITTED INCOMPLETE OR INACCURATE, IT WILL 
BE SUBJECT TO A DELAY IN PROCESSING AND WILL NOT BE SCHEDULED 
UNTIL SUCH CORRECTIONS ARE MADE. APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE DOES 
NOT GUARANTEE APPROV AL. THE APPLICANT MUST BE PRESENT AT ANY 
MEETINGS TO JUSTIFY AND SUPPORT THE REQUEST. 

City of Clermont 
Development Services Department. 
685 W. Montrose St. 
P.O. Box 120219 
Clermont, FL. 34712-021 9 
(352) 394-4083 Fax: (352) 394-3542 

Jeff_Laptop_2
Rectangle

Jeff_Laptop_3
Typewritten Text
The variance  requested will be in congruence with the intent of the landscape code to provide separating and beatification between parcels.  The proposed landscape measures will remain consistence with what is on existence on adjacent properties.

Jeff_Laptop_4
Typewritten Text

Jeff_Laptop_5
Typewritten Text



Proof of Ownership and Legal Description 

  



Property Record Card
General Information

Owner Name:
WEINGARTEN I-4 
CLERMONT 
LANDING LLC

Alternate Key: 3879623

Mailing 
Address:

PO BOX 924133
HOUSTON, TX 
77292-4133
Update Mailing 
Address

Parcel Number: 29-22-26-
100000000100

Millage Group and City: 000C (Clermont)
Total Millage Rate: 19.09600

Trash/Recycling/Water/Info: My Public 
Services Map

Property 
Location:

2255 US HIGHWAY 
27
CLERMONT FL 
34711 
Update Property 
Location

Property Name:
--
Submit Property 
Name

School Locator: School and Bus 
Map

Property 
Description: CLERMONT, CLERMONT LANDING SUB LOT 1 PB 64 PG 50-54 |

Land Data

Line Land Use Frontage Depth Notes No. 
Units Type Class 

Value Land Value

1 VACANT COMMERCIAL 
(1000) 0 0 49658 SF $0.00 $645,554.00

Miscellaneous Improvements
There is no improvement information to display.

Sales History
There is no sales history information to display.

Values and Estimated Ad Valorem Taxes 

Tax Authority Market 
Value

Assessed 
Value

Taxable 
Value Millage Estimated 

Taxes
LAKE COUNTY BCC 
GENERAL FUND $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 5.30510 $3,424.73

LAKE COUNTY MSTU 
AMBULANCE $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 0.46290 $298.83

SCHOOL BOARD STATE $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 4.94900 $3,194.85
SCHOOL BOARD LOCAL $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 2.24800 $1,451.21
CITY OF CLERMONT $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 4.65000 $3,001.83
ST JOHNS RIVER FL 
WATER MGMT DIST $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 0.30230 $195.15

LAKE COUNTY VOTED 
DEBT SERVICE $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 0.16000 $103.29

LAKE COUNTY WATER 
AUTHORITY $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 0.25540 $164.87

SOUTH LAKE HOSPITAL 
DIST $645,554 $645,554 $645,554 0.76330 $492.75

Total: 
19.096

Total: 
$12,327.51

Page 1 of 3Property Details : Lake County Property Appraiser

8/31/2015http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx?altkey=3879623You created this PDF from an application that is not licensed to print to novaPDF printer (http://www.novapdf.com)



Exemptions Information

This property is benefitting from the following exemptions with a checkmark 

First Homestead Exemption (up to $25,000)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Additional Homestead Exemption (up to an additional $25,000) 
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Limited Income Senior Exemption (applied to county millage - up to 
$50,000)

Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Limited Income Senior Exemption (applied to city millage - up to 
$25,000) 

Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Limited Income Senior 25 Year Residency (county millage only-
exemption amount varies)

Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Widow / Widower Exemption (up to $500)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Blind Exemption (up to $500)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Disability Exemption (up to $500)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Total Disability Exemption (amount varies)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Veteran’s Disability Exemption ($5000)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Veteran’s Total Disability Exemption (amount varies) 
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Veteran’s Combat Related Disability Exemption (amount varies)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Deployed Servicemember Exemption (amount varies)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Surviving Spouse of First Responder Exemption (amount varies)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Conservation Exemption (amount varies)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Tangible Personal Property Exemption (up to $25,000)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Religious, Charitable, Institutional, and Organizational Exemptions 
(amount varies)

Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Government Exemption (amount varies)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Exemption Savings 
The exemptions marked with a  above are providing a tax dollar savings of: 
$0.00

Assessment Reduction Information (3% cap, 10% cap, Agricultural, 
Portability, etc.)

This property is benefitting from the following assessment reductions with a 
checkmark 

Save Our Homes Assessment Limitation (3% assessed value cap) 
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Save Our Homes Assessment Transfer (Portability)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Page 2 of 3Property Details : Lake County Property Appraiser

8/31/2015http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx?altkey=3879623You created this PDF from an application that is not licensed to print to novaPDF printer (http://www.novapdf.com)



Copyright © 2014 Lake County Property Appraiser. All rights reserved.
Property data last updated on 23 August 2015.

Non-Homestead Assessment Limitation (10% assessed value cap)
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Conservation Classification Assessment Limitation
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Agricultural Classification
Learn 
More

View the 
Law

Assessment Reduction Savings 
The assessment reductions marked with a  above are providing a tax dollar 
savings of: $0.00

Page 3 of 3Property Details : Lake County Property Appraiser

8/31/2015http://www.lakecopropappr.com/property-details.aspx?altkey=3879623You created this PDF from an application that is not licensed to print to novaPDF printer (http://www.novapdf.com)



Plot Plan 
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204 East Caroline Street

Tavares, Florida 32778

Phone : 352-508-9245

COA # 26618

LC26000439

SITE GEOMETRY PLAN
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LA6666711

JEFF EARHART, P.E.

FL REG.#49935

SITE DATA:

PARKING REQUIRED:

1 PER 50 SF PATRON AREA    (1000 SF/50SF)   20 SPACES

1 PER 4 EMPLOYEES           (8 PER SHIFT)     2 SPACES

                                         22 SPACES REQUIRED

PROPOSED PARKING:

 60° PARKING(10'x18')             23 SPACES

                 HANDICAP ACCESSIBLE           2 SPACES

TOTAL PROPOSED PARKING                   25 SPACES

ZONING: PUD (C-2)

BUILDING SETBACKS:

   FRONT(US. 27):      50'

   SIDE/REAR:          5'
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Callout
Variance 2 - No landscape buffer on North Side - The entire area is steeply sloped and overgrown - existing vegetation will remail

Jeff_Laptop_10
Callout
Variance 1 - Front set back - 12-ft provided - 20-ft required

Jeff_Laptop_11
Line
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12'

Jeff_Laptop_13
Callout
Variance 3- All 18'x10' parking spaces.  The required size is 20'x10'

Jeff_Laptop_14
Callout
Variance 4 - Sign - provide a 13-ft monument based instead of a 2-ft monument base to bring the base of the same to 2-ft above the adjacent retaining wall (the sign is on a steep slope and not level with US 27.
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Jeff_Laptop_17
Callout
Variance 5 - Parking End Landscape island less than 300 SF
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JEFF EARHART, P.E.

FL REG.#49935

SITE DATA:

PARKING REQUIRED:

1 PER 50 SF PATRON AREA    (1000 SF/50SF)   20 SPACES

1 PER 4 EMPLOYEES           (8 PER SHIFT)     2 SPACES

                                         22 SPACES REQUIRED

PROPOSED PARKING:

 60° PARKING(10'x18')             23 SPACES

                 HANDICAP ACCESSIBLE           2 SPACES

TOTAL PROPOSED PARKING                   25 SPACES

ZONING: PUD (C-2)

BUILDING SETBACKS:

   FRONT(US. 27):      50'

   SIDE/REAR:          5'
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Written Justifications 

 

 



APPLICANT STATEMENT 
 
Variance Request #1 
We are requesting relief from the strict adherence to the landscaping requirements for the 
western property line as specified in Article II-Landscaping, Sec. 118-37 (e) Part (1). 
 
Code Reference 
Article II-Landscaping, Sec. 118-37 (e) - Buffers adjacent to rights-of-way for nonresidential 
uses. 
Part (1) - Minimum Width 
 
Request 
1. The applicant is requesting a variance from the minimum required width of 20-ft to a width of 
12.0-ft. 
 
Hardship Summary 
The applicant's subject property is at a disadvantage due to the unique shape of the property and 
the existing retaining walls on the west, north and south property lines.  To facilitate the 
movement of fire trucks, delivery trucks, garbage trucks and normal vehicles a wider drive aisle 
is needed.  Angled parking is already being used to reduce the drive isle as much as possible.  
This forces the applicant to encroach into the 20' landscape buffer in order to allow movement 
and access through the site.   
 
Variance Request #2 
We are requesting relief from the strict adherence to the landscaping requirements for the 
northern property line as specified in Article II-Landscaping, Sec. 118-37 (d)(1,2,3). 
 
Code Reference 
Article II-Landscaping, Sec. 118-37 (d) – Perimeter Landscape Buffers Between Abutting 
Properties. 
 
Request 
1. The applicant is requesting a variance from the 10-ft wide landscape buffer on the north side 
of the property.   
 
Hardship Summary 
The applicant's subject property is at a disadvantage due to the unique shape and topography of 
the property and the existing retaining walls on the west, north and south property lines.  It is 
proposed that this 10-ft wide buffer area remain untouched.  The north side of the property 
already has 2 retaining walls which block the view to the north property line.  The slope is 
greater than 10 percent and it is heavily overgrown.  We are proposing to provide additional 
landscaping at the northwest corner of the property, in an area that would be visible from US 27. 
  



Variance Request #3 
We are requesting relief from the strict adherence to the parking space size requirements as 
specified in Article II-Park Spaces Size, Sec. 98-3 (a) and the wheel stop requirement as 
specified in Article II – 118-38(d)(2). 
 
Code Reference 
Article II-Parking Spaces, Sec. 98-3 (a) – Size Part (1) – Standard Parking Spaces 
Article II – 118-38(d)(2) Vehicular Use Area Interior Landscaping, Protection of landscape 
islands, wheel stops 
 
Request 
1. The applicant is requesting a variance from the minimum required 10-ft wide by 20-ft long 
parking space and to use raised curbs instead of wheel stops to protect the landscape areas. 
 
Hardship Summary 
The applicant's subject property is at a disadvantage due to the unique shape of the property and 
the existing retaining walls on the west, north and south property lines.  To facilitate the 
movement of fire trucks, delivery trucks, garbage trucks and normal vehicles shorter parking 
spaces are needed.  Angled parking is already being used to reduce the length as much as 
possible.  This forces the applicant to request an 18-ft long parking space install of a 20-ft long 
parking space.  The required width of 10-ft will be provided.  In most instances a 2-ft green 
space overhand will be provided to achieve the goal of a 20-ft parking space.   
 
Variance Request #4 
We are requesting relief from the strict adherence to the permitted sign requirements as specified 
in Article II-Permitted Signs, Sec. 102-15 (a)(5)(iii). 
 
Code Reference 
Article II-Permitted Signs, Sec. 102-15 (a)(5)(iii).Permitting Signs – Ground Signs – Height of 
Width 
 
Request 
1. The applicant is requesting a variance from the maximum height requirement of 10-ft . 
 
Hardship Summary 
The applicant's subject property is at a disadvantage due to the unique topography, shape and the 
existing retaining walls and fences on the west, north and south property lines.  The location of 
the sign on the steeply slopes northwest corner.  The additional height in only associated with the 
sign base.  The goal of the variance is to bring the bottom of the actual sign to the same elevation 
of closest corner retaining wall.  This will allow the sign to seen and not placed in a deep 
depression as related to the edge of pavement of US 27 and the adjacent retaining wall.  The base 
of the monument sign will be at approximately elevation 98.  The top of the base will be at 
approximately elevation 111.  The sign itself, which will be placed on the afore mentioned 
monument base, is about 4’1” tall by 9’3-1/4” wide.  The height and width mentioned herein 
may be adjusted slightly, by the overall 60 SF for the sign itself will be maintained.   
  



Variance Request #5 
We are requesting relief from the strict adherence to the landscaping requirements for the 
terminal end of parking areas as specified in Article II-Landscaping, Sec. 118-38 (c)(1). 
 
Code Reference 
Article II-Landscaping, Sec 118-38 (b)(2) and (c) (1) – Vehicular Use Areas Interior 
Landscaping – Design of Landscape Areas – Terminal Islands. 
 
Request 
1. The applicant is requesting a variance from the 300-SF minimum area requirement, the 
minimum 10-ft width requirement and the canopy tree requirement. 
 
Hardship Summary 
The applicant's subject property is at a disadvantage due to the unique shape of the property and 
the existing retaining walls on the west, north and south property lines.  To facilitate the 
movement of fire trucks, delivery trucks, garbage trucks and normal vehicles a wider drive aisle 
is needed.  Angled parking is already being used to reduce the drive aisle as much as possible.  
The provided width may be as small as 3-ft and the area may be as small as 70 SF.  The smaller 
size would not allow for a canopy tree.  The smaller terminal island will allow one additional 
parking space. 
 



Sign Information 
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Photo of Existing Vegetation on North Property Line 
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Locations of proposed variances on the site 
For Arby’s 

Variances: 
# 1: to allow for a western landscape buffer less than 20 feet – rather than a 20 foot wide landscape buffer  
 

# 2: to allow for elimination of a northern landscape buffer between abutting properties. 
 

# 3: to allow for a reduction in the parking space depth to 18 feet – rather than a 20 foot depth  
 

# 4:  to allow for the elimination of wheel stops and use raised curbs to protect landscape areas 
 

#5:  to allow a ground sign to exceed 10 feet in height (Red Circle) 
 

#6:  to allow for a reduction in square footage of the interior landscape terminal island to be less than 300 
square feet and no canopy tree  



Arby’s Variance

The requirements for a variance are as follows:

“Sec. 86-174, Review Criteria and Finding.  When reviewing an application for a variance, the board of zoning 
adjustment shall not vary the requirements of any provision of this land development code unless it makes a 
positive finding, based on substantial competent evidence, on each of the following:”

There are eight items that the applicant is required to respond to.  Staff’s comments, based on the eight 
requirements for a positive finding as they relate to this request, are as follows:

FINDINGS:

(1) Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or building 
involved, and which are not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings in the same zoning district;
Applicant response:  The property is a uniquely shaped out-parcel of a larger development with 
frontage along US 27.  The non rectangular shape and the existing retaining walls create problems 
when providing adequate vehicle circulation for cars and fire trucks.  The noted landscape buffer and 
planting cannot be maintained.

Staff comments: This parcel does have circumstances existing which are peculiar to the land.  These 
are (1) the existing retaining walls on 3 sides of the property, north, west, and south, and (2) possible 
useable area along the north property line is inaccessible and severely sloped.  These circumstances 
are usually not present in other similarly sized parcels in the same zoning district.
Positive finding 

(2) The condition giving rise to the requested variance has not been created by any person presently having 
an interest in the property;
Applicant response: The conditions mentioned above existed prior to the applicant’s interest in this 
property.

Staff comments:  Staff agrees that the applicant did not create the conditions giving rise to the 
requested variance requests.  However, the parcel may be developed by a different applicant with a 
smaller foot print of building and lesser parking requirements.
Negative finding 

(3) Literal interpretation and enforcement of the land development code regulations would deprive the 
applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district under the terms of 
the land development code, and would work unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant;
Applicant response:  Enforcement of the land development code requirements would limit the useable 
area of the lot in such a way that would prevent development of this property that do not exist on 
similar lots and adjacent properties in the area.

Staff comments:  With the existing conditions in place that are presenting challenges in developing the 
site, the applicant would be faced with undue hardship to develop the lot according to the land 
development code, even if it was feasible.  However, the applicant may choose another parcel that does 
not present these challenges.  
Negative finding 



(4) The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the cost of developing the site or 
otherwise economically founded;
Applicant response:  The applicant’s request is not based on cost, but rather on the limiting effect the 
existing nature of the site and adherence to the code would place on the useable area of the property.

Staff comments:  No evidence of decreased costs due to the variance requests. 
Positive finding 

(5) The variance, if granted, is the minimum variance necessary to make possible the reasonable use of the 
land, building or structure;
Applicant response:  Yes, all efforts have been exhausted in order to conform to the minimum 
requirements of the land development code.

Staff comments:  The applicant is trying to maximize the potential use of the site by requesting the 
variance for landscaping requirements, parking waivers, and signage height.  However, the site could 
be developed at a lower intensity and these variances may not be warranted.
Negative finding 

(6) Granting of the variance request will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is denied by 
the land development code to other lands, buildings or structures in the same zoning district;
Applicant response: The granting of this variance would not be considered a special privilege but 
rather an adjustment based on the unique characteristics and hardships of this particular property that 
may not exist on other lands in the same zoning district. 

Staff comments:  The City Council has granted similar variance requests in the past for landscaping 
requirements, parking, and/or signage that are being sought by the applicant.
Positive finding 

(7) The proposed variance will not substantially diminish property value in, or alter the essential character 
of the area surrounding the site; and
Applicant response:  No, the proposed variance will in no way negatively affect surrounding properties.

Staff comments:  The proposed variances do not seem to substantially diminish property values or alter 
the essential character of the area.  
Positive finding

(8) The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of this land 
development code, and will not be injurious to the surrounding properties or detrimental to the public 
welfare.
Applicant response:  The variances requested will be in congruence with the intent of the requirements 
landscape code to provide separation and beautification between two parcels of land.  The proposed 
landscape measures will remain consistent with what is on existence on adjacent properties.

Staff comments:  Staff feels that granting the variances will be in harmony with the general intent and 
purpose of the land development code.  The intent of the landscaping is to provide a buffer between 
properties and roads.  The applicant is proposing additional landscape alternatives to the code that will 
provide this buffer and allow the site to be developed.
Positive finding



STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

Section 86-174 of the LDC requires a positive finding on eight items in order to grant a variance, and staff 
believes that three of the eight do not meet these findings.  Therefore, staff recommends denial of the six 
variance requests by the applicant to the Clermont Land Development Code.



Arby’s Variance

 

 

 

 

Building Pad looking towards US 27 

Looking North along US 27 



Arby’s Variance 

 

 

 

Looking East along driveway 

Looking Northeast at existing retaining wall along US 27 



LEGAL NOTICE

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Clermont will consider a 
request for the following six variances: (1) to allow for a western landscape buffer less 
than 20 feet – rather than a 20 foot wide landscape buffer as required by the Land 
Development Code, Section 118-37(e); (2) to allow for elimination of a northern 
landscape buffer between abutting properties– rather than the requirements in the Land 
Development Code, Section 118-37(d); (3) to allow for a reduction in the parking space 
depth to 18 feet – rather than a 20 foot depth as required by the Land Development 
Code, Section 98-3(a); (4) to allow for the elimination of wheel stops and use raised 
curbs to protect landscape areas – rather than the requirements in the Land 
Development Code, Section 118-38(d); (5) to allow a ground sign to exceed 10 feet in 
height – rather than the requirements in the Land Development Code, Section 102-15 
(a)(1)(a)(5); (6) to allow for a reduction in square footage of the interior landscape 
terminal island to be less than 300 square feet and no canopy tree – rather than the 
requirements in the Land Development Code, Section 118-38 (b) & (c) at the following 
location:

LOCATION

Vacant property (Alt. Key 3879623) 
¼ mile north of Steves Road and US Hwy 27 intersection 

East of US Hwy 27

A complete legal description may be obtained in the Development Services Department 
located at 685 West Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711.

This request will be heard by the City Council at a public hearing to be held on Tuesday, 
October 13, 2015 at 6:30 P.M. in the Clermont City Hall located at 685 West Montrose 
Street.

All interested parties will be given an opportunity to express their views on this matter.

Please be advised that, under State law, if you should decide to appeal a decision made 
with respect to this matter, you will need a record of the proceedings, and may need to 
ensure that a verbatim record is made.

Tracy Ackroyd, MMC
   City Clerk

Daily Commercial
October 6, 2015
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AGENDA ITEM
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Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Variance Request
Clermont Ridge

Requested Action  

Move to approve variance request #1, and to deny variance request #2.     

Staff Report  

The applicant is requesting two variances in order to construct a new commercial  development with shared 
parking.  The proposed development will consist of three commercial buildings totaling 15,500 square feet.  For 
the first variance request, the applicant is requesting a landscape buffer of less than 20 feet adjacent to a right-
of-way.  In this case, the applicant's parcel is behind a Florida Department of Transportation water retention area 
that is adjacent to Highway 50.  The land development code requires a 20-foot landscape buffer along this 
northern buffer of the development, but the applicant is proposing a 10-foot landscape buffer at this location.   
The water retention area is approximately 60 feet wide and 500 feet long.  The portion of the site that is not 
behind the water retention area (east of the driveway) will have the required 20-foot landscape buffer.

For the second variance, the applicant wishes to configure the parcels so they share a common driveway and to 
eliminate the typical 10-foot side landscape buffer between parcels.  This type of request is generally processed 
along with a conditional use permit, but this development did not trip the land development regulations to 
require a CUP.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Application Application.pdf
2. Location Map Location Map.doc
3. Site plan Site plan.pdf
4. Review Criteria Staff Findings.doc
5. Legal ad VAR Legal AD.docx

























Location Map:

D.O.T. drainage area
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Clermont Ridge - Variance

The requirements for a variance are as follows:

“Sec. 86-174, Review Criteria and Finding.  When reviewing an application for a variance, the board of zoning 
adjustment shall not vary the requirements of any provision of this land development code unless it makes a 
positive finding, based on substantial competent evidence, on each of the following:”

There are eight items that the applicant is required to respond to.  Staff’s comments, based on the eight 
requirements for a positive finding as they relate to this request, are as follows:

FINDINGS:

(1)    Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or building 
involved, and which are not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings in the same zoning district;
Applicant response:  Along the frontage of the property on SR-50 right-of-way, an FDOT stormwater 
pond and drainage swale exists which, through right-of-way dedication, has offset the property 
frontage approximately 25-ft backwards from the original r/w.  With this, site visibility is impacted due 
to the offset.  Additionally, with the 25-ft of FDOT land, a ‘quasi’ 25-ft landscape buffer is already 
provided between the SR-50 sidewalk and subject property line.

Additionally, the layout for the proposed commercial development has also been configured to 
accommodate the Sandy Grove Ave. right-of-way roadway alignment, located at the east-southeast 
corner of the property.  

Staff comments: The FDOT pond is a unique feature adjacent to this parcel that is not common with 
other Highway 50 parcels. 
Positive finding 
 Staff does not consider the elimination of the internal landscape buffer a special circumstance.
Negative finding 

(2)    The condition giving rise to the requested variance has not been created by any person presently having 
an interest in the property;
Applicant response: The FDOT right-of-way and Sandy Grove Ave. right-of-way were established by 
governmental entities to promote the public safety and accommodate local traffic. Property was 
acquired from the parent parcel to accommodate the proposed FDOT improvements.

The variances requested is also based on FDOT recommendation that the development have shared 
access driveways in order to reduce the number of driveway(s) exiting onto SR-50.  The subject 
property has limited access to the SR-50 that would make it impractical to subdivide in the traditional 
methods dictated by City Code.  Therefore to facilitate access and permitting requirements, shared 
driveways on the property lines are proposed.

Staff comments:  The first variance request is created by the  FDOT pond, and was not created by the 
applicant.
Positive finding
Staff feels the elimination of landscape buffers between parcels is created by the applicant.
 Negative finding 

(3) Literal interpretation and enforcement of the land development code regulations would deprive the 
applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district under the terms of 
the land development code, and would work unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant;
Applicant response:  The subject property has limited access to the adjacent streets and highways that 
would make it impractical to subdivide in the traditional methods dictated by City Code. Furthermore, 



the adjacent existing FDOT drainage facility has further reduced direct access and visibility to the 
subject site.

Staff comments:  Other similar commercial parcels have been granted similar variance requests.    
Positive finding 

(4) The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the cost of developing the site or 
otherwise economically founded;

Applicant response:  The subject property has limited access to the adjacent streets and highways 
that would make it impractical to subdivide in the traditional methods dictated by City Code.  The 
request for variance is not based on reducing costs, but based on improving the functionality of the 
proposed commercial development.

Staff comments:  No evidence of decreased costs due to the variance request. 
Positive finding 

(5) The variance, if granted, is the minimum variance necessary to make possible the reasonable use of the 
land, building or structure;
Applicant response:  The variance requested is the minimum necessary to make possible the reasonable 
use of the land.  Request for 0-ft internal landscape buffer to promote shared driveways is the minimum 
necessary.  And providing a 10-ft landscape buffer along SR-50 (in lieu of 20-ft) for a portion of the site 
(west of SR-50 access), is the minimum necessary.

Staff comments:  The applicant is trying to maximize the potential use of the site by requesting the 
variance for the reduction in the landscape buffer.
Positive finding 

(6) Granting of the variance request will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is denied by 
the land development code to other lands, buildings or structures in the same zoning district;
Applicant response: The applicant contends granting of the variance requests will not confer on the 
applicant any special privilege based on the unique limiting condition of the FDOT frontage.

Staff comments:  The City Council has granted similar variance requests in the past for a reduction in 
landscape buffer widths.
Positive finding 

(7) The proposed variance will not substantially diminish property value in, or alter the essential character 
of the area surrounding the site; and

Applicant response:  Granting of the variance requests will allow an integrated parking and shared 
driveway solution that complements cohesive commercial development, and it will not diminish 
property values or essential character of the surrounding commercial area.

Staff comments:  The proposed variance does not seem to substantially diminish property values or 
alter the essential character of the area.  The proposed commercial development  may increase 
property values in the area due to developing a vacant site.
Positive finding



(8)    The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of this land 
development code, and will not be injurious to the surrounding properties or detrimental to the public 
welfare.
Applicant response:  Granting of the variance will promote safe accessibility to the commercial 
development and will not be injurious to the surrounding properties or detrimental to public welfare.

Staff comments:  Staff feels that granting the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and 
purpose of the land development code for the landscape buffer.  The applicant will be landscaping the 
area along SR 50 that will provide screening of the buildings and meeting the intent of the buffer.  
Positive finding

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

Section 86-174 of the LDC requires a positive finding on eight items in order to grant a variance, and staff 
believes that all eight have been met for variance request #1 regarding the reduction of the 20 foot right-
of-way buffer.  Staff believes that two of the eight findings have not been met for Variance #2 regarding 
the elimination of internal landscape buffers.  
Therefore, staff recommends approval for variance request #1, and denial  for variance request #2.



LEGAL NOTICE

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Clermont will consider a 
request for the following variances: (1) to allow for the elimination of a landscape buffer 
along internal property lines – rather than a 10 foot landscape buffer as required by the 
Land Development Code, Section 118-37(d)(1); and (2) to allow for a landscape buffer 
less than 20 feet – rather than a 20 foot wide landscape buffer as required in the Land 
Development Code, Section 118-37(e)(1) at the following location:

LOCATION

Vacant property (Alt. Key 1017629) 
East of Ford of Clermont, south of State Road 50

A complete legal description may be obtained in the Development Services Department 
located at 685 West Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711.

This request will be heard by the City Council at a public hearing to be held on Tuesday, 
October 13, 2015 at 6:30 P.M. in the Clermont City Hall located at 685 West Montrose 
Street.

All interested parties will be given an opportunity to express their views on this matter.

Please be advised that, under State law, if you should decide to appeal a decision made 
with respect to this matter, you will need a record of the proceedings, and may need to 
ensure that a verbatim record is made.

Tracy Ackroyd, MMC
   City Clerk

Daily Commercial
October 6, 2015
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Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Joint Planning Area

Requested Action  

Staff Report  

Lake County staff is requesting a recommendation from the Clermont City Council for a Joint Planning Area 
(JPA) variance request.  

Skyway Towers, LLC is proposing the installation of a 199-foot communications tower.  The 4.8-acre site is located in the 
southeast portion of the JPA, just south of the Titan sand mine off Hartwood Marsh Road.  Because this site is within the 
City of Clermont and the Lake County JPA overlay area, a plans review and recommendation to Lake County are 
requested for this proposal.

In accordance with the City’s land development code (LDC) and the JPA regulations, antenna support structures are 
regulated to a maximum height of 140 feet:

JPA Section 15.02.04 (J) – Cell towers.   Height Limitations: Support structures and attached antennas shall not exceed 
140 feet in height.  Measurement shall include base pad, structure, and any other attachments.

In addition, towers are required to be camouflaged. Skyway Towers' proposed camouflage “pine”  tower configuration 
would meet this requirement.  Other LDC requirements have been met.

The information provided below for the parcel is from County staff for the City’s review of the proposed communications 
tower: 
                               Lake County Project Number:        2015040010, AR# 2697
                               Applicant:                                       Skyway Towers, LLC
                               Project:                                           Communication Tower
                               Location:                                        10738 Foxhole Road
                               Size of Parcel:                                4.8 +/- acres
                               Lake County Future Land Use:      Rural
                               Lake County Zoning:                      Agricultural
    
If the City Council recommends approval of the communications tower at the 199-foot height, staff recommends that the 
tower be limited to the single monopole camouflage design.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  



Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Location Map Location Map.doc
2. Site plan Skyway Tower.pdf



Location Map:
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Meeting Date  

Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Agenda Item Name  

Resolution No. 2015-36

Requested Action  

Approval of Resolution 2015-36

Staff Report  

CRA Expansion Area Finding of Necessity
The current CRA District includes 157 acres of mixed development.  In order to grow and redevelop the district, 
some areas that had originally been excluded have been proposed to be included in the CRA District.  This increase 
adds about 221 acres for a total of 378 acres.  The expanded area reflects those areas outlined in the Downtown & 
Waterfront Master Plan, and the projects that were outlined in that document during the development process.

The Finding of Necessity (FON) is a state requirement to assess an area that is proposed for a CRA District.  This 
assessment of the area determines some of the following items:
  *  Substantial number of deteriorated or deteriorating structures;
  *  Unsafe or Unsanitary Conditions;
  *  Predominance of defective or inadequate street layout, parking facilities, roadways, bridges, or public 
transportation;
  *  Site deterioration or other improvement

The CRA has already approved and forwarded the FON to the City Council for approval.

The next steps include CRA recommendation for approval of the new CRA Redevelopment Plan to the P & Z 
Commission on November 6, 2015.  The P&Z would then need to approve the CRA Plan based on current Codes, 
and forward it to the City Council.

Adoption of the new CRA Redevelopment Plan is currently scheduled for City Council to consider on November 10, 
2015 for introduction, and adoption on December 8, 2015.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Resolution No. 2015-36, CRA Finding of Necessity 2015-36 CRA Finding of Necessity.pdf



2. CRA Expansion Area - Finding of Necessity, August 2015 Clermont Format CRA FON rev.8.21.15.pdf
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A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 

CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, RELATING TO 

COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT; FINDING THE EXISTENCE OF 

BLIGHT CONDITIONS IN AN AREA OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT; 

MAKING CERTAIN FINDINGS AND DETERMINATIONS; EXPANDING 

THE COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY AREA; PROVIDING 

AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 

WHEREAS, the Community Redevelopment Act of 1969, Chapter 163, Part III, Florida 

Statutes as amended, empowers counties and municipalities to undertake community 

redevelopment in order to eliminate, remedy or prevent slum and blighted areas; and 

 

WHEREAS, a study has been done of the conditions in that part of the City of Clermont, 

generally known and referred to as the “Downtown, Waterfront, and State Road 50,” and more 

particularly described on Exhibit "A" hereof; such area being referred to herein as the "Area", 

finding the Area to meet the definition of blighted and that redevelopment is necessary in 

accordance with 163.355, Part III, Florida Statutes; and 

 

WHEREAS, the results of that study dated August, 2015, prepared by GAI Consultants, 

Inc., have been presented to the City Council for its consideration and adoption, and included in 

the public record on October 13, 2015; and 

 

WHEREAS, after having considered the study's determinations and the facts and 

evidence of conditions in the Area and has received and considered such other evidence of the 

conditions in the Area as have been presented to it, the City Council has determined that certain 

actions are appropriate and necessary and should be taken to address the conditions now present 

and expected to be present in the Area; 

 

WHEREAS, the Redevelopment Area is legal description is generally defined as: 

 

THAT PORTION OF LAND LYING WITHIN THE CITY OF CLERMONT, AND BEING IN 

SECTIONS 23, 24 AND 25, TOWNSHIP 22 SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST, LAKE COUNTY, 

FLORIDA, DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:  

 

BEGIN AT THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF BLOCK 145, JOHNSON’S REPLAT OF 

BLOCKS 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 115, 117, 118, 119 AND 120, ACCORDING TO THE 

PLAT THEREOF, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGE 71, PUBLIC RECORDS OF 

LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN EAST TO THE SOUTHERLY SHORELINE OF 

LAKE MINNEOLA; THENCE RUN EASTERLY ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY SHORELINE 

TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE NORTHERLY EXTENSION OF THE EASTERLY 

RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF EAST AVENUE AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT OF THE CITY OF 

CLERMONT AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 17 THROUGH 23, PUBLIC 

RECORDS OF LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY 

SHORELINE RUN SOUTH ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE AND IT’S 

NORTHERLY EXTENSION TO THE INTERSECTION WITH THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT  

OF WAY LINE  OF  CARROLL  STREET  AS  SHOWN ON  SAID PLAT  OF THE CITY OF  
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CLERMONT; THENCE DEPARTING SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, RUN 

WEST ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE INTERSECTION 

WITH THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF FIFTH STREET AS SHOWN ON THE 

PLAT OF CREST-VIEW, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGE 60, PUBLIC RECORDS 

OF LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF 

WAY LINE, RUN SOUTH ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE 

NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 31, BLOCK 51, AS SHOWN ON SAID PLAT OF CREST-

VIEW; THENCE DEPARTING SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY, RUN EAST ALONG 

THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 31 TO THE EASTERLY LINE OF THE WEST 140 

FEET OF SAID LOT 31; THENCE DEPARTING THE NORTH LINE OF SAID LOT 31, RUN 

SOUTH ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE AND ITS SOUTHERLY EXTENSION TO THE 

SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF OSCEOLA STREET AS SHOWN ON SAID PLAT 

OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT; THENCE RUN EAST ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT 

OF WAY LINE TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 13, BLOCK 50, AS SHOWN ON 

SAID PLAT OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT; THENCE RUN SOUTH ALONG THE 

EASTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 13 AND ALSO ALONG THE EASTERLY LINE OF LOT 

14 OF SAID BLOCK 50 AND IT SOUTHERLY EXTENSION TO THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT 

OF WAY LINE OF MINNEOLA AVENUE AS SHOWN ON SAID PLAT OF THE CITY OF 

CLERMONT; THENCE RUN WEST ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE 

TO THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF FIFTH STREET AS SHOWN ON SAID 

PLAT OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT; THENCE DEPARTING SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT 

OF WAY, RUN SOUTH ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE 

SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF CHESTNUT STREET AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT 

OF HIGHLAND TERRACES, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 5, PAGE 47, PUBLIC 

RECORDS OF LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE DEPARTING SAID EASTERLY 

RIGHT OF WAY, RUN WEST ALONG SAID SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE AND 

ITS EXTENSION WEST TO THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF TENTH STREET 

AS SHOWN ON THE PLAT OF INDIAN HILLS, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGE 

86, PUBLIC RECORDS OF LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE DEPARTING SAID 

SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY, RUN NORTH ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF 

WAY LINE TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 3, BLOCK 109, AS SHOWN ON THE 

PLAT OF SUNSET PARK, AS RECORDED IN PLAT BOOK 8, PAGES 17 THROUGH 23, 

PUBLIC RECORDS OF LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA;  THENCE RUN WEST ALONG THE 

NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 3 AND ALSO ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF 

LOT 4 OF SAID BLOCK 109, TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 4; THENCE 

RUN NORTHWESTERLY TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 2, BLOCK 126A, AS 

SHOWN ON SAID PLAT OF SUNSET PARK; THENCE RUN WEST ALONG THE 

NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2 TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 2; 

THENCE SOUTH, ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 2 AND ALSO ALONG 

THE WESTERLY LINES OF LOTS 3 AND 4, OF SAID BLOCK 126A TO THE 

NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 7, OF SAID BLOCK 126A; THENCE RUN WEST ALONG 

THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID BLOCK 126A AND ITS EXTENSION WEST, ALONG 

WITH THE NORTHERLY LINE OF BLOCK 126 OF SAID PLAT OF SUNSET PARK TO 

THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF LOT 4, OF SAID BLOCK 126; THENCE RUN NORTH 

ALONG  THE  EASTERLY  LINES  OF  LOTS 7  THROUGH 10,  OF  SAID BLOCK 126 TO  
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THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LOT 10; THENCE RUN WEST ALONG THE 

NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 10 AND ITS EXTENSION WEST, TO A POINT ON 

THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF TWELFTH STREET AS SHOWN ON THE 

AFORESAID PLAT OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT; THENCE RUN NORTH ALONG SAID 

WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A POINT ON THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY 

LINE OF MONTROSE STREET ALSO BEING THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF LOT 1, 

BLOCK 140, AS SHOWN ON SAID PLAT OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT; THENCE RUN 

WEST ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1 AND SAID SOUTHERLY 

RIGHT OF WAY LINE, TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LOT 1, SAID POINT 

BEING SITUATED ON THE EASTERLY LINE OF THE PARCEL OF LAND AS 

DESCRIBED IN DEED BOOK 54, PAGE 202, PUBLIC RECORDS OF LAKE COUNTY, 

FLORIDA, AND BEING DESCRIBED AS THE SOUTH 90 FEET OF THE NORTH 990.00 

FEET OF GOVERNMENT LOT 7, SECTION 23, TOWNSHIP 22 SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST, 

LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE RUN SOUTH ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE AND 

ALSO ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LOT 1, TO THE SOUTHEAST CORNER 

OF SAID LANDS; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY LINE OF LOT 1, RUN WEST 

ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID LANDS TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE 

NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF STATE ROAD 50 AS SHOWN ON THE 

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, RIGHT OF WAY MAP, SECTIONS 

1107-105 AND 1102-104, DATED SEPTEMBER 10, 1951; THENCE DEPARTING SAID 

SOUTHERLY LINE, RUN NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT OF 

WAY LINE TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LANDS; 

THENCE DEPARTING SAID NORTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE, RUN NORTH ALONG 

SAID WESTERLY LINE TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LANDS AND ALSO 

BEING THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE PARCEL OF LAND AS DESCRIBED IN 

OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 343, PAGE 714, PUBLIC RECORDS OF LAKE COUNTY, 

FLORIDA, AND BEING DESCRIBED AS THE NORTH 900.00 FEET OF GOVERNMENT 

LOT 7, OF SECTION 23, TOWNSHIP 22 SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST, LAKE COUNTY, 

FLORIDA; THENCE RUN NORTH ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LANDS, TO 

THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LANDS; THENCE RUN EAST ALONG THE 

NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LANDS TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE PARCEL 

OF LAND AS DESCRIBED IN OFFICIAL RECORDS BOOK 621, PAGE 1514, PUBLIC 

RECORDS OF LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AND BEING DESCRIBED AS THE SOUTH 

220 FEET OF THE EAST 300 FEET OF GOVERNMENT LOT 2, SECTION 23, TOWNSHIP 

22 SOUTH, RANGE 25 EAST, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; THENCE DEPARTING SAID 

NORTHERLY LINE, RUN NORTH ALONG THE WESTERLY LINE OF SAID LANDS, TO 

THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID LANDS; THENCE RUN EAST ALONG THE 

NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID LANDS, TO THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF SAID LANDS, 

SAID POINT ALSO BEING SITUATED ON THE WESTERLY LINE OF AFORESAID 

JOHNSON’S REPLAT OF BLOCKS 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 115, 117, 118, 119 AND 

120; THENCE RUN SOUTH ALONG SAID WEST LINE AND ALSO THE EASTERLY 

LINE OF SAID LANDS, TO THE INTERSECTION OF THE CENTERLINE OF CARROLL 

STREET AS SHOWN ON SAID JOHNSON’S REPLAT OF BLOCKS 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 

146, 115, 117, 118, 119 AND 120; THENCE DEPARTING SAID WESTERLY AND 

EASTERLY LINES,  RUN  EAST ALONG  SAID  CENTERLINE  TO  THE INTERSECTION  

 



CITY OF CLERMONT 

RESOLUTION NO. 2015-36 

 

4 
 

OF THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF AFORESAID TWELFTH STREET; 

THENCE RUN NORTHERLY ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE 

AFORESAID NORTHEAST CORNER OF BLOCK 145,  AND THE POINT OF BEGINNING. 

 378 Acres +/- 

 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, 

Florida, as follows: 

 

SECTION 1.  Whereas Clauses Adopted.  The above-stated Whereas clauses and legal 

description for the proposed area are hereby adopted and incorporated into the body of this 

resolution. 

 

SECTION 2. Findings of Conditions.   
 

The City Council does hereby adopt the August, 2015 report prepared by GAI Consultants, Inc., 

and based thereon and upon the evidence, data and facts presented to it, does hereby find: 

 

(a) Conditions are present in the Area which are detrimental to the sound growth of 

the City of Clermont and which substantially impair or arrest the growth within 

the Area and adjacent territory, and present conditions in the Area are detrimental 

to and endanger public health and safety; morals and public welfare and such 

conditions are leading to economic distress; and 

 

(b) A substantial number of deteriorated or deteriorating structures are located in the 

Area; and 

 

(c) Unsafe and unsanitary conditions exist within the Area; and 

 

(d) Predominance of defective or inadequate street layout, parking facilities, 

roadways, bridges, or public transportation facilities; and 

 

(e) Deterioration of site and other improvements has occurred and is occurring within 

the Area; and 

 

(f) Incidence of crime in the Area is proportionately higher than in the remainder of 

the City of Clermont; and 

  

(g) Predominance of defective or inadequate parking facilities and pedestrian 

accessibility exist within the Area. 

 

SECTION 3.  Finding of Necessity.   

 

The City Council does hereby expressly find that the rehabilitation, conservation or 

redevelopment, or a combination thereof, of the Area are necessary and in the interest of the 

public health, safety, morals or welfare of the residents of the City of Clermont. 
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SECTION 4.  Community Redevelopment Area. 

   

Based upon facts presented to it and contained in the public record, the City Council does hereby 

find the Area contains conditions of blight and is a “blighted area” as defined in Florida Statutes, 

163.340 (2006), and that such Area, together with the areas designated by adoption of resolutions 

by City Council on May 27, 1997, constitutes a Community Redevelopment Area as defined in 

Florida Statutes 163.340(10) (2006). 

 

SECTION 5.  Effective Date. 

   

This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its approval. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, Florida on the 

13
th

 day of October, 2015. 

 

     CITY OF CLERMONT, FLORIDA 

 

 

 

     _____________________________ 

     Gail L. Ash, Mayor 

ATTEST:   

 

 

 

_______________________________  

Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk 

 

 

 

 

 

Approved as to form and legality: 

 

 

 

_______________________________ 

Daniel F. Mantzaris, City Attorney  
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1.0 Project Overview 
The purpose of this analysis is to provide data that documents potentially blighting conditions, as 

defined in Section 163, Part III, Florida Statutes (F.S.) (the "Redevelopment Act") within the City of 
Clermont study area in Lake County, Florida. 

1.1 Introduction 

The initiative to expand the CRA and update the redevelopment plan for the Clermont area arises from 
the need to stimulate reinvestment in the area and identify new funding sources which would improve 

existing conditions and generate additional improvement activity. A redevelopment initiative to identify 
new market potential for the area and the supporting upgrades and additions to the infrastructure, 

commercial and/or office uses, and overall physical environment is a necessary component to the broader 

goal of attracting investment.  
  

Before identifying prospective private sector interest in the area, current blighting influences should be 
addressed to begin rebuilding the infrastructure necessary to support and attract investment. 

Deteriorating conditions of structures, utilities, and general physical environment undermine economic 
development efforts and impede the improvement of the area.  

 

Identifying resources to remove blighting influences is essential to remain competitive in the economic 
marketplace. An initial step is creating the CRA with community approved boundaries. A Finding of 

Necessity (FON) assists in identifying a proposed redevelopment area. A subsequent community 
redevelopment plan will specify the desired improvement projects and implementation steps to execute 

them. The CRA will be funded in most part by increment revenues designated specifically to the proposed 

redevelopment area.  
 

The purpose of this analysis is to support the link between the statutory definition of a “blighted area” 
and the Clermont proposed redevelopment area expansion under examination. If the determination of 

such conditions of blight can be established based on the statutory definitions set forth in Section 163, 
Part III, Florida Statutes (F.S.), the “Redevelopment Act,” the Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) 

can be created, or in this case expanded, in conjunction with preparation and adoption of a 

redevelopment plan. Analysis of data and documentation of the Clermont Study Area within this report 
is evaluated based on the provisions established in Florida’s Redevelopment Act, Section 163, Part III, 

Florida Statutes (F.S.).  
 

City of Clermont data, county maps, study area specific maps, and government maintained statistics 

have been examined in conjunction with GAI Consultants staff interpretations of supplied data in 
assessing the proposed redevelopment area.  

1.2 General Objectives and Purposes of the Redevelopment Act 

The purpose of the Redevelopment Act is to assist local governments in preventing and/or eliminating 

blighted conditions detrimental to the sustainability of economically and socially vibrant communities or 

areas. The following paragraphs describe those blighting conditions, their specific effects, and the 
intentions of the community redevelopment regime as a tool for implementing policy and programs. 

 Section 163.335(1), F.S. …[blighted areas] constitute a serious and growing menace, injurious to 
the public health, safety, morals, and welfare of the residents of the state; that the existence of 

such areas contributes substantially and increasingly to the spread of disease and crime, 

constitutes an economic and social liability imposing onerous burdens which decrease the tax base 
and reduce tax revenues, substantially impairs or arrests sound growth, retards the provision of 
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housing accommodations, aggravates traffic problems, and substantially hampers the elimination 

of traffic hazards and the improvement of traffic facilities; and that the prevention and elimination 
of slums and blight is a matter of state policy and state concern in order that the state and its 

counties and municipalities shall not continue to be endangered by areas which are focal centers of 
disease, promote juvenile delinquency, and consume an excessive proportion of its revenues 

because of the extra services required for police, fire, accident, hospitalization, and other forms of 
public protection, services, and facilities. 

 Section 163.335(2), F.S. …certain slum or blighted areas, or portions thereof, may require 

acquisition, clearance, and disposition subject to use restrictions, as provided in this part, since the 
prevailing condition of decay may make impracticable the reclamation of the area by conservation 

or rehabilitation; that other areas or portions thereof may, through the means provided in this 
part, be susceptible of conservation or rehabilitation in such a manner that the conditions and evils 

enumerated may be eliminated, remedied, or prevented; and that salvageable slum and blighted 

areas can be conserved and rehabilitated through appropriate public action as herein authorized 
and the cooperation and voluntary action of the owners and tenants of the property in such areas. 

 Section 163.335(3), F.S. …powers conferred by this part are for public uses and purposes for 
which public money may be expended and police power exercised, and the necessity in the public 

interest for the provisions herein enacted is declared as a matter of legislative determination. 

 Section 163.335(5), F.S. …the preservation or enhancement of the tax base from which a taxing 
authority realizes tax revenues is essential to its existence and financial health; that the 

preservation and enhancement of such tax base is implicit in the purposes for which a taxing 
authority is established; that tax increment financing is an effective method of achieving such 

preservation and enhancement in areas in which such tax base is declining; that community 
redevelopment in such areas, when complete, will enhance such tax base and provide increased 

tax revenues to all affected taxing authorities, increasing their ability to accomplish their other 

respective purposes; and that the preservation and enhancement of the tax base in such areas 
through tax increment financing and the levying of taxes by such taxing authorities therefor and 

the appropriation of funds to a redevelopment trust fund bears a substantial relation to the 
purposes of such taxing authorities and is for their respective purposes and concerns. 

 Section 163.335(6,) F.S. …there exists in counties and municipalities of the state a severe shortage 

of housing affordable to residents of low or moderate income, including the elderly; that the 
existence of such condition affects the health, safety, and welfare of the residents of such counties 

and municipalities and retards their growth and economic and social development; and that the 
elimination or improvement of such conditions is a proper matter of state policy and state concern 

is for a valid and desirable purpose. 

According to Chapter 163.356 of the Redevelopment Act, a FON analysis focuses on a determination of 

blight and/or slum conditions in an area which may “constitute a serious and growing menace, injurious 
to the public health, safety, morals, and welfare of the residents of the state,” and negatively burden a 
community’s traffic system, utilities, ad valorem revenues, property values, and social fabric which would 

otherwise contribute positively to the economic stability of the community. As a simultaneous operation 
in conjunction with the finding of such a blighted area, the need for a CRA is established.  

 

The CRA will possess the authority to govern the course of action concerning the redevelopment and 
rehabilitation of the Study Area, and further, in the corporate limits of the City of Clermont in the case 

that the governing body of the City has acceded in the redevelopment plan set forth by the City.  
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1.3 Declarations and Process 

The initial step in pursuing the expansion of an existing CRA is documenting the existing conditions. This 
analysis of the Clermont Study Area summarizes the extent and effects of blight which lead to the 

deterioration of economic, social, and physical components of the Study Area. This analysis documenting 
the extent of blight, represented through the physical conditions, economic instability, and conclusionary 

analysis in support of that documentation is referred to herein as the “Report.” GAI Consultants’ staff, 

along with Clermont staff, has analyzed government maintained statistics and reports and the physical 
condition of the area, resulting in the documentation and analysis of the blighting conditions of the Study 

Area contained within this Report. 

1.4 Historical Perspective and Integrity of the Study Area 

Clermont is situated in Lake County which was named for its over 1,400 named lakes. Strategically 

located just west of Orlando and north of Disney World, Clermont has a population of over 29,000 based 
on 2013 Census data. With over 14.8 square miles Clermont is the second largest city in Lake County 

with the largest population of all cities in Lake County. Unemployment rates in Lake County and the cities 
within Lake County have been on the rise over the last four years. According to 2013 Census estimates, 

Lake County’s unemployment rate was 12.0%, while the unemployment rate in Clermont was 10.8%. 

These rates represent an increase over the unemployment rates of 2010 when Lake County’s 
unemployment rate was 8.1% and Clermont’s unemployment rate was 8.3%.  

The city was founded in 1884 and incorporated in 1916. The history of Clermont mirrored that of many 
other cities, following a path of decline prior to the creation of the City’s Downtown Redevelopment Area 

in 1997. In the years following WWII, the automobile and the mobility that it afforded the average 
American redefined development patterns and business location decisions. As new highways and 

interstates were constructed to meet the demands of an increasingly auto-oriented society, many 

businesses abandoned downtowns for the increased visibility and accessibility of highway commercial 
centers. As a consequence, many traditional downtown areas became less economically vital and 

attracted less private and public investment. Buildings and infrastructure were allowed to deteriorate, 
contributing to the decline of downtown viability and property values.  

In 1997 by adoption of Resolution No. 950, the City of Clermont identified the Downtown Redevelopment 

Area and created the Downtown Clermont Redevelopment Agency whose charge was to prepare a 
redevelopment plan, implement planned projects and obtain the necessary funding. The downtown area 

continues to be the focal point of a robust and growing community and the continued redevelopment of 
the 157 acres within the redevelopment area has been a continuing effort. New studies, projects and 

cooperation within from the business and residential community within the redevelopment area are 

necessary to continue these efforts.  

The goals and objectives of the plan were kept broad enough to allow for flexibility in the projects which 

would be implemented, but also realistic to ensure that they could be accomplished. As with any plan, 
the redevelopment plan should be updated from time to time in order to take advantage of new ideas 

and efforts to continue with redevelopment in the district.  

In 2005 the original redevelopment plan was updated substantially which assisted in providing continued 

diversity allowing the Downtown Clermont Redevelopment Agency the ability to work in a variety of ways 

to support the revitalization of the district. The 2005 update included streetscape in the West Montrose 
Street area consisting of new sidewalks, trees, benches, and new lighting with underground 

infrastructure improvements. These physical improvements assisted in efforts to stabilize the downtown 
area. Continued streetscape projects and other new programs were implemented to continue the effort 

to revitalize the downtown area and create a new sense of vitality. 
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A minor update to the redevelopment plan was completed in 2010, the update incorporated incentive 

programs ranging from façade improvement grants and impact fee assistance to building code 
compliance assistance. Additionally, street lighting improvements were included for when LED lighting is 

integrated to further improve the downtown lighting conditions. Since the completion of the 2010 
redevelopment plan update, the Downtown Clermont Redevelopment Agency has awarded over 

$160,000 in grants through four different grant programs available within the district, the Façade 
Improvement Grant Program ($123,708.33), the Building Code Assistance Program ($27,762.50), the 

Impact Fee Assistance Program ($7,518.43), and the Building Permit Refund Program ($1,911.40). With 

the assistance of these grant programs, over $324,000 of projects were completed by 24 grant recipients.  

Though the downtown area has undergone significant redevelopment, this redevelopment is hindered 

by the limitation of the district boundary. At the periphery of the district boundary additional blighted 
areas exist. In pursuit of addressing the conditions of properties surrounding the existing redevelopment 

area, the City of Clermont has expressed interest in expanding the district to provide greater diversity 

and a broader focus to the rehabilitation of the downtown area.  The continuation of the Downtown 
Clermont Redevelopment Agency governing the redevelopment efforts within the expanded area will 

provide opportunities to encourage new capital investments in the areas of residential, commercial, 
recreational, and tourism development. For the purposes of this report, the area under examination will 

be referred to as the proposed redevelopment area, as well as the Study Area. 

GAI Consultants’ analysis of the conditions of the Study Area is confined to a specific geographic area 
within the City of Clermont generally shown in Map 1. 

 
 

Map 1 - Study Area and Proposed CRA Boundaries 
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As can be seen in Map 1, the Study Area is predominately industrial and residential, with some 

institutional and recreational areas (76 single-family, 35 multi-family, 21 commercial, 13 industrial, 4 
institutional) and vacant (7 residential, 12 commercial, 2 industrial, 14 institutional) parcels. The existing 

CRA boundary is demarcated by colored boundary lines in blue, the proposed CRA expansion area is 
demarcated by colored boundary lines in red.  

     

    Waterfront Park overflow parking                   grass parking lot 

The proposed expansion areas of the CRA also include a few large industrial properties. Many of these 

properties are deteriorated, many with significant City code violations apparent on visual inspection.  

         

Overgrown landscaping & dilapidated fencing            overflowing dumpster within right-of-way 

1.5 Standards for Blight 

Having identified the study area as a group of residential, industrial and institutional/recreational 

properties, the specific conditions that constitute blight as listed in the Redevelopment Act were 
considered.  

The Redevelopment Act currently, in effect, establishes three discrete pathways to determine if a study 
area is a "blighted area", sufficient to warrant the full application of redevelopment powers conveyed 

under Chapter 163. 

 "Alternative One" involves the layering of two tests. The first test is broadly conditional and the 

second test is criteria specific. Both tests must conclude that the described conditions exist 

affirmatively.  
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 "Alternative Two" involves a specific agreement among parties subject to a prospective Trust Fund 

agreement. Where such agreement exists, then the jurisdiction seeking to designate a 
redevelopment area needs to pass a less rigorous test. As in the first alternative, this test relates to 

specific criteria and it must conclude affirmatively.  

 Notwithstanding the requirements for the first or second alternative, “Alternative Three” involves the 

Governor certifying the need for emergency assistance under federal law as a result of an emergency 
under s. 252.34(3), F.S. 

Alternative One 

The first of Alternative One's two tests requires that a study area identified as a blighted area 
contain a "substantial number of deteriorated, or deteriorating structures, in which conditions, 

as indicated by government-maintained statistics or other studies, are leading to economic 
distress or endanger life or property." Recent court decisions have affirmed that structures 

include infrastructure. 

The second of Alternative One's two tests is that the area must then be one in "which two or 
more of the following factors are present". 

a) Predominance of defective or inadequate street layout, parking facilities, roadways, bridges, 
or public transportation facilities; 

b) Aggregate assessed values of real property in the area for ad valorem tax purposes have 
failed to show any appreciable increase over the 5 years prior to the finding of such 

conditions; 
c) Faulty lot layout in relation to size, adequacy, accessibility, or usefulness;  

d) Unsanitary or unsafe conditions;  

e) Deterioration of site or other improvements;  
f) Inadequate and outdated building density patterns;  

g) Falling lease rates per square foot of office, commercial, or industrial space compared to the 
remainder of the county or municipality;  

h) Tax or special assessment delinquency exceeding the fair value of the land;  
i) Residential and commercial vacancy rates higher in the area than in the remainder of the 

county or municipality;  

j) Incidence of crime in the area higher than in the remainder of the county or municipality;  
k) Fire and emergency medical service calls to the area proportionately higher than in the 

remainder of the county or municipality;  
l) A greater number of violations of the Florida Building Code in the area than the number of 

violations recorded in the remainder of the county or municipality;  

m) Diversity of ownership or defective or unusual conditions of title which prevent the free 
alienability of land within the deteriorated or hazardous area; or  

n) Governmentally owned property with adverse environmental conditions caused by a public 
or private entity.  

Alternative Two 

The Redevelopment Act also allows that a blighted area may be "any area in which at least one 

of the factors identified in paragraphs (a) through (n) of Section 163.40(8), F.S. are present and 
all taxing authorities (as such term is defined in the Redevelopment Act) subject to Section 

163.387(2)(a), F.S. agree, either by interlocal agreement or agreements with the agency or by 
resolution, that the area is blighted. 
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Alternative Three 

The Redevelopment Act also provides that “when the governing body certifies that an area is in 
need of redevelopment or rehabilitation as a result of an emergency under s. 252.34(3), F.S., 

with respect to which the Governor has certified the need for emergency assistance under federal 
law, that area may be certified as a “blighted area”, and the governing body may approve a 

community redevelopment plan and community redevelopment with respect to such area 
without regard to the provisions of this section requiring a general plan for the county or 

municipality and a public hearing on the community redevelopment”, Section 163.360(10), F.S. 

For example, On September, 1, 2004, Governor Jeb Bush declared a state of emergency for the 
entire State of Florida by Executive Order 04-192 because of Hurricane Francis. For example, on 

September 4, 2004, FEMA designated Pinellas County as a disaster area by FEMA-1545-DR. 

2.0 Physical Environment Inventory 
This section of the report documents the land uses, transportation systems, utilities infrastructure, and 
visual character of buildings and sites in the Study Area. 

2.1 Land Use 

These physical characteristics of the area play key roles in the development or utilization of land based 

assets. The land use inventory provides more perspective regarding the pattern of development activity, 

the inventory of land uses, the compatibility of nearby uses, and the impact of uses that may assist or 
deter development activity within the study area.  

The study area consists of a variety of single family residential properties and industrial properties. 
However, the predominant use is residential properties. There are some government and institutional 

properties located in the study area as well.  

Historically the downtown area developed as a centralized commercial business district with surrounding 
residential and industrial uses. The overall physical condition of the study area is fair. Pockets of 

deteriorated housing exist throughout the study area. 

      
         Deteriorated Housing                    Deteriorated Housing 

The bulk of structures within the study area are either single-family, multi-family, industrial properties, 

or institutional/recreational properties. 2014 Lake County tax records show that there are 166 taxable 

properties within the study area. Of those, 118 (71.1%) properties are single-family/multi-family 
residential, 15 (9.03%) are industrial, and 33 (19.9%) are commercial. 

In all, there are currently a total of 166 tax-assessed properties within the study area. Of those 166 tax-
assessed properties, 21 of them are currently vacant (unimproved, undeveloped, or cleared) which 
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represents 12.7% of the entire proposed CRA expansion area. Those 21 vacant properties include 7 

vacant residential properties (4.2%), 12 vacant commercial properties (7.2%), and 2 vacant industrial 
properties (1.2%). The vacant properties present the City with an opportunity for future development.   

Some of these vacant parcels include deteriorating fencing, litter, debris and/or tall weeds and grass on 
the site. 

 

    

                    Vacant Parcel           Vacant Parcel 

 

The following table shows the number of properties in the study area from the 2014 Lake County Tax 

Collector tax roll for each type of land use designation.  

 

Land Use Parcels Acres 

Single Family 76 19.69 

Multifamily 35 6.59 

Commercial 21 9.20 

Industrial  13 17.77 

Religious 1 0.55 

Institutional 3 33.67 

Vacant Institutional 14 19.59 

Vacant Residential 7 1.36 

Vacant Commercial 12 3.20 

Vacant Industrial 2 2.75 

TOTAL 184 114.37 

 

A field review indicated that most of the structures within the Study Area are single story or two stories. 
Many of these properties are deteriorated or deteriorating and are in need of renovation or 

redevelopment. Some of the lots are platted inadequate sizes and are either too narrow or too shallow 
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for development. Several properties in the proposed expansion area have the potential to be redeveloped 

and converted to a commercial or mixed use development. 

             

          Deteriorated industrial structure                                Deteriorated multi-family structure 

 

Within the study area, a substantial number of the improved properties are deteriorating or deteriorated. 

A significant number of properties have deteriorating driveways with crumbling asphalt, particularly 
among the multifamily residential properties. Many properties have paved driveways with no distinction 

between the driveway and the right of way which significantly increases the appearance of the asphalt 

width of the road. Generally, landscaping is overgrown among the multifamily properties. Some 
properties in the study area have boarded up windows and other damage. Overall, the condition of the 

multifamily residential properties in the study area is generally poor, though some are in fair condition. 

 

   

        Deteriorating single-family structure                           Deteriorating commercial structure 
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    Dumpster in front of commercial building             Cracked overgrown driveways & dirt driveways 

 

The decline in the physical condition of many sites in the study area can be attributed, at least in part, 

to the age of the structures and the site requirements during the period in which they were built. 
According to the 2014 Lake County tax roll, less than 5% of the structures in the study area were built 

over the last ten years. In fact, since 2006, a combined total of only 5 properties were developed across 
the last eight years. The records demonstrate a lack of new development in the area and the 

predominance of materially older building stock. 

2.2 Transportation, Road, and Traffic Conditions 

Curbs gutters and sidewalks are present within some portions of the study area, however they are not 

consistent. With the lack of consistent of sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, and bike lanes, the study area 

is not conducive for walking, jogging, or bicycling. As a whole, the study area lacks infrastructure for 
other forms of transportation except for vehicles. Furthermore, other improvements such as street light 

fixtures, street trees, pavement markings, pedestrian signs, and sufficient turning lanes are generally 
inadequate, missing, or in need of repairs or upgrading.   

 

   

   Deteriorated road, lack of curb, gutter & sidewalk    Sidewalk on one side only; missing curb & gutter 
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           Deteriorated right-of-way                      Sand & gravel driveways overflowing into right-of-way      

2.3 Overall Site and Plat Conditions 

The study area suffers from deficient infrastructure. For the most part, basic infrastructure including 

sidewalks, curbs, and gutters are lacking in the study area. Wastewater and stormwater infrastructure 
is generally inefficient and not to modern standards. These site deficiencies make redevelopment 

challenging and encourage lower property values in the area. 

 

    

                 No sidewalks, curbs or gutters    No sidewalks 

 

Many of the buildings in the study area are deteriorating. Part of the decline in the physical condition of 

buildings in the study area can be attributed to the age of the structures most of which were developed 

prior to 1980 (67%). Several of the properties are one or two level industrial structures. Many of these 
properties leave very little pervious surface available, using almost all of their lots for buildings and 

parking and leaving little room for landscaping, adequate drainage, or open space. The lack of pervious 
surface in combination with insufficient stormwater collection and treatment creates unsafe conditions. 
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2.4 Visual Character 

The study area is made up primarily of residential properties with no unifying architectural style and no 
design standards. Many roads and driveways are crumbling and showing signs of neglect. The study 

area generally lacks uniform landscaping and streetscape improvements. Other factors contributing to 
the overall look of deterioration include trash in yards, cracked roads and sidewalks, broken curbs, poor 

housing conditions, broken/boarded up windows, vacancies and neglected landscaping. A common 

attribute of many of the residential, industrial and commercial properties is unkempt landscape on 
properties and in rights-of-way. A visual analysis of the Study Area indicated a significant number of 

residential properties can be classified as deteriorated or deteriorating.  

   
  

         
   Overgrown landscaping & cracked pavement   Neglected building damage  
 

    

        
  Neglected structures & overgrown landscaping   Cracked Driveway & boarded up windows  

 

Many commercial and industrial properties in the area are fronted by large swaths of asphalt that are 

often dilapidated and poorly maintained. Such properties typically have paved most of the land area in 
front of the building structure. Because there is virtually no streetscape and little landscaping within the 

study area, these paved property frontages contribute to the appearance of continuous asphalt, thereby 
increasing the perceived width of the road.  They also add to the amount of impervious surface in the 

area. 

The transportation infrastructure in the study area, upon which the long term sustainability of the 
neighborhood and area depends, is not adequate to support a vibrant community. General absence of 



City of Clermont CRA 
Finding of Necessity 
Summer 2015 

 

 

13 
 

streetscape as well as pedestrian and cycling facilities (with the exception of the Lake Minneola Trail) 

limits the uses of the network and stunts redevelopment prospects. 

 

 

Excess paving/driveway; no landscaping or sidewalk      Cracked & excessive paving/driveway 

 

The several conditions documented in this analysis converge to undermine economic values by retarding 

a normally functioning real estate market. It is this normally functioning market that acts as the floor for 

economic value. If that floor cannot be maintained through a continuing exchange between buyers and 
sellers, economic values will eventually erode. Once that pattern is established, it becomes increasingly 

difficult to arrest the decline. Additionally, the documented conditions are such that they combine to 
create a physical and social context that is not viable for long term stability. 

3.0 Reported Investment and Disinvestment Activity 
 

Based on 2014 certified tax rolls, there were an estimated 111 residential property records with building 
structures (76 single-family and 35 multi-family) and a total of 35 vacant properties (7 vacant residential, 

12 vacant commercial, 2 vacant industrial, and 14 vacant institutional). Homestead exemptions applied 
to 54 (49%) of the residential properties. In 2014, the total tax base in the study area was over $15 

million. 

Less than 8 percent of the structures in the study area were built in the last 20 years, with only 2 percent 
added during the last 10 years. The decline in the physical condition of many sites in the study area can 

be attributed, at least in part, to the age of the structures. 

The city as a whole has seen a decrease in taxable value, the values associated with the proposed CRA 

depreciated at a higher rate than those of the city as a whole. The assessed value in the City of Clermont 

fell from $2,577,221,700 in the 2009 final tax roll to $2,328,260,688 in the 2014 final tax roll, which 
represented a taxable value decrease of 9.7 percent. The assessed value of the study area on the other 

hand fell from $19,290,108 in 2009 to $15,066,476, which represented a decrease of 21.9 percent. 

4.0 Blight Findings 
 

The following section outlines the blight factors present in the study area according to the criteria 

established under Chapter 163 of the Florida Statutes and as outlined in the “Standards for Blight” 
section of this report. 
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Of the fourteen conditions indicative of blight listed in the Redevelopment Act, this analysis indicates 

that at least three such conditions exist in the study area and are retarding its immediate and longer 
term social, economic, and physical development. Below is a summary of the criteria that apply to the 

study area. 

4.1 Assessment of "Substantial Number of Deteriorated or Deteriorating 
Structures"  

The Redevelopment Act provides little specific criteria or guidance in Section 163.340(8), F.S. regarding 
the definition or attributes of deteriorating structures other than that implied. Florida Statutes focus on 

a series of indicators which in the aggregate are assumed to lead to economic, physical, or social distress. 
The representative examples of residential and commercial structures speak to the context of the Study 

Area and are functionally deteriorated and rendered functionally and physically obsolete in their current 

condition.  
  

The infrastructure upon which the long-term economic stability of the Study Area depends is generally 
deficient, absent, or deteriorated beyond a level which justifies repair or maintenance. The overall 
conditions in the Study Area are such that they combine to create a context of functional and physical 

deterioration which is conducive to economic, physical and social distress. The conditions and 
circumstances documented in this report and readily observable in the Study Area evidence a “substantial 

number of deteriorated, or deteriorating structures” leading to economic distress which, in their current 
condition, are certainly capable of endangering life and property if not substantially modified, retrofitted, 

repaired, rebuilt, or redeveloped entirely. 

4.2 Unsanitary or Unsafe Conditions 

An adequate stormwater system in the Study Area is lacking. Collector roads, especially in residential 

areas, do not exhibit curbs, gutters, or inlet systems to prevent flooding in the event of heavy 
precipitation. Where curbs and gutters do exist, they tend to be broken and/or overgrown with weeds 

and grass making them ineffective and causing accumulation of stormwater in roadways and driveways.  

4.3 Predominance of Defective or Inadequate Street Layout, Parking 
Facilities, Roadways, Bridges, or Public Transportation Facilities  

With the exception of a few limited areas, curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and bike lanes are generally absent 

throughout the Study Area. With the absence of sidewalks, pedestrian crossings, and bike lanes, the 
environment is not conducive for walking, jogging, or bicycling. Furthermore, other improvements, such 

as street light fixtures, pavement markings, and pedestrian signs generally are missing or are in need of 
repairs/upgrading. The absence of pedestrian transportation infrastructure is evidence of an inadequate 

transportation system in the Study Area. 

In addition, a close examination of the residential neighborhoods shows the deteriorating conditions of 
many driveways in front of residential units. Paved driveways have broken pavement, while others are 

either unpaved or covered in gravel. Industrial and commercial properties tend to have asphalt from the 

right-of-way to the front of the building structure. There were very few industrial and/or commercial 
properties that had any balance of pervious surface and landscaping with a paved driveway. 

The overall transportation conditions outlined in this report contribute to the disinvestment of properties 
along the roads. 
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4.4 Site Deterioration or Other Improvements 

Many commercial and industrial structures are in disrepair and in need of maintenance, showing peeling 
paint, cracked or overgrown roads or sidewalks, and/or an unpleasant face on the street. Many of the 

residential structures also display signs of neglect, showing cracked stucco, broken and/or boarded up 
windows, overgrown and unkempt landscaping, and cracked or unpaved driveways.  

 

The industrial area located in the eastern portion of the Study Area includes properties in disrepair 
including overgrowth, neglected damage to exterior walls, broken and/or boarded up windows, exposed 

dumpsters in rights-of-way, cracked driveways, unkempt dirt and gravel driveways and parking areas, 
abandoned structures, overall lack of landscaping, inadequate right-of-way and lack of sidewalks. 

5.0 Conclusions 
When compared to the City of Clermont, conditions of the proposed CRA expansion Study Area are 

indicative of blight as documented in this report. This review provides documentation of blight in the 
area, and through the Redevelopment Act, the area qualifies for assistance in redevelopment efforts and 

financing by expanding the boundary of the designated Community Redevelopment Area. Government 
maintained statistics coupled with staff field observation and documentation of the blighted conditions 

indicate the current conditions of the Study Area “are leading to economic distress or endanger life or 

property,” according to the Redevelopment Act. The current conditions of the area impede the immediate 
and long-term physical, economic, and social development.  
 
The information summarized in this report justifies the City of Clermont in acknowledging the described 

conditions and adopting the requisite resolution declaring the need for the rehabilitation, redevelopment, 

and conservation of the Study Area in the interest of public health, safety, morals, and welfare. 
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CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2015-70

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, PROVIDING FOR THE 
ANNEXATION OF A CERTAIN PARCEL OF LAND CONTIGUOUS TO 
THE PRESENT CITY BOUNDARIES; PROVIDING FOR AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE, SEVERABILITY, RECORDING, AND 
PUBLICATION.

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Clermont, Florida has received a Petition for 
Annexation of a parcel of land contiguous to the present corporate limits under Section 171.044, 
Florida Statutes; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Clermont, Florida, has determined that it is 
in the best interest of the City and of the property herein sought to be annexed that the City 
annex the following described property; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the area sought to be annexed is 
contiguous to the City and is in need of the services which the City can offer and the City has 
determined that such area sought to be annexed will be substantially benefited by annexation; 
and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that all requirements of Section 171.044, 
Florida Statutes, have been met.

SECTION 1.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, under the provisions of Florida Statute 
Chapter 171 and the General and Special Laws of the State of Florida; that the City of Clermont, 
Florida, does hereby annex to and make part of its corporate boundaries; the following described 
property contiguous to the present City boundary, to-wit:

Legal Description
Parcel 1:
The East 3/4 of the South 1/2 of Section 27, Township 22 South, Range 26 East; 

AND

Parcel 2:
The North 1/2 of Section 34, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, less and except the west 1660 
feet thereof; 

AND
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Parcel 3:
U.S. Government Lot 1, less and except the north 660 feet of the west 660 feet, lying in Section 
35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East; 

AND

Parcel 4:
The NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East; 

AND

Parcel 5:
Begin 50.25 feet north of the southeast corner of the NW 1/4 of Section 35, Township 22 South, 
Range 26 East; thence run west 1305 feet; thence run south 8.3 feet; thence run west to the 
southwest corner of the NW 1/4 of said Section 35; thence north to the northwest corner of the 
south 1/2 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of said Section 35; thence east to the northeast corner of 
the south 1/2 of the SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4; thence south to the point of beginning; 

AND 

Parcel 6:
That part of Section 27, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, Lake County, Florida, described as 
follows: 

Begin at the Southeast corner of Lot 5, Pine Valley Industrial Park, according to the plat thereof, 
as recorded in Plat Book 29, Page 70, of the Public Records of Lake County, Florida; thence 
N00°55'27"E along the east line of said Lot 5, for a distance of 701.16 feet to the north line of 
the southwest 1/4 of the southwest 1/4 of said Section 27; thence S89°03'05"E along said north 
line, 16.98 feet to the west line of the east 3/4 of the south 1/2 of said Section 27; thence 
S00°24'50"W along said west line, 710.74 feet to the north line of the south 610.00 feet of the 
southwest 1/4 of the southwest 1/4 of said Section 27; thence departing said west line run 
N75°03'48"W, 39.92 feet to the south line of said Lot 5; thence S88°41'58"E along said south 
line, 15.41 feet to the point of beginning.

AND

Parcel 7:
That part of Lot 5, Pine Valley Industrial Park, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in Plat 
Book 29, Page 70, of the Public Records of Lake County, Florida, described as follows: Begin at 
the southeast corner of said Lot 5; thence N00°55'27"E along the east line of said Lot 5 for a 
distance of 696.49 feet; thence departing said east line run S53°23'08"W, 100.90 feet; thence 
S08°50'46"W, 57.13 feet; thence S33°38'56"W, 31.61 
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feet; thence S04°49'02"E, 40.96 feet; thence S02°58'52"E, 93.11 feet; thence S08°48'35"W, 
60.57 feet; thence S20°20'22"W, 82.37 feet; thence S05°30'28"W, 59.91 feet; thence 
S10°59'05"W, 70.76 feet; thence S18°19'44"E, 68.63 feet; thence S32°06'31"E, 46.35 feet; 
thence S44°29'07"E, 31.79 feet; thence S61°25'49"E, 40.03 feet; thence S75°03'48"E, 26.77 feet 
to the south line of said Lot 5; thence S88°41'58"E along said south line, 15.41 feet to the Point 
of Beginning.

Easement Parcel A:
Together with an easement for ingress and egress to State Road 50 over the entire stretch of 
asphalt road the center line of which begins 174.60 feet west of the northeast corner of the SW 
1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 27, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, and run south 0°10' west 
through the entire SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Section 27, which easement shall be 60 feet in width;

LESS AND EXCEPT FROM PARCELS 1 THROUGH 7 ABOVE:
The east 150.00 feet of the following described property (Magnolia Bay Boulevard according to 
the plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 34, Pages 47 through 49, of the Public Records of Lake 
County, Florida):

Begin at an iron rod and cap marked "RLS 4264" at the southeast corner of the north 660.00 feet 
of the west 660.00 feet of Government Lot 1, Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, 
Lake County, Florida; thence run N88°47'56"W along the south line of said north 660.00 feet of 
the west 660.00 feet of Government Lot 1 for a distance of 545.00 feet; thence run S01°12'04"W 
for a distance of 124.51 feet to the northerly right of way line of Hartle Road; thence run 
N80°06'21"E along said northerly right of way line for a distance of 433.09 feet to the beginning 
of a tangent curve concave to the northwest and having a radius of 467.00 feet; thence run 
northeasterly along the arc of said curve for a distance of 121.09 feet through a central angle of 
14°51'22" to the end of said curve; thence run N65°14'58"E along said northerly right of way 
line for a distance of 6.13 feet to a point on the east line of said west 660.00 feet of Government 
Lot 1; thence leaving said northerly right of way line run N00°29'39"W along aid east line for a 
distance of 0.12 feet to the point of beginning;

AND FURTHER LESS AND EXCEPT FROM PARCELS 1 THROUGH 7 ABOVE:
A strip of land for road right of way purposes 66.00 feet wide lying in Section 35, Township 22 
South, Range 26 East, Lake County, Florida, the centerline of which is described as follows:

Commencing at the northwest corner of Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, run 
S00°30'48"E along west line of the northwest 1/4 of said Section 35, for a distance of 1856.75 
feet to the northwest corner of the south 1/2 of the southwest 1/4 of the northwest 1/4 of said 
Section 35; thence leaving said west line run S88°23'30"E along the north line of the south 1/2 of 
the southwest 1/4 of the northwest 1/4 and the north line of the south 1/2 of the southeast 1/4 of 
the northwest 1/4 of said Section 35, for a distance of 1531.02 feet to the point of beginning; 
thence leaving said north line run S00°00'09"E for a distance of 298.67 feet to a point designated 
as point A; thence run S89°59'51"W for a 
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distance of 58.00 feet to a point of termination A of this centerline; begin again at aforesaid point 
A; thence run N89°59'51"E for a distance of 573.66 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to 
the northwest and having a radius of 2000.00 feet; thence run northeasterly along the arc of said 
curve for a distance of 345.29 feet, through a central angle of 09°53'30" to the end of said curve; 
thence run N80°06'21"E for a distance of 753.88 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the 
northwest and having a radius of 500.00 feet; thence run northeasterly along the arc of said curve 
for a distance of 129.64 feet, through a central angle of 14°51'22" to the end of said curve; thence 
run N65°14'59"E for a distance of 252.91 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the 
southwest and having a radius of 350.00 feet; thence run easterly along the arc of said curve for a 
distance of 431.07 feet, through a central curve (sic) of 70°34'02" to the end of said curve; thence 
run S44°11'00"E for a distance of 169.91 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the 
northeast and having a radius of 250.00 feet; thence run southeasterly along the arc of said curve 
for a distance of 276.31 feet, through a central angle of 63°19'35" to the end of said curve; thence 
run N72°29'25"E for a distance of 514.79 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the 
southeast and having a radius of 750.00 feet; thence run northeasterly along the arc of said curve 
for a distance of 240.51 feet through a central angle of 18°22'24" to the end of said curve; thence 
run S89°08'11"E for a distance of 203.12 feet to the east line of Government Lot 1, said Section 
35 and the point of termination B of the aforesaid centerline.

AND FURTHER LESS AND EXCEPT FROM PARCELS 1 THROUGH 7 ABOVE:
That part of Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, Lake County, Florida, described as 
follows:

Commence at the west 1/4 corner of said Section 35, said corner marked by a 4"x4" concrete 
monument (no identification) (Certified Corner Record No. 38693); thence S88°00'40"E along 
the east-west center of section line of said Section 35, a distance of 857.52 feet to the point of 
beginning; thence continue along said center of section line S88°00'40"E, a distance of 481.86 
feet to a point on the east line of the platted portion of Postal Colony Company, as recorded in 
Plat Book 9, Page 65, of the Public Records of Lake County, Florida, said point lying 
N88°00'40"W, a distance of 3891.93 feet from the East 1/4 corner of said Section 35, said east 
1/4 corner being marked by a 3" diameter iron pipe (no identification) (Certified Corner Record 
No. 38386); thence departing said center of section line, run N00°07'48"W along said east line, a 
distance of 12.98 feet to the northeast corner of said platted portion of Postal Colony Company; 
thence departing said east line, run N89°33'17"W along the north line of said Postal Colony 
Company, a distance of 481.55 feet to the point of beginning. Alternate Keys 1095972, 3882911, 
1095964, and 2717874

Containing 540.223 acres more or less (excluding that portion of Johns Lake south of Island 
Blvd. lying waterward of the Safe Upland Line (elevation 98.0 NGVD 29).

SECTION 2.

That the aforedescribed property shall be and hereby is made part and parcel of the City of 
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Clermont, Florida, and that said property shall be subject to all of the laws, ordinances, and 
provisions pertaining to the City of Clermont.

SECTION 3.

All property aforedescribed shall henceforth be subject to ad valorem taxation by the City of 
Clermont, and any other general or special taxes or assessments.

SECTION 4.

Should any section or part of a section be declared invalid by any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such adjudications shall not apply or affect any other provision of this Ordinance, 
except to the extent that the entire section or part of the section may be separable in meaning and 
effect from the section to which such holding shall apply.

SECTION 5. 

This Ordinance shall be recorded in the public records of Lake County, Florida.

SECTION 6.

This Ordinance shall be published as provided by law, and it shall become law and take effect 
upon its Second Reading and Final Passage.
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Location map:
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, 
Florida on this 27th day of October, 2015. 

CITY OF CLERMONT

_________________________________
Gail L. Ash, Mayor                                    

ATTEST:

_________________________________
Tracy Ackroyd, City Clerk

Approved as to form and legality:

____________________________
Dan Mantzaris, City Attorney



Exhibit - Location Map 
WaterBrooke 

Subject 
Property 

Yellow 
Outline: 
Subject 

Property 

City Limits 



Exhibit – Future Land Use Map 
WaterBrooke 

Lake 
County 
FLUM 

Low Density 
Residential 

Clermont 
FLUM 

Urban 
Low 

C
o

m
m

e
rc

ia
l O

ff
ic

e
 



Exhibit – Zoning Map 
WaterBrooke 

Lake 
County 
Zoning 

Urban Estate 
With  

CUP for PUD: 
Single Family and 

Multi-family 
Residential 

Clermont 
Zoning 

PUD 

A 

MP R-3 































LEGAL NOTICE

The City Council of the City of Clermont will consider the enactment of the following proposed
Ordinance at the regularly scheduled meeting to be held Tuesday October 27, 2015 at 6:30 
P.M. at City Hall located at 685 West Montrose Street. All interested parties will be given an 
opportunity to express their views on this matter.

ORDINANCE NO. 2015-70

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, 
FLORIDA, PROVIDING FOR THE ANNEXATION OF A CERTAIN PARCEL OF LAND 
CONTIGUOUS TO THE PRESENT CITY BOUNDARIES; PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE; SEVERABILITY; RECORDING, AND PUBLICATION.

LOCATION:
(Alternate Keys 1095972, 3882911, 1095964, and 2717874) 

South of S.R. 50, West of the Hartle Road, east of Hancock Road, 
and north and south of Island Blvd

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Parcel 1:
The East 3/4 of the South 1/2 of Section 27, Township 22 South, Range 26 East; 
AND
Parcel 2:
The North 1/2 of Section 34, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, less and except the west 1660 feet 
thereof; 
AND
Parcel 3:
U.S. Government Lot 1, less and except the north 660 feet of the west 660 feet, lying in Section 35, 
Township 22 South, Range 26 East; 
AND
Parcel 4:
The NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East; 
AND
Parcel 5:
Begin 50.25 feet north of the southeast corner of the NW 1/4 of Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 
26 East; thence run west 1305 feet; thence run south 8.3 feet; thence run west to the southwest corner of 
the NW 1/4 of said Section 35; thence north to the northwest corner of the south 1/2 of the SW 1/4 of the 
NW 1/4 of said Section 35; thence east to the northeast corner of the south 1/2 of the SE 1/4 of the NW 
1/4; thence south to the point of beginning; 
AND 
Parcel 6:
That part of Section 27, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, Lake County, Florida, described as follows: 



Begin at the Southeast corner of Lot 5, Pine Valley Industrial Park, according to the plat thereof, as 
recorded in Plat Book 29, Page 70, of the Public Records of Lake County, Florida; thence N00°55'27"E 
along the east line of said Lot 5, for a distance of 701.16 feet to the north line of the southwest 1/4 of the 
southwest 1/4 of said Section 27; thence S89°03'05"E along said north line, 16.98 feet to the west line of 
the east 3/4 of the south 1/2 of said Section 27; thence S00°24'50"W along said west line, 710.74 feet to 
the north line of the south 610.00 feet of the southwest 1/4 of the southwest 1/4 of said Section 27; 
thence departing said west line run N75°03'48"W, 39.92 feet to the south line of said Lot 5; thence 
S88°41'58"E along said south line, 15.41 feet to the point of beginning.
AND
Parcel 7:
That part of Lot 5, Pine Valley Industrial Park, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 
29, Page 70, of the Public Records of Lake County, Florida, described as follows: Begin at the southeast 
corner of said Lot 5; thence N00°55'27"E along the east line of said Lot 5 for a distance of 696.49 feet; 
thence departing said east line run S53°23'08"W, 100.90 feet; thence S08°50'46"W, 57.13 feet; thence 
S33°38'56"W, 31.61 feet; thence S04°49'02"E, 40.96 feet; thence S02°58'52"E, 93.11 feet; thence 
S08°48'35"W, 60.57 feet; thence S20°20'22"W, 82.37 feet; thence S05°30'28"W, 59.91 feet; thence 
S10°59'05"W, 70.76 feet; thence S18°19'44"E, 68.63 feet; thence S32°06'31"E, 46.35 feet; thence 
S44°29'07"E, 31.79 feet; thence S61°25'49"E, 40.03 feet; thence S75°03'48"E, 26.77 feet to the south 
line of said Lot 5; thence S88°41'58"E along said south line, 15.41 feet to the Point of Beginning.

Easement Parcel A:
Together with an easement for ingress and egress to State Road 50 over the entire stretch of asphalt road 
the center line of which begins 174.60 feet west of the northeast corner of the SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of 
Section 27, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, and run south 0°10' west through the entire SW 1/4 of 
the NE 1/4 of Section 27, which easement shall be 60 feet in width;

LESS AND EXCEPT FROM PARCELS 1 THROUGH 7 ABOVE:
The east 150.00 feet of the following described property (Magnolia Bay Boulevard according to the plat 
thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 34, Pages 47 through 49, of the Public Records of Lake County, 
Florida):

Begin at an iron rod and cap marked "RLS 4264" at the southeast corner of the north 660.00 feet of the 
west 660.00 feet of Government Lot 1, Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, Lake County, 
Florida; thence run N88°47'56"W along the south line of said north 660.00 feet of the west 660.00 feet 
of Government Lot 1 for a distance of 545.00 feet; thence run S01°12'04"W for a distance of 124.51 feet 
to the northerly right of way line of Hartle Road; thence run N80°06'21"E along said northerly right of 
way line for a distance of 433.09 feet to the beginning of a tangent curve concave to the northwest and 
having a radius of 467.00 feet; thence run northeasterly along the arc of said curve for a distance of 
121.09 feet through a central angle of 14°51'22" to the end of said curve; thence run N65°14'58"E along 
said northerly right of way line for a distance of 6.13 feet to a point on the east line of said west 660.00 
feet of Government Lot 1; thence leaving said northerly right of way line run N00°29'39"W along aid 
east line for a distance of 0.12 feet to the point of beginning;

AND FURTHER LESS AND EXCEPT FROM PARCELS 1 THROUGH 7 ABOVE:
A strip of land for road right of way purposes 66.00 feet wide lying in Section 35, Township 22 South, 
Range 26 East, Lake County, Florida, the centerline of which is described as follows:



Commencing at the northwest corner of Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, run 
S00°30'48"E along west line of the northwest 1/4 of said Section 35, for a distance of 1856.75 feet to the 
northwest corner of the south 1/2 of the southwest 1/4 of the northwest 1/4 of said Section 35; thence 
leaving said west line run S88°23'30"E along the north line of the south 1/2 of the southwest 1/4 of the 
northwest 1/4 and the north line of the south 1/2 of the southeast 1/4 of the northwest 1/4 of said Section 
35, for a distance of 1531.02 feet to the point of beginning; thence leaving said north line run 
S00°00'09"E for a distance of 298.67 feet to a point designated as point A; thence run S89°59'51"W for 
a distance of 58.00 feet to a point of termination A of this centerline; begin again at aforesaid point A; 
thence run N89°59'51"E for a distance of 573.66 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the 
northwest and having a radius of 2000.00 feet; thence run northeasterly along the arc of said curve for a 
distance of 345.29 feet, through a central angle of 09°53'30" to the end of said curve; thence run 
N80°06'21"E for a distance of 753.88 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the northwest and 
having a radius of 500.00 feet; thence run northeasterly along the arc of said curve for a distance of 
129.64 feet, through a central angle of 14°51'22" to the end of said curve; thence run N65°14'59"E for a 
distance of 252.91 feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the southwest and having a radius of 
350.00 feet; thence run easterly along the arc of said curve for a distance of 431.07 feet, through a 
central curve (sic) of 70°34'02" to the end of said curve; thence run S44°11'00"E for a distance of 169.91 
feet to a point on a tangent curve concave to the northeast and having a radius of 250.00 feet; thence run 
southeasterly along the arc of said curve for a distance of 276.31 feet, through a central angle of 
63°19'35" to the end of said curve; thence run N72°29'25"E for a distance of 514.79 feet to a point on a 
tangent curve concave to the southeast and having a radius of 750.00 feet; thence run northeasterly along 
the arc of said curve for a distance of 240.51 feet through a central angle of 18°22'24" to the end of said 
curve; thence run S89°08'11"E for a distance of 203.12 feet to the east line of Government Lot 1, said 
Section 35 and the point of termination B of the aforesaid centerline.

AND FURTHER LESS AND EXCEPT FROM PARCELS 1 THROUGH 7 ABOVE:
That part of Section 35, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, Lake County, Florida, described as follows:

Commence at the west 1/4 corner of said Section 35, said corner marked by a 4"x4" concrete monument 
(no identification) (Certified Corner Record No. 38693); thence S88°00'40"E along the east-west center 
of section line of said Section 35, a distance of 857.52 feet to the point of beginning; thence continue 
along said center of section line S88°00'40"E, a distance of 481.86 feet to a point on the east line of the 
platted portion of Postal Colony Company, as recorded in Plat Book 9, Page 65, of the Public Records of 
Lake County, Florida, said point lying N88°00'40"W, a distance of 3891.93 feet from the East 1/4 corner 
of said Section 35, said east 1/4 corner being marked by a 3" diameter iron pipe (no identification) 
(Certified Corner Record No. 38386); thence departing said center of section line, run N00°07'48"W 
along said east line, a distance of 12.98 feet to the northeast corner of said platted portion of Postal 
Colony Company; thence departing said east line, run N89°33'17"W along the north line of said Postal 
Colony Company, a distance of 481.55 feet to the point of beginning.

Containing 540.223 acres more or less (excluding that portion of Johns Lake south of Island Blvd. lying 
waterward of the Safe Upland Line (elevation 98.0 NGVD 29).

See Map Below



This ordinance is available for public inspection in the office of the City Clerk, 685 W. Montrose 
Street, Monday through Friday between the hours of 8:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M.

Please be advised that, under State law, if you should decide to appeal a decision made with 
respect to this matter, you will need a record of the proceedings, and may need to ensure that 
a verbatim record is made.

Tracy Ackroyd, MMC
City Clerk

Daily Commercial
October 13, 2015
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