
 
CITY OF CLERMONT 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
CLERMONT CITY HALL 

AGENDA 
3:00 PM, Tuesday, May 12, 2026 

 
 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. Each speaker will be permitted 3 
minutes to address the Council.  These time limits may be extended by the Mayor or by majority vote of the Council.  To avoid 
disruption of the meeting, speakers should avoid inappropriate language, personal attacks and derogatory statements and direct 
comments to the Council.  Everyone is requested to be respectful of each other even when we disagree.  All public comments 
should be directed to the Council, and the issue at hand. Everyone should avoid personal attacks and derogatory statements.  Thank 
you for participating in your City Government. 
 

 CALL TO ORDER 
 INVOCATION & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 PROCLAMATION 
Building Safety Month  

GBS and CDIP Awareness Month  
 PRESENTATIONS 

Lake County Commissioner Sean Parks  
 PUBLIC COMMENT 
 CONSENT AGENDA 

The next portion of the meeting is the consent agenda which contains items that have been determined to be routine and non-
controversial.  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 approval of the April 21, 2026 
Council workshop and the April 28, 
2026 Council Meeting minutes. 

Item No. 2 - Purchase of Downtown Property 
 

Consider approval of downtown 
property purchase for dumpster 
enclosures. 

Item No. 3 - Request For Bid Award 
Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures  

Consider awarding bid and contract 
execution with DCRV Contracting, 
LLC in the budgeted amount of 
$258,964. 

Item No. 4 - Request For Qualification Award 
Civil Engineer Services  

Consider awarding Term Contracts to 
the top ten firms for On-Call Civil 
Engineer Services. 

Item No. 5 - Request For Proposal Award 
City Parks and Facilities 

 

Consider awarding RFP 26-064, Mobile 
Food Truck Vendor Services to the 5 
highest-ranked vendors as 
recommended by the Evaluation 
Committee. 
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CLERMONT CITY HALL 
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3:00 PM, Tuesday, May 12, 2026 

 
Item No. 6 - Piggyback Term Contract 
Refuse and Recycling Container Solutions  

Consider approval to piggyback the 
Sourcewell Term Contract No. 120324-
REH with Rehrig Pacific Company. 

Item No. 7 - Piggyback Term Contract 
SCADA Instrumentation and Control Services  

Consider approval to piggyback the 
Tohopekaliga Water Authority Term 
Contract No. RFP-25-005-02 with 
General Control Systems, Inc. 

Item No. 8 - Piggyback Purchase  
Public Services 

 

Consider purchase approval from the 
State of Florida contract number 
25100000-23-STC with Step One 
Automotive DBA Ford Crestview/ 
CDJR Fort Walton Beach to purchase 
one (1) Ford F450 in the total budgeted 
amount of $86,995. 

Item No. 9 - Piggyback Term Contract 
Information Technology 

 

Consider approval to piggyback the 
City of Mesa Term Contract No. 
2024056 with CDW Government, LLC 
to provide IT solutions, products, and 
services. 

Item No. 10 - Event and Boat Ramp Closure 
Request 
Pig on the Pond 2027 

 

Consider the event request from Friday, 
April 2 – Sunday, April 4, 2027, at 
Waterfront Park with open container in 
the approved area, fee waiver, signage 
on city property, fireworks, staff 
assistance and trail and boat ramp 
closure. 

Item No. 11 - Utility Agreement Amendment 
Hartle  

Consider approval of the First 
Amendment to Utility Service 
Agreement for Water and Wastewater. 

Item No. 12 - Resolution No. 2026-015R 
City Manager Evaluation Criteria  

Consider a resolution outlining the 
review criteria and process for the City 
Managers annual evaluation 

 NEW BUSINESS 
Item No. 13 - Variance Request 
168 E. Lakeshore Dr. 

 

Consider two variance requests: (1) To 
allow for an increase to the maximum 
Impervious Surface Area; (2) and to 
allow for a pool to be placed within the 
front yard. 

Item No. 14 - Utility Agreement Request 
Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc.  

Consider approval of a utility 
agreement for water/sewer use at 15020 
Johns Lake Road. 
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Item No. 15 - Bishop Field Design Approval 

 
Consider approval of the design and 
direction to proceed through the 
procurement process. 

 REPORTS 
 ADJOURN 

 
 

Public Notice 
Any opening invocation that is offered before the official start of the Council meeting shall be the voluntary offering of a private 
person, to and for the benefit of the Council. The views or beliefs expressed by the invocation speaker have not been previously 
reviewed or approved by the City Council or the city staff, and the City is not allowed by law to endorse the religious or non-
religious beliefs or views of such speaker. Persons in attendance at the City Council meeting are invited to stand during the opening 
invocation and to stand and recite the Pledge of Allegiance. However, such invitation shall not be construed as a demand, order, or 
any other type of command. No person in attendance at the meeting shall be required to participate in any opening invocation that 
is offered or to participate in the Pledge of Allegiance. You may remain seated within the City Council Chambers or exit the City 
Council Chambers and return upon completion of the opening invocation and/or Pledge of Allegiance if you do not wish to 
participate in or witness the opening invocation and/or the recitation of the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Meeting agendas are available on the city website and are posted within the first floor of City Hall. 

Should any person desire to appeal any decision of the City Council with respect to any matter to be considered at this meeting, 
that person shall ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings is made including all testimony and evidence upon which any 
appeal may be based (F.S. 286.0105).    

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, persons needing special accommodations to participate in this 
proceeding may contact the Office of the City Clerk at (352) 241-7331 (Voice) no later than two (2) business days prior to the 
proceeding or by contacting the City Clerk’s Office at cityclerk@clermontfl.org.  TTY users may call via 711 (Florida Relay 
Service) no later than two (2) business days prior to the proceeding. 

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. 
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PROCLAMATION 

 

 

Whereas, City of Clermont recognizes that our homes, schools, workplaces, places of 
worship, entertainment venues, and the infrastructure that supports them are safer, more 
resilient, and more sustainable when they are designed, constructed, inspected, and 
maintained in accordance with modern building codes; and    

Whereas, Building Safety Month is an annual public awareness campaign sponsored 
by the International Code Council (ICC) each May that highlights how building safety 
professionals, up-to-date building codes, and effective code administration help protect 
lives and property; and    

Whereas, the adoption, implementation, and enforcement of modern building codes, 
along with a strong system of plan review and inspection, are essential to mitigate the 
impacts of natural and human-caused hazards, thereby reducing injuries, loss of life, 
property damage, and economic disruption; and  

Whereas, code officials (building, fire, plumbing, mechanical, electrical, and 
structural) together with architects, engineers, designers, contractors, trades professionals, 
and first responders, work tirelessly to keep our community safe through professionalism, 
education, and collaboration; and    

Whereas, Building Safety Month provides an opportunity for all residents, property 
owners, and stakeholders to learn more about the importance of building safety and to 
participate in activities that promote safer, more resilient, and more sustainable structures 
across the City of Clermont.  

Now, Therefore, I, Tim Murry, Mayor of the City of Clermont in the State of Florida, 
do hereby proclaim the month of May, Two Thousand and Twenty-Six as:  
 

Building Safety Month 
 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Great Seal of the 
City of Clermont to be affixed this 12th Day of May in the year Two Thousand and Twenty-
Six. 
 
 
       __________________________  
       Tim Murry, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
________________________  
Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC 
City Clerk 

PROCLAMATION
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PROCLAMATION 

 

 

 

Whereas, the month of May is internationally recognized as “GBS and CIDP 
Awareness Month” to increase public awareness of these rare neurological disorders; and  

Whereas, Guillain-Barré Syndrome (GBS) is a rare condition that can cause rapid 
muscle weakness, paralysis, and, in severe cases, the need for life-sustaining care; and   

Whereas, Chronic Inflammatory Demyelinating Polyneuropathy (CIDP) is a rare, 
progressive disorder that may lead to weakness, numbness, and paralysis, often 
accompanied by significant pain; and  

Whereas, the cause of GBS and CIDP is unknown, and these conditions can affect 
individuals of any age, gender, or background; and   

Whereas, early diagnosis, treatment, and rehabilitation are critical to improving 
outcomes and supporting patients and families facing long and uncertain recoveries.  

Now, Therefore, I, Tim Murry, Mayor of the City of Clermont in the State of Florida, 
do hereby proclaim the month of May, Two Thousand and Twenty-Six as:  
 

GBS and CDIP Awareness Month 
 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Great Seal of the 
City of Clermont to be affixed this 12th Day of May in the year Two Thousand and Twenty-
Six. 
 
 
       __________________________  
       Tim Murry, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
________________________  
Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC 
City Clerk 

PROCLAMATION
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April 21, 2026 

 

1 
 

CALL TO ORDER 

The City Council met in a workshop session on Tuesday, April 21, 2026, in the Clermont City 
Center. Mayor Murry called the workshop to order at 1:00 pm with the following Council Members 
present: Council Members Strange, Bain, Myers and Petersen. 

Other City officials present were City Manager Van Wagner, Deputy City Manager Matthys, City 
Attorney Waugh and City Clerk Howe.  

City Manager Van Wagner gave the invocation.  

AGENDA ITEMS 

Item No. 1 – Communication 

Doris Jackson-Shazier, Shazier Coaching and Consulting, spoke to Council about how to engage 
in professional disagreement in a way that is both honest and productive. She emphasized 
balancing authenticity with respectful communication to achieve meaningful, constructive 
outcomes, highlighting key principles including modeling professionalism, emotional intelligence 
for public leaders, and defining respect and honesty in public service interactions. She noted that 
effective leadership in public settings requires maintaining civility while still expressing differing 
viewpoints clearly and constructively, with the goal of strengthening dialogue and decision-
making rather than creating conflict. 

Mayor Murry recessed the workshop at 2:48pm.  

Mayor Murry reconvened the workshop at 3:00pm. 

Item No. 2 – EMS 

City Manager Van Wagner stated that, in response to the Council’s request, the city has brought 
back discussions regarding Emergency Medical Services (EMS) services through the fire 
department. He invited Fire Chief Ezell to present more information. 

Fire Chief Ezell informed Council that after about 15 months of working with Lake County, EMS 
response times have improved with added ambulances but still fall short of the 10-minute goal and 
remain inconsistent under higher call volumes. He recommended the city move forward with its 
own Advanced Life Support (ALS) transport services to ensure more reliable, locally dedicated 
coverage, noting that planning and costs have been established. He stated that there will be an item 
on the next agenda to request a certificate from the county to allow the city to provide its own ALS 
transport services. 

Council discussed impacts on emergency response levels, funding structure, and coordination with 
Lake County.  

Fire Chief Ezell clarified that the data presented reflects only City of Clermont responses and 
excludes unincorporated areas, though the city continues to respond to emergent calls outside city 

Page 6



City of Clermont 
MINUTES 

CITY COUNCIL WORKSHOP 
April 21, 2026 

 

2 
 

limits while limiting lower-acuity responses. Council focused on understanding overall service 
demand and requested more comprehensive historical call data, as well as clarification of current 
reliance on County dispatch services and the existing Municipal Service Taxing Unit (MSTU) 
funding structure. 

Council also raised operational concerns regarding staffing, dispatch agreements, and facility 
readiness, including where ambulances would be housed as service scales up and implementation 
of aligning with future station development. Council emphasized the importance of understanding 
phased deployment, cost recovery timing, and the County Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity (COPCN) approval process required before any state licensing or service initiation, 
noting uncertainty in County approval and possible delays or legal challenges. Ultimately, Council 
agreed that additional time and information are needed before deciding on the proposed ALS 
transport initiative and requested that the item be moved to the May agenda to allow for further 
review. Council requested a comprehensive report including multi-year call data by jurisdiction 
and acuity, MSTU and billing revenue analysis, full cost and cash-flow projections, dispatch 
service structure and costs, an implementation timeline and staffing plan, a facility and ambulance 
housing strategy, updated professional studies, and comparative case studies of similar municipal 
EMS transitions, including both successful and unsuccessful examples.   

Item No. 3 – Joint discussion with Planning and Zoning Commission 

Council and Planning & Zoning Commission members discussed the need to establish clearer, 
shared standards for evaluating rezonings and conditional use permits to improve consistency, 
transparency, and predictability in decision-making. Members noted that while existing 
ordinances, comprehensive plan policies, and established code criteria govern reviews, application 
of those standards can vary, particularly in subjective areas such as desirability, compatibility, and 
overall project impact. To address this, the group explored developing a structured checklist or 
scorecard approach that translates existing code requirements, such as safety, infrastructure 
capacity, transportation, site design, and neighborhood compatibility, into more consistently 
applied evaluation factors, while ensuring decisions remain grounded in adopted legal standards. 
City Attorney Waugh emphasized that any framework must align with the code and not create 
binding criteria outside of ordinance requirements, and caution was raised regarding public records 
and procedural implications of formal scoring systems. 

The discussion also included broader concerns about development pressures, infrastructure 
capacity, traffic, emergency access, and data accuracy in planning materials, as well as the 
importance of improving pre-application guidance and communication with applicants. Members 
referenced the need for greater alignment between staff analysis, Planning and Zoning 
recommendations, and Council decision-making, while still maintaining the distinct roles of each 
body in the quasi-judicial process.  

Additional conversation addressed recent state legislative changes affecting local land use 
authority and the importance of maintaining local discretion within evolving legal constraints. 
Civility in public meetings was also discussed, with members noting the importance of respectful 
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engagement despite differing perspectives and the need to avoid adversarial or directive language 
from applicants or participants. 

Direction was given for staff to draft a proposed checklist or guiding framework based on existing 
code criteria and circulate it for review, with the intent of bringing a refined version forward to 
Council for consideration, potentially as part of an ordinance amendment in May. Members also 
discussed the possibility of incorporating clearer expectations directly into the code or future 
updates. 

 

 

 

 

ADJOURN: With no further comments, this workshop adjourned at 5:27 pm. 

 

APPROVED: 

 
       ___________________________________ 
       Tim Murry, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

 
___________________________ 
Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC 
City Clerk 
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CALL TO ORDER 

The City Council met in a regular meeting on Tuesday, April 28, 2026, at 3:30 pm in the Clermont City 
Council Chambers. Mayor Murry called the meeting to order at 3:30 pm with the following Council 
Members present: Council Members Strange, Bain, Petersen and Myers.   

Other City officials present were City Manager Van Wagner, City Attorney Waugh, Deputy City Manager 
Matthys and Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski. 

INVOCATION AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Father Mark Wajda from Blessed Sacrament Catholic Church gave the invocation, followed by the Pledge 
of Allegiance.  

PRESENTATIONS  

Deputy City Manager Matthys introduced the Champion of the Quarter Program, launched in January to 
recognize outstanding employees nominated by peers for integrity, compassion, adaptability, and 
stewardship of resources. The City Manager’s Office reviews nominations and selects a quarterly winner. 
This quarter, Lieutenant Nicholas Bloom of the Clermont Police Department was chosen from four 
nominees. Nominated by Ramsey Jimenez, he was recognized for exceeding expectations, demonstrating 
strong leadership and integrity, supporting colleagues, and fostering a positive work environment.  

Finance Director Borror presented the FY2025 independent audit reports, introduced Heather Mosier of 
Carr, Riggs & Ingram and noted she would summarize the process and findings.  

Heather Mosier presented the FY2025 audit results, reporting an unmodified opinion for both the City and 
Community Redevelopment Agency (CRA) with no material weaknesses, compliance issues, or findings. 
A required single audit related to American Rescue Plan Act (ARPA) funds also showed no issues, and all 
COVID-related funds have been fully expended. Additional required reports contained no findings, and 
new accounting standards were implemented without material impact. She noted no disagreements with 
management and concluded that the audit process was completed smoothly. 

Council Members asked follow-up questions regarding the audit, and Ms. Mosier confirmed there were no 
concerns, risks, or areas requiring additional attention, and no issues that could pose future problems. She 
noted that compared to the prior year, the audit process improved and ran more smoothly, with minimal 
recommendations, as earlier transition and new standard implementation issues had been resolved. Staff 
further informed the public that audit reports, including the city and CRA audits and a simplified Popular 
Annual Financial Report (PAFR), are available on the city’s website for review. 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

Paula Hoisington, 564 E. DeSoto Street – raised concerns about reports that a recruitment firm, Lean 
Solutions Group, may be contacting current city managers regarding a potential Clermont City Manager 
search without public discussion. She requested clarification and an investigation into whether the activity 
was legitimate or unauthorized. 

Kurt Schuh, Clermont resident – urged remembrance of fallen service members and the sacrifices made in 
past wars ahead of Memorial Day. 
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Council discussed concerns regarding an alleged confidential City Manager recruitment effort involving 
Lean Solutions Group, with both staff and Council confirming no prior knowledge or authorization of any 
such search. The City Attorney advised that any legitimate recruitment would require Council approval and 
agreed to begin fact-finding to determine the validity of the claim and whether the City’s name was being 
improperly used. 

AGENDA CHANGES 

There were no changes to the agenda.  

CONSENT AGENDA 

Mayor Murry 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 approval of the April 14, 2026, Council 

Meeting minutes. 
 
Item No. 2 – Easement Request Consider Assignment of Easement Rights for 

the widening of Hartwood Marsh Road. 
  
Item No. 3 – Grant Acceptance Consider $250,000 grant acceptance from the 
Fire Dept.  Live Well Foundation of South Lake for the 

purchase and installation of Safe Haven Baby 
Boxes. 

 
Item No. 4 – Resolution No. 2026-010R Consider approval to remove accounts receivable 

and write-off $182,882.13 as a bad debt expense 
from the Business Tax Registration Program 
repealed during Fiscal Year 2025. 

 
Item No. 5 – Resolution No. 2026-012R Consider approval of recommended updates to 
Investment Policy Update the city's investment policy. 
 
Item No. 6 – Grant Agreement Approval for  Consider approval to utilize the Intelligence 
Cybersecurity Grant Program Request & Information System (IRIS) to perform 
Florida Local Government criminal investigations and process intelligence 

information.  
 
Item No. 7 – Task Order Approval Consider Task Order approval with Halff 

Associates, Inc. to provide Civil Engineering 
services to complete Fire Station #2 Remodel for 
a total value of $67,500. 
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Item No. 8 – Task Order Approval Consider Task Order approval with Halff 
Road Reconstruction Associates, Inc. to provide civil engineering and 

surveying services to complete Fran Mar Court 
for a total budgeted amount of $111,827.50. 

 
Item No. 9 – Task Order Approval Consider Task Order approval with Halff  
Road Reconstruction Associates, Inc. to provide civil engineering and 

surveying services to complete Carolyn Drive for 
a total budgeted amount of $111,927.50. 

 
Vincent Niemiec pulled Consent Agenda Item No. 2.  

Council Member Myers motioned to approve Consent Agenda items 1, 3-9. Seconded by 
Council Member Petersen.  

Council Member Bain discussed Consent Agenda Item No. 4 regarding the write-off of approximately 
$183,000 in unpaid business tax debt dating back to 2006 and requested confirmation that reasonable 
collection efforts would continue to ensure consistent enforcement standards. Council and staff discussed 
the City’s elimination of business tax receipts and noted that continued collection is a policy decision, with 
staff recommending against expending additional resources on collection due to the age of the accounts and 
the likelihood that many businesses are no longer in operation. 

The motion passed 5-0 with all members present voicing aye. 

Item No. 2 – Easement Request  

Vincent Niemiec, Regency Hills – expressed concern about the cost of relocating utilities for the Hartwood 
Marsh expansion project and questioned who would be responsible for those expenses. He referenced Lake 
County’s $12 million loan and suggested the issue had been known for years, raising concerns about 
potential city costs and taxpayer impact, and requested clarification on funding responsibility and how the 
utility relocation decision was made. 

Assistant Director of Public Services Maiworm explained that the utilities were located within county right-
of-way, and, per the county permit agreement, the city is responsible for relocating them if roadway 
expansion requires it. He noted this is a standard obligation for utilities placed in public right-of-way, that 
the project has been planned and budgeted for over several years, and that the utilities will be relocated into 
a dedicated easement along Kings Ridge to facilitate the expansion.  

Council discussed that utility placements within roadway rights-of-way often result from earlier planning 
decisions made before future expansion needs were fully anticipated. Staff explained that utility relocation 
is a standard requirement during road improvement projects and is typically accounted for within long-term 
capital planning and budgeting. 

Mayor Murry opened public comments. There were no comments. Mayor Murry closed public comments.  

Council Member Petersen motioned to approve Consent Agenda Item No. 2. Seconded by 
Council Member Myers. The motion passed 5-0 with all members present voicing aye. 
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UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

Item No. 10 – Ordinance No. 2026-011, Amend Community Development District Final 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, 
FLORIDA, AMENDING ORDINANCE 2022-018 TO CONTRACT THE 
BOUNDARIES OF THE WELLNESS RIDGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DISTRICT LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY OF CLERMONT, FLORIDA; 
DESCRIBING THE BOUNDARIES OF THE LAND TO BE REMOVED FROM THE 
WELLNESS RIDGE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT AND 
DESCRIBING THE NEW EXTERNAL BOUNDARY OF THE WELLNESS RIDGE 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT AFTER CONTRACTION; PROVIDING 
FOR ALL OTHER CONDITIONS TO REMAIN UNCHANGED; PROVIDING FOR 
SEVERABILITY AND REPEAL; PROVIDING FOR ADMINISTRATIVE 
CORRECTION OF SCRIVENERS ERROR;  PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE; AND PROVIDING FOR RECORDING. 

 

Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 

Development Services Planner Kruse presented the item. The Petitioner, the Wellness Ridge Community 
Development District (CDD), is requesting to amend the current CDD Ordinance No. 2022-018 to contract 
the boundary of the district by 0.08 acres.  

This revised request has been made by the petitioner, omitting the original request to add property known 
as "Sanctuary at Wellness Ridge." The current boundary includes 574.01 acres of land within the district, 
which is known as the Wellness Ridge Development. The contraction includes a small portion of the 
neighborhood non-residential center that should not be subject to the CDD. The small contraction parcel 
has no home sites on it and no infrastructure in the district. The removal of this would have no impact or 
effect on the current homeowners in the district. The request would decrease the boundary district to 
approximately 573.93 acres. 

As part of the review, city staff requested one condition be placed into the ordinance. It is under Section 5, 
Board Turnover. This condition has been added to protect the current lot owners from extending the time 
period of the turnover of the CDD. The creation of the CDD is governed under Chapter 190 of the Florida 
Statutes. Within Lake County, there are close to 60 CDD’s in existence, of which four are in the City of 
Clermont. The original CDD was presented and approved by City Council on May 10, 2022, for the 
Wellness Ridge property.  

The City Council’s role is to hear the petition and vote to either approve or deny the requested contraction 
of the boundary of the Wellness Ridge CDD. The city received objection emails from some of the property 
owners for the original expansion and contraction petition, however no objections have been received for 
the contraction only. 

This agenda item was tabled at the April 14 meeting to allow the petitioner to amend their request and 
remove the expansion portion of the CDD boundary. Staff recommended approval of Ordinance 2026-011, 
subject to condition outlined under Section 5, Board Turnover. 
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Jan Carpenter, counsel for the Wellness Ridge Community Development District (CDD), explained that 
instead of pursuing a previously proposed expansion, they are now only requesting a minor boundary 
contraction. This adjustment involves less than a tenth of an acre along a roadway and is necessary to correct 
a surveying error that occurred once the road was properly constructed. She emphasized that this change is 
purely administrative and will not affect the district’s budget, infrastructure, or residents in any way. 

Mayor Murry opened the public hearing.  

Joe Fumasi, 2693 Jumping Jack Way – requested denial, claiming the CDD is not acting independently and 
is instead serving the developer. He also cited ongoing infrastructure failures, including roads not meeting 
city standards, and urged action before any further approvals. 

Mayor Murry closed the public hearing. 

Discussion ensued on clarifying that the hearing was only about a very minor boundary contraction rather 
than the broader CDD itself, which had already been approved. It was explained that the change is required 
due to a surveying error and must go through a formal petition process under Florida law and does not 
provide a mechanism to dissolve or reconsider the entire CDD. 

Lane Register of Lennar Homes clarified that the small parcel in question was mistakenly included in the 
CDD due to timing issues between its establishment and final roadway design, specifically the addition of 
a turn lane. He explained the land is owned by a separate entity not part of the CDD, making the adjustment 
a necessary administrative correction, and noted that denying the petition would not impact Lennar but 
would negatively affect the actual property owner. 

Discussion clarified that the small parcel contraction does not invalidate the district but instead corrects an 
error to return responsibility to the proper property owner. It was explained that the CDD manages 
infrastructure such as stormwater systems within its boundaries, while the Municipal Service Taxing Unit 
(MSTU) and Homeowners Association (HOA) handle landscaping and maintenance, though some overlap 
has caused confusion. Council members stressed the need to clearly define these roles, and Mr. Register 
noted that a separate CDD for the Sanctuary area will be proposed, along with an interlocal agreement to 
ensure coordination and shared responsibility, particularly for stormwater management and environmental 
stewardship. 

Council Member Strange Motioned to approve Item No. 10. Seconded by Council Member 
Myers. The motion passed by roll call 4-1 with Council Member Petersen opposed. 

 

The next three items were heard together and voted on separately. 

Item No. 11 – Ordinance No. 2026-015, Kohl’s Annexation Final 
 

AN ORDINANCE UNDER THE CODE OF ORDINANCES 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 CONFLICT, SEVERABILITY, 
ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION OF SCRIVENERS ERROR, RECORDING, 
PUBLICATION AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 
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Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 
 
Item No. 12 – Ordinance No. 2026-016, Kohl’s SSCPA Final 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, 
ADOPTING THE SMALL-SCALE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT FOR 
THE CITY OF CLERMONT, FLORIDA, PURSUANT TO THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING ACT, CHAPTER 163, PART II, 
FLORIDA STATUTES; SETTING FORTH THE AUTHORITY FOR ADOPTION OF 
THE SMALL-SCALE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT; SETTING FORTH 
THE PURPOSE AND INTENT OF THE SMALL-SCALE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
AMENDMENT; PROVIDING FOR THE ADOPTION OF THE SMALL-SCALE 
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT; ESTABLISHING THE LEGAL STATUS 
OF THE SMALL SCALE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT; PROVIDING 
FOR CONFLICT, SEVERABILITY, ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION OF 
SCRIVENERS ERROR, PUBLICATION AND EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 
 
Item No. 13 – Ordinance No. 2026-017, Kohl’s Rezoning Final 

AN ORDINANCE UNDER THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA AMENDING THE OFFICIAL ZONING 
MAP OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT REFERRED TO IN CHAPTER 122 OF 
ORDINANCE NO. 289-C, CODE OF ORDINANCES; REZONING THE REAL 
PROPERTIES DESCRIBED HEREIN AS SHOWN BELOW; PROVIDING FOR 
CONFLICT, SEVERABILITY, ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION OF SCRIVENERS 
ERROR, RECORDING, PUBLICATION AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 

Development Services Planner Gonzalez presented the items. The applicant is requesting a voluntary 
annexation, a small-scale comprehensive plan amendment, and a rezoning of the subject parcel for the 
purpose of providing the existing commercial uses with enhanced city services. The property is 
approximately 15.9 acres and is located at 12305 US Highway 27.  

Through coordination with the city’s Development Liaison, Zane Ertel, the City identified the site as a 
candidate for annexation, which was determined to be mutually beneficial for both the property owner and 
the City. 

The subject property is located within the Interlocal Service Boundary Agreement (ISBA) area as well as 
the Joint Planning Area (JPA). It is contiguous to the city limits along its southern and eastern boundary, 
satisfying the statutory requirement for adjacency. 

The city already provides sewer service to the site, and annexation would extend additional municipal 
services, including Police and Fire, ensuring a unified and efficient level of service. 

The property meets all applicable requirements for voluntary annexation as outlined in Section 171.044, 
Florida Statutes, and is contiguous to the existing city limits. 
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The proposed map amendment will change the future land use designation from Lake County’s Urban Low 
to the City’s Commercial designation. The property is currently developed with a commercial retail 
department store. Policy 1.12.3 of the City’s Comprehensive Plan encourages voluntary annexations, 
stating: The City shall encourage requests for voluntary annexation into the City when those lands are 
logical extensions of the existing City limits, when services can be properly provided, and when proposed 
uses are compatible with the City's Comprehensive Plan. 

The property is located along the US Highway 27 corridor, an area characterized by established and planned 
commercial uses. Annexation of this site is a logical extension of the city boundary and is consistent and 
compatible with the existing development pattern along this corridor.  

Staff have reviewed the request and found that the proposed comprehensive plan amendment meets the 
requirements for voluntary annexation, that the City is capable of serving the property, and that the request 
is consistent with the City’s Comprehensive Plan. 

The proposed rezoning would change the designation from Lake County’s Planned Unit Development 
(PUD) to the city’s C-2 General Commercial Zoning district.  

The property was originally developed under Lake County’s PUD, Resolution No. 1994-110 (Spring 
Valley), which entitled the area for 546 single family residential units and 20 acres for up to 160,000 square 
feet of commercial development. The property owner, Spring Valley, LTD, entered into a utility service 
agreement with the City on October 1, 1999, to receive wastewater services.  

As the PUD area has reached full development and no remaining entitlements or land use conditions apply 
to Kohl’s parcel, the City’s C-2 General Commercial designation is the most appropriate zoning district. C-
2 General Commercial is consistent with the existing use, aligns with the City’s commercial standards along 
the US 27 corridor, and removes the need to rely on an outdated PUD document. Rezoning to C-2 General 
Commercial zoning will ensure consistent development regulations, signage standards, and administrative 
procedures for this established commercial parcel. 

Staff have reviewed the applicant’s proposal and find the proposed zoning at this location is compatible 
with the uses in the area. The requested C-2 General Commercial designation is consistent with the City’s 
Comprehensive Plan, Land Development Regulations. 

Staff recommended approval of Ordinance No. 2026-015, Ordinance No. 2026-016 and Ordinance No. 
2026-017. 

Development Services Planner Gonzalez noted that the item was coordinated with the city’s Development 
Liaison Zane Ertel and applicant representatives, including coordination with the applicant’s corporate and 
retail offices located out of state. Although the applicant was not present, he indicated that Mr. Ertel was 
available to respond to any questions. 

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

Council Member Strange motioned to approve Item No. 11. Seconded by Council Member 
Myers. The motion passed by roll call 5-0 with all members present voicing aye. 
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Council Member Petersen motioned to approve Ordinance No. 2026-016. Seconded by 
Council Member Myers. The motion passed by roll call 5-0 with all members present 
voicing aye. 
 
Council Member Petersen motioned to approve Ordinance No. 2026-017. Seconded by 
Council Member Myers. The motion passed by roll call 5-0 with all members present 
voicing aye. 

 

The next two items were heard together and voted on separately. 

Item No. 14 – Ordinance No. 2026-018, Sanitation Impact Fees Final 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, 
FLORIDA AMENDING CHAPTER 30, SOLID WASTE, OF THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT CITY CODE, CREATING A NEW ARTICLE III, SOLID WASTE 
IMPACT FEE; SECTION 30-33, FEE IMPOSITION; SECTION 30-34, ADOPTION OF 
TECHNICAL REPORT AS BASIS OF IMPACT FEES; SECTION 30-35, 
DEFINITIONS; SECTION 30-36, DETERMINATION OF FEE; SECTION 30-37, 
COLLECTION OF SOLID WASTE IMPACT; SECTION 30-38, SOLID WASTE 
IMPACT FEE SCHEDULE; SECTION 30-39, USE OF FUNDS COLLECTED; 
SECTION 30-40, EXEMPTIONS; SECTION 30-41, INTERPRETATION OF ARTICLE 
AND FEE SCHEDULE; SECTION 30-42, EFFECT ON OTHER REGULATIONS AND 
REQUIREMENTS; SECTION 30-43, ALTERNATIVE CALCULATION OF SOLID 
WASTE IMPACT FEES; AND SECTION 30-44, APPEALS; AND SECTION 30-45, 
UPDATING, ANNUAL REPORTING, AND AUDITS; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICT, 
SEVERABILITY, CODIFICATION, ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION OF 
SCRIVENER’S ERRORS, PUBLICATION AND EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 
 
Item No. 15 – Resolution No. 2026-013R, Fee Schedule Amendment 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE FEE SCHEDULE FOR IMPACT FEES; 
PROVIDING FOR CONFLICT, SEVERABILITY, ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION 
OF SCRIVENERS ERROR, PUBLICATION AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 

Public Services Assistant Director Maiworm introduced consultant Kevin Winslow of Innovative Technical 
Solutions, who participated in preparing the city’s impact fee study and indicated that he would provide a 
brief presentation. Kevin Winslow of Innovative Technical Solutions presented the city’s impact fee study, 
explaining the methodology used to calculate fees based on Florida Statute 163.31801 and emphasizing 
that the fees apply only to new development.  
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He outlined the cost components included in the analysis, such as collection bins, a proposed transfer 
station, collection vehicles, and administrative costs, and described how per-unit costs were derived using 
current city service data, with adjustments for residential and commercial users; he also provided estimated 
potential annual revenue based on projected new growth and concluded by offering to answer questions. 

Mayor Murry opened public comment. There were no comments. Mayor Murry closed public comments.  

Council Member Bain sought clarification on the impact fee for bins, and Public Services Assistant Director 
Maiworm confirmed each new customer receives one solid waste and one recycling bin at permitting, with 
additional bins charged separately. He explained the fee is collected at development and shifts future system 
expansion costs to new growth, with planning still in early stages. 

Mayor Murry questioned the proposed 675 tons per day transfer station capacity, noting it may be outdated 
due to growth, and Public Services Assistant Director Maiworm responded that it was based on buildout 
assumptions and would be refined during design, especially if outside service is considered. The mayor also 
raised concerns about recycling costs and efficiency, which he was informed would be further reviewed 
during upcoming budget discussions. 

Council Member Strange motioned to approve Item No. 14, Ordinance No. 2026-018. 
Seconded by Council Member Petersen. The motion passed by roll call 5-0 with all 
members present voicing aye. 

  

Council Member Strange motioned to approve Item No. 15, Resolution No. 2026-013R. 
Seconded by Council Member Myers. The motion passed 5-0 with all members present 
voicing aye. 
 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

Item No. 16 – Surplus Property Sale 

Development Services Director Henschel reported that Council previously declared surplus a 5,220-square-
foot parcel from the former lumber yard development intended for a city lift station. The city received a 
single $100 sealed bid from adjacent property owner Brian Hess. Mr. Hess intends to maintain the property 
as landscaped open space to serve as a buffer to the lift station, with potential future improvements such as 
a garage or wall. Staff recommended acceptance of the offer with conditions requiring the parcel to be 
combined with his adjacent property and limited to uses consistent with residential buffering and open 
space. 

Mayor Murry opened public comments. 

Brian Hess, 1166 Short Street – thank you in advance.  

Mayor Murry closed public comments.  

Council Member Bain stated that he met with the property owner on site to review the parcel and noted that 
the area appears to function as part of the adjacent property.  
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Mayor Murry noted prior discussions with the property owner regarding concerns about the lift station’s 
proximity and emphasized the need to maintain the stipulations limiting the parcel to buffering use only to 
prevent future conflicts. He supported allowing improvements such as a garage or buffer wall, provided the 
buffer function and restrictions remain in place. 

Council Member Petersen motioned to approve the sale of the surplus property. Seconded 
by Council Member Myers. The motion passed 5-0 with all members present voicing aye. 
 

Item No. 17 – Surplus City Property 

Development Services Director Henschel presented a request to surplus a 1,335-square-foot city-owned 
remnant parcel located between the new Lumberyard lift station and adjacent private property. Staff 
explained the parcel was unintentionally left over after surveying, serves no public use, would create 
ongoing maintenance responsibility, and would sit between two fences after construction, and therefore 
recommended it be declared surplus while retaining a utility easement. 

Mayor Murry opened public comments. There were no comments. Mayor Murry closed public comments.  

Council discussed the proposed surplus of the property with concerns raised that the parcel may be part of 
a larger contiguous city-owned corridor that could be needed for future trail expansion, buffering, or park 
use. While staff explained the intent was to eliminate a leftover maintenance piece and align property 
boundaries for adjacent ownership while retaining utility easements, several Council Members expressed 
uncertainty about declaring the land surplus before a broader long-term plan for the corridor is established, 
noting ongoing survey and boundary confusion and the potential value of the strip for future public use. 
The item was ultimately discussed as potentially premature, with a suggestion made to table it, pending 
further input from consultants and clarification of long-term plans for the area. 

Council Member Petersen motioned to table the item. Seconded by Council Member 
Myers. 

Mayor Murry asked whether a specific date was required in the motion if the item was being postponed. 
City Attorney Waugh advised that a date should be included in the motion, or alternatively, the item could 
be postponed indefinitely.  

Council Member Petersen amended his motion to postpone the item indefinitely. Seconded 
by Council Member Myers. 

Council discussed whether to postpone the item or vote it down and bring it back later, with clarification 
that it could be postponed with or without a set date, including indefinitely. Council agreed that postponing 
the item was the best option to allow more time and revisit it in the future. 

  The motion passed 5-0 with all members present voicing aye. 
 

Council Member Bain requested a ten-minute recess.  

Mayor Murry recessed the meeting at 5:30pm. 

Mayor Murry reconvened the meeting at 5:40pm.  
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Item No. 18 – Variance Requests, 4519 Lions Gate Ave.  

Development Services Planner Day presented the variance request. The applicant, Jean Malaquias, is 
requesting three variances to the Land Development Code as a result of a pending code enforcement case 
for installed pavers without a city zoning clearance. The property is within the Hartwood Landing 
Subdivision and is designated with the Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning district by Ordinance No. 
2019-09. 

The first variance request is to allow for a side yard setback to be less than the minimum five foot required 
by Ordinance No. 2019-09. This would allow for the existing paver walkways, which are estimated to be 
210 sq ft each, to remain on the property encroaching into the side yard setbacks at zero feet on each side 
of the property.  

The second variance request is to allow for a rear yard setback to be less than the minimum five foot required 
by Ordinance No. 2019-09. This would allow for the nonconforming astroturf, that was existing on the 
property prior to the pavers being installed, to encroach into the rear yard setback at zero feet from the rear 
property line.  

If the first two variance requests are approved, the impervious surface ratio would increase to an estimated 
90 percent. Requiring a third variance request to allow for an increase to the maximum 75 percent 
impervious surface ratio that is permitted per lot by Ordinance No. 2019-09. 

The applicant has indicated that the area was flooding prior to the installation of the pavers on the property. 
The lot layout indicates stormwater flows from the back to the front of the property. In order to account of 
the flooding that has been occurring on the property, the applicant proceeded to have two French drains and 
the pavers installed on the sides of the property. The French drains help direct the stormwater towards the 
road in order for the development’s main stormwater drainage to catch the excess runoff. The applicant 
mentioned a practical hardship and claims that the work was necessary due to the property flooding within 
the walkways towards the back of their property. The applicant is willing to execute any required 
agreements or accept reasonable conditions for approval of the requests. 

Upon review of the applicant’s request, staff are unable to support the variances requested. Land 
Development Code Section 125-484 specifies PUDs are specifically approved after thorough evaluation of 
the project’s concept plan by the City Council. Ordinance No. 2019-09 was approved for minimum side 
and rear yard setbacks of five feet from the property lines to accommodate for the minimum Drainage and 
Utility Easements required on each lot. Allowing encroachment into these easements and increasing the 
developable area may negatively impact the abutting properties and the subdivision’s overall stormwater 
capacity. 

Under LDC Section 101-246, a variance may only be granted with a positive finding on all review criteria. 
Staff find the application fails to meet three of the five required criteria. Therefore, staff recommends denial 
of the variance request 

The homeowner, Jean Malaquias requested approval, stating the improvements were installed to address 
long-standing drainage issues and functioned effectively during the 2024 hurricane season without causing 
runoff impacts to neighboring properties. She noted staff had found partial compliance with review criteria, 
emphasized neighbor support and lack of objections, and asked Council to consider actual site performance 
and approve the variance with any appropriate conditions.  
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Myro Murry opened public comments.  

Kenneth Britter, 4523 Lions Gate Ave. – stated he has no objection to the variance if drainage impacts are 
improved. They emphasized concern about excess water running off onto their property and requested that 
any changes reduce that impact. 

Council Member Strange asked whether Mr. Britter observed a difference in water runoff between the astro 
turf and the pavers. He responded that his observations were focused between the house and fence and did 
not specifically distinguish between the two surfaces, and he could not confirm any difference in runoff, 
also noting the fence placement and ownership along the property line. 

Mayor Murry closed public comments.  

Council discussed the variance request, focusing on drainage concerns between homes, the impact of pavers 
and astroturf on water runoff, and compliance with the 75 percent impervious surface limit. Council 
Members spoke about potential solutions such as gutters, French drains, or modifying materials, while also 
raising concerns about setting precedent, Homeowners Association (HOA) and permitting issues, and 
broader neighborhood impacts, with general agreement on the need to balance property access with 
responsible stormwater management. 

Council Member Bain motioned to approve variance number 1 and not approve the 2nd and 
3rd variances.  

Council Member Bain explained that he supported allowing pavers for side yard access but opposed any 
increase to impervious surface limits or reduced setbacks caused by astroturf, stating the property should 
meet existing code and only the first variance should be approved. 

Council Member Strange second the motion for purpose of discussion.  

Council also reviewed evidence showing significant water accumulation on the neighbor’s property, raising 
concerns about impacts on adjacent properties. During the discussion City Attorney Waugh advised caution 
against council acting as engineers while noting they may impose conditions and reiterating that the burden 
remains on the applicant to justify the variance. 

Council Member Bain withdrew his motion.  

Council Member Strange motioned to approve the pavers on the east side of the property 
where the neighbor also has pavers. Seconded by Council Member Myers. 

Council discussed whether approving the variance would set a precedent, with City Attorney Waugh 
clarifying that each variance is considered on its own merits. Council Member Bain expressed concern that 
the applicant had not demonstrated sufficient justification for the variance and that council was assuming 
responsibility for substantiating the request, stating he could not support the request and suggesting denial, 
with Council Member Myers concurring. 

Council Member Strange noted the applicant had neighbor support and proposed a compromise to approve 
only the existing pavers on one side while addressing the remaining issues separately, including denying 
other variances to reduce runoff and stay within the 75 percent limit. 
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Council Member Strange amended the motion to approve the pavers on the east side that 
join the neighbor who has pavers and deny the rest of the variance. Seconded by Council 
Member Myers. The motion passed 4-1 with Council Member Bain opposed. 

 

Council had a discussion about administrative variances, with staff explaining that some jurisdictions allow 
staff to approve limited variances, often within a small percentage range, if certain criteria are met, but this 
would require clear policies and guidelines; Council Member Strange explored whether this approach could 
help streamline similar cases in the future, while Mayor Murry expressed concern about giving staff too 
much discretion, preferring that variance decisions continue to come before Council on a case-by-case basis 
to ensure oversight and consistency. 

Council provided consensus that staff may bring forward a formal proposal in the future for Council to 
review and decide on, separate from the current case. 

Item No. 19 – Resolution No. 2026-007R, Immanuel Temple Church CUP 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, GRANTING AN AMENDMENT TO CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT, RESOLUTION NO. 760, TO EXPAND THE EXISTING CHURCH USE 
LOCATED IN THE R-3 RESIDENTIAL/PROFESSIONAL ZONING DISTRICT, 
PROVIDING FOR CONFLICT, SEVERABILITY, ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION 
OF SCRIVENERS ERROR, PUBLICATION AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 

Development Services Planner Day presented the item. The applicant, Michael Latham with GatorSktch, 
is requesting to amend and replace Resolution No. 760, to expand their existing church use to parcels 
designated with the R-3 Residential/Professional Zoning District. The properties, as shown on the map 
highlighted in yellow, are located east of the Bloxam Avenue and E Montrose Street intersection and are 
approximately .933 acres. 

The church located at 709 E Montrose Street, designated on the map shown as Area 3, is proposing to 
expand their use to construct a new 2,250sqft building on 743 E Montrose Street, depicted on the map as 
Area 1. The existing building, located in Area 1, has a legal nonconforming church use that has been 
operating in conjunction with the church since 1992, based on the information provided on Lake County 
Property Appraiser’s website. The proposed expansion is being requested so that the church may be able to 
accommodate their anticipated growth.  

The new sanctuary would provide approximately 130 seats and allow the church to separate its uses between 
buildings. The current sanctuary would be repurposed for Sunday School use, while 709 E. Montrose Street 
would support ancillary functions and provide for overflow parking when needed. 

The applicant is requesting three waivers along with their request to redevelop the church in a way to make 
use of their size constrained parcels. The first would be to allow for off-site parking within a parcel outside 
of the Central Business Zoning District, required by Land Development Code Section 115-17. This would 
allow the church to utilize all three sites to accommodate for the minimum parking requirements. Parking 
spaces would be placed mainly on the vacant parcel north of 743 E Montrose Street, designated as Area 2 
on the map. While 709 and 743 E Montrose Street would provide seven stalls on each site. 
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The second and third waivers are requested to allow for a reduction to the minimum landscape requirements 
per Land Development Code sec. 123-43(d). The applicant is proposing to reduce the landscape buffer 
width from ten feet to five feet. As well as a reduction to the minimum amount of plantings for the perimeter 
buffers. Both areas in which the reduction would occur would be along the side and rear property lines for 
743 E Montrose St. and the vacant parcel to the north. This would allow the applicant to improve the site 
while still complying with the applicable land development code requirements such as parking, stormwater, 
and accessibility, while still providing screening between the abutting properties. 

Staff have reviewed the application and found that the use would not be more obnoxious to the district due 
to the properties not having any substantial code case complaints made since the church has been in 
operation. The proposed expansion of the use does not appear to be detrimental to the health, safety, and 
welfare of the surrounding community; and the city’s comprehensive plan supports Public 
Facilities/Institutional land uses, such as churches, within residential land use categories pending approval 
of a conditional use permit. 

The city had received a letter of opposition from the property located at 711 E Montrose Street proposing 
conditions to rescind their letter. Since the letter has been received, the applicant and property owner have 
worked out the requested conditions. The Planning and Zoning board recommended approval 7-0 with the 
adoption of the proposed conditions to the resolution.  

Staff have no evidence that the proposed use cannot meet the general criteria for granting a Conditional 
Use Permit, per Land Development Code Sec. 101-212, and recommends approval of the Conditional Use 
Permit with the conditions contained in Resolution No. 2026-007R. 

Michael Latham with GatorSketch Architects stated he was present and available to answer any questions 
from Council.  

Mayor Murry opened public comment.  

Denise Latner, 711 E. Montrose Street – stated she supported aspects of the proposal but opposed reducing 
the easement between properties from 10 feet to 5 feet, and requested that the easement remain at 10 feet; 
she also raised concerns regarding maintaining non-asphalt parking areas and emphasized the need for 
improved drought-tolerant landscaping due to the project’s increased footprint. 

Mayor Murry closed public comment.  

Council discussed the requested reduction from a 10-foot to a 5-foot setback, with Mr. Latham explaining 
that maintaining the 10-foot setback would make the project unbuildable as designed; he further outlined 
site plan constraints including building placement, parking layout, drainage flow, and required buffering, 
noting the reduced setback is necessary to meet code-required parking and circulation standards while 
maintaining cohesive site design and functional access. 

Council also heard concerns from the property owner of 711 E. Montrose Street, Ms. Latner, regarding loss 
of backyard access due to fencing and the importance of maintaining utility access easements, while 
confirming that one site area would remain unchanged under existing Planning & Zoning Commission 
conditions. A document was shown that separated the project into SPA1, SPA2, and SPA3, which was used 
during discussion to clarify the specific conditions and improvements associated with each area.  
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Additional discussion focused on ensuring adequate landscaping treatment for the overall development, 
with consideration given to whether enhanced standards beyond current code requirements should be 
applied through the site plan approval process due to the project’s scale and visibility. 

Council Member Strange motioned to approve Item No. 19, Resolution No. 2026-007R 
with the added condition the property be compliant with our residential landscaping code 
adopting the New Yard Pattern Book plans and that it goes through staff for those 
conditions. Seconded by Council Member Petersen.   

Mr. Latham sought clarification on which site planning areas corresponded to the neighbor’s landscaping 
concerns, confirming that SPA1’s existing shrub and tree buffering on the east side was acceptable, SPA3 
would retain the requested landscaping and buffering with no changes, and SPA2 would include a fence 
but remain grass without paving. Staff and the applicant confirmed that SPA1 would remain gravel and 
reiterated that no additional paving was proposed in the areas discussed. 

 
Council Member Strange amended the motion to approve Item No. 19, Resolution No. 
2026-007R with the added condition that areas 3 and 1 be compliant with our residential 
landscaping code adopting the New Yard Pattern Book plans and that it goes through staff 
for those conditions. Seconded by Council Member Petersen. The motion passed 5-0 with 
all members present voicing aye 
 

Item No. 20 – Resolution No. 2026-009R, Wahlburgers at Home Depot CUP 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, GRANTING A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW FOR 
A FOOD TRUCK TO OPERATE ON AN IMPROVED PARCEL LOCATED IN THE C-
2 GENERAL COMMERCIAL ZONING DISTRICT, PROVIDING FOR CONFLICT, 
SEVERABILITY, ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION OF SCRIVENERS ERROR, 
PUBLICATION AND AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

 
Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 

Development Services Planner Gonzalez presented the item. The applicant, Adaptive Provisions LLC, is 
requesting a Conditional Use Permit to allow the operation of a Mobile Food Dispensing Vehicle (MFDV) 
on an improved parcel designated within the C-2 General Commercial Zoning District. The proposed 
location is 1530 E. Highway 50, within the Home Depot parking lot. 

The food trailer is proposed to be located near the Pro Section of Home Depot on the east side of the facility, 
positioned at least 10 feet from the building. The placement will not impede the designated fire lane. The 
final location will be confirmed during site review to ensure compliance with all applicable building and 
fire safety codes. The food trailer will also require connection to electrical power from Home Depot, for 
which the applicant will obtain the necessary permits prior to installation and operation. Additionally, the 
applicant has indicated that a contracted service provider will handle the collection and disposal of 
greywater and waste oil. 

The applicant proposes to operate a single food trailer, Wahlburgers, offering take-out service only. The 
use is intended to be family friendly in nature and will not involve alcohol service, amplified entertainment, 
or late-night operations.  
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The proposed hours of operation are seven days a week, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., consistent with Home 
Depot’s business hours. The applicant has provided written authorization from Home Depot allowing the 
use of the property, including access to restroom facilities for patrons and mop sinks for operational needs. 

The City’s Land Development Code does not identify Mobile Food Dispensing Vehicle’s as a permitted 
use within the C-2 General Commercial district. As such, Section 125-313 requires approval of a 
Conditional Use Permit for this type of operation. Although the C-2 General Commercial district permits 
restaurants and food establishments when conducted within an enclosed structure, staff find that the 
proposed use is compatible with the district and would not be more objectionable than other permitted uses. 

Additionally, due to the recent food truck applications presented to the Planning and Zoning Commission 
and City Council, Council has directed staff to prepare an ordinance that would allow food trucks/trailers 
or mobile food service operations meeting approved conditions to be permitted, eliminating the need for a 
Conditional Use Permit. This ordinance amendment will be brought forward to both the Planning and 
Zoning Commission and City Council for consideration. 

When evaluating a request for a Conditional Use Permit, the Land Development Code, Section 101-212, 
requires specific development standards that are required to be met. Staff have reviewed the application as 
submitted in accordance with the development standards criteria and find the proposed use can meet the 
general criteria for granting a Conditional Use Permit. The proposed use will not be detrimental to the 
health, safety and welfare of the surrounding community.  Staff recommended approval of the Conditional 
Use Permit with the conditions contained in Resolution No. 2026-009R.  

Briana, NSO Manager for Wahlburgers Adaptive, and Eden, Head of Training and Development, presented 
a proposal to bring a Wahlburgers concept location to the Home Depot site in Clermont. They outlined the 
company’s current Florida locations and explained their focus on expanding into growing communities, 
emphasizing job creation and a family-friendly environment, and stated they were available to answer any 
questions from Council. 

Mayor Murry opened public comment.  

Vincent Niemiec, Regency Hills – supported the food truck idea, noting it meets basic requirements and 
fits well in the Home Depot commercial area as a convenient option for customers. 

Mayor Murry closed public comment.  

Council Member Myers motioned to approve Item No. 20, Resolution No. 2026-009R. 
Seconded by Council Member Petersen. The motion passed 5-0 with all members present 
voicing aye 

 

Item No. 21 – Resolution No. 2026-014R, FYE 2026 Budget Amendment #2 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CLERMONT, LAKE 
COUNTY, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING BUDGET AMENDMENTS FOR THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2025-2026. 

 
Deputy City Clerk Wisniewski read the title aloud. 
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Finance Director Borror presented a proposed budget amendment to fund four sworn officers and four 
community service officers, with an estimated $480,962 impact to the general fund and $480,000 from the 
police impact fund for vehicles, then turned it over to Police Chief Graczyk for operational justification. 

Police Chief Graczyk outlined the department’s request for four additional sworn officers and four 
community service officers, citing rapid population growth, increased service demands, and current staffing 
below recommended ratios. He noted overall crime is down 15 percent despite some increases in specific 
categories, and emphasized that additional officers would improve patrol coverage, visibility, and proactive 
policing while supporting officer workload and wellness. He also introduced the community service officer 
program, explaining it would handle non-emergency calls, reduce response times, free up sworn officers 
for higher priority duties, and provide a more cost effective and efficient service model for the growing 
community. 

 Mayor Murry opened public comments.  

Joe Fumasi, 2693 Jumping Jack Way – expressed support for the proposal, highlighting improved 
efficiency, reduced officer stress, and enhanced response times through the community service officer 
program. 

Vincent Niemiec, Regency Hills – expressed support for the proposal, emphasizing the risks of 
understaffing, the importance of officer safety, and urging council to approve the request. 

Paula Hoisington, 564 E. Desoto Street – expressed support for the proposal, praising the chief’s vision and 
urging council to fund the request to further enhance the police department.  

Mayor Murry closed public comments.  

Council Member Petersen motioned to approve Resolution No. 2026-014R. Seconded by Council 
Member Myers. 

Council Member Strange acknowledged support for the proposal while emphasizing the significant future 
budget impact, the need for accountability and careful planning, and the importance of aligning staffing 
decisions with long-term goals of maintaining a fully staffed department and achieving the safest city 
standards. 

Discussion ensued regarding staffing challenges, recruitment improvements following pay adjustments, 
support for additional positions, and the importance of community policing and coordinated public safety 
funding between police and fire, expressing support for moving forward with the proposed additions and 
community service officer program. 

 The motion passed 5-0 with all members present voicing aye 
 

Item No. 22 – City Manager’s Evaluation Criteria 

Deputy City Manager Matthys presented a draft city manager evaluation framework developed in response 
to council direction from a March 17 workshop, combining charter-based performance criteria with 
additional best practice metrics, and requested guidance on finalizing the rating scale and selecting a formal 
evaluation process for council review and potential adoption. 
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Council expressed support for the proposed city manager evaluation framework, noting its clarity, charter-
based structure, and value as an accountability tool. Council Members recommended clarifying that policy 
execution language reflects the intent of Council. Discussed options for timing of the annual evaluation, 
indicating a preference for aligning the process with the budget cycle. Staff were directed to return with a 
formal resolution incorporating the agreed upon criteria and evaluation procedure.   

Mayor Murry opened public comment.  

Joe Fumasi, 2693 Jumping Jack Way – questioned whether the city manager would have an opportunity to 
respond or provide a rebuttal to the council’s completed evaluation before finalization or discussion. 

City Attorney Waugh clarified that the city manager already has the right under the charter to attend 
meetings and participate in discussions of the evaluation and noted that existing charter provisions also 
ensure due process in any potential disciplinary actions, with consensus that the opportunity for response 
and participation is already built into the process. 

Paula Hoisington, 564 E. Desoto Street – commended staff for developing the evaluation process, noting it 
had been discussed in prior years and emphasizing that it was important and fair to provide the city manager 
clear written expectations and guidance moving forward. 

Mayor Murry closed public comment.  

REPORTS 

CITY MANAGER REPORT 

City Manager Van Wagner –  

• Responded to concerns about a city manager’s search by stating procurement was unaware of the 
vendor mentioned and finance confirmed no payments had been made, indicating no documented 
city involvement with the vendor at this time. 

CITY ATTORNEY REPORT   

City Attorney Waugh –  

• There are several proposed ordinances are currently being prepared for council consideration, 
including regulations related to e-bikes, increased public noticing requirements for certain planning 
applications, and additional updates potentially required due to new state legislation. 

• Advised that the city is occasionally named in foreclosure and bankruptcy cases, typically related 
to utility accounts, but these matters are generally non-active and only require minimal legal action 
to preserve the city’s interests. 

 
CITY COUNCIL REPORT 

Council Member Petersen –  

• Reported receiving citizen complaints about loud music in the downtown area, discussed concerns 
with staff and police, and referenced existing noise ordinance time limits and restrictions on 
amplified outdoor music while noting only a small number of official complaints had been received. 
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City Manager Van Wagner noted that officers have decibel meters and that while complaints about loud 
music are intermittent, the Police Chief has proactively contacted downtown businesses to warn that sound 
levels are being monitored and to address concerns before enforcement escalates. 

• Referenced a press release ranking Clermont 19th in the nation for traffic. 

Council Member Strange –  

• Indicated intent to bring forward a future agenda item to consider an ordinance restricting or 
prohibiting outdoor speakers due to repeated downtown noise complaints, citing concerns about 
community impacts and DUI-related safety risks, while noting a preference for self-regulation but 
stating willingness to pursue regulatory action if conditions do not improve.  

• Encouraged the public to watch for upcoming communications regarding additional citywide 
comprehensive plan community meetings.  

• Lake County Tourist Development Council will open its capital fund process around May 1 and 
encouraged the city to pursue funding opportunities that attract out-of-county visitors, including 
sports tourism, CRA lake projects, botanical gardens, and historical and museum-related initiatives. 

• Discussed initiating a city-led, citizen-driven open meeting process to gather public input on 
greenways, trails, and parks projects.  

• Provided an update on coordination with City Attorney Waugh regarding the Planning and Zoning 
workshop follow-up items and code amendments. 

Council Member Bain – 

• Proposed discussing at a future workshop potential changes to meeting procedures to improve 
structure and flow, including establishing a clearer speaking order, distinguishing between time-
limited statements and open-ended questions, and exploring options to reduce interruptions and 
improve overall meeting efficiency.  

Discussion ensued on improving meeting order and reducing interruptions, with agreement that Council 
Member Bain would review the existing rules of procedure and work with staff to bring back a draft of 
potential revisions for council consideration.  

• Recommended updating boil water notice communication procedures. 

Council Member Myers –  

• Proposed exploring youth summer programming ideas, including potential midnight basketball and 
themed community events, and noted preliminary support from the Police Chief.  

• Suggested bringing Ms. Doris back for an offsite retreat session. 
• Commented on potential proposals to eliminate property taxes, noting that such a change would 

require voter approval and could significantly impact city revenues and service funding. 

Deputy City Manager Matthys – 

• Confirmed with Human Resources and staff that there has been no contact or awareness of the 
referenced recruitment company, noting that no city personnel have knowledge of its involvement.  
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Mayor Murry –  

• Attended the Florida Black Caucus of Local Elected Officials Conference. 
• Youth Council starts in September. 
• Reported complaints regarding reaching the Utility Billing Department.  
• Attended the Arts and Jazz Festival.  
• Earth day was Saturday, April 25.  
• Noted community interest in hosting a Blues Festival. 
• Mayor’s luncheon is next Tuesday at Guru at 12:00pm. 
• Raised concern regarding e-bike speeds on city trails, currently posted at 15 mph, and requested 

clarification on applicable rules and limits for council consideration. 

Council discussed e-bike safety and speed on city trails, with potential options including lowering speed 
limits, restricting or banning certain vehicles in specific trail sections, and improving enforcement in 
coordination with police due to safety concerns and enforcement challenges. 

• Clarified that existing city code already restricts exterior amplified music/speakers in designated 
areas. 

City Attorney Waugh explained that existing ordinance generally restricts exterior amplified speakers under 
the noise code, with limited exceptions, and indicated that staff could revisit the ordinance to add additional 
enforcement if needed. 

City Manager Van Wagner requested verbal confirmation of council consensus on bringing Ms. Doris back 
for another workshop. 

Council reached consensus to bring Ms. Doris back for a follow-up session, while remaining split on 
logistics such as whether the meeting should be offsite and/or streamed, with differing views on 
transparency versus fostering open discussion. 
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ADJOURN: With no further comments, this meeting adjourned at 8:31 pm.  

 

APPROVED: 

 

       ___________________________________ 
       Tim Murry, Mayor 
ATTEST: 

 

___________________________ 
Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC 
City Clerk 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 1  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Purchase of Downtown Property 
Requested Action  
Approval the purchase of property located behind 757 W. Montrose Street. 
Staff Report  

The City Manager's Office, in coordination with the Public Services Department, recommends approval of this 
action. The purchase of this property will begin the process of creating regional dumpster corrals for business 
owners and residents in downtown Clermont to use to dispose of solid waste. These regional dumpster enclosures 
will, in time, replace the current cart collection process. 

The carts have been used for the past several years as a stopgap measure to provide solid waste collection in the 
downtown. This has resulted in a large volume of carts being used to handle the volume of solid waste. This large 
number of carts has become an aesthetic distraction and a potential health concern. 

Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
The fiscal impact of $75,000 is included in the current fiscal year budget for the "Doiwntown Trash Compactor" 
capital project. The purchase price will be transferred to the land acquisition account upon approval. 
 
Fund Account Name Account Number Original 

Budget 
Budget 
Transfer 

Revised 
Budget 

Sanitation Fund Other 
Improvements 

49534-66300-
34001 

$497,113 ($75,000) $422,113 

Sanitation Fund Land 49534-66101-
34001 

$ 0 $75,000 $75,000 

   Net Impact - 0 -  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
   
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. Executed Contract (4-27-26)-v2 Executed Contract (4-27-26)-v2.pdf 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Request For Bid Award 
Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures 
Requested Action  
Approve to award the bid and execute a contract with DCRV Contracting, LLC to provide all labor, materials, and 
equipment necessary for the construction of downtown dumpster enclosures in the amount of $258,964. 
Staff Report  

The Procurement Services Department, in coordination with the Public Services Department, recommends 
approval of this action. 

The Public Services Department consulted with the Procurement Services Department to determine the most 
effective contracting method for completing the Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures project. As a 
result, Procurement Services issued Request for Bid No. 26-076. The solicitation was competitively bid, formally 
advertised, and conducted in accordance with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy and Procedures. A total 
of thirteen (13) responses were received. 

This project will construct downtown dumpster enclosures at four (4) locations to improve the appearance, 
functionality, and safety of refuse service areas while maintaining access for collection operations. Work includes 
selective demolition and the installation of temporary erosion and sediment controls. The project also includes new 
concrete pads and flat work, including driveway and approach areas, sidewalk connections, and ADA tie-ins. 

Additional work includes curb transitions, brick paver restoration, and any required utility coordination, adjustments, 
or relocation needed to avoid conflicts. The contractor will also be responsible for restoring all disturbed areas and 
completing final cleanup and punch list items in accordance with the City’s plans and specifications. 

Award is recommended to DCRV Contracting, LLC in the amount of $258,964 as the lowest responsive and 
responsible bidder meeting the requirements of the solicitation. The two lower-priced bidders were determined 
non-responsive and non-responsible for failure to meet required licensing, bid bond, and/or minimum 
qualification/submittal requirements. 

Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  

The fiscal impact of $258,964 is accounted for in the current year’s approved budget. 

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
$258,964 49534-66300-34001 $487,284 
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. RFB 26-076 Bid Tabulation RFB 26-076 Bid Tabulation.pdf 
2. RFB 26-076 Notice of Intent to Award RFB 26-076 Notice of Intent to Award.pdf 

Page 42



 

 

 

Page 43



 

City of Clermont 

Procurement Services 
Freddy Suarez, Procurement Services Director 

685 W. Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711 
 

 

 

BID TABULATION 
RFB No. RFB 26-076 

Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures 
RESPONSE DEADLINE: April 16, 2026, at 2:00 pm 

 
VENDOR TOTALS   

Vendor Total 
Purified Cleaning $113,000.00 

Foshee Construction Co 
LLC 

$132,515.18 

DCRV Contracting, LLC $258,964.00 

High Standard 
Construction Inc. 

$268,576.00 

Firm Foundations Asphalt 
& Concrete LLC 

$319,422.00 

MVB & Associates, Inc. $320,000.00 

JamesCo Builder, LLC $324,400.00 

Ryka LLC $328,000.10 

Aldi Homes Group Inc $349,200.00 

APD Construction LLC $359,467.73 

Cathcart Construction 
Company - Florida, LLC 

$360,250.00 
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EVALUATION TABULATION 
RFB No. RFB 26-076 
Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures 
 
 

EVALUATION TABULATION                     
Request For Bid - Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures 
Page 2 

Vendor Total 
Flo Construction Company $410,000.00 

Boyer Building Corp. $488,582.00 
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City of Clermont 

Procurement Services 
Freddy Suarez, Procurement Services Director 

685 W. Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711 
(352) 241-7350 

 

 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO AWARD                     
Request For Bid - Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures 
Page 1 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO AWARD 
RFB No. RFB 26-076 

Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures 
RESPONSE DEADLINE: April 16, 2026, at 2:00 pm 

 
 
Thursday, April 23, 2026 
 
After the careful and thorough review of all responses received to solicitation number RFB 26-076 titled 
Construction of Downtown Dumpster Enclosures, the City hereby issues this Notice of Intent to Award 
to the following company: 

 

DCRV Contracting LLC 

 

*Purified Cleaning LLC was determined non-responsive and non-responsible for failure to hold the 
required license (CGC or CBC), failure to submit the required bid bond, and failure to meet minimum 
qualification/submittal requirements of the solicitation. 

*Foshee Construction Co. LLC was determined non-responsive and non-responsible for failure to hold 
the required license (CGC or CBC) and failure to meet minimum qualification/submittal requirements of 
the solicitation. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Freddy L. Suarez, MPA, CPPB 

Procurement Services Director 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Request For Qualification Award 
Civil Engineer Services 
Requested Action  
Approve awarding Term Contracts to the top ten firms for On-Call Civil Engineer Services. 
Staff Report  
Request for Qualifications (RFQ) No. 25-091 was issued on July 22, 2025, to establish an on-call consulting 
services contract across multiple disciplines. The purpose of the RFQ was to create a pre-qualified pool of 
consultants who may be invited to participate in future project-specific requests as needs arise. The solicitation 
was competitively bid, formally advertised, and is in full compliance with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy 
and Procedures. A total of 76 responses were received across 21 disciplines. The Procurement Department 
categorized firms by discipline, and the Civil Engineer Services discipline was evaluated. For the Civil Engineer 
Services discipline, 29 firms submitted a response. 
 
An evaluation committee consisting of three staff members reviewed, scored, and ranked the submittals for the 
Civil Engineer discipline. The committee discussed the anticipated workload and future project needs for the Civil 
Engineer Services discipline and determined that selecting ten (10) firms would provide a sufficient and appropriate 
pool of qualified consultants to meet the City’s needs. Based on their qualifications, knowledge, experience in the 
field, and total evaluation scores, the following ten firms were recommended for award: 
 
Halff Associates, Inc. 
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 
LJA Engineering, Inc. 
Jacobs Engineering Group, Inc. 
EXP U.S. Services, Inc. 
Chen Moore and Associates, Inc. 
Alliant Engineering, Inc. 
Baxter & Woodman, Inc. 
CPH Consulting LLC. 
Carnahan Proctor and Cross, Inc. 
  
The initial contract terms will be three (3) years, with up to three (3) additional one-year renewal periods at the 
City’s discretion. Funding for services will be determined on a project-by-project basis and will be allocated from 
the respective year’s approved budget. 
Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
There is no immediate fiscal impact. Funding for services will be determined on a project-by-project basis and will 
be allocated from the respective year’s approved budget. 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
   
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
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1. Notice of Intent to Award - Civil Engineering 
Services 

Notice of Intent to Award - Civil Engineering 
Services.pdf 

2. Civil Engineer Scorecard Results Civil Engineer Scorecard Results.pdf 
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City of Clermont 

Procurement Services 
Freddy Suarez, Procurement Services Director 

685 W. Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711 
(352) 241-7350 

 

 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO AWARD                     
Request For Qualification – Multidisciplinary Professional On-Call Consulting Services 
Page 1 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO AWARD 
RFQ No. 25-091 

Multidisciplinary Professional On-Call Consulting Services 
Civil Engineer 

RESPONSE DEADLINE: September 18, 2025, at 2:00 pm 

 
Wednesday, April 29, 2026 
 
After careful and thorough review of all responses received to solicitation number 25-091 for the Civil 
Engineer discipline, the City hereby issues this Award Recommendation to the following companies: 

 

Halff Associates, Inc. 

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. 

LJA Engineering, Inc. 

Jacobs Engineering Group, Inc. 

EXP U.S. Services, Inc. 

Chen Moore and Associates, Inc. 

Alliant Engineering, Inc. 

Baxter & Woodman, Inc. 

CPH Consulting LLC. 

Carnahan Proctor and Cross, Inc. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Freddy L. Suarez, MPA, CPPB 

Procurement Services Director 
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Evaluator 1 Alliant Engineering, 
Inc. | Tampa, FL 

Arminius 
Consultants | 
Orlando, FL 

Ayres Associates 
Inc | Tampa, FL

Baxter & 
Woodman, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

Bentley Group, Inc. 
| Longwood, FL

Carnahan Proctor 
and Cross, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

Catalyst Design 
Group | Winter 

Park, FL

CHA Consulting, 
Inc. | Winter 
Springs, FL

Chen Moore and 
Associates | 
Maitland, FL

Clymer Farner 
Barley, Inc. | 
Middleton, FL

CPH Consulting, 
LLC | Orlando, FL

Dewberry 
Engineers Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

England-Thims & 
Miller, Inc. | 
Orlando, FL

EXP U.S. Services 
Inc. | Maitland, FL

Germana 
Engineering and 

Associates | 
Clermont, FL

Halff Associates, 
Inc. | Tavares, FL

Harris Civil 
Engineers, LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Jacobs 
Engineering Group 
Inc. | Orlando, FL

Keystone 
Consultants, LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Kimley-Horn and 
Associates, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

LandDesign | 
Orlando, FL

LJA Engineering 
Inc. | Orlando, FL

Toole Design 
Group, LLC | Silver 

Springs, MD

Traffic & Mobility 
Consultants LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Walker 
Consultants, Inc. | 

Tampa, FL

WGI, Inc. | West 
Palm Beach, FL

Willdan 
Engineering | 
Anaheim, CA

Woodard & Curran | 
Tampa, FL

Wright-Pierce | 
Maitland, FL

License & Insurance
Pass = 5 Points
Fail = 0 Point

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5

Company Background
0-10 Points 7 6 8 8 8 8 6 8 8 8 7 8 8 8 7 8 8 8 7 8 8 8 7 7 8 8 8 8 8

Company Project 
Experience
0-10 Points

17.5 15 20 20 17.5 20 15 15 22.5 15 17.5 17.5 20 20 15 20 20 20 15 20 17.5 20 15 15 15 20 20 17.5 20

Personnel Experience
0-10 Points 16 12 16 16 14 16 14 14 16 14 16 16 14 16 10 16 14 16 10 16 14 16 14 14 14 16 16 14 10

Methodology and 
Approach
0-10 Points

10.5 12 12 12 12 13.5 10.5 13.5 13.5 10.5 13.5 13.5 12 12 10.5 12 12 12 10.5 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12

Risk Assessment Plan
0-10 Points 8 6 8 8 8 8 8 6 7 7 7 7 7 8 7 8 8 7 7 8 8 8 8 5 6 7 8 7 8

Business Location
Lake County  = 5 Points
All Others = 0 Point

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Quality of Submittal
0-10 Points 7 7 8 8 7 8 7 7 8 7 7 7 7 8 7 8 7 8 7 8 8 8 8 6 7 7 8 8 8

Total Points 71.00 63.00 77.00 77.00 71.50 78.50 65.50 68.50 80.00 66.50 73.00 74.00 73.00 77.00 66.50 82.00 74.00 76.00 61.50 77.00 72.50 77.00 69.00 64.00 67.00 75.00 77.00 71.50 71.00

Evaluator 2 Alliant Engineering, 
Inc. | Tampa, FL 

Arminius 
Consultants | 
Orlando, FL 

Ayres Associates 
Inc | Tampa, FL

Baxter & 
Woodman, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

Bentley Group, Inc. 
| Longwood, FL

Carnahan Proctor 
and Cross, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

Catalyst Design 
Group | Winter 

Park, FL

CHA Consulting, 
Inc. | Winter 
Springs, FL

Chen Moore and 
Associates | 
Maitland, FL

Clymer Farner 
Barley, Inc. | 
Middleton, FL

CPH Consulting, 
LLC | Orlando, FL

Dewberry 
Engineers Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

England-Thims & 
Miller, Inc. | 
Orlando, FL

EXP U.S. Services 
Inc. | Maitland, FL

Germana 
Engineering and 

Associates | 
Clermont, FL

Halff Associates, 
Inc. | Tavares, FL

Harris Civil 
Engineers, LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Jacobs 
Engineering Group 
Inc. | Orlando, FL

Keystone 
Consultants, LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Kimley-Horn and 
Associates, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

LandDesign | 
Orlando, FL

LJA Engineering 
Inc. | Orlando, FL

Toole Design 
Group, LLC | Silver 

Springs, MD

Traffic & Mobility 
Consultants LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Walker 
Consultants, Inc. | 

Tampa, FL

WGI, Inc. | West 
Palm Beach, FL

Willdan 
Engineering | 
Anaheim, CA

Woodard & Curran | 
Tampa, FL

Wright-Pierce | 
Maitland, FL

License & Insurance
Pass = 5 Points
Fail = 0 Point

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5

Company Background
0-10 Points 7 6 6 8 7 6 5 5 7 7 7 7 7 8 7 8 7 7 6 8 5 7 6 7 6 7 6 7 7

Company Project 
Experience
0-10 Points

17.5 12.5 15 15 15 15 12.5 15 15 20 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 20 20 20 12.5 17.5 12.5 20 17.5 15 15 17.5 15 17.5 12.5

Personnel Experience
0-10 Points 14 12 12 12 12 12 10 14 12 16 16 14 16 16 12 14 12 14 12 16 10 16 12 14 14 14 12 12 14

Methodology and 
Approach
0-10 Points

10.5 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 10.5 9 9 7.5 10.5 9 12 9 10.5 7.5 10.5 9 10.5 10.5 10.5 9 10.5 9 10.5 9

Risk Assessment Plan
0-10 Points 7 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 8 6 6 6 6 6 7 6 6 5 6 4 6 6 6 6 6 5 6 6

Business Location
Lake County  = 5 Points
All Others = 0 Point

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Quality of Submittal
0-10 Points 6 4 5 5 5 5 5 6 6 6 5 5 5 7 7 8 6 6 5 6 4 6 6 6 4 5 6 6 4

Total Points 67.00 54.50 58.00 60.00 59.00 58.00 52.50 60.00 60.00 72.50 65.50 63.50 64.00 70.00 68.50 79.00 65.00 68.50 53.00 69.00 49.50 70.50 63.00 63.50 59.00 65.00 58.00 64.00 57.50

Evaluator 3 Alliant Engineering, 
Inc. | Tampa, FL 

Arminius 
Consultants | 
Orlando, FL 

Ayres Associates 
Inc | Tampa, FL

Baxter & 
Woodman, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

Bentley Group, Inc. 
| Longwood, FL

Carnahan Proctor 
and Cross, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

Catalyst Design 
Group | Winter 

Park, FL

CHA Consulting, 
Inc. | Winter 
Springs, FL

Chen Moore and 
Associates | 
Maitland, FL

Clymer Farner 
Barley, Inc. | 
Middleton, FL

CPH Consulting, 
LLC | Orlando, FL

Dewberry 
Engineers Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

England-Thims & 
Miller, Inc. | 
Orlando, FL

EXP U.S. Services 
Inc. | Maitland, FL

Germana 
Engineering and 

Associates | 
Clermont, FL

Halff Associates, 
Inc. | Tavares, FL

Harris Civil 
Engineers, LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Jacobs 
Engineering Group 
Inc. | Orlando, FL

Keystone 
Consultants, LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Kimley-Horn and 
Associates, Inc. | 

Orlando, FL

LandDesign | 
Orlando, FL

LJA Engineering 
Inc. | Orlando, FL

Toole Design 
Group, LLC | Silver 

Springs, MD

Traffic & Mobility 
Consultants LLC | 

Orlando, FL

Walker 
Consultants, Inc. | 

Tampa, FL

WGI, Inc. | West 
Palm Beach, FL

Willdan 
Engineering | 
Anaheim, CA

Woodard & Curran | 
Tampa, FL

Wright-Pierce | 
Maitland, FL

License & Insurance
Pass = 5 Points
Fail = 0 Point

5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5

Company Background
0-10 Points 9 7 9 9 8 8 7 7 9 8 8 7 7 8 8 8 8 9 8 9 8 9 8 7 8 9 8 8 8

Company Project 
Experience
0-10 Points

22.5 20 20 22.5 20 22.5 17.5 20 22.5 20 22.5 20 17.5 20 17.5 20 20 22.5 17.5 22.5 20 20 20 17.5 17.5 17.5 20 20 20

Personnel Experience
0-10 Points 18 18 18 18 18 18 12 16 18 18 18 16 16 16 14 16 16 18 14 18 16 18 18 18 16 18 18 18 18

Methodology and 
Approach
0-10 Points

13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 12 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5 13.5

Risk Assessment Plan
0-10 Points 9 9 9 9 9 9 8 8 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 9

Business Location
Lake County  = 5 Points
All Others = 0 Point

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Quality of Submittal
0-10 Points 8 6 9 9 8 9 7 7 9 8 8 8 7 8 7 8 8 8 7 9 9 9 8 7 8 8 8 9 9

Total Points 85.00 78.50 83.50 86.00 81.50 85.00 68.50 76.50 86.00 81.50 84.00 78.50 75.00 79.50 79.00 84.50 79.50 85.00 74.00 86.00 80.50 83.50 81.50 77.00 77.00 80.00 81.50 82.50 82.50

Total Average Score 74.33 65.33 72.83 74.33 70.67 73.83 62.17 68.33 75.33 73.50 74.17 72.00 70.67 75.50 71.33 81.83 72.83 76.50 62.83 77.33 67.50 77.00 71.17 68.17 67.67 73.33 72.17 72.67 70.33

Ranking Order 7 27 13 7 20 10 29 23 6 11 9 17 20 5 18 1 13 4 28 2 26 3 19 24 25 12 16 15 22

CIVIL ENGINEERING SCORECARD RESULTS
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Request For Proposal Award 
City Parks and Facilities 
Requested Action  
Approve awarding RFP 26-064, Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities, to the five (5) 
highest-ranked vendors as recommended by the Evaluation Committee. 
Staff Report  

The Evaluation Committee recommends approval of this action. 

The Parks and Recreation Department consulted with the Procurement Services Department to request proposals 
from qualified food truck vendors to provide mobile food and beverage service at the following City parks and 
facilities: 

• Hancock Park, 3301 Hancock Rd.  
• Palatlakaha Park (Park Pals), 1250 12th St. (exception applies) 
• Waterfront Park, 330 3rd St. (exception applies) 
• Lake Felter Park, 1750 Johns Lake Rd  
• Bishop Field, 950 East Ave.  
• McKinney Park, 801 Bloxam Ave  
• West Park, 12th St./Montrose St.  
• Boat Ramp, 140 East Ave.  
• Boat House, 1050 Victory Way  
• Victory Pointe, 938 Victory Way  
• Clermont Arts & Recreation Center (ARC), 3500 S. Hwy 27  
 

As a result, the Procurement Services Department issued Request for Proposal No. 26-064 on February 4, 2026, 
to solicit proposals from qualified companies to provide such services. The solicitation was competitively bid, 
formally advertised, and fully complies with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy and Procedures. A total of 
eight (8) responses were received and evaluated using the criteria in the RFP. 

An Evaluation Committee consisting of City staff reviewed and scored the submitted proposals and met on April 
28, 2026, to confirm the results and rankings. Based on the final consensus, the committee voted to recommend 
an award to the five (5) highest-ranked firms, which include: Snowie of Central Florida LLC, Fred & Bernie’s LLC, 
Casaburger LLC, Keith & Lyons LLC, and Caliyaki Hibachi LLC. 
 
The five highest-ranked firms will provide a mix of food and beverage services at City parks and facilities, including 
(1) Snowie of Central Florida LLC, offering shaved ice along with bottled water, sports drinks, frozen novelties, and 
select snacks/refreshments; (2) Fred & Bernie’s LLC, providing premium shaved ice with a self-serve flavoring 
station and related add-ons; (3) Casaburger LLC, serving freshly prepared burgers and homemade lemonades; (4) 
Keith & Lyons, LLC, providing hot and iced coffee, espresso-based drinks, refreshers, lemonade, and other 
specialty beverages; and (5) Caliyaki Hibachi LLC, serving hibachi-style rice and noodle bowls with protein options 
including vegan/tofu and gluten-free options such as rice noodles. 
 
Approved vendors will operate on a non-exclusive, first-come, first-served basis, up to 7 days per week between 
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7:00 AM and 10:00 PM, subject to site and event restrictions. Selected vendors will pay the City a $250 monthly 
fee due before the first of each month. The initial contract term will be thirty-six (36) months, with the City retaining 
the option to renew for up to three (3) additional twelve (12)-month periods. 
 
Approval of this award will establish a pool of approved mobile food vendors authorized to operate in designated 
vending areas at City parks and facilities on a first-come, first-served basis. The City may allow multiple vendors at 
a site when conditions permit and may adjust locations or vendor activity as needed to support safe and efficient 
operations. 

Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
The program includes a vendor payment to the City of $250 per month per approved vendor, due before the first of 
each month, consistent with the RFP requirements. Revenue estimates will depend on the number of active 
vendors and the number of months of operation. 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
   
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. RFP 26-064 Evaluation Summary RFP 26-064 Evaluation Summary.pdf 
2. RFP 26-064 Notice of Intent to Award RFP 26-064 Notice of Intent to Award.pdf 
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City of Clermont 

Procurement Services 
Freddy Suarez, Procurement Services Director 

685 W. Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711 
 

 

 

EVALUATION SUMMARY 
RFP No. RFP 26-064 

Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
RESPONSE DEADLINE: March 12, 2026, at 2:00 pm 

 

PHASE 1 
 

EVALUATORS 
Name Title 

Taylor Becorest Recreation Specialist 

Malcolm Draper Police Captain 

Paige Neely Parks and Recreation Coordinator 

Suzanne O'Shea Facility Manager 

Jason Sayre Police Captain 
 
 

AGGREGATE SCORES SUMMARY 
Vendor Evaluator 1 Evaluator 2 Evaluator 3 Evaluator 4 Evaluator 5 Total Avg. Score 

(Max Score 100) 
Total Rank 

Snowie of Central 
Florida LLC 

84 (3) 73 (2) 76 (3) 71 (4) 94 (1.5) 79.6 1 

Fred & Bernie's 
LLC 

88 (2) 51.5 (7) 82 (2) 79 (1.5) 94 (1.5) 78.9 2 

Casaburger llc 83 (4) 48 (8) 86 (1) 79 (1.5) 91.5 (3.5) 77.5 3 
Keith & Lyons, LLC 78.5 (5) 70.5 (3) 69.5 (5) 71.5 (3) 91.5 (3.5) 76.3 4 
Caliyaki Hibachi Llc 91 (1) 68.5 (4) 62.5 (6) 64.5 (7) 78.5 (6) 73 5 
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EVALUATION TABULATION 
RFP No. RFP 26-064 
Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
 
 

EVALUATION TABULATION                     
Request For Proposal - Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
Page 2 

Vendor Evaluator 1 Evaluator 2 Evaluator 3 Evaluator 4 Evaluator 5 Total Avg. Score 
(Max Score 100) 

Total Rank 

Scruffy 2 Fluffy 67 (7) 59 (6) 74.5 (4) 70.5 (5) 82 (5) 70.6 6 
Sun-Kissed Eats 69 (6) 74 (1) 54.5 (7) 70 (6) 73 (7) 68.1 7 
Big Baby 
Concession 

50.5 (8) 61 (5) 49.5 (8) 31.5 (8) 70.5 (8) 52.6 8 

 
 
 

MEETING SUMMARY 

The Evaluation Committee met on Tuesday, April 28, 2026, at 10:00 A.M. to review the results of their proposal evaluations. Each 
evaluator submitted their scores individually through OpenGov. During the meeting, the Procurement Services Director presented a 
score summary, guided the committee through the results, and facilitated discussion on the evaluations. The committee 
unanimously agreed with the summarized scores and confirmed the proposal rankings in the same order. Based on the final 
consensus, the Evaluation Committee voted to recommend an award to the five highest-ranked firms: Snowie of Central Florida, 
Fred & Bernie’s, Casaburger, Keith & Lyons, and Caliyaki Hibachi. This award recommendation is scheduled for consideration at the 
May 12th City Council meeting. 
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RFP No. RFP 26-064 
Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
 
 

EVALUATION TABULATION                     
Request For Proposal - Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
Page 3 

VENDOR SCORES BY EVALUATION CRITERIA 
Vendor Company 

Profile and 
Experience 
0-10 Points 
20 Points 

(20%) 

Menu and 
Pricing 

0-10 Points 
20 Points 

(20%) 

Truck 
Information 

and 
Operations 

Plan 
0-10 Points 
20 Points 

(20%) 

Proposed 
Schedule and 

Locations 
0-10 Points 
10 Points 

(10%) 

References 
and Reviews 
0-10 Points 
10 Points 

(10%) 

Price/Value 
Scoring 
Method 

0-10 Points 
10 Points 

(10%) 

Business 
Location 

0-5 Points 
5 Points (5%) 

Quality of 
Submittal 

0-10 Points 
5 Points (5%) 

Total Score 
(Max Score 

100) 

Snowie of 
Central Florida 
LLC 

8.2 8.2 8.4 7 8.2 8.4 2 8.8 79.6 

Fred & 
Bernie's LLC 

8.8 7.4 8 8 8.8 7.6 2 8.2 78.9 

Casaburger llc 7.8 6.6 8.6 7.6 8.4 6.4 5 8.2 77.5 
Keith & Lyons, 
LLC 

8.2 7.2 7.8 8.8 7.8 7.4 2 7.8 76.3 

Caliyaki 
Hibachi Llc 

6.6 7.6 8 8.2 5 6.6 5 7.6 73 

Scruffy 2 
Fluffy 

7.6 7.6 7 6.6 6.8 7.2 2 7.2 70.6 

Sun-Kissed 
Eats 

6.4 8.4 6.6 4.4 7 8.4 2 7 68.1 

Big Baby 
Concession 

5.6 5.8 3.6 5.4 6 6.4 2 5.6 52.6 
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EVALUATION TABULATION 
RFP No. RFP 26-064 
Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
 
 

EVALUATION TABULATION                     
Request For Proposal - Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
Page 4 

INDIVIDUAL PROPOSAL SCORES 
 

Big Baby Concession 
  

Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 5 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 6 
  

Evaluator 4: 4 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
No Social Media or proof of detailed experience. No table of contents 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 6 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 6 
limited 
  

Evaluator 4: 3 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
No mention of dietary options or number of customers they can accommodate per hour. Did provide a picture of the menu 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 3 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 2 
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RFP No. RFP 26-064 
Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
 
 

EVALUATION TABULATION                     
Request For Proposal - Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
Page 5 

tent not a truck. no operation plans found 
  

Evaluator 4: 0 
not a food truck. 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
No size dimensions of the truck, no picture and no discussion on customer flow or payment method. 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 5 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
good hours but no locations 
  

Evaluator 4: 4 
did not list any specific locations 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
No specific locations ranked or noted. Only mentions city wide. 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 4 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
references, no reviews 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
No business reviews or pictures of the truck. There is a photo of a patio style set up. 
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Request For Proposal - Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
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Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 8 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 3 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 2 
  

Evaluator 2: 2 
  

Evaluator 3: 2 
  

Evaluator 4: 2 
  

Evaluator 5: 2 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
  

Evaluator 4: 3 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
Recommend looking into packet structure format and ensuring all items are addressed. 
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Request For Proposal - Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
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Caliyaki Hibachi Llc 
  

Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
  

Evaluator 4: 5 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
Lacked a Table of Contents, No signature or ability to meet requirements. Minimum experience noted 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 6 
niche 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
Higher end product, no service times mentioned and didn't mention how long food takes to prepare. 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 6 
big truck 
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Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
Unsure of cash payments 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
Need to better organize this section 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
didnt see reviews 
  

Evaluator 4: 0 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
Needing better organization and add reviews 
  

Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
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Evaluator 3: 6 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
Higher end foods 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 5 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
  

Evaluator 4: 5 
  

Evaluator 5: 5 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
Need to work on organization and content of proposal 
  
 

Casaburger llc 
  

Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
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Evaluator 2: 5 

  
Evaluator 3: 8 

  
Evaluator 4: 7 

  
Evaluator 5: 9 

Great content, minimum experience with larger scale events 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 5 
  

Evaluator 2: 4 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
kids menu 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
Higher end pricing 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 10 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
No cash 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
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Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 4 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 10 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
  

Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 4 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
  

Evaluator 4: 5 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
High end pricing 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 5 
  

Page 63



EVALUATION TABULATION 
RFP No. RFP 26-064 
Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
 
 

EVALUATION TABULATION                     
Request For Proposal - Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
Page 12 

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
  

Evaluator 4: 5 
  

Evaluator 5: 5 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 4 
  

Evaluator 3: 10 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
Well put together proposal. Well organized. 
  
 

Fred & Bernie's LLC 
  

Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
well known 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
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Evaluator 1: 8 

  
Evaluator 2: 5 

  
Evaluator 3: 7 

limited 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
Could have added specific prices for 9,12 and 16 OZ disposable cups. 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
2 trucks 
  

Evaluator 4: 6 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Great information provided 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 8 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
This would be a potential conflict with Mr. Softee since he is exclusively at Waterfront Park 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
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Detailed list 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 10 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Great reviews 
  

Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
affordable 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
very competitive pricing model 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 2 
  

Evaluator 2: 2 
  

Evaluator 3: 2 
  

Evaluator 4: 2 
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Evaluator 5: 2 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 5 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Great submission, contained most of all the information required. 
  
 

Keith & Lyons, LLC 
  

Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Well put together 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
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limited and geared towards adults 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
fair pricing 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 8 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
Doesn't take cash 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 10 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Flexible 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
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Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
Increase reviews 
  

Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 8 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
decent pricing 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 2 
  

Evaluator 2: 2 
  

Evaluator 3: 2 
  

Evaluator 4: 2 
  

Evaluator 5: 2 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
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Evaluator 4: 7 

  
Evaluator 5: 9 

Clean proposal, would work on increasing the reviews page. There are more options to just blacking out with a marker customer info. 
  
 

Scruffy 2 Fluffy 
  

Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 6 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
14 years in business. Minimum large scale experience. 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
Lacks service time and capacity. Just mentions quickly and efficient 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 6 
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Evaluator 2: 6 

  
Evaluator 3: 7 

  
Evaluator 4: 8 

  
Evaluator 5: 8 

Didn't provide the dimensions of the truck or what side the service window is on 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 6 
  

Evaluator 4: 4 
Limited on locations and conflicts with Mr. Softee contact at Waterfront Park 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Flexible 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 6 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
No references provided. 
  

Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
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Evaluator 1: 6 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
Competative pricing 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 2 
  

Evaluator 2: 2 
  

Evaluator 3: 2 
  

Evaluator 4: 2 
  

Evaluator 5: 2 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 8 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
Good proposal. Need to add a couple of things that were required. 
  
 

Snowie of Central Florida LLC 
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Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 

  
Evaluator 1: 9 

  
Evaluator 2: 8 

  
Evaluator 3: 6 

  
Evaluator 4: 8 

  
Evaluator 5: 10 

Nice Cover letter 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
affordable, diverse, snacky ballpark items 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Great presentation 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 9 
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Wish they accepted cash when only 1 operator. 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 6 
  

Evaluator 3: 6 
done at sunset, waterfront only 
  

Evaluator 4: 4 
Limited on locations and a conflict with Mr. Softee at Waterfront Park 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Very visual 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 8 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 7 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
  

Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 8 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
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Evaluator 5: 9 
Good prices and value 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 2 
  

Evaluator 2: 2 
  

Evaluator 3: 2 
  

Evaluator 4: 2 
  

Evaluator 5: 2 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 10 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 8 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 10 
Well thought out packet. 
  
 

Sun-Kissed Eats 
  

Company Profile and Experience | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 6 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 3 
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Evaluator 4: 8 

  
Evaluator 5: 7 

No table of contents, business address or signature. 6 months in business 
  

Menu and Pricing | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
moderate pricing and no mention of dietary options being offered 
  

Truck Information and Operations Plan | 0-10 Points | 20 Points (20%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 7 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
big truck. not a lot of operation info 
  

Evaluator 4: 7 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
Width of trailer and no mention of method of payment 
  

Proposed Schedule and Locations | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 5 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
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Evaluator 3: 2 
  

Evaluator 4: 1 
Only listed Waterfront Park 
  

Evaluator 5: 7 
One park listed. No mention of flexibility. 
  

References and Reviews | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 6 
  

Evaluator 2: 7 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
no reviews 
  

Evaluator 4: 9 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
No reviews, but good job listing detailed references 
  

Price/Value Scoring Method | 0-10 Points | 10 Points (10%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 9 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 9 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
Moderate pricing 
  

Business Location | 0-5 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
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Evaluator 1: 2 
  

Evaluator 2: 2 
  

Evaluator 3: 2 
  

Evaluator 4: 2 
  

Evaluator 5: 2 
  

Quality of Submittal | 0-10 Points | 5 Points (5%) 
  

Evaluator 1: 6 
  

Evaluator 2: 8 
  

Evaluator 3: 5 
  

Evaluator 4: 8 
  

Evaluator 5: 8 
Suggest looking at format of your proposal submission and ensuring you are answering all the questions in the correct order. 
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Procurement Services 
Freddy Suarez, Procurement Services Director 

685 W. Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711 
(352) 241-7350 
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO AWARD 
RFP No. RFP 26-064 

Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities 
RESPONSE DEADLINE: March 12, 2026, at 2:00 pm 

 
 
Tuesday, April 28, 2026 
 
After the careful and thorough review of all responses received to solicitation number RFP 26-064 titled 
Mobile Food Truck Vendor Services for City Parks and Facilities, the City hereby issues this Award 
Recommendation to the following companies: 

 

Snowie of Central Florida LLC. 

Fred & Bernie’s LLC. 

Casaburger LLC. 

Keith & Lyons LLC. 

Caliyaki Hibachi LLC. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Freddy L. Suarez, MPA, CPPB 

Procurement Services Director 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Piggyback Term Contract 
Refuse and Recycling Container Solutions 
Requested Action  
Approve to piggyback the Sourcewell Term Contract No. 120324-REH with Rehrig Pacific Company to provide 
refuse and recycling container solutions in accordance with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy. 
Staff Report  
The Procurement Services Department, in coordination with the Public Services Department, recommends 
approval of this action. 
 
At the request of the Public Services Department, the Procurement Services Department identified the Sourcewell 
Term Contract No. 120324-REH, as a suitable procurement vehicle for refuse and recycling container solutions. 
This contract was competitively solicited in compliance with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy, ensuring a 
cost-effective and compliant procurement process. 
 
The contract includes an initial three (3) year agreement, with the option for three (3) additional one-year renewal 
periods at the City’s discretion. The annual estimated contract value is $100,000, with a start date of May 13, 2026. 
 
This contract will provide refuse and recycling container solutions. It will be utilized to purchase new containers to 
support growth in South Clermont and to replace existing containers currently in service that are damaged, worn, 
or no longer serviceable. 
 
Funding will be determined on a project-by-project basis and allocated from the Operating Supplies Sanitation 
Fund, Account No. 49534-55200. 
 
Utilizing piggyback contracts, as authorized under Procurement Policy Section E.9, enables the City to leverage 
competitive pricing from existing government-awarded contracts. This approach reduces administrative costs and 
procurement lead time while ensuring cost-effective pricing. The Procurement Services Department has reviewed 
and determined that this method is in the City’s best interest. 
 
Approval of this contract does not obligate the City to make purchases. Individual departments will budget and 
allocate funds as needed for expenditures related to piggyback contracts. The estimated contract value reflects 
potential expenditures but does not represent a specific department’s allocated budget. 
Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
Funding is available in the current fiscal year budget from the Sanitation Fund. 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
$100,000.00 49534-55200, Operating Supplies $134,597.01 
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. Rehrig Contract 120324 Rehrig Contract 120324.pdf 
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2. Rehrig Pricing 120324-REH Rehrig Pricing 120324-REH.pdf 
3. Proposal Evaluation Proposal Evaluation.pdf 
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v052824   1 
 

 
 
 

MASTER AGREEMENT #120324 
CATEGORY:  

SUPPLIER:  
 
This Master Agreement (Agreement) is between Sourcewell, a Minnesota located at 
202 12th Street Northeast, P.O. Box 219, Staples, MN 56479 (Sourcewell) and 

 (Supplier). 
  
Sourcewell is a 

 Purchasing Program to eligible 
.  

  
Under this Master Agreement entered with Sourcewell, Supplier will provide  to 

Purchasing Program. 
 

 
 

 

 

ubject, 
.  

 
1)  Pursuant to Minnesota law, t  

Purchasing Program designed to provide P
agreements has awarded Supplier this 

herein. 
 
2)  

 
 

  Purchasing Program Master Agreements are 
. 

Purchasing P
 

 
4)  
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.  
 
5)  

Time on April 4, 2029,  
 

a)    -
- (7) 

 
 

b)  
 

 
6)  

between 
 

 
7) RFP #

 
 
a) -

-  
b)  
c)  
d)  

-c., above. 
 
8)  is incorporated into this Master 

.  
 
9)  

.  
 
10)  t

 
 
11)  

with Sourcewell 
 

.  
 
12)  process is included within its Proposal.  
 
13)  
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i)  Supplier represents and warrants it will provide all Included 

 
 
ii)  

Supplier.  
 
iii)  Supplier warrants that all Included 

 
 
14)  

 
 
15)  

warrants that it will p
 

 
16) -

II  

Included  
 

i)  
60, all agreements 

- -1.4(b), in 

-
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ii) DAVIS- -  
-

- -
-

 

-

-

-
regula

 

-

-Bacon Act provisions. 
 
iii) -  

-

the purchases 

 
 
iv)  
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v) -
CONTROL ACT -  

-
- 

- 

 
 
vi)  A contract 

 
 
vii) BYRD ANTI-  Suppliers must 

-

-
-  

 
viii) 

grantees or 
 

 
ix)  To the extent applicable, 

 
 
x)  To the extent applicable, Supplier must 
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xi)  

 
 
xii) A non-

 consistent with maintaining a 

solid waste management services in a m

 
 
xiii)  The Supplier cannot use the seal(s), logos, crests, 

-approval.  
 
xiv)  

 
 
xv)  The 

 
 
xvi)  -

 
 
xvii)  

(as 

 
 
xviii)  
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xix) 

 
 

 
xx)  To the extent applicable, Supplier 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
1) 

 
 
2)  changes, 

 
  
  
  
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

  

 
  
  
  

 
.  
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4)  Supplier will 

 chain issues, customer issues, and 
 

 
5)  

provide complete and accurate 

this Agreement.  
 
6)  

ch calendar 

Supplier must submit a  
 

 
  
  
  
  
  
 Account  
  
  
  
  

 
, the  

  
  
  

 
7)  

in its proposed pricing. 
 

 
8)  

 For certain categories, a  
proposed. .  

 
9)  
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-assigned Agreement 
to Sourcewell 

 
 
10)  available 

 
 
11)  Pursuant to Minn. Stat.  

and 

 
Sourcewell. 

 
12) 

Responsible and named in the 
assignment is  

-material updates as 
determined  

 
  

.  
 
14)  Sourcewell to 

right.  
 
15)   

 
 
16)  This Agreement does not create a partnership, joint 

-servant, or 
principal-agent.  

 
17)  
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18)  

chapter.  
 
19)  

a)  
i)  - -exclusive 

Agreement with Supplier. 
 

ii)  - -

Sourcewell. 
 

b)  

 
sublicensees.  

 
c)  

i) 
.  

 
ii) 

g misuse under 

 
 

d)  

-printed 

 
 
20)  

Page 91



120324-REH 
 

v052824   11 
 

 
.  

 
21)  

 
 
22)  

- verage and 
 

 
a)  

with coverage on an occurrence basis, and must be subject to terms no less broad than the 

-completed 

Agreement. 
  
  
 -  
  

 
b)  

Sourcewell, 202 12th Street Northeast, P.O. Box 219, Staples, MN 56479 or provided to in an 

intain the 
 

 
c) -  Supplier 

-  
 

d)  

ble to 
-insured 
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e) -  Agreement can 

-  
 

  

 

 
 
24)  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
.  

 
1)  

thin 
 .  

 
2)  

 and other relevant terms 

non-
 

 
 

  -exempt status and 
-  

 
4)  
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5)  

account number.  
 
6)   

within this Master Agreement, 
-

majeure, and other material terms as   
 
7)  

-

 
.  

 
8)  

  
 
 
  

        Sourcewell               
 
 

  
  

 -  
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Rehrig Pacific Company 120324-REH 
 
Pricing for contract #120324-REH offers Sourcewell participating agencies the following discounts: 
 
 

 Pricing is by line-item and represents ceiling pricing.   
 Rehrig’s pricing is volume-tiered based on ceiling pricing that leaves the opportunity to receive 

more competitive pricing on larger strategic opportunities 
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2025        Q3

Product Category Product Family Part Number Part Weight
Units per 
Truckload

Details
Price (per Unit)
Truckload QTY

RECYCLE BINS 14G RECYCLE BIN RB-14 (RB_N) 3.80 6,000 11.77$                                            
RECYCLE BINS 18G RECYCLE BIN RB-18 (RB-NL) 4.21 4,800 11.79$                                            
RECYCLE BINS 25G ROUND BIN Round Can-25 8.30 1,456 23.08$                                            
RECYCLE BINS 32G ROUND BIN Round Can-32 9.35 1,456 23.65$                                            
RECYCLE BINS 2G RECYCLE BIN FWC-2G 1.73 14,000 6.12$                                              
RECYCLE BINS 4G RECYCLE BIN ORB-4G 1.40 14,000 7.10$                                              
RECYCLE BINS 6G RECYLE BIN ARB-6G 2.00 10,920 7.34$                                              

RECYCLE BINS 7G RECYLE BIN 7G RB 3.00 1,872 15.21$                                            
ROLLOUT CARTS 35G EG ROC + LID ROC-35EG 15.25 1,150 42.57$                                            

ROLLOUT CARTS 35G MB ROC + LID ROC-35MB 15.25 1,080 42.57$                                            
ROLLOUT CARTS 65G EG ROC + LID ROC-65EG 25.00 936 51.60$                                            
ROLLOUT CARTS 65G NB ROC + LID ROC-65NB 25.90 648 51.66$                                            
ROLLOUT CARTS 95G EG ROC + LID ROC-95EG 30.40 702 56.33$                                            

ROLLOUT CARTS 95G NB ROC + LID ROC-95NB 34.20 486 56.59$                                            

ROLLOUT CARTS 65L ROC + LID ROC-65L 16.40 875 48.15$                                            
ROLLOUT CARTS 80L ROC + LID ROC-80L 17.90 875 48.25$                                            
ROLLOUT CARTS 100L ROC + LID ROC-100L 15.94 1,150 33.66$                                            
ROLLOUT CARTS 35G BEAR ROC ROC-35 Bear 20.82 474 201.46$                                         
ROLLOUT CARTS 65G BEAR ROC ROC-65 Bear 26.45 480 251.85$                                         
ROLLOUT CARTS 95G BEAR ROC ROC-95 Bear 25.25 315 276.77$                                         

LITTER CONTAINERS Public Litter Container (PLC)-60 Gallon PLC-60 60.00 130 379.20$                                         

LITTER CONTAINERS Public Litter Container (PLC)-75 Gallon PLC-75 74.00 128 443.18$                                         

COMMERCIAL CONTAINERS 1 Yard Front Load Organics CC-1YFL 260.00 24 1,268.20$                                      

COMMERCIAL CONTAINERS 2 Yard Front Load CC-2YFL 225.00 42 1,065.75$                                      

COMMERCIAL CONTAINERS 3 Yard Front Load CC-3YFL 245.00 36 1,117.15$                                      

COMMERCIAL CONTAINERS 4 Yard Front Load CC-4YFL 295.00 20 1,345.65$                                      

Sourced Goods Option- Ancillary/Related Products
Sourced Goods Option- 

Ancillary/Related Products N/A N/A Cost + 15%

SERVICES A&D 246641 N/A N/A  Service Details Up To $10.00 per Cart

SERVICES Route Audit 246633 N/A N/A  Service Details $3.00 per Home

SERVICES Work Orders 246633 N/A N/A  Service Details $2,000 per Crew per Day

SERVICES Container Reclaimation 292656 N/A N/A  Service Details $9.00 per Cart per Attempt

SERVICES Residential UHF RFID Retrofit 246633 N/A N/A  Service Details $7.25 per Cart per Attempt

SERVICES Commercial UHF RFID Retrofit 246633 N/A N/A  Service Details 
$30.00 per Container per 

Attempt

SERVICES Container Maintenance 250544 N/A N/A  Service Details 

$35,000 per Month (Up to 100 
Work Orders per Day) with 

driving distance up to 125 miles 
per Day (per Truck)

SERVICES Website Setup 403441 N/A N/A  Service Details $4,500.00

SERVICES Website Hosting 404460 N/A N/A  Service Details $600 per Month

SERVICES Website Sign-ups 404486 N/A N/A  Service Details $1.00 per Website Submission

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS—WOI Desktop User 303087 N/A N/A  Technology Details $250.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS—WOI Mobile User 303095 N/A N/A  Technology Details $275.00

TECHNOLOGY Implementation Services 246684 N/A N/A  Technology Details $2,000/day 

TECHNOLOGY Vision Database Setup 287283 N/A N/A  Technology Details $2,500.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS—SV Truck 302279 N/A N/A  Technology Details $150.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision RFID Reader 246570 N/A N/A  Technology Details $9,900.00

TECHNOLOGY Observation Panel Kit 434108 N/A N/A  Technology Details $1,500.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS—SV Desktop User 303079 N/A N/A  Technology Details $250.00

TECHNOLOGY Analytics Solution Add On 509000 N/A N/A  Technology Details $50.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS— ICT Desktop User 303204 N/A N/A  Technology Details $250.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS— ICT Mobile User 303191 N/A N/A  Technology Details $275.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS-CR Desktop 531039 N/A N/A  Technology Details $1,200.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS- CR Mobile 531047 N/A N/A  Technology Details $275.00

TECHNOLOGY Collection Route Optimization 531522 N/A N/A  Technology Details n/a 

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS VV Desktop 531063 N/A N/A  Technology Details $200.00

TECHNOLOGY Vision SAAS- VV Truck 531071 N/A N/A  Technology Details $200.00

                                   Pricing

Sourcewell

Unit Pricing Schedule

Contract # 120324-REH

Price Notes:
All pricing is FOB: Destination - Rehrig will bill Unit Price  + actual freight for all orders.
Lead Time for all orders is  31-60 Days after receipt of order.
All products can be manufactured with up to 30% Recycled Polyethylene.
Canadian Pricing:  Pricing for all Canadian Sourcewell members will be based on the current exchange rate at the time of manufacturing and delivery.  Rehrig Pacific Account Specialists will provide quotations 
that will include the current exchange rate.

NOTE: Pricing includes a comprehensive menu of containers, technology and services for Sourcewell members to customize their specific container needs. As such, each project must be priced individually. Please 
contact your Rehrig Pacific sales representative directly to review the options and pricing so that all of your needs and questions are met. For additional information, please contact Rehrig Pacific Company's 
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TECHNOLOGY Camera VV Kit 531021 N/A N/A  Technology Details $2,000.00

TECHNOLOGY Printed Barcode Label 246431 N/A N/A  Technology Details $5.00

TECHNOLOGY Printed Barcode/RFID Label 246406 N/A N/A  Technology Details $5.00

TECHNOLOGY Commercial Container RFID Tags 246406 N/A N/A  Technology Details $25.00

TECHNOLOGY Antenna/Annunciator 346502 N/A N/A  Technology Details $600.00

TECHNOLOGY 50’ Power Cable 302501 N/A N/A  Technology Details $187.00

TECHNOLOGY 75’ Power Cable 302519 N/A N/A  Technology Details $290.00

TECHNOLOGY 100’ Power Cable 302527 N/A N/A  Technology Details $320.00

TECHNOLOGY 50’ Observation Cable 246481 N/A N/A  Technology Details $320.00

TECHNOLOGY 80’ Observation Cable 246490 N/A N/A  Technology Details $545.00

TECHNOLOGY Mounting Bracket 303360 N/A N/A  Technology Details $320.00

TECHNOLOGY Service Request Website  509026 N/A N/A  Technology Details n/a 

TECHNOLOGY Website Maintenance 509018 N/A N/A  Technology Details n/a 

TECHNOLOGY Communication Service  508998 N/A N/A  Technology Details n/a 

TECHNOLOGY Communication Service SMS 508947 N/A N/A  Technology Details $0.04

TECHNOLOGY Communication Phone Calls 508955 N/A N/A  Technology Details $0.04

TECHNOLOGY Communication Email 508963 N/A N/A  Technology Details $0.04

TECHNOLOGY 100K Communication Email 511142 N/A N/A  Technology Details $400.00  

TECHNOLOGY Look up 516980  N/A N/A  Technology Details $0.04

TECHNOLOGY Answering Machine Detection 516998  N/A N/A  Technology Details $0.04

TECHNOLOGY Software Development 246625 N/A N/A  Technology Details $300.00

TECHNOLOGY Data Handling 395284 N/A N/A  Technology Details $150.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 3 USER TEAMS TRAINING 589935 N/A N/A  Technology Details $1,020.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 3 USER ONSITE TRAINING 589943 N/A N/A  Technology Details $1,295.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 5 USER TEAMS TRAINING 589951 N/A N/A  Technology Details $1,520.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 5 USER ONSITE TRAINING 589960 N/A N/A  Technology Details $1,795.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 10 USER TEAMS TRAINING 589978 N/A N/A  Technology Details $2,770.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 10 USER ONSITE TRAINING 589986 N/A N/A  Technology Details $3,045.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 15 USER TEAMS TRAINING 589994 N/A N/A  Technology Details $4,020.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 15 USER ONSITE TRAINING 590004 N/A N/A  Technology Details $4,295.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 20 USER TEAMS TRAINING 590012 N/A N/A  Technology Details $5,270.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION 20 USER ONSITE TRAINING 590021 N/A N/A  Technology Details $5,545.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION TRUCK SERVICE 590101 N/A N/A  Technology Details $250.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER 590266 N/A N/A  Technology Details $10,650.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER OBS 590274 N/A N/A  Technology Details $11,400.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER OBS 1CAM 590282 N/A N/A  Technology Details $13,650.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER OBS 2CAM 590291 N/A N/A  Technology Details $14,150.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER RL 590303 N/A N/A  Technology Details $10,970.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER RL OBS 590311 N/A N/A  Technology Details $12,470.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER RL OBS 1CAM 590320 N/A N/A  Technology Details $13,970.00

TECHNOLOGY BUNDLE VISION RFID READER RL OBS 2CAM 590338 N/A N/A  Technology Details $14,470.00
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QR Code Pricing

QR codes Microsites with Vision QR codes Microsites with Vision 632411 N/A N/A

 

Technolog

y Details 

$20,000 

QR codes Microsites without Vision QR codes Microsites without Vision 632420 N/A N/A

 

Technolog

y Details 

$26,000 
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Custom Colored or Branded Lids: (Inclusive 
of Lid Pins)

Manufacturer: Part Number Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

35 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-35 Lid Custom $18.00 100

65 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-65 Lid Custom $19.00 100

95 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-95 Lid Custom $20.00 100

18 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-18 Lid Custom $6.00 100

25/32 Gallon Round Bin Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-25/32 Lid Custom $6.00 100

Black Lids: (Inclusive of Lid Pins) Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

35 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-35 Lid Black $17.00 100

65 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-65 Lid Black $18.00 100

95 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-95 Lid Black $19.00 100

18 Gallon Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-18 Lid Black $5.00 100

25/32 Gallon Round Bin Lids Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-25/32 Lid Black $5.00 100

Lid Options: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

Aerated/Perimeter Lid Vents Rehrig Pacific Company ROC Lid Vent Add $5.00 to price of lid 150

Newpaper Slot Rehrig Pacific Company ROC News Slot Add $5.00 to price of lid 150

Round Hole Rehrig Pacific Company ROC Round Hole Add $5.00 to price of lid 150

Domed Lids (fits on 95G Cart) Rehrig Pacific Company ROC Domed Lid $80.00 150

BMSO Wheels: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

8" Wheels for 35 G. Only Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-8" BWheel $6.00 50

10" Wheels Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-10" Bwheel $6.00 50

12" Wheels Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-12" BWheel $6.00 50

Treaded Wheels: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

8" Wheels for 35G Only Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-8" RTWheel $10.00 50

10" Wheels Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-10" RTWheel $10.00 50

12" Wheels Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-12" RTWheel $10.00 50

Additional Parts: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

Axles/All Sizes Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-Axle $6.00 25

Metal Catch Bars Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-Metal CB $4.00 25

Lid Pins Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-Lid Pin $1.00 100

Lid Pin Removal Tool (Available in Atlanta) Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-Lid Pin Removal Tool $63.00 10

Bar Code Sticker Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-Bar Code Stk Refer to Tech PM 100

RFID Enabled Bar Code Sticker Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-RFID Bar Code Stk Refer to Tech PM 100

In-Mold Label Fees: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

In-Mold Label 3" x 13" Rehrig Pacific Company In-Mold Label 3"x 13" $2.00 Full Truck Load

In-Mold Label 8" x 12" Rehrig Pacific Company In-Mold Label 8"x 12" $2.00 Full Truck Load

In-Mold Label 9.5" x 14.5" Rehrig Pacific Company In-Mold Label 9.5"x 14.5" $2.00 Full Truck Load

In-Mold Label 3" x 13" Rehrig Pacific Company In-Mold Label 3"x 13" $3.50 Less Than Truckload

In-Mold Label 8" x 12" Rehrig Pacific Company In-Mold Label 8"x 12" $3.50 Less Than Truckload

In-Mold Label 9.5" x 14.5" Rehrig Pacific Company In-Mold Label 9.5"x 14.5" $3.50 Less Than Truckload

Brand Plate Fees: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

65/95G Lid Plate Rehrig Pacific Company ROC Lid Plate-65/95 $400.00 1

32/35G Lid Plate Rehrig Pacific Company ROC Lid Plate-32/35 $400.00 1

65/95G Body Plate Rehrig Pacific Company ROC Body Plate 65/95 $700.00 1

32/35G Body Plate/18G/14G Rehrig Pacific Company ROC Body Plate 32, 35, 18, 14 $400.00 1

Custom Options: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

Round Side Vent Rehrig Pacific Company ROC-R Side Vent $6.00 112

Lock Options for 95G & 65G Cart: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

(Gravity Lock) Rehrig Pacific Company Gravity Lock $36.00
10 (Standalone)

112 (When Purchased w/ROC)

(Internal Lock) - Manual or Keyed Rehrig Pacific Company Internal Lock $17.00
10 (Standalone)

112 (When Purchased w/ROC)

Lid Hasp Latch (no lock) Rehrig Pacific Company Lid Hasp $4.00
10 (Standalone)

112 (When Purchased w/ROC)

Safewaste Latch Rehrig Pacific Company Safewaste Latch $4.30
10 (Standalone)

112 (When Purchased w/ROC)
Custom Options for 35G Cart: Per Unit Sell Price Excluding Freight Minimum Quantity

35EG - (Gravity Lock) Rehrig Pacific Company Automated Disc Lock $36.00
10 (Standalone)

112 (When Purchased w/ROC)

35EG - (Manual Lock) Rehrig Pacific Company Manual Disc Lock $10.00
10 (Standalone)

112 (When Purchased w/ROC)

Pricing Sheet for #041521-REH

*All Above Suggested Pricing DOES NOT Include Freight Charges*

PAYMENT SCHEDULE FOR PARTICIPATING SOURCEWELL MEMBERS

Spare Parts Unit Pricing Schedule
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COMMERCIAL CONTAINER SPARE PARTS & PRICING

SOURCEWELL  #041521-REH

Q2 2024

Spare Parts Options

Item Number 3rd Item Number Description Unit Cost Part Unit Cost

252208 HD189 2YDLID $25.00 Attached casters (install fee) per container $10

252216 HD190 3YDLID $27.00 Manual Lock Bar (kit) $75

252224 HD191 4/6/8 YDLID $28.00 Gravity Lock Bar (kit) $105

303271 303271 2YDLID - DOUBLE WALLED $32.00 Nustert for Manual lock $15

305082 305082 3YDLID - DOUBLE WALLED $33.00 Nustert for Gravity Lock $18

305091 305091 4/6/8 YD LID - DOUBLE WALLED $37.00 Tow Kit $350

394011 394011 2YDLID - DOUBLE WALLED BLUE $37.00 2yd Bottom Hook kit $170

394020 394020 3YDLID - DOUBLE WALLED BLUE $35.00 3yd Bottom Hook Kit $180

252128 HD181 4PCSCASTER PLATE KIT $25.00 Drain Plug (ea) $12

252187 HD187 RIGID CASTER (FRONT TO BACK) $16.00 Graphics Quoted per order

252152 HD184 SWIVEL CASTER $16.00 Stenciled Numbers Quoted per order

252161 HD185 LOCKING SWIVEL CASTER $20.00 Serial Numbers Quoted per order

252179 HD186 RIGID CASTER (SIDE TO SIDE) $15.00 Center Channels $45

252144 HD183 LID ROD - 73.75" $7.00 RL Handle $20

395381 HD183A LID ROD - 74.75" $7.00 80" trunion bar  Quoted per order

395399 HD183B LID ROD - 64.75" $7.00

252566 HD238 REAR LOAD HANDLE $18.00 Standard Colors

252742 HD258 2YDFL CENTER CHANNEL $40.00

252751 HD259 3YDFL CENTER CHANNEL $40.00 Black

252769 HD260 4YDFL CENTER CHANNEL $40.00 Cocoa Brown

252380 2/3 yard sleeve $44.00 Dark Blue

252398 4yd yard sleeve $52.00 Forest Green

GFL

Grey

Kelly Green

Kentwood Blue

Republic Blue

*All Above Suggested Pricing DOES NOT Include Freight Charges*
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SERVICE & TECHNOLOGY DETAILS

Service Service Details
A&D Assembly and Distribution to residents.  Minimum order of 3000 deliveries required.  Customer must provide staging yard, electronic address list and delivery maps.

Route Audit Minimum of 5,000 homes required. Price is a range due to multiple parameters and will be determined once a questionnaire for a scope of services is completed.

Work Orders
When Rehrig resources are in the area or a minimum of 5 days of work required. Customer must provide electronic work order list and all parts/components for completion 
of work orders

Container Reclamation Franchise container reclamation and customer provides staging area, electronic address list, and route maps.  Price will be determined once a questionnaire is complete

Residential UHF RFID Retrofit
Minimum of 5,000 residential containers required.  Pricing does not include RFID tag.  Service is also available for commercial containers and final price will be provided 
upon completion of a questionnaire.

Commercial UHF RFID Retrofit Pricing does not include RFID tag and final price will be provided upon completion of a questionnaire.

Container Maintenance
Rate is estimated and considers two employee, two trucks, working out of the customer facility for no additional cost.  Final price will be determined upon completion of 
questionnaire, site visit, and customer Service Level Agreements. Minimum three year agreement.  

Website Setup Website Design, custom renders, selection setup. 

Website Hosting Cloud Database Hosting. Minimum 1 month. Per month.

Website Online Signups Server data extraction of website resident responses. Per website submission

Buy-Back Buy-Back Details
HDPE (Rehrig, Otto, Cascade and 
Schaefer) 
No credits will be issued for 
warrantied containers 

Credit $0.06-$0.10 per pound less freight

LDPE (Toter) No offer
Other Scrap (miscellaneous 
returns)

No offer

Technology Technology Details
Vision SAAS—WOI Desktop User Per Desktop user per month. Minimum of 2 Users Per Month. 

Vision SAAS—WOI Mobile User Per Mobile user per month. Customer Provided iOS/Android Smart Phone of Tablet Required 

Implementation Services 
2 days minimum for initial implementation. Installation of hardware and additional training beyond 2 days will be quoted by the TPM for resources. Pricing is $2,000 per TPM 
per day. Estimated installation of two trucks per person per day. 

Vision Database Setup 1 minimum for initial implementation. Vision Database Setup. Address scrubbing and import 

Vision SAAS—SV Truck Per truck per month. Rehrig RFID Reader Hardware Required 

Vision RFID Reader Includes One-Year Warranty, power cable, antenna 

Observation Panel Kit Includes Observation Panel and cable 

Vision SAAS—SV Desktop User Per Desktop user per month. Minimum of 2 Users Per Month. Big Data Analytics Feature Included 

Analytics Solution Add On Per Desktop user per month. Only applicable to legacy customers before Big Data Analytics become standard with our desktop pricing. 

Vision SAAS— ICT Desktop User Per Desktop user per month. Minimum of 2 Users Per Month & Big Data Analytics 

Vision SAAS— ICT Mobile User Per Mobile user per month. Customer Provided iOS/Android Smart Phone of Tablet Required 

Vision SAAS-CR Desktop Per Desktop user per month. 

Vision SAAS- CR Mobile Per Mobile user per month.  

Collection Route Optimization Pricing Varies Per Project

Vision SAAS VV Desktop Per Desktop user per month. Minimum of 2 Users Per Month. 

Vision SAAS- VV Truck Per truck per month. Rehrig RFID Reader Hardware and Camera VV Kit Required 

Camera VV Kit 2 bundle camera set. Rehrig RFID Reader Hardware required. 

Printed Barcode Label Printed Barcode label. 

Printed Barcode/RFID Label Printed Barcode/RFID Label

Commercial Container RFID Tags Commercial Container RFID Tags

Antenna/Annunciator External GSM/GPS/WiFi Antenna 

50’ Power Cable 50’ Waterproof Power Cable to 12V DC Truck 

75’ Power Cable 75’ Waterproof Power Cable to 12V DC Truck 

100’ Power Cable 100’ Waterproof Power Cable to 12V DC Truck 

50’ Observation Cable 50’ Observation cable compatible with 3 button observation panel 

80’ Observation Cable 70’ Observation cable compatible with 3 button observation panel 

Mounting Bracket Adjustable mounting bracket for rear load trucks 

Service Request Website  Costs vary based on customer requirements. 

Website Maintenance Costs very based on customer requirements.

Communication Service  Costs vary based on customer requirements (location in US or Canada, volume)

Communication Service SMS Price per sms (text).  

Communication Phone Calls Price per minute (pre-recorded phone call). 

Communication Email Price per email over allowable 100,000 emails per month. 

100K Communication Email Price per month for 100,000 emails. 

Look up Per look up. 

Answering Machine Detection Per answering machine detection.  

Software Development Custom Development Cost

Data Handling Data Handling

VISION 3 USER TEAMS TRAINING up to 3 users can be desktop or mobile with a 3 hours virtual training and yearly maintenance

VISION 3 USER ONSITE TRAINING up to 3 users can be desktop or mobile with onsite training and yearly maintenance

VISION 5 USER TEAMS TRAINING up to 5 users can be desktop or mobile with a 3 hours virtual training and yearly maintenance

VISION 5 USER ONSITE TRAINING up to 5 users can be desktop or mobile with onsite training and yearly maintenance

VISION 10 USER TEAMS TRAINING up to 10 users can be desktop or mobile with a 3 hours virtual training and yearly maintenance

VISION 10 USER ONSITE TRAINING up to 10 users can be desktop or mobile with onsite training and yearly maintenance

VISION 15 USER TEAMS TRAINING up to 15 users can be desktop or mobile with a 3 hours virtual training and yearly maintenance

VISION 15 USER ONSITE TRAINING up to 15 users can be desktop or mobile with onsite training and yearly maintenance
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VISION 20 USER TEAMS TRAINING up to 20 users can be desktop or mobile with a 3 hours virtual training and yearly maintenance

VISION 20 USER ONSITE TRAINING up to 20 users can be desktop or mobile with onsite training and yearly maintenance

VISION TRUCK SERVICE Truck service for RFID reader and/ or cameras

VISION RFID READER Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories and installation)

VISION RFID READER OBS Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories, OBS Panel, and installation)

VISION RFID READER OBS 1CAM Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories, OBS Panel, 1 Camera and installation)

VISION RFID READER OBS 2CAM Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories, OBS Panel, 2 Camera sets and installation)

VISION RFID READER RL Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories, brakets and installation)

VISION RFID READER RL OBS Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories, brakets, OBS panels, and installation)
VISION RFID READER RL OBS 
1CAM

Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories, brakets, OBS panels,1 camera, and installation)

VISION RFID READER RL OBS 
2CAM

Vision RFID Reader (Reader Kit includes accessories, brakets, OBS panels,2 camera, and installation)
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Piggyback Term Contract 
SCADA Instrumentation and Control Services 
Requested Action  
Approve to piggyback the Tohopekaliga Water Authority Term Contract No. RFP-25-005-02 with General Control 
Systems, Inc. to provide Supervisory Control And Data Acquisition (SCADA) instrumentation and control services 
in accordance with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy. 
Staff Report  
The Procurement Services Department, in coordination with the Public Services Department, recommends 
approval of this action. 
 
At the request of the Public Services Department, the Procurement Services Department identified the 
Tohopekaliga Water Authority Term Contract No. RFP-25-005-02, as a suitable procurement vehicle for 
Supervisory Control And Data Acquisition (SCADA) instrumentation and control services. This contract was 
competitively solicited in compliance with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy, ensuring a cost-effective and 
compliant procurement process. 
 
The contract includes an initial two (2) year agreement, with the option for two (2) additional one-year renewal 
periods at the City’s discretion. The annual estimated contract value is $150,000, with a start date of May 13, 2026. 
 
This contract will provide SCADA instrumentation and control services to support the programming and 
reprogramming of the City’s VT SCADA system, programmable logic controllers, and radio network. These 
services will enhance the efficiency, reliability, and communication capabilities of the City’s water and wastewater 
treatment plants and lift stations. 
 
Funding will be determined on a project-by-project basis and allocated from the Water and Sewer Funds utilizing 
the following account numbers: 41533-54614-33001, 42535-54614, and 42535-54619. 
 
Utilizing piggyback contracts, as authorized under Procurement Policy Section E.9, enables the City to leverage 
competitive pricing from existing government-awarded contracts. This approach reduces administrative costs and 
procurement lead time while ensuring cost-effective pricing. The Procurement Services Department has reviewed 
and determined that this method is in the City’s best interest. 
 
Approval of this contract does not obligate the City to make purchases. Individual departments will budget and 
allocate funds as needed for expenditures related to piggyback contracts. The estimated contract value reflects 
potential expenditures but does not represent a specific department’s allocated budget. 
Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
$3,000.00 
$700.00 

41533-54614-33001, R&M-Eqpt-Tmt 
42535-54614, R&M-Equip-Treatment 

$3,393.77 
$783.73 
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$146,300.00 42535-54619, R&M-Equip-Lift Stn $213,097.95 
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. RFP-25-005-02 Agreement RFP-25-005-02 Agreement.pdf 
2. RFP-25-005-02 Pricing RFP-25-005-02 Pricing.pdf 
3. Recommendation for Award Recommendation for Award.pdf 
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RECOMMENDATION FOR AWARD 

 
 
 

Date: September 03, 2025 
 

To: All Prospective Offerors 
 

Issued By: Charvelle M. Adorkor, Procurement Coordinator II 
 

Subject: RFP-25-005 | Instrumentation and Control Services  

The Toho Water Authority has completed its review and evaluation of the bid submittals 
for the subject solicitation. The Procurement Services Department hereby provides 
notification of the intent to recommend the following firm for award: 

General Control Systems, INC  

Inframark, LLC  

Revere Controls, LLC 

BCI Technologies, INC  

McKim & Creed, INC.  
 
 

The Authority appreciates the interest of all respondents to the subject solicitation and 
encourages participation in our future solicitations. 

 
Any party having actually submitted a bid may protest the contract award by filing such a protest in writing 
to the Procurement Services Manager within seventy-two (72) hours of the posting of this Recommendation 
for Award. 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 1  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Piggyback Purchase  
Public Services 
Requested Action  
Approve to purchase from the State of Florida contract number 25100000-23-STC with Step One Automotive DBA 
Ford Crestview/ CDJR Fort Walton Beach to purchase one (1) Ford F450 in the total budgeted amount of $86,995. 
Staff Report  
The Procurement Services Department and the Public Services Department recommend approval of the above 
action. 

This truck will be replacing 4267, a 2007 Ford F150 that has 91,505 miles and a bad transmission. Adding this new 
F450 dump body truck will add versatility and efficiency throughout our Public Services department.  

The Procurement Services Department sought a contract from the State of Florida to purchase one (1) Ford F450. 
The Procurement Services Department issued a Request for Interest (RFI) number 26-091 to notify local vendors 
of the City’s intent to purchase from another governmental entity contract. The RFI was posted on the City’s 
website for seven (7) business days. At the completion of the RFI, the Procurement Services Department received 
no interest. Based on this, staff recommends that the City Council approve the purchase from the State of Florida 
contract. The State of Florida contract was obtained through a fully competitive solicitation and complies with the 
City of Clermont Procurement Policy. 
  
The use of piggyback contracts is allowed under the Procurement Policy, Section E.9, and is a procurement best 
practice that takes advantage of competitive pricing on a contract formerly bid by another government agency. The 
Procurement Services Department has determined that using piggyback contracts is advantageous and in the 
City's best interest to reduce administrative time and expense while providing favorable pricing. Approval of this 
contract does not commit the City to purchases or require that the contract be utilized. Each Department budgets 
purchases associated with piggyback contracts. The estimated annual value does not represent the budgeted 
amount by a department. 

Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
The vehicle purchase is included in the current year’s approved budget and funded by the Capital Projects Fund. 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
$86,995 32542-66400 Capital Vehicles  $89,152 
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. RFI 26-091 RFI 26-091.pdf 
2. CLERMONT F450 Quote CLERMONT F450 Quote.pdf 
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REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

RFI 26-091 

INTENT TO UTILIZE THE STATE OF FLORIDA 

CONTRACT TO PURCHASE VEHICLE 

 

 

City of Clermont 

685 W. Montrose Street 

Clermont, FL 34711 

 

 

 

 

RELEASE DATE: April 28, 2026 

DEADLINE FOR QUESTIONS: May 6, 2026 

RESPONSE DEADLINE: May 6, 2026, 3:00 pm 

 

RESPONSES MUST BE SUBMITTED ELECTRONICALLY TO: 

 
https://procurement.opengov.com/portal/clermontfl 
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City of Clermont 

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 

Intent to Utilize the State of Florida Contract to Purchase Vehicle 

I. Introduction ................................................................................  
II. Response Procedures ................................................................  
 

 

Attachments: 

B - Vendor Information 

E - OpenGov Vendor Registration 
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Request For Information #RFI 26-091 
Title: Intent to Utilize the State of Florida Contract to Purchase Vehicle 

3 

 

1. Introduction 

Thank you for your interest in doing business with the City of Clermont. Vendors interested in 

responding to this Request for Information (RFI) are encouraged to carefully review the entire 

solicitation package prior to preparing and submitting a response. 

Hardcopy responses may be delivered to: 
City of Clermont Procurement Services Department 
685 West Montrose Street, 2nd Floor 
Clermont, FL 34711 

All respondents must be registered with the Florida Department of State and licensed to conduct 

business in the State of Florida at the time of submittal. 

1.1. Summary 

Intent to Utilize the State of Florida Contract to Purchase Vehicle 

1.2. Contact Information 

Ramsey Jimenez 
Procurement Manager 
685 W Montrose St 
Clermont, FL 34711 
Email: rjimenez@clermontfl.org 
Phone: (352) 241-7353 

Department: 
Public Services - Public Works 

1.3. Timeline 

Solicitation Release Date April 28, 2026 

Question Deadline May 6, 2026, 12:00pm 

Response Deadline May 6, 2026, 3:00pm 
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Request For Information #RFI 26-091 
Title: Intent to Utilize the State of Florida Contract to Purchase Vehicle 

4 

 

2. Response Procedures 

2.1. Electronic Bidding System 

The City of Clermont utilizes OpenGov (“Software Administrator”), an e-Procurement System 

(“Portal”) that provides bid notification and solicitation management services to interested 

vendors and contractors. Through the Portal, vendors can register online to receive notifications 

of new solicitations, addenda, and award announcements. Registration and participation in 

solicitations are free of charge, and no fees will be assessed to awarded vendors. 

Vendors with internet access are encouraged to review registration options and create an 

account at: 

    https://procurement.opengov.com/portal/clermontfl 

The City of Clermont utilizes NIGP Commodity Codes within the Portal to notify registered 

vendors when new projects are posted that correspond to the commodity codes selected in their 

vendor profile. Vendors are encouraged to keep their profiles and NIGP codes up to date to 

ensure they receive relevant notifications. 

2.2. Cooperative Contract Purchase Notice 

This Request for Information (RFI) is issued to notify vendors of the City of Clermont’s intent to 

purchase goods or services through an existing contract established by another government 

entity. This RFI is not an invitation to submit a bid or quote and will remain open for seven (7) 

business days. 

If no qualified vendors respond to this RFI, the Procurement Services Department will proceed 

with utilizing the referenced contract. 

Purpose 

The purpose of this RFI is to identify any vendor capable of providing the products or services 

listed below in a timely manner. Responses will assist the City in determining whether 

comparable options are available in the market. 

Contract Information 

A. Company Name: Step One Ford Crestview 

B. Contract Number and Title: 25-10000-23-STC Motor Vehicles 

C. Length of Contract: Through May 16, 2026 

D. Product or Service Provided: 2025/2026 FORD F450 REGULAR CAB CHASSIS 4WD 

169” WB F4H 

E. Estimated Annual Expenditure: $86,995.00 

Action Required 

If your company is capable of providing any of the products or services listed above, please 

contact the Procurement Services Director by email at fsuarez@clermontfl.org prior to the RFI 

due date and time to express your interest. 
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Request For Information #RFI 26-091 
Title: Intent to Utilize the State of Florida Contract to Purchase Vehicle 

5 

 

Prospective vendors should submit information describing their company’s capabilities and 

ability to provide the identified product or service. Do not include pricing information. 

All responses will be reviewed and evaluated by the Procurement Services Department and the 

requesting department. These departments will determine whether the product or service 

offered qualifies as an approved equal to that provided under the referenced contract. 
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STEP ONE 

AUTOMOTIVE 

 

PROPOSAL

 

STEP ONE FORD CRESTVIEW

 
 

  

2025/2026 FORD F450 REGULAR CAB CHASSIS 4WD 169” WB  F4H 

6.7 V-8 DIESEL ENGINE WITH 10 SPEED AUTO TRANS 

POWER WINDOW AND LOCKS, CRUISE CONTROL 

A/C AM FM RADIO WITH BLUE TOOTH 

VINYL SEATS WITH VINYL FLOORS  

225/70R 19 TIRES, BACK UP CAMERA PREP KIT    

LIMITED SLIP REAR AXLE, RUNNING BOARDS, 

TRAILER BRAKE CONTROLLER, DUAL BATTRIES 

11 FT DUMP BODY WITH 12” HIGH SIDES 

CLASS V HITCH WITH LIGH T CONNECTIONS 

MANUAL TRAP SYSTEM 

UNIT PRICE      $86,995.00 

 

 

PER STATE CONTRACT 25-10000-23-STC 

 

 

DELIVERY 30 DAYS OR LESS 

 

 

 

PURCHASER ACKNOWLEDGES: 

STEP ONE AUTOMOTIVE IS UNABLE TO GUARANTEE DELIVERY DATES DUE TO MANY FACTORS, NOT LIMITED TO 

BUT INCLUDING: PRODUCTION SCHEDULES, WEATHER, AVAILABILITY OF RAIL CARS, ETC. 

 

ALL PAYMENTS ARE DUE ON A NET 30 DAY BASIS UPON RECEIPT OF EACH VEHICLE AS INVOICED REGARDLESS 

OF THE NUMBER OF VEHICLES ON THE PURCHASE ORDER. 

 

We thank you for the opportunity to make this proposal and will appreciate your acceptance. Acceptance of this proposal will 

not be binding until this proposal is approved here in writing by an official of Step One Automotive. Return of one copy of 

this proposal and your purchase order number constitutes your official acceptance. 
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NAME CITY OF CLERMONT 

EMAIL   

ATTN DUSTY 

DATE 4-6-26 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Piggyback Term Contract 
Information Technology 
Requested Action  
Approve to piggyback the City of Mesa Term Contract No. 2024056 with CDW Government, LLC to provide 
information technology solutions and services in accordance with the City of Clermont’s Procurement Policy. 
Staff Report  
The Procurement Services Department, in coordination with the Information Technology Department, recommends 
approval of this action. 
 
At the request of the Information Technology Department, the Procurement Services Department identified the City 
of Mesa Term Contract No. 2024056 as a suitable procurement vehicle for information technology solutions, 
products, and services. This contract was competitively solicited in compliance with the City of Clermont’s 
Procurement Policy, ensuring a cost-effective and compliant procurement process. 
 
The contract includes an initial two (2) year agreement, with the option for six (6) additional one-year renewal 
periods at the City’s discretion. The annual estimated contract value is $285,000, with a start date of May 13, 2026. 
 
This contract will provide information technology products and services, including software licenses and renewals, 
cloud-based and subscription services such as Microsoft 365, cybersecurity solutions, and related IT equipment. 
The contract also includes associated professional and technical services necessary for implementation, 
maintenance, and ongoing operations. 
 
Funding will be determined on a project-by-project basis and allocated from the Software Renewals/Support Fund, 
Account No. 10516-55219. 
 
For the current fiscal year, sufficient funds are available within the adopted budget to cover remaining expenditures 
under this contract. There is currently $22,826.48 available in the account, as the majority of annual software 
licensing and subscription costs, including Microsoft 365, have already been expended. 
 
The annual estimated contract value of $285,000 reflects anticipated expenditures in future fiscal years, when 
recurring software licenses, renewals, and related services will be budgeted through the City’s annual budget 
process. This account has consistently been budgeted at levels exceeding this annual estimate. 
 
Utilizing piggyback contracts, as authorized under Procurement Policy Section E.9, enables the City to leverage 
competitive pricing from existing government-awarded contracts. This approach reduces administrative costs and 
procurement lead time while ensuring cost-effective pricing. The Procurement Services Department has reviewed 
and determined that this method is in the City’s best interest. 
 
Approval of this contract does not obligate the City to make purchases. Individual departments will budget and 
allocate funds as needed for expenditures related to piggyback contracts. The estimated contract value reflects 
potential expenditures but does not represent a specific department’s allocated budget. 
Additional Analysis  
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Fiscal Impact Summary  
The annual estimated contract value of $285,000 reflects anticipated expenditures in future fiscal years, when 
recurring software licenses, renewals, and related services will be budgeted through the City’s annual budget 
process. Available funding from the current fiscal year budget is sufficient for the remainder of the fiscal year. 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
$22,000.00 10516-55219, Software 

Renewals/Support 
$22,826.48 

Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. 2024056 Agreement 2024056 Agreement.pdf 
2. 2024056 Evaluation 2024056 Evaluation.pdf 
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Edward Quedens

Business Services Director

7/8/24 09:01 MST
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  City Council Report 
 

Date:  July 1, 2024 

To:  City Council 

Through: Mike Kennington, Deputy City Manager/Chief Financial Officer 

From:  Edward Quedens, Business Services Director 
 Kristy Garcia, Procurement Administrator 

Subject: Four-Year Term Contract with Six Years of Renewal Options for Information 
Technology Solutions and Services for Various City Departments as requested 
by the Department of Innovation and Technology (Citywide) 
 

Purpose and Recommendation 
 
Council is requested to approve the contract amendment as recommended. 
 
A committee representing the Department of Innovation and Technology, , and Procurement 
Services evaluated responses.  The evaluation committee recommends awarding the contract 
to the highest scored proposals from CDW Government LLC; and SHI International Corp., at 
$15,000,000 annually, based on estimated requirements, with an annual increase allowance of 
up to 5% or the adjusted Consumer Price Index. 
 
Background / Discussion 
 
These contracts will provide critical software applications and hardware devices in use 
throughout the City, including but not limited to Microsoft software, Panasonic rugged devices, 
and much more. The scope of products and services available under these contracts include 
personal computer systems, standard business and high-end workstations, laptop and notebook 
computers, network equipment, computer and network products and peripherals, monitors, 
various cloud, consulting, and technical support services, financing (leasing and conditional 
sales for related products), various software products, and the contractor’s comprehensive 
product offering. While no minimum volume is guaranteed to the suppliers, the estimated annual 
volume of IT Solutions purchased under this master agreement is approximately $1.5 billion over 
the term of the contract. This projection is based on the current annual volumes of all the 
participating public agencies that are anticipated to utilize the resulting master agreement and 
volume growth into other public agencies through a coordinated marketing approach between 
the suppliers and OMNIA Partners. Throughout the term of this agreement, the City may look to 
make available through this contract additional products and services as requested by OMNIA 
Partners, its member agencies, and the City. The City will receive rebates annually for 
administering and awarding this contract. 
 

Mesa, as the lead agency, partnered with Omnia Partners and led the solicitation that created 
this term contract for IT Solutions and Services. This contract will provide the City and 
participating agencies with a full range of information technology solution products and 
services to meet the varying requirements of governmental agencies. The contract will be 
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available to over 45,000 public agencies nationally, including state and local governmental 
entities, public and private primary, secondary, and higher education entities, non-profit 
entities, and other agencies for the public benefit through OMNIA Partners cooperative 
purchasing program. 
 

Staff issued a Request for Proposal (RFP) to registered and known providers.  Eleven (11) 
proposals were received, and all these responses met the minimum requirements to move 
forward in the evaluation process.  The evaluation committee evaluated the proposal 
responses based on the evaluation criteria as stated in the solicitation.  The two (2) highest-
scored responses are being recommended for award.    
 

Purchase Information 

 
Action:  Award 
Procurement Type:  Request for Proposals 
Contract Number:  2024056 
Local Consideration:  Policy did not apply to this procurement method 
Initial Contract Term:  Four years 
Possible Renewals:  Up to a maximum of six (6) years subject to Administrative review and 

approval  
Funding Source:  Individual City Department operating budget that is purchasing the IT 

products and services 
 
Bid or Proposal Responses 
 
Aspire HR, LLC – Dallas, TX 
Axelliant, LLC - Torrance, CA 
Carahsoft Technology Corporation – Reston, VA 
CDW Government LLC – Vernon Hills, VA (Recommended) 
Conquest Technology Services, LLC - Nashville, TN 
DiscountCell LLC – Provo, UT 
FreeAlliance.com, LLC – Reston, VA 
Quality and Assurance Technology Corp, DBA QnA Tech -  Ridge, NY 
SHI International Corp. – Somerset, NJ (Recommended) 
World Wide Technology, LLC – St. Louis, MO 
Zones, LLC – Auburn, WA  
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Proposal Scoring Results 
 
Evaluation 
Criteria – 
Possible Points 

Aspire HR Axelliant  
Carahsoft 

Technology 
Corporation 

CDW 
Government 

(Recommended) 

Conquest 
Technology 

Services  

Discount- 
Cell  

Proposer 
Experience and 
Qualifications - 
200 

49.52 120.00 134.29 198.10 147.62 114.29 

Proposed Method 
and Approach - 
400 

156.43 196.19 255.00 379.52 153.57 228.10 

Conformance to 
RFP/Acceptance 
City’s Terms and 
Conditions - 25 

20.83 0.00 0.00 20.83 25.00 25.00 

Proposed Cost – 
125  

0.00 0.00 0.00 111.91 0.00 0.00 

Evaluation Score 
- 750 

226.79 316.19 389.29 710.36 326.19 367.38 

 
Evaluation 
Criteria – 
Possible Points 

Free- 
Alliance.com 

QnA Tech 
SHI International 

Corp. 
(Recommended) 

World Wide 
Technology 

Zones 

Proposer 
Experience and 
Qualifications - 
200 

122.86 95.24 184.76 198.10 198.10 

Proposed Method 
and Approach - 
400 

130.24 236.90 346.90 318.33 340.48 

Conformance to 
RFP/Acceptance 
City’s Terms and 
Conditions - 25 

25.00 25.00 20.83 20.83 20.83 

Proposed Cost – 
125  

0.00 0.00 125.00 0.00 105.23 

Evaluation Score 278.10 357.14 677.50 537.26 664.63 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Event and Boat Ramp Closure Request 
Pig on the Pond 2027 
Requested Action  
approve Pig On the Pond to be held April 2, 3, and 4, 2027 to be held at Waterfront Park with open container in the 
approved area, fee waiver, signage on City property, fireworks, staff assistance and trail and boat ramp closure. 
Staff Report  
Pig on the Pond requests the following: 
*Approval of the event on Friday, April 2, 2027 (5pm–10pm), Saturday, April 3 (10am–10pm), Sunday, April 4 
(11am–5pm) at Waterfront Park. 
*Open containers are permitted in the approved beverage area.  Pig on the Pond has agreed to hire the 
appropriate number of off-duty officers as required by the Clermont Police Department. 
*A section of the trail is to be closed during the course of the event (April 2, 3, 4).   Detour signs will be put up for 
patrons wishing to use the trail during the closure time. Non-paying individuals will be permitted to walk through 
and/or dismount from their bicycles and continue along the trail without paying. 
*Fireworks on the evening of Saturday, April 3, are to be launched from Lake Minneola and will adhere to state, 
local and DEP requirements. 
* Boat ramp closure on April 2,3, 4 in order to provide parking for event attendees. 
* Fee waivers for permits and the use of Waterfront Park from April 2 through April 4 at an estimated total amount 
of $23,040, broken down as follows: 
 
Waterfront Park Facility Rental Fees — $9,900 
Tent Permits - $130 
Fireworks Permit - $575 
Fire Department Fees — $3,195 
Public Works Fees - $9,240

 
Total:  $23,040 
 
* The organization is also requesting to have signage placed by City staff on City property at the following 
locations: 8' x 3' Signage. 
 1 NE Corner of Steve's Road and Citrus Tower 
 1 SE Corner of Steve's Road and Citrus Tower 
 2 Hwy 50 & Cut Road at the Clermont Water Tower 
 1 Hwy 50 past 12th Street East 
 1 Palm Street entrance to Waterfront Park 
1 Waterfront Park next to the Splash Park 

Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
Estimated fees waived based on previous Pig on the Pond events: 
 
Waterfront Park Rental Fees - $9,900 
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Tent Permits - $130 
Fireworks Permit - $575 
Fire Department Fees - $3,195 
Public Works Fees - $9,240

 
Total: $23,040 

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
   
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. Special Event Application - Pig on the Pond Special Event Application - Pig on the Pond.pdf 
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Print

Application for Special Events Permit

Name of Event*

Pig on the Pond

Date of Event*

(Applications must be be submitted at
least 60 days prior to the requested and
no more than 24 months in advance of
the rental date) 

Dates of Event (If Multi-Day)

—

Estimated Attendance*

20,000

Briefly Describe the Event *

Pig on the Pond is a family-friendly, three-day festival at 
Waterfront Park. The event includes a carnival, live music, 
fireworks, food and beverages and activities for kids. The 
purpose of the event is to raise funds for scholarships and to 
partner with the City of Clermont to provide a signature 
community event. 

Event Start Time* Event End Time* Pre-Event Setup Time* Post-Event Cleanup
Time:*

Please list all alternative dates you would like in the event
the chosen date is unavailable (if applicable)

Please note we need the space from Monday, March 29, 
2027 until April 5, 2027

Briefly Describe Event / Activity*

Pig on the Pond is a family-friendly, three-day festival at 
Waterfront Park. The event includes a carnival, live music. 
fireworks, food and beverages and activities for kids. The 
purpose of the event is to raise funds for scholarships and to 
partner with the City of Clermont to provide a signature 
community event.

Name of Organization / Applicant*

Project Scholars

Application for Special Events Permit - Submission #3261

Date Submitted: 3/25/2026

4/2/2027 4/2/2027

4/4/2027

mm/dd/yyyy

hh:mm am/pm

10:00 AM 10:00 PM 08:00 AM
05:00 PM

4/1/26, 1:23 PM clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261

https://www.clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261 1/11Page 231



Resident

Non Resident (Must Provide Proof of
Residency)

Non-Profit (Must Provide Tax Exemption
Certificate)

Business

Check Type of Organization*

Proof of Residency

Choose File No file chosen
Please provide proof of Residency (i.e. valid driver's license
or City of Clermont water bill) Please note that address must
be within City limits to qualify for Resident rate

Tax Exemption Certificate
tax exempt 2021 (2).pdf

Event Contact*

Amanda Nethero

Address*

PO Box 121543

City*

Clermont

State*

FL

Zip Code*

34712

Phone*

4074336048

Email*

info@pigonthepond.org

Location of Event on City Property* If location selected is other, please describe here:

Waterfront Park - Highlander Building / Staged Pavilio

4/1/26, 1:23 PM clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261
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Yes

No

Alcohol Served:*

If Yes, State Alcoholic
Beverage License
REQUIRED for sale of
alcoholic beverages 1-
800-375-6975 and
approval from the City
of Clermont City
Manager and Council.

Yes

No

Canopy/Tent Use:*

*Tents larger than 900
sq. ft. will require an
additional permit

Yes

No

Electrical Use:*

Additional permits may
be required based on
use

Generator

Temporary Power
Drop

Property Power

Electrical Power
Provided:

Yes

No

Gas Fueled
Equipment*

If Yes, subject to
permits as required by
the Building/Fire
Safety Division.

Propane

Natural Gas

Diesel Fuel

Gasoline

N/A

Fuel Source:

Yes

No

Cooking Equipment
Use:*

Fryers

Propane Grill

Charcoal Grill

Concession
Trailer

Food Trucks

Cooking Types

Yes

No

Rides / Amusements*

Mechanical

Bounce Houses

Animals

Types:

Yes

No

Pyrotechnic /
Firework Displays*

If Yes, requires
separate approval
process completed by
Company with the Fire
Prevention Division.
The release of Sky
Lanterns is not
permitted under state
law.

Yes

No

Streets to be Closed
for Traffic Control*

Written submission for
road closure is required
and will require city
council approval.

4/1/26, 1:23 PM clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261
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Yes

No

Law Enforcement Stand-By Requested*

Law enforcement or fire/ems stand-by may be required
by the City for certain events/activities and at the
applicant’s cost.  

Clermont Police Department may determine officers to
be necessary upon review of application/

Fire Boat

Fire / EMS Cart

Public Education

None

Fire Department Support Requested*

Fire Department Resources may be required by the City
for certain events/activities at the expense of the
applicant.

DJ

Band

Music Played on Speakers

None

Sound / Music Devices*

If loud sounds are created that require a permit under the
City Noise Ordinance, a letter requesting a permit for
such activity must accompany this permit application.

Yes

No

Banners or Attention Getting Devices*

If Yes, Attention Getting Devices and Banners require a
separate permit with the Building/Fire Safety Division.
Temporary signage is not permitted in right-of-ways.

Public

Private

Is this event:*

Yes

No

In another promoter/producer
assisting with your event?*

Yes

No

Will this event use other venues
and/or municipalities such as
Lake County?*

Yes

No

Will this event be utilizing Lake Minneola or Lake
Minnehaha for any portion of the event?*

If Yes, please describe your water safety plan for review
by the Clermont Fire Department.

Water Safety Plan (If Applicable)

NA

Site Plan
Draft as of 3-24-26.pdf
Please attach your site plan here - applications without a site plan will not be reviewed. 

Map Template:
Waterfront Park

Map Template:
Victory Pointe

4/1/26, 1:23 PM clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261

https://www.clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261 4/11Page 234

https://www.clermontfl.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2753/Waterfront-Park---Map-Template
https://www.clermontfl.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2754/Victory-Pointe---Map-Template


Special Event Fees

Resident / Non-Profit Rate is defined as:

A resident or land owner located in the Clermont city limits

A business located in the Clermont city limits

An organization/business that is active and currently registered with the Florida Division of Corporations. Applicant
must be a registered agent, representative, or board member of the organization/business.

4/1/26, 1:23 PM clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261

https://www.clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261 5/11Page 235



*Non-Profits must provide valid tax-exemption certificate.

Non-Resident / Business rate is defined as:

Applicant resides outside the Clermont city limits

Business is located outside the Clermont city limits 

Clermont Residents are not permitted to use ‘Resident’ status if the business is located outside of the city limits

All businesses, vendors, etc., must provide a Certificate of Liability with a minimum coverage of $1,000,000 Comprehensive
General Liability Insurance naming the City of Clermont as additionally insured

Yes, I understand and consent to the below.

Check below if you agree abide by the following:*

The issuance of a Special Events Permit from the City shall NOT relieve any person from the duty to secure other City, State
or County permits or approvals as may be required to include, but not be limited to, Department of Business and
Professional Regulation, Health Department, tent permits, fireworks permit, attention getting device permits, business tax
receipt, etc. The applicant agrees that no advertising for the event shall occur until this Special Event Permit has been
approved. If any information is found to be false, incomplete or misrepresented, such fact is just cause for the immediate
revocation of any permit issued. In addition, failure to correct any on-site condition or code violation as identified by the
City staff will result in revocation of the permit and/or code enforcement fines.

​Yes, I have read and agree to abide by the rules and regulations outlined below.

Check here to agree to the Indemnification, Insurance and Additional Costs*

The applicant and any other persons, organizations, firms or corporations on whose behalf the
application is made agree that they will jointly and severally indemnify and hold the City harmless
against liability, including court costs and attorney’s fees, and attorney’s fees on appeal, for any and all
claims for damage to property, or injury to or death to persons, arising out of or resulting from the
issuance of the permit or the conduct of the Special Event. The applicant may be required to provide
insurance, as determined by the Risk Manager. In that case, the City shall be named as an Additional
Insured. The applicant also agrees to reimburse the City for all costs due to damage, or use of City
resources that are unanticipated but required to support this event.

Yes, I understand and have reviewed the information below:

Check below if you agree abide by the following:*

4/1/26, 1:23 PM clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261
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For more details, please contact Events and Performing Arts Manager, Cory Cody

4/1/26, 1:23 PM clermontfl.gov/Admin/FormCenter/Submissions/Print/3261
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 1  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Utility Agreement Amendment 
Hartle 
Requested Action  
Approve the first amendment to the Utility Service Agreement for water and wastewater service regarding the 
Hartle development. 
Staff Report  
This item is an amendment to an existing utility agreement that was originally approved in August 2024.  The 
owner (Mr. Hartle) is undergoing approval in Lake County for an apartment complex, which is designed to City of 
Clermont standards, on County Road 455 just north of Hwy. 50.  When the owner originally sought approval of a 
utility agreement, the utility rate numbers that were provided to the city were lower than what is actually needed by 
the owner.  The owner is seeking to adjust the total water and sewer gallons per day on a revised utility agreement. 
The water adjustment would go from 34,000 gallons per day to 112,000 gallons per day and the sewer would go 
from 34,000 gallons per day to 40,000 gallons per day.  The City's Public Services Department has confirmed this 
capacity request is available within the city's utility system.  Staff recommends approval of the Utility Agreement 
request. 
Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
No impact - billing for the current utility service is based on actual consumption. 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
   
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. Hartle_Clermont- First Amendment to Utility 

Service Agreement(17765184.1) 
Hartle_Clermont- First Amendment to Utility Service 
Agreement(17765184.1).docx 

2. SUT-Comnty26050414380 SUT-Comnty26050414380.pdf 
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FIRST AMENDMENT TO UTILITY SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR 

WATER & WASTEWATER 
THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO UTILITY SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR WATER & 
WASTEWATER (this "First Amendment") is entered into this ____ day of __________, 2026, 
by and between the City of Clermont, a Florida Municipal Corporation (hereinafter referred to as 
"CITY"), and ESTATE OF BURTON B. HARTLE, Benson K. Hartle, Allan H. Hartle, and 
Miriam F. Condron, their successors, transferees and assigns (hereinafter collectively referred to 
as "OWNER"). 

RECITALS 
WHEREAS, CITY and OWNER entered into that certain Utility Service Agreement for Water & 
Wastewater dated August 27, 2024 (the "Original Agreement"); and   

WHEREAS, CITY and OWNER now desire to amend Section 1.1 of the Original Agreement to 
modify the water and sewer utility flow/demand allocations for the PROPERTY to reflect updated 
calculations as approved by the CITY Public Services Department. 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and covenants herein contained, 
and for other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby 
acknowledged, the parties agree as follows: 

Section 1. Amendment to Section 1.1 
Section 1.1 of the Original Agreement is hereby deleted in its entirety and replaced with the 
following: 

1.1 CITY shall provide water and sewer service for the PROPERTY for multi-family 
residential utility flow/demand of up to 112,000 gpd for water and 40,000 gpd for sewer as 
already approved by the CITY Public Services Department. 

Section 3. Full Force and Effect 
Except as specifically amended by this First Amendment, all other terms, conditions, covenants, 
and provisions of the Original Agreement shall remain in full force and effect and are hereby 
ratified, confirmed, and restated.  

Section 4. Conflict 
In the event of any conflict or inconsistency between the terms and provisions of this First 
Amendment and the terms and provisions of the Original Agreement, the terms and provisions of 
this First Amendment shall prevail and control. 

Section 5. Counterparts 
This First Amendment may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which shall be 
deemed an original, and all of which together shall constitute one and the same instrument. 
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Section 6. Effective Date 
The effective date of this First Amendment shall be the date of execution by all parties hereto. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Agreement on the 
date listed below.  CITY through its City Manager, is authorized to execute same by City 
Council action.  
 
DATED this ______________ day of __________________2026. 
  
CITY OF CLERMONT 
       ATTEST: 
 
___________________________  _________________________________ 
Tim Murry, Mayor    Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC, City Clerk 
 
      Approved as to form and legality: 
      _________________________________ 
      Christian Waugh, City Attorney 
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Signed, sealed and delivered in the  
presence of the following witnesses: 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 

OWNER 
ESTATE OF BURTON B. HARTLE, deceased, 
by and through its duly appointed Personal 
Representative 
 
By: ______________________________ 
________________________________ 
as Personal Representative of the Estate of 
Burton B. Hartle, deceased 
 

 
STATE OF ______________ 
COUNTY OF ____________ 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me by means of  physical presence or  
online notarization, this _____ day of ___________, 20__, by ___________________________, 

 who is personally known to me or  who has produced ____________________________ 
as identification. 
  
 (NOTARY SEAL)   

Notary Public Signature 
 
  
(Name typed, printed or stamped) 
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Signed, sealed and delivered in the  
presence of the following witnesses: 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 

OWNER 
Benson K. Hartle 
 
  
Printed Name:  
 

 
STATE OF ______________ 
COUNTY OF ____________ 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me by means of  physical presence or  
online notarization, this _____ day of ___________, 20__, by 
_________________________________,  who is personally known to me or  who has 
produced ______________________________ as identification. 
  
 (NOTARY SEAL)   

Notary Public Signature 
 
  
(Name typed, printed or stamped) 
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Signed, sealed and delivered in the  
presence of the following witnesses: 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 

OWNER 
Allan H. Hartle 
 
  
Printed Name:  
 

 
STATE OF ______________ 
COUNTY OF ____________ 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me by means of  physical presence or  
online notarization, this _____ day of ___________, 20__, by 
_________________________________,  who is personally known to me or  who has 
produced ______________________________ as identification. 
  
 (NOTARY SEAL)   

Notary Public Signature 
 
  
(Name typed, printed or stamped) 
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Signed, sealed and delivered in the  
presence of the following witnesses: 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 
  
Signature of Witness 
Print Name: ___________________________ 
Address: _____________________________ 
 

OWNER 
Miriam F. Condron 
 
  
Printed Name:  
 

 
STATE OF ______________ 
COUNTY OF ____________ 

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me by means of  physical presence or  
online notarization, this _____ day of ___________, 20__, by 
_________________________________,  who is personally known to me or  who has 
produced ______________________________ as identification. 
  
 (NOTARY SEAL)   

Notary Public Signature 
 
  
(Name typed, printed or stamped) 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 1  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Resolution No. 2026-015R 
City Manager Evaluation Criteria 
Requested Action  
Approve Resolution No. 2026-015R - City Manager Evaluation Criteria 
Staff Report  
On April 28, 2026, Council approved the draft City Manager evaluation criteria and gave direction to Staff to bring it 
back to Council in a Resolution outlining the criteria and process.  The proposed resolution outlines the direction 
provided by Council. 
Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
n/a 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
   
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. 2026-015R City Manager Evaluation Criteria 

(05.06.2026) 
2026-015R City Manager Evaluation Criteria 
(05.06.2026).pdf 
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CITY OF CLERMONT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2026-015R 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, ADOPTING CRITERIA BY 
WHICH THE CITY MANAGER SHALL BE EVALUATED; 
ESTABLISHING A PROCEDURE BY WHICH THE CRITERIA SHALL 
BE USED BY THE CITY COUNCIL; PROVIDING FOR CONFLICT, 
SEVERABILITY, ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION OF SCRIVENER’S 
ERRORS, PUBLICATION AND EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, Section 31(a) of the Charter of the City of Clermont (hereinafter, the 
“Charter”) provides that the City Council shall appoint a City Manager who “shall have the powers 
and perform the duties provided in” the Charter; and 

WHEREAS, on August 26, 2025, the City Council approved the City Manager 
Employment Agreement, by which the City Council fulfilled its responsibility under the Charter 
to appoint a City Manager; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 5 of the City Manager Employment Agreement, as well 
as its power and authority under the Charter, the City Council reserved for itself the ability to 
“evaluate/review the performance of [the City Manager] in a public meeting, subject to a process, 
form, criteria, and format of its choosing”; and 

WHEREAS, after public deliberation regarding the criteria and manner for such an 
evaluation, as well as its process, form, criteria, and format, the City Council desires memorializing 
and approving the criteria and process described herein; and  

WHEREAS, the City of Clermont finds that this Resolution is in the best interest and 
welfare of the residents of the city. 

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the City Council of the City of Clermont, Lake 
County, Florida, that: 

SECTION 1: CRITERIA 

The City Council hereby adopts the criteria and questions in Exhibit A, attached to this Resolution, 
as the criteria and questions by which the City Council shall evaluate the City Manager on at least 
an annual basis pursuant to its reserved power and authority under both the City Manager 
Employment Agreement and the City Charter.  

SECTION 2: PROCESS 

The City Clerk shall provide the form attached as Exhibit A to the City Council members no later 
than August 1 of each year. The Council members may return the form with their evaluation and 
responses no later than September 1 of the applicable year. The City Clerk shall review the returned 
forms, averaging the scores for each category, compiling the comments from the three (3) 
questions, and maintaining possession of the compiled responses. The City Clerk shall place the 
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CITY OF CLERMONT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2026-015R 

 

 
 

City Manager Evaluation on the agenda for the first regularly scheduled City Council meeting in 
September for discussion. In the staff report for the City Manager Evaluation item, the City Clerk 
shall include, at a minimum, “The City Council shall discuss their evaluation of the City Manager 
based on the required criteria and questions. The City Council shall determine and vote on any 
merit salary increase based on the results of the evaluation and establish any priorities, 
expectations, goals, or objectives to be included in the next year’s reporting period.”  
 
SECTION 3: CONFLICT 
 
All resolutions or parts of resolutions in conflict with any of the provisions of this Resolution are 
hereby repealed.  
 
SECTION 4: SEVERABILITY 
 
If any portion of this Resolution is declared invalid, the invalidated portion shall be severed from 
the remainder of the Resolution, and the remainder of the Resolution shall continue in full force 
and effect as if enacted without the invalidated portion, except in cases where such continued 
validity of the remainder would clearly and without doubt contradict or frustrate the intent of the 
Resolution as a whole. 
 
SECTION 5: ADMINISTRATIVE CORRECTION 

This Resolution may be re-numbered or re-lettered, and/or corrected for typographical and/or 
scrivener’s errors which do not affect the intent of said resolution, as authorized by the City 
Manager or designee, without need of public hearing, by filing a corrected copy of same with the 
City Clerk.  
 
SECTION 6: EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
This Resolution shall take effect immediately upon its adoption.  
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CITY OF CLERMONT 
RESOLUTION NO. 2026-015R 

 

 
 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the above said resolution of the City 
Council of the City of Clermont, Lake County, Florida be adopted on this 12th day of May, 2026. 
 
 

      
CITY OF CLERMONT, FLORIDA 

                       
 
       _______________________________  
       Tim Murry, Mayor  
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC 
City Clerk  
 
 
 
 
Approved as to form and legality 
 
 
______________________________ 
Christian W. Waugh, City Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A 
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Performance Evaluation Tally Form - City Manager

Section 1.  Charter Criteria
Staffing & Supervision

1) Appoints and, when necessary for the good of the City, removes all officers and employees of the 
City, and appoint and remove subordinates in such department or office.  To that end, develops and 
maintains a friendly and informal relationship with staff and workforce in general, yet maintains the 
professional dignity of the manager’s office; sustains or improves staff performance by evaluating the 
performance of staff members at least annually, setting goals and objectives with them, periodically 
assessing their progress, and providing appropriate feedback.

Fiscal Management
2)  Prepares the budget annually and submits it to the council and is responsible for its administration 
after adoption.   The budget is balanced to provide services at a level directed by Council; makes the 
best possible use of available funds, is conscious of the need to operate the local government 
efficiently and effectively; prepares a budget and budgetary recommendations in an intelligent and 
accessible format. 
3) Prepares and submits to the council, as of the end of the fiscal year, a complete report on the 
finances and administrative activities of the city for the preceding year. 
4)  Keeps the council advised of the financial condition and future needs of the city and make such 
recommendations as may seem to him desirable.

Meeting Attendance & Reporting

5) Attends all meetings of the City Council and of its committees and keeps the council advised of the 
activities of his office, with the right to take part in the discussions but without having a vote.  Provides 
regular information and reports to the elected body concerning matters of importance to the local 
government; responds in a timely manner to requests from the elected body for special reports; takes 
the initiative to provide information, advice, and recommendations to the elected body on matters that 
are nonroutine and not administrative in nature; produces reports that are accurate, comprehensive, 
concise, and written to their intended audience; and produces and handles reports so as to convey the 
message that affairs of the organization are open to public scrutiny.

Policy Execution
(6) Performs such other duties as may be prescribed under this Charter or as may be required by him 
by ordinance or resolution of the City Council.  Implements Council's actions in accordance with the 
intent of council as publicly communicated by the majority of Council; supports the actions of the 
elected body, both inside and outside the organization after a decision has been reached; 
understands, supports, and enforces local government’s laws, policies, and ordinances; reviews 
ordinance and policy procedures periodically to suggest improvements to their effectiveness; and 
offers workable alternatives to the elected body for changes in law or policy when an existing policy or 
ordinance is no longer practical.

All categories should be rated on a 1 to 5 point scale, where 1 in "Unnaceptable", 2 is "Below Expectations", 3 is "Meets 
Expectations", 4 is "Exceeds Expectations" and 5 is "Exceptional".
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Performance Evaluation Tally Form - City Manager

(7) The City Manager may appoint a qualified person as purchasing agent, subject to approval of the 
Council, by whom all purchases of supplies shall be made subject to the rules and regulations to be 
prescribed by the Council and he shall approve all vouchers for the payment of same. In the capacity 
of purchasing agent, he shall also conduct all sales of personal property which the Council may 
authorize to be sold as having become unnecessary or unfit for the city's use. All purchases, sales and 
contracts shall conform to such regulations as the City Council may from time to time prescribe.  RFP, 
RFQ, and RFB's are on time; contracts rarely need corrections; and internal purchasing procedures and 
Florida Statutes are followed.

(8) Fix the salary of officers and employees according to the wage schedule approved by the City 
Council.  Employees are paid fair wages and within the approved pay ranges. 

9) City Manager shall be charged with the management and operation of all public works, charitable 
and correctional institutions and agencies of the City; subject to regulations prescribed by ordinance, 
and regulations relative to the preservation and promotion of public health; and manage or inspect 
water, lighting, power and transportation enterprises of the City; shall manage and control the use, 
construction, improvement, repair and maintenance facilities of the City, including parks, playgrounds 
and public gymnasiums, and social centers. He shall manage and supervise all public improvements, 
works and undertakings of the City except as otherwise provided in this Charter.   Streets and city-
owned facilities are clean, well maintained, and repaired efficiently. Capital Projects are appropriately 
budgeted and included in the Capital Improvement Plan.  Effectively collaborates with Duke regarding 
lighting.

Section 2.  Interactive Skills
Individual Characteristics

10) Diligent and thorough in the discharge of duties; self-starter; exercises good judgement; displays 
enthusiasm, cooperation and willingness to adapt; exhibits the skills and talent for the position; and 
exhibits composure, appearance, and attitude appropriate for executive position.

Professional Skill and Status
11) Maintains knowledge of current developments affecting the practice of local government 
management; demonstrates a capacity for innovation and creativity; anticipates and analyzes 
problems to develop effective approaches for solving them; willing to try new ideas proposed by 
elected body members and/or staff; and sets a professional example by handling affairs of the public 
office in a fair and impartial manner.

Relationship with the City Council
12) Carries out directives of the Council as a whole as opposed to those of any one member; sets 
meeting agendas that reflect the guidance of the Council and avoids unnecessary involvement in 
administrative actions; disseminates complete and accurate information equally to all members in a 
timely manner; assists by facilitating decision making without usurping authority; and responds well to 
requests, advice, and constructive criticism.
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Performance Evaluation Tally Form - City Manager

Intergovernmental Relationships
13) Cooperates with neighboring communities and the county; maintains a good working relationship 
with adjacent cities and County to accomplish regional issues or projects; cooperates with other 
regional, state, and federal government agencies to ensure legislative and funding priorities of the City 
are heard.

Citizen Relations
14) Is responsive to requests from citizens; demonstrates a dedication to service to the community 
and its citizens; maintains a nonpartisan approach in dealing with the news media; meets with and 
listens to members of the community to discuss their concerns, and strives to understand their 
interests; and makes an appropriate effort to maintain citizen satisfaction with services.

Community
15) Shares responsibility for addressing the difficult issues facing the community; avoids unnecessary 
controversy; helps the council address future needs and develop adequate plans to address long-term 
trends.

What performance area(s) would you identify as most critical for improvement?

What would you identify as the manager's strength(s), expressed in terms of the principal results 
achieved during the rating period?

What other comments do you have for the manager (e.g. priorities, expectations, goals, or objectives 
for the new rating period)?

Page 258



 

 

 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 3  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Variance Request 
168 E. Lakeshore Dr. 
Requested Action  
Recommend denial of the variance request. 
Staff Report  
The applicant and owner, James Phillips, is requesting two variances to the Land Development Code to install a 
swimming pool on his property. The property is located at 168 E. Lakeshore Dr. and overlooks Lake Minnehaha to 
the south. The property is designated as R-1-A Single-Family Low Density Residential Zoning District and is 
approximately 11,305 sq ft +/-. Currently, the property consists of an existing single-family residence, shed, and 
boat dock. 
 

 
 
In order to take advantage of the lakefront view, the applicant is requesting to install a pool with a deck and spa in 
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the front yard. The home is considered a legal nonconforming structure that was constructed in 1956, based on the 
information provided on Lake County’s Property Appraiser’s website. Due to the placement of the existing home 
and the property’s irregular shape, a variance would be required to permit the pool in either the front or rear yard of 
the property. 
 
The first variance request is to allow the maximum impervious surface ratio (ISR) to be over fifty-five (55) percent. 
The increase to the ISR is estimated to be fifty-seven (57) percent if the variance was to be approved. This is due 
to the property having a portion of land adjacent to Lake Minnehaha which may change the gross land area 
abutting the shoreline depending on the yearly rainfall.  
 
The second variance request would be to allow the pool to be located within the front yard at a setback of twenty-
two (22) feet from the front property line. Section 125-520 of the land development code requires in-ground 
swimming pools to be located behind the front building line. This would mean the pool would not be allowed to be 
placed more forward than the primary structure’s wall. The minimum front yard setback required for the property 
would be thirty-five (35) feet from the front property line. The existing home was constructed on the lot at fifty-four 
(54) feet from the front property line, providing for more area within the front yard versus the rear.  
 

 
 
In order to mitigate some of the potential adverse effects, the property owner is planning to raise the pool deck up 
and install landscaping around the deck. This would help slow excess stormwater runoff prior to reaching the 
overall drainage and stormwater system for the area. The landscaping would also help provide screening from 
public view and prevent glare from oncoming traffic. 
 
Upon review of the applicant’s request, staff is unable to support the pool being located in the front yard due to the 
potential for an increase in storm water run off that may occur if the pool was to overflow during a storm. The 
stormwater on the property currently flows from the rear to the front towards E. Lakeshore Dr. due to the property’s 
elevation. Staff is unsure if excess run off from the property will be conveyed through the overall drainage and 
storm water system for the area or if flooding may occur.  
 
Section 101-246 of the Land Development Code requires a positive finding on the review criteria in order to grant a 
variance. Staff has reviewed the application as submitted and finds the application does not meet a positive finding 
on one of the five criteria. Therefore, staff recommends denial of the variance request. 
Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
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Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. Location Maps Location Maps.pdf 
2. Site Plan With Pool Site Plan With Pool.pdf 
3. 101-246 Review Criteria-168 E. Lakeshore Dr. VAR 101-246 Review Criteria-168 E. Lakeshore Dr. VAR.pdf 
4. Staff Analysis 168 E. Lakeshore Dr. VAR Staff Analysis 168 E. Lakeshore Dr. VAR.pdf 
5. Application Application.pdf 
6. Legal ad - 168 E Lakeshore Legal ad - 168 E Lakeshore.pdf 
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168 E. Lakeshore – Variance 
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168 E. Lakeshore – Variance 
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168 E. Lakeshore Dr. – Front Yard Setback, and Impervious Surface Ratio Variances  

The requirements for a variance are as follows: 

 

“Sec. 101-246, Review Criteria and Finding.  When reviewing an application for a variance, the City Council shall 

not vary the requirements of the land development code unless it makes a positive finding, based on substantial 

competent evidence, on each of the following:” 

 

FINDINGS: 

 

(1) Granting the variance will not cause or allow interference with the reasonable enjoyment of adjacent or 

nearby property owners or negatively impact the standard of living of the citizens of the city; 

Applicant response:  The property is on a corner lot and only has 1 direct neighbor which is a rental 

property. The pool will not negatively impact the neighbor’s views or enjoyment of their property. Two 

nearby neighbors also have pools. 

 

Staff comments:  After careful review of the property’s elevations, storm water runoff pattern, and the 

applicant’s willingness to take the necessary measures to provide for screening and to slow stormwater 

runoff; it is staff’s determination that granting the variance may not interfere with the reasonable 

enjoyment of adjacent properties. 

 

Positive finding  

 

(2) The variance will allow reasonable use of the property; which use is not out of character with other 

properties in the same zoning category; 

Applicant response:  The variance is not out of character with other properties in the same zoning 

category. Another property in the same zoning category also has a pool along Lakeshore Drive, alt. key 

2531100. We will be including landscaping and an elevated height to make it blend in. We will also be 

ensuring that it does not interfere with site lines for traffic turning onto Lakeshore from Drew Ave. 

 

Staff comments:  The property is a legal nonconforming lot that was created in 1974 that cannot meet the 

minimum lot requirements for the R-1-A zoning district. The applicant is requesting to place a pool within 

the front yard of a lake view property, which may be considered a desirable feature. With limited 

properties along Lakeshore Drive that can take advantage of the view shed of Lake Minnehaha from their 

front yard, the request is not out of character with other properties in the same zoning category with this 

attribute. The variance request would allow reasonable use of the property. 

 

Positive finding  

 

(3) In the context presented, strict compliance with the land development regulation will not further any 

legitimate city objective, or the benefits that would be achieved under the other variance criteria by the 

granting of the variance outweigh the benefits under this criteria if the variance was denied; 

Applicant response:  The benefits of granting this variance- specifically allowing the reasonable use of 

the property while protecting the trees in the rear- far outweigh any theoretical benefit of denying it, 

which would only serve to leave a portion of the lot unusable. 

 

Staff comments:  The requested variances to the land development code will not further any legitimate 

city objective. Due to the property’s irregular shape and size, strict compliance with the land development 

code regulations may prevent reasonable use of the property. 

 

Positive finding 
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(4) The granting of the variance is consistent with the city’s comprehensive plan; and 

 Applicant response:  The requested variance promotes the goal of enhancing residential quality of life 

through private recreation. By utilizing the functional side yard, the project preserves natural topography 

in the rear of the lot, consistent with the city’s comprehensive plan’s environmental protection policies. 

The proposed landscaping ensures the improvement remains compatible with the surrounding area, 

maintaining the orderly development pattern of the neighborhood.  

 

 Staff comments:  The variance requests are consistent with the comprehensive plan and its goals, 

objectives, and policies for residential land use. The residential future land use categories were 

established to provide for the preservation of existing, predominantly residential neighborhoods and 

allow for supportive accessory uses, per Comp Plan Objective 1.6. 

 

Positive finding  

 

(5) The variance requested is the minimum variance that will make reasonable use of the land, building, or 

structure of the benefits that would be achieved under the other variance criteria by granting of the 

variance outweigh the benefits under this criteria if the variance was denied; 

 Applicant response:  The variance requested represents the minimum deviation necessary to allow for 

the reasonable use and enjoyment of the property. Because the backyard is rendered unusable due to the 

slop and mature oak trees, there is no other location on the lot where a pool could be placed in compliance 

with standard setbacks. 

 

 Staff comments: The location of the pool and the increase in the impervious surface ratio may negatively 

affect the overall drainage and stormwater system for the area. Staff is concerned that during rainfall 

events, overflow from the pool may increase stormwater runoff from the property that may contribute to 

flooding in the right-of-way.   

 

 Negative finding  

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  Section 101-246 of the Land Development Code requires a positive finding on 

the Review Criteria and Findings in order to grant a variance, staff has reviewed the application as presented and 

finds the application cannot meet a positive finding on one of the five criteria.  Therefore, staff recommends denial 

of the variance request to the Land Development Code. 
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1  - 462 W Osceola St. Variance  

CITY OF CLERMONT 
Staff Analysis Report 

 
 
 

OWNER: Phillips James C  
 
APPLICANT:  Mr. James C Phillips 
 
PROJECT NAME:  168 E. Lakeshore Dr. Pool Variance. 
 
REQUESTED ACTION: Consider two variance requests: (1) To allow for the maximum 

Impervious Surface Area to be over 55%; (2) and to allow for 
a pool to be placed within the front yard at a setback less than 
the 35ft required for the R-1-A Single Family Low Density 
Residential zoning district. 

 
SIZE OF PARCEL: 11,305 sqft +/-  
 
LOCATION: 168 E. Lakeshore Dr.  
 
EXISTING ZONING:  Single Family Low Density Residential District (R-1-A)  
 
EXISTING LAND USE: Single-Family Residence 
 
FUTURE LAND USE CATEGORY:     Low Density Residential 

 

Site 

D
re

w
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2  - 462 W Osceola St. Variance  

ANALYSIS:    
 
The applicant and owner, James Phillips, is requesting two variances to the Land 
Development Code to install a swimming pool on his property. The property is located at 
168 E. Lakeshore Dr. and overlooks Lake Minnehaha to the south. The property is 
designated with the R-1-A Single-Family Low Density Residential Zoning District and is 
approximately 11,305 sqft +/-. Currently, the property consists of an existing single-family 
residence, shed, and boat dock.   
 

 
 
In order to take advantage of the lake front view the applicant is requesting to install a 
pool, with a deck and spa in the front yard. The home is considered a legal nonconforming 
structure that was constructed in 1956, based on the information provided on Lake 
County’s Property Appraiser’s website. Due to the placement of the existing home and 
the property’s irregular shape, a variance would be required to permit the pool in either 
the front or rear yard of the property. 
 
The first variance request is to allow the maximum impervious surface ratio (ISR) to be 
over fifty-five (55) percent. The increase to the ISR is estimated to be fifty-seven (57) 
percent if the variance was to be approved. This is due to the property having a portion 
of land adjacent to Lake Minnehaha which may change the gross land area abutting the 
shoreline depending on the yearly rainfall.  
 
The second variance request would be to allow the pool to be located within the front yard 
at a setback of twenty-two (22) feet from the front property line. Section 125-520 of the 
land development code requires in-ground swimming pools to be located behind the front 

Site 

2
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 f
t Proposed 

Pool, spa & 
deck 
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3  - 462 W Osceola St. Variance  

building line. This would mean the pool would not be allowed to be placed more forward 
than the primary structure’s wall. The minimum front yard setback required for the 
property would be thirty-five (35) feet from the front property line. The existing home was 
constructed on the lot at fifty-four (54) feet from the front property line, providing for more 
area within the front yard versus the rear.  
 

 
 
In order to mitigate some of the potential adverse effects, the property owner is planning 
to raise the pool deck up and install landscaping around the deck. This would help slow 
excess stormwater run-off prior to reaching the overall drainage and stormwater system 
for the area. The landscaping would also help provide screening from public view and 
prevent glare for oncoming traffic. 
 
Upon review of the applicant’s request, staff is unable to support the pool being located 
in the front yard due to the potential of increase in storm water run off that may occur if 
the pool was to overflow during a storm. The stormwater on the property currently flows 
from the rear to the front towards E. Lakeshore Dr. due to the property’s elevations. Staff 
is unsure if excess run off from the property would be conveyed through the overall 
drainage and storm water system for the area or if flooding may occur.  
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Section 101-246 of the Land Development Code requires a positive finding on the review 
criteria in order to grant a variance. Staff has reviewed the application as submitted and 
finds the application does not meet a positive finding on one of the five criteria. Therefore, 
staff recommends denial of the variance request. 
 

Proposed  
Front Elevation 
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 2  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Utility Agreement Request 
Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc. 
Requested Action  
Recommend approval of the requested utility agreement. 
Staff Report  

The applicant, Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc. is proceeding with a site expansion at their current location in Lake 
County at 15020 Johns Lake Road. The applicant is proposing an expansion at the site, which includes a new 
4,800 square foot worship hall, associated parking, and the conversion of an existing single-family residence into 
non-residential occupancy use. The site is currently served by a well and septic system.  The applicant needs City 
water in order to meet the demands for fire protection and potable water use. 

The project is located within the City’s ISBA, JPA, and utility service area. The City has been requested by the 
County to provide a utility agreement in order to proceed with the site approval process. The project appears to 
meet the distance requirements for connection to both water (within 300 feet) and sewer (within 1,000 feet). The 
connection to City water is adjacent to the property line. The distance to the nearest gravity manhole is 
approximately 706 linear feet (red s on the map below). This is within the 1,000-foot requirement for connection. 
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The requested demand is 1,000 gpd for potable water and 1,000 gpd for sewer. The owner will be responsible for 
all costs of onsite and off-site improvements, including, but not limited to, design, material, permitting and 
installation of sufficient size lines, lift stations and other appurtenances necessary to allow the City to serve the 
property. Staff has reviewed the applicant’s request and recommends approval of the utility agreement. 

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.pdf 
2. Islamic Center AK 1029705 Utility Agreement Final Islamic Center AK 1029705 Utility Agreement Final.docx 
3. 15020 Johns Lake Rd Utility App 15020 Johns Lake Rd Utility App.pdf 
4. Islamic Center Fixture Calculation Islamic Center Fixture Calculation.pdf 
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  UTILITY SERVICE AGREEMENT 
 FOR WATER & WASTEWATER 
 
 
This document constitutes an agreement between the CITY of Clermont, hereby referred to as 
CITY, a municipality of the State of Florida, and Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc. and any 
successors or assigns, hereby referred to as OWNER. 
 
 WITNESSETH 
 
Whereas, OWNER is requesting utility service for a House of Worship use consisting of an 
existing building of approximately 1,804 square feet with the addition of a new worship hall, up to 
4,800 sq. ft. within parcel AK 1029708 (the “Property”) as described on Exhibit ‘A’, attached hereto 
and by this reference made a part hereof; and 
 
Whereas, the Property is located in the unincorporated area of Lake County and the OWNER is 
requesting water and sewer service from the CITY; and 
 
Whereas, as a condition of CITY providing said water and sewer service to the property, OWNER 
is to extend water and sewer 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 use; and 
 
Whereas, the CITY may, at the sole option of the CITY, elect to enlarge or oversize the water 
and/or sewer lines and appurtenances in order to provide additional capacity to other properties; 
and 
 
Whereas, as a condition of the provision of water and sewer 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 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 and sewer 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/SEWER – Each and all of the foregoing premises are      
incorporated into and constitute a part of this Agreement. 
 
1.1 CITY shall provide water and sewer 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. 
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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 to serve the project. No building permits shall be issued until water and 
sewer are provided to the site or until a bond is received and accepted by the CITY, is in 
place to guarantee completion of off-site improvements. The bond shall be 110 % of the 
estimated cost of the job in place before work and a 20% warranty bond for one year after 
completion and acceptance.  No Certificate of Occupancy shall be issued until water and 
sewer extensions have been completed and accepted by the CITY. 

 
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, lift stations and other appurtenances necessary to allow the CITY to serve the 
Property. 

 
1.8 The existing utilities must 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 utilities within the property shall be privately owned and maintained, but shall be 

constructed to City standards. 
 
1.10 Irrigation shall be provided by private well. 
 
1.11 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. 

 
1.12 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 the 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. 

 
1.13 The OWNER and CITY shall agree on the cost difference, which will be the responsibility 

of the CITY, prior to commencement of construction. 
 
1.14 The OWNER shall be responsible for all costs including design, permitting, materials and 

construction of the water and sewer lines and appurtenances, both on site and off site, 
required to serve the Property, with reimbursement for the difference in costs as 
determined in Section 1.12 and 1.13 from the CITY. 

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

fees, connection fees and permitting fees. 
 
1.16 The City may require a looped system to provide reliability and redundancy to the property.  
 
1.17 The point of water and sewer connection shall be coordinated with the CITY. 
 
1.18 The development shall be in substantial compliance with the Site Plan shown in Exhibit 

“C”.  Major changes as determined by the Clermont Site Review Committee may require 
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an amendment to this Agreement. 
 
1.19 This Agreement shall be voided after five (5) years if building permits have not been issued 

and building construction has not started. 
 
1.20 The Agreement shall be for utility flow/demand for a House of Worship - water at 1,000 

gpd and sewer is 1,000 gpd, based on an annual average based upon the site plan in 
Exhibit C. 

 
 
Section 2.  DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 
 

(a) The project shall be developed according to City standards, unless otherwise 
stipulated in this Agreement or subsequent amendments to this Agreement. 

 
(b) The project shall be developed in substantial accordance with the Site Plan as 

submitted with the Utility Service Agreement request, dated 9.13.2025, prepared by 
James Stawniczy, Registered Architect. 
 

 
Section 3.  ANNEXATION 
 
OWNER agrees that CITY may annex the Property into the City of Clermont if CITY, in 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”.   The Notice of Encumbrance shall be 
executed by all owners of 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. 
 
 
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. 
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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     Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc 
City Manager      15020 Johns Lake Road  
P.O. Box 120219     Clermont, FL  34711 
Clermont, Fl 34712-0219     
        
 
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   
 
The effective date of this agreement shall be the day of execution of the agreement required 
hereunder.  This Agreement shall be valid for no longer than five (5) years. 
 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have made and executed this Agreement on the 
date listed below.  CITY through its City Manager, authorized to execute same by City Council 
action, and OWNER through ___________________________________________________. 
 
DATED this ______ day of ____________________, 2026. 
 
 
CITY OF CLERMONT 
         ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________    _____________________________ 
Tim Murry, Mayor                                         Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC, City Clerk 
 
 

Approved as to form and legality:  
 
 

_____________________________  
Christian W. Waugh, City Attorney 
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OWNER:  Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc. 
 
 
 
______________________________________   Title: ______________________________ 
Signature 
 
 
______________________________________ 
Print Name 
 
 
STATE OF _______________________ 
COUNTY OF _____________________ 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this ______ day of _____________, 
2026, by ____________________________________________, who is personally known to me 
or who has produced ____________________________________ as identification and who did 
not take an oath. 
 
 
Notary Public _________________________  SEAL: 
 
Type/print name ____________________ 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
 

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 
 

Owner: Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc. – House of Worship 
 
The West 1/2 of Tract 56 in Section 34, Township 22 South, Range 26 East, POSTAL COLONY 
COMPANY, according to the map or plat thereof, as recorded in Plat Book 9, Page 65, of the 
Public Records of Lake County, Florida.  
 
LESS a portion of Tract 56, POSTAL COLONY COMPANY, according to the plat thereof, as 
recorded in Plat Book 9, Page 65, of the Public Records of Lake County, Florida, being more 
particularly described as follows: As also described in Statutory Warranty Deed recorded in 
Official Records Book 3327, Page 453.  
 
Begin at the East right of way line of Hancock Road and the South right of way line of Johns 
Lake Road; thence South 00 degrees 05 minutes 17 seconds West 616.60 feet along said East 
right of way line of Hancock Road; thence South 89 degrees 54 minutes 36 seconds East 40.00 
feet to a line lying 40.00 feet East of, and parallel with, said East right of way line of Hancock 
Road; thence North 00 degrees 05 minutes 17 seconds East 591.32 feet along said line lying 
40.00 feet East of, and parallel with, said East right of way line of Hancock Road; thence North 
45 degrees 17 minutes 36 seconds East 35.23 to said South right of way line of Johns Lake 
Road; thence North 89 degrees 30 minutes 10 seconds West 65.00 feet along said South right 
of way line of Johns Lake Road to the Point of Beginning. 
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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 ______day of __________, 2026, between Islamic Center 
of Clermont, Inc, property owners 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” 
 

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

 

Islamic Center of Clermont, Inc.    Witnesses 
 
 
By:______________________________  1. _____________________________ 
 Signature      Signature 
 
_________________________________   _____________________________ 
Type or print name      Type or print name 
 
 
By:______________________________  2. _____________________________ 
 Signature      Signature 
 
_________________________________   _____________________________ 
Type or print name      Type or print name 
 
 
 
STATE OF _______________________ 
COUNTY OF _____________________ 
 
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me on this ______ day of 
_____________, 2026, by ____________________________________________, who is 
personally known to me or who has produced ____________________________________ 
as identification and who did not take an oath. 
 
 
Notary Public _________________________  SEAL: 
 
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 
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EXHIBIT “C” 
 

SITE PLAN 
 

Islamic Center of Clermont – New Worship Hall Addition Site Plan 
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EXHIBIT “D” 
 

LOCATION MAP 
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Result: The facility is at the 1,000 GPD threshold. Therefore, under FL Statute  
§381.0065, the public sewer located 706 feet away is not considered available, and an 
OSTDS is permitted. 

  

    
  
   
 :  

 

This letter serves as a formal justification for the installation of an Onsite Sewage  
Treatment and Disposal System (OSTDS) for the above-referenced religious facility. 
Based on the distance of the nearest public sewer and the calculated estimated sewage 
flow, the project meets the statutory requirements for exemption from mandatory public  
sewer connection.  

1. Statutory Exemption Basis  

Per Florida Statute §381.0065(2)(a)2, a public sewer system is considered "available" 
only if the subject property meets specific proximity criteria relative to its estimated flow. 

  Statute Standard: For an establishment with an estimated sewage flow of 1,000 
Gallons Per Day (GPD) or less, the sewer is considered "available" only if the  
line abuts the property or is within 50 feet of the property line.  

  Site Condition: The nearest connection point (manhole) is located 706 linear 
feet from the property line.  

  Conclusion: If the facility’s Estimated Sewage Flow is demonstrated to be less  
1,000 GPD, connection is not mandatory by law. 

2. Estimated Sewage Flow Calculation  

In accordance with Florida Administrative Code (FAC) Chapter 64E-6, Table 1, the 
flow rates for a religious institution are calculated based on seating capacity and meal 
service, not on square footage or individual fixture flow rates.  

We have established a Maximum Posted Occupancy of 125 persons for the purpose of 
this calculation.  

  Category: Institutional - Churches/Places of Worship. 
  Per FAC 64E-6 Table 1, churches are evaluated at: 

   
  

3 GPD (regular occupancy): 125 people x 3 GPD = 375 GPD 
3 GPD + 5 GPD (meals served):125 people x (3 GPD + 5 GPD) = 125 x 8 GPD = 1000 GPD 
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1. Ritual Efficiency vs. Capacity: As a Mosque, the facility operates on strict 
prayer times. The increased fixture count is designed solely to facilitate Ritual  
Ablution (Wudu) efficiency within a short time window before prayer services.  
It is a functional requirement to prevent queuing, not an indicator of increased 
continuous population capacity.  

2. Statutory Precedence: FAC Chapter 64E-6 explicitly states that for this 
calculation, "The flow rates of individual fixtures are not used for this 
calculation." The GPD is strictly derived from the per-seat/per-person metric 
defined above. 

3. Low Flow Fixtures: While not part of the GPD calculation, the facility is  
utilizing high-efficiency fixtures (1.6 GPF toilets, 1.8 GPM sinks) to ensure actual 
water usage remains well below the theoretical daily limit. 

Summary 

The proposed design strictly adheres to the <1,000 GPD limit based on a posted 
occupancy of 125 persons. Given the 706-foot distance to the nearest sewer, we 
respectfully request approval to proceed with the Onsite Sewage Treatment and Disposal 
System. 

 

CONCLUSION (FOR SEWER AVAILABILITY ARGUMENT) 

Using FAC 64E-6 Table 1 unit flow rates, the project’s estimated wastewater flow for 
125 seats is: 

  625 GPD (conservative case with routine meals)  

This is below 1,000 GPD, therefore (per the Owner/Architect’s interpretation of Florida  
Statute §381.0065(2)(a)2) public sewer is not considered “available” unless a sewer line 
exists in a public easement/right-of-way that abuts the property or is within 50 feet of  
the property line. 

Maximum Seating to Stay ≤ 1,000 GPD  

If using the conservative 5 GPD/seat rate: 

So, up to 200 seats would still be ≤ 1,000 GPD under the 5 GPD/seat method. 
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Fixture-Based Wastewater   

 

Fixtures Provided 

• Toilets: 10 units, 1.6 gallons per flush (gpf)  

• Lavatory / sinks: 5 units, 1.8 gallons per minute (gpm) 

• Kitchen sink included within sink count (assumed same flow rate unless otherwise specified) 

 

Assumptions (Conservative Peak Event) 

• Occupant load used for this estimate: N = 125 persons  

• Toilet usage factor: 50% of occupants use toilet once per event  

• Lavatory usage factor: 50% of occupants use lavatory once per event 

• Lavatory run time per use: t = 10 seconds = 10/60 minutes = 0.167 minutes  

• Kitchen sink allowance: 60 minutes of total operation per event  

• Daily scenario (optional): 2 peak events per day 

 

Step-by-Step Calculations  

1) Toilets (toilet wastewater per event) 

   Number of toilet users per event = N × 0.50 

   = 686 × 0.50 = 343 users (flushes) 

   Toilet volume per event = (number of flushes) × (gpf)  

   = 343 × 1.6 = 548.8 gallons ≈ 549 gallons 

 

2) Lavatories (lavatory wastewater per event) 

   Number of lavatory users per event = N × 0.50 

   = 686 × 0.50 = 343 uses 

   Volume per lavatory use = (gpm) × (minutes per use)  
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   = 1.8 × 0.167 = 0.3006 gallons per use ≈ 0.30 gallons/use 

   Lavatory volume per event = (uses) × (gallons per use) 

   = 343 × 0.3006 = 103.1 gallons ≈ 103 gallons  

 

3) Kitchen sink (kitchen wastewater per event)  

   Kitchen volume per event = (gpm) × (minutes)  

   = 1.8 × 60 = 108 gallons 

 

4) Total wastewater per peak event 

   Total per event = Toilet volume + Lavatory volume + Kitchen volume  

   = 548.8 + 103.1 + 108 = 759.9 gallons ≈ 760 gallons per event  
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 CITY OF CLERMONT 
 

AGENDA ITEM 
 

Page 1 of 1  
Meeting Date  
Tuesday, May 12, 2026 
Agenda Item Name  
Bishop Field Design Approval 
Requested Action  
Approve Bishop Field Design 
Staff Report  
Bishop Field's aging grandstand and dugouts are in need of replacement. Staff engaged the Bentley Group, a City 
contracted and experienced architecture firm, to provide a scope of work and design of new amenities that have a 
classic, historical look.  The projected cost of the project is approximately $2.5 million.  Staff requests approval of 
the design and direction to proceed through the procurement process. 
Additional Analysis  
 
Fiscal Impact Summary  
To be determined - the current Capital Plan budget for the Bishop Field Renovations Project includes $600,000 in 
Fiscal Year Ending 2026 and $1,000,000 in Fiscal Year Ending 2027 from the Capital Projects & Expenditures 
Fund. 
Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount 
   
Exhibits Attached(copies of original agreements)  
1. 22x34 Bishop Field_Render 01_Compressed 22x34 Bishop Field_Render 01_Compressed.jpg 
2. 22x34 Bishop Field_Render 03_Compressed 22x34 Bishop Field_Render 03_Compressed.jpg 
3. 2026.04.14_2025.047.A Bishop Park_Color4 2026.04.14_2025.047.A Bishop Park_Color4.pdf 
4. Bentley Parks Brochure_2026 Bentley Parks Brochure_2026.pdf 
5. City of Clermont Bishop Park Cost Assesment City of Clermont Bishop Park Cost Assesment.pdf 
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# OF ACCESSIBLE SEATS
REQUIRED 5 FOR 150-300 SEATS UNKNOWN 6 (1 AT EACH DUGOUT AND 4 AT

THE BLEACHERS

FIXTURE COUNTS WC: MEN = 1 PER 75
WC: WOMEN = 1 PER 40
LAVS: MEN = 1 PER 200
LAVS: WOMEN = 1 PER 15

DF = 1
JAN SINK = 1

WC = 3 FOR MEN AND 5 FOR
WOMEN

WC = 2 FOR MEN AND 3 FOR
WOMEN

UNISEX RESTROOM N/A REDUCES 1 FIXTURE COUNT REDUCES 1 FIXTURE COUNT

CONCESSIONS AND STORAGE
(SQUARE FEET) N/A N/A 191

STORAGE
(SQUARE FEET) N/A N/A N/A

MECHANICAL ROOM
(SQUARE FEET) N/A N/A 93
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407.331.6116

651 West Warren Avenue, Suite 200
Longwood, FL 32750

info@BentleyGroupInc.com

www.BentleyGroupInc.com
Architectural, Transportation, Civil, Structural, Drainage 
Engineering, and Utility Coordination Services

Tailored and Innovative Design Solutions 
for Municipal Projects

Eastmonte Park 
Concessions Stand
Designed by Bentley Group, Inc.

New Dugouts
Designed by Bentley Group, Inc.

New Backstop
Designed by Bentley Group, Inc.
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BENTLEY PROJECTS

PROJECT SIZE:
VALUE:

STATUS:

45 Acres
$1.6M
Completed 2016

EASTMONTE PARK
ALTAMONTE SPRINGS, FLORIDA

FEATURES: Park/Recreation Facilities | Master Planning | Cost-Estimating Multi-
disciplinary Project | Storm Drainage Design | Hydaulic Analysis 
Evaluation of Bids and Proposals for Construction | Construction 
Administration 

PROJECT SIZE:
VALUE:

STATUS:
FEATURES:

6,400 SF |9.5 acres (full site)
$50K
Completed July 2018
Park/Recreation Facilities | Multi-
disciplinary Project | Construction 
Drawings | Construction Administration 

SOLARY PARK
OVIEDO, FLORIDA

PROJECT SIZE:
VALUE:

STATUS:
FEATURES:

45 acres
$15M
Completed March 2016
Park/Recreation Facilities | Performed 
under Continuing Contract | Building 
Design | Site Planning and Roadway 
Design | Park/Site Design | Sidewalk 
Design | Public Meeting Support | Cost 
Estimation

CRANES ROOST PARK
ALTAMONTE SPRINGS, FLORIDA

DORIS LEEPER PARK
VOLUSIA COUNTY, FLORIDA

4.43 acres
$2.7M
Design Phase
Performed under Continuing Contract | 
Multi-Disciplinary Project | Storm Drainage 
Design | Stormwater Management 
(SJRWMD ERP Permit) | Hydraulic 
Analysis | Site Evaluation of Existing 
Conditions | Post Design Bidding and 
Construction Administrative Services | Site 
Design and Site Plan Approval

PROJECT SIZE:
VALUE:

STATUS:
FEATURES:

KINCAID LOOP TRAIL
ALACHUA COUNTY, FLORIDA

3.34 miles
$4M
Design Phase
Multi-Disciplinary Project | Storm 
Drainage Design | Multi-Use Path Design 
| Pedestrian Lighting Design | Roadway 
and Lighting Design | Public Involvement 
Support | Post Design Bidding & 
Construction Administrative Services

PROJECT SIZE:
VALUE:

STATUS:
FEATURES:

PARK LAND ENHANCEMENTS
SEMINOLE COUNTY, FLORIDA

480 SF (tower | 1 mile (loop trail)
$45K
Completed 2013
Park/Recreation Facilities | Performed 
under Continuing Contract |Multi-
Disciplinary Project |  Site Evaluation of 
Existing Conditions 

PROJECT SIZE:
VALUE:

STATUS:
FEATURES:

WESTMONTE PARK
ALTAMONTE SPRINGS, FLORIDA

29,259 SF building, 11 acre site
$15M
Completed June 2019
Park/Recreation Facilities | Performed 
under Continuing Contract |  Building 
Design | Site Planning and Roadway | 
Design Park/Site Design | Sidewalk Design 
| Public Meeting Support |  Cost Estimation

PROJECT SIZE:
VALUE:

STATUS:
FEATURES:

Additional Relevant Experience: Bleacher Studies/Inspections for Seminole County Public Schools, School 
Board of Highlands County, and Hillsborough County Public Schools
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4/28/2026 Blue Cord Design Construction, LLC

dba Blue Cord Professional Services

835 Bennett Road, Suite 100

Orlando, FL 32803

(407) 425-1390

Project: Clermont Bishop Field Date: 4/28/2026

Cost Assesment Bid 

Project Number: UNIT COST

Coordinator: Bentley Group Inc Estimator: Timothy Kansy

DIVISION ITEM  ESTIMATE SUBCONTRACTOR BUILDING SITEWORK

01-013-01 PROJECT SUPERVISION 152,825 $111.96 $0.00

01-000-01 GENERAL CONDITIONS 57,173 $41.88 $0.00

01-400-00 TESTING 860 0 $0.63 $0.00

CONSULTING 0 0 $0.00 $0.00

02-026-00 ABATEMENT 0 0 $0.00 $0.00

02-041-00 DEMOLITION 36,000 0 $26.37 $0.00

03-000-00 CONCRETE 138,253 0 $101.28 $0.00

04-000-00 MASONRY 238,494 0 $174.72 $0.00

05-010-00 METALS 179,777 0 $131.70 $0.00

06-000-00 CABINETS 49,250 0 $36.08 $0.00

06-010-00 ROUGH CARPETRY 2,901 0 $2.12 $0.00

07-000-00 FIRESTOP 0 0 $0.00 $0.00

07-010-00 FIREPROOF 0 0 $0.00 $0.00

07-050-00 ROOFING 49,777 0 $36.47 $0.00

08-081-00 GLASS & GLAZING 0 0 $0.00 $0.00

08-110-00. DOORS AND HARDWARE 28,740 0 $21.05 $0.00

09-010-00 STUCCO 0 0 $0.00 $0.00

09-020-00 METAL STUDS, DRYWALL 48,223 0 $35.33 $0.00

09-030-00 FLOORING 10,152 0 $7.44 $0.00

09-053-00 ACOUSTICS 0 0 $0.00 $0.00

09-091-00 PAINTING 15,863 0 $11.62 $0.00

10-000-00 SIGNAGE 13,750 0 $10.07 $0.00

10-010-00 SPECIALTY 162,360 0 $118.95 $0.00

10-020-00 TOILET ACCESSORIES 25,014 0 $18.33 $0.00

21-000-00 FIRE PROTECTION 7,030 0 $5.15 $0.00

22-000-00 PLUMBING 93,940 0 $68.82 $0.00

23-000-00 HVAC 51,955 0 $38.06 $0.00

26-000-00 ELECTRICAL 60,308 0 $44.18 $0.00

28-000-00 LOW-VOLTAGE 29,502 0 $21.61 $0.00

32-000-00 EXTERIOR IMPROVEMENTS 372,288 0 $272.74 $0.00

33-011-00 UTILITIES 15,000 0 $10.99 $0.00

00--61--00 SUB BOND (SUBCONTRACT ONLY) 1.20% 19,543 $14.32 $0.00

     SUBTOTAL                  1,858,977 $1,361.89 $0.00

50--00--00 DESIGN CONTINGENCIES 15.00% 278,846 $204.28 $0.00

     SUBTOTAL 2,137,823 $1,566.17 $0.00

51--00--00 CONTRACTOR'S PROFIT & OVERHEAD 8.00% 171,026 $125.29 $0.00

     CONSTRUCTION COST 2,308,849 $1,691.46 $0.00

00--61--00 PERFORMANCE/PAYMENT BOND 1.22% 28,168 $20.64

BUILDERS RISK 0.00% 0 $0.00

TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST 2,337,017 $1,712.10

00--02--00 CIVIL PERMIT 0.00% 0 $0.00

01--41--26 BUILDING PERMIT 0.00% 0 $0.00

CONSTRUCTION CONTINGENCY 5.00% 116,851 $85.61

IMPACT FEES 0.00% 0 $0.00

2,453,868 $1,797.71

BUILDING AREA 1,365 SQ. FT. UNIT COST

SITE AREA 0 ACRES
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                                            Blue Cord Design & Construction, LLC dba 

Blue Cord Professional Services 

835 Bennett Road Suite 100 

Orlando, FL  32803 

Ph: 407-425-1390 

Fax: 407-425-1393 

Contractor’s License:  CGC1508957 

 

April 28, 2026 

 

Clermont Bishop Field 

Design Cost Assumptions 

 

General Conditions 

• Construction time estimated to be three months 

• Full time Superintendent 

o Onsite management 

o Subcontractor coordination 

o Overall construction 

o Jobsite reports 

• Full time Project Manager  

o Project documentation 

o Project contracts, purchase orders and change orders 

• Administrative support staff and Quality Control Officer throughout the project. 

• Dumpsters, barricades, temp facilities, temp office, temp labor, storage, final clean. 

• 15% design contingency and a 5% construction contingency is included.  

 

Demolition 

• Demolition of approximately 2,700 SF existing bleacher building and canopy 

• Demolition of two dugouts (approximately 275 SF each) 

• Removal of an approximately 800 SF concrete pad 

• Disconnection of any existing plumbing and electrical associated with these structures 

• Installation of silt fencing, site clearing, hauling, permitting, and all necessary cleanup 

• No asbestos testing or removal is included in cost estimate. 

 

Concrete 

• Install wall footings for new restroom and concessions building. 

• Install isolated footings for each awning column. 

• Install typical 4” slab on grade as indicated per the conceptual building layout.  

• Install sidewalks as indicated per the site layout. 

 

Masonry 

• Install masonry walls for the concessions and restroom building, two (2) dugouts, low 

walls at bleachers and planters, and the backstop, including all required reinforcement, 

grout, and related work. 

• Install split face CMU at exterior wall locations. 

• Install brick veneer at all exterior wall locations indicated per the conceptual elevations. 
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                                            Blue Cord Design & Construction, LLC dba 

Blue Cord Professional Services 

835 Bennett Road Suite 100 

Orlando, FL  32803 

Ph: 407-425-1390 

Fax: 407-425-1393 

Contractor’s License:  CGC1508957 

 

Metals 

• Install metal roof deck at concessions and restroom building. 

• Install awning at bleacher and dugout locations. 

• Install all assumed structural steel joists and supports required for the new building layouts. 

• Install safety guard railing around bleachers. 

 

Cabinets 

• Install counters and casework for concession area. 

• Install vanities at men’s and women’s restrooms. 
• Wood blocking for parapet cap along the roof perimeter.  

 

Roofing 

• Thermoplastic roofing and accessories at new building. 

 

Doors, Hardware, & Glazing 

• Install hollow metal doors with frames and hardware. 

• Install (2) coil doors at the concessions stand. 

 

Drywall/Metal Framing 

• Install gypsum board ceiling at restroom and concession locations. 

• Install metal stud buildouts at inside and outside corner locations per the conceptual 

layout. 

 

Flooring 

• Install assumed LVT flooring at concession area and mechanical room. 

• Install assumed ceramic floor tile at all restrooms 

• Install vinyl and ceramic base. 

• Floor preparation. 

 

Paint 

• Paint all interior block walls throughout. 

• Painting of door jambs. 

 

Signage 

• Provide and install all room signage required. 

• Install entrance signage. 

 

Specialties 

• Install 11 tier, 55 foot long permanent bleacher system as indicated. 
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                                            Blue Cord Design & Construction, LLC dba 

Blue Cord Professional Services 

835 Bennett Road Suite 100 

Orlando, FL  32803 

Ph: 407-425-1390 

Fax: 407-425-1393 

Contractor’s License:  CGC1508957 

 

Toilet Accessories 

• Bathroom accessories for the new bathroom areas to include 36”/42” grab bars, toilet 

paper holders, electric hand dryers, soap dispensers, mirrors, paper towel holders, waste 

baskets, sanitary napkin disposal, toilet partitions, urinal screens, and bathroom signage. 

 

Fire Suppression 

• Install assumed fire suppression system in accordance with all codes and coverage 

requirements. 

 

Plumbing 

• Installation of sanitary piping and the above ceiling domestic water piping as needed for 

the new floor plan layout. 

• New fixtures for restroom areas, concessions area, and mechanical area. 

 

HVAC 

• Install an assumed 3-ton air handling unit (AHU), including ductwork, controls, and all 

associated accessories to serve the restrooms and concessions area. 

• Install exhaust fans as needed for the new restrooms and concessions area. 

• Test and balance of all systems.  

 

Electrical 

• Provide electrical service to the new building, including connection to existing utility 

service as assumed. 

• Install all required electrical distribution components, including panels, feeders, and 

branch wiring. 

• Install electrical devices, including receptacles, floor boxes, switches, and 

data/communication outlets for the new spaces. 

• Install all interior and exterior lighting fixtures assumed at all interior and exterior 

locations; all fixtures to be LED. 

• Provide power connections to all mechanical equipment, as required. 

 

Low Voltage 

• Data as required. 

• Install assumed fire alarm system. 

• Lightning Protection for new structure 

• CCTV as required. Assuming (5) cameras and connections. 

 

Exterior Improvements 

• Cost to complete the site improvements include the following: 

 Clearing, stripping and demolition of select site components and proposed grass 

parking lot for (111) new spaces. 

 Mobilization 
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 Silt fence/maintenance. 

 Maintenance of traffic. 

 Construction entrance. 

 Fill, compact and earthwork. 

 Concrete parking stops. 

• Install sod parking areas, including subgrade preparation, base and subbase layers, and 

sod installation. 

• Install architectural sidewalk pavers at entrance. 

 

Utilities 

• Minor modifications to existing utilities are assumed to accommodate the new building 

layout and service requirements. 

 

Assumptions 

• All work is assumed to be done during normal working hours. 

• No work is to be performed on the existing baseball field at this stage 

• Work is assumed to be completed in a single mobilization phase. 

• Brick veneer is assumed to be standard thin brick or full brick veneer tied to CMU 

backup. 

• One (1) packaged or split-system air handling unit (~3-ton capacity) serves 

concession/restroom building. 

• Service is assumed to tie into existing site electrical infrastructure without major 

utility upgrade.  

• Electrical service capacity is assumed adequate for new loads.  

• LED lighting is standard commercial specification, non-custom fixtures.  

• No emergency generator is included. 

• Existing chain link fencing is to remain in place. 

• No pavement is assumed for incoming grass parking lot 

• Existing utilities are assumed to be generally documented and locatable. 

• New utility connections will be made to existing site utility stubs or adjacent active 

public mains. 

• No allowance is included for off-site utility extensions or system capacity upgrades 

unless specifically noted in the project documents. 

• No rock excavation, dewatering, or soil stabilization is included. 

• Approximately 111 parking spaces are constructed using stabilized base and sod/grass 

system rather than full asphalt.  

• No off-site road improvements are included. 
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Blue Cord Professional Services 

835 Bennett Road Suite 100 

Orlando, FL  32803 

Ph: 407-425-1390 

Fax: 407-425-1393 

Contractor’s License:  CGC1508957 

 

Statement of Probable Costs 

• Keep in mind that Blue Cord Design & Construction, LLC has no control over the cost of 

labor or materials, the General Contractor’s or Subcontractor’s method of determining 
prices, competitive bidding and market conditions. This opinion/cost analysis is made on-

the-basis of experience, qualifications, and best judgement of a professional construction 

consultant familiar with the construction industry. Blue Cord Design & Construction, 

LLC cannot, and does not, guarantee that proposals, bids, or actual construction costs will 

not vary from this cost opinion. Blue Cord Design & Construction, LLC’s staff of 
professional cost consultants has prepared this opinion in accordance with generally 

accepted principles and practices. This staff is available to discuss its contents with any 

interested parties. 
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