
CITY OF CLERMONT
COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
6:30 PM, Tuesday, July 12, 2016

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

CALL TO ORDER 

INVOCATION & PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

REPORTS 

CONSENT AGENDA 
The next portion of the meeting is the consent agenda which contains items that have been determined to be routine and 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 ­ Plat Approval
Esplanade Phase 1 Replat

Consider approval of Highland Ranch 
Esplanade Phase 1 replat.

Item No. 2 ­ Plat Approval
Esplanade Phase 1 A Replat

Consider approval of Highland Ranch 
Esplanade Phase 1 A replat.

NEW BUSINESS 

Item No. 3 ­ Event and Open Container Request
Pig On The Pond

Consider request from Pig On The Pond 
to approve event to be held March 3, 4, 
and 5, 2017; open container in approved 
area; fee waiver; signage; and trail 
closure.

Item No. 4 ­ Variance Request
953 5th Street

Consider a variance request to allow a 
rear yard setback of 15 feet for 
property located at 953 5th Street.

Item No. 5 ­ Variance Request
Headquarter Honda

Consider a variance request to allow a 
monument sign to exceed 8 feet in height 
and to allow monument sign to exceed 
60 square feet in copy area for 
property located at 17700 East Highway 
50.

Item No. 6 ­ Ordinance No. 2016­34
Introduction

Consider introduction of Ordinance to 
establish a Special Magistrate.



CITY OF CLERMONT
COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
6:30 PM, Tuesday, July 12, 2016

ADJOURN 

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

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



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, July 12, 2016

Agenda Item Name  

Plat Approval
Esplanade Phase 1 Replat

Requested Action  

Recommend approval of the replat.

Staff Report  

The plat has been reviewed and approved by the City Engineer and Contracting Engineer.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Plat Final Highlands Ranch Esplanade Phase 1_replat_11x17.pdf









CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, July 12, 2016

Agenda Item Name  

Plat Approval
Esplanade Phase 1 A Replat

Requested Action  

Recommend approval of the replat.

Staff Report  

The plat has been reviewed and approved by the City Engineer and Contracting Engineer.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Plat Final Highland Ranch Esplanade Phase 1A_replat_11x17.pdf







CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, July 12, 2016

Agenda Item Name  

Event and Open Container Request
Pig On The Pond

Requested Action  

Recommend approval of Pig On The Pond event request.

Staff Report  

This is a request from Pig On The Pond to the City of Clermont to approve the event on March 3, 4, and 5, 2017 at 
Waterfront Park.

Pig on the Pond, Inc. has requested that open containers be permitted at Waterfront Park in the approved Beverage 
Area (see map for details).  Pig on the Pond has agreed to hire the appropriate number of off duty Clermont Police 
Officers for the alcohol area as required by the Clermont Police Department.

The organization is also requesting a section of the trail be closed as indicated on the map during the course of their 
event (March 3, 4, and 5, 2017).  Detour signs will be put up for patrons wishing to use the trail during the closure 
time.

The organization also requests fee waivers for the use of Waterfront Park from February 27 through March 6, as well 
as all tent fees be waived.  Please see attached detail form outlining the tents.

Waterfront Park Grounds Fees (February 27 through March 6, 2017) - $7,000
Tent Permits - $109 per tent

The organization would also like to request to have signage placed within the City limits. Please see attached form 
which details size, location, installation and removal dates.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Pig on the Pond Council Packet 2017 Pig on the Pond Council Packet.pdf























CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, July 12, 2016

Agenda Item Name  

Variance Request
953 5th Street

Requested Action  

Recommend denial of the variance request.

Staff Report  

The property owner at 953 5th Street is seeking a variance for a rear yard setback of 15 feet instead of 25 feet, as 
required by the Land Development Code, Section 122-186 

The owner would like to reconstruct a portion of a two-family dwelling unit that burned down in November of last 
year.   The Lake County Property Appraiser has both structures built in 1925.  The current zoning, R-3 
Residential/Professional District, permits two-family dwelling units.  The structures were constructed prior to the 
Land Development Code and are legal nonconforming structures in regards to setbacks.  The owner would like to 
reconstruct the building in the current location with minor changes. The previous structure was located 9 feet from 
the rear property line.  The Land Development Code requires a 25 feet rear yard setback.  The applicant is 
requesting a 15 feet rear yard setback to accommodate the new structure.   

Section 86-174 of the Land Development Code requires a positive finding on eight items in order to grant a variance, 
and staff believes that three of the eight do not meet these findings.  Therefore, staff recommends denial of the 
variance request by the applicant to the Clermont Land Development Code.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Map and Exhibits Variance Location 953 5th ST.pdf
2. Elevation Elevations.pdf
3. Site Site Plan.pdf
4. Application Application.pdf
5. Review Criteria Review Criteria.docx
6. Legal ad VAR Legal AD 953 5th Street.docx



953 5th Street - Variance

Variance:
# 1: to allow for a rear yard setback of 15 feet – rather than a 25 feet setback
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953 5th Street - Variance
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953 5th Street Variance

The requirements for a variance are as follows:

“Sec. 86-174, Review Criteria and Finding.  When reviewing an application for a variance, the board of zoning 
adjustment shall not vary the requirements of any provision of this land development code unless it makes a positive 
finding, based on substantial competent evidence, on each of the following:”

There are eight items that the applicant is required to respond to.  Staff’s comments, based on the eight requirements 
for a positive finding as they relate to this request, are as follows:

FINDINGS:

(1) Special conditions and circumstances exist which are peculiar to the land, structure or building involved, 
and which are not applicable to other lands, structures or buildings in the same zoning district;
Applicant response:  Yes, the building was burnt down by a fire.  At the time of original construction, it 
was not determined to be a violation and now it is.

Staff comments: Staff agrees that the structures were built in 1925 when the land development codes were 
non-existent and the fire has caused a special circumstance.  However, the lot has sufficient space and 
the owner could have designed the replacement structure to where it would have met the rear setback 
requirement and alleviated the need for a variance.
Negative finding 

(2) The condition giving rise to the requested variance has not been created by any person presently having 
an interest in the property;
Applicant response: No, the fire that burnt the home down was accidental and of no action by the 
homeowner or its occupants.

Staff comments:  The owner does have an interest in the property and is requesting the variance.  
Negative finding 

(3) Literal interpretation and enforcement of the land development code regulations would deprive the 
applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district under the terms of 
the land development code, and would work unnecessary and undue hardship on the applicant;
Applicant response:  Yes, the ability to reconstruct the home just as it was prior to the fire would limit 
the enjoyment of the home based on its original set up and usefulness.

Staff comments:  The owner is not prohibited from replacing the structure, as long as it meets the 
requirements of the land development code.  The owner wishes to place the new structure in the location 
of the one that burnt down, thus requiring a variance to the rear yard setback.
Negative finding 

(4) The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the cost of developing the site or 
otherwise economically founded;
Applicant response:  No, the homeowner will continue to occupy the home just as was before the fire and 
in fact this will increase the value and tax basis.

Staff comments:  No evidence of decreased costs due to the variance request. 
Positive finding 



(5) The variance, if granted, is the minimum variance necessary to make possible the reasonable use of the 
land, building or structure;
Applicant response:  Yes

Staff comments:  The applicant’s request for the variance seems to be the minimum variance necessary 
to make the reasonable use in the location of the previous structure and of the proposed structure.
Positive finding 

(6) Granting of the variance request will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is denied by 
the land development code to other lands, buildings or structures in the same zoning district;
Applicant response: No, this is a unique circumstance where in the use of the property has been restricted 
because of an accidental fire.  Granting of this variance would only go to allow same use as before.

Staff comments:  The City Council has granted similar variance requests in the past.
Positive finding 

(7) The proposed variance will not substantially diminish property value in, or alter the essential character of 
the area surrounding the site; and
Applicant response:  No, the value would be diminished if the property could not be rebuilt and put back 
the way it was before the fire.

Staff comments:  The proposed variance does not seem to substantially diminish property values or alter 
the essential character of the area.
Positive finding

(8) The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of this land 
development code, and will not be injurious to the surrounding properties or detrimental to the public 
welfare.
Applicant response:  The building that stood there before is being duplicated and was not adversarial to 
any property or its owners previously and will not be after reconstruction.  

Staff comments:  Staff feels that granting the variance will not be injurious to the surrounding properties 
or detrimental to the public welfare.
Positive finding

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  

Section 86-174 of the LDC requires a positive finding on eight items in order to grant a variance, and staff 
believes that three of the eight do not meet these findings.  Therefore, staff recommends denial of the 
variance requests by the applicant to the Clermont Land Development Code.



LEGAL NOTICE

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Clermont will consider a 
request for the following variance: (1) to allow for a rear yard setback of 15 feet instead 
of 25 feet as required by the Land Development Code, Section 122-186 – Yards at the 
following location:

LOCATION:

953 5th Street
(Alt. Key 3793055)

A complete legal description may be obtained in the Development Services Department 
located at 685 West Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711.

This request will be heard by the City Council at a public hearing to be held on Tuesday, 
July 12, 2016 at 6:30 P.M. in the Clermont City Hall located at 685 West Montrose 
Street.

All interested parties will be given an opportunity to express their views on this matter.

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

Tracy Ackroyd Howe, MMC
City Clerk

Daily Commercial
July 5, 2016



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, July 12, 2016

Agenda Item Name  

Variance Request
Headquarter Honda

Requested Action  

Recommend denial of the variance request.

Staff Report  

The applicant is requesting a monument sign to exceed 10 feet in height and more than 60 square feet of copy area 
for the Honda automotive dealership located at 17700 East Highway 50.  Per the Land Development Code (LDC), 
the monument signs adjacent to Highway 50 shall have a maximum height of 10 feet and a maximum sign area of 
60 square feet. The applicant’s proposal is to construct a monument sign that will be 17 feet in height (7 feet above 
code) with a sign copy area of 64 square feet (4 square feet above code).

The applicant states this request will serve several purposes. By allowing a larger sign, the applicant believes 
that fewer motorists will need to perform a U-turn on Highway 50 to return to the site.  The larger sign will make it 
easier for drivers to see as they approach the location.

The applicant states that the second purpose is to remain competitive with the other surrounding automotive 
dealerships.  Currently, the Toyota dealership has a 35-foot-tall sign and a 22-foot-tall sign, and the Nissan 
dealership has a 20-foot-tall sign.

Section 86-174 of the Land Development Code requires a positive finding on eight items in order to grant a 
variance.  Staff believes that four of the eight do not meet these findings.  Therefore, staff recommends denial of this 
variance request.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Photos Exhibit 1 Photos.docx
2. Finding of Facts Exhibit 2 FOF.docx
3. Application Application.pdf
4. Legal ad VAR legal ad.doc



Exhibit 1

DEVELOPMENT NAME:      Headquarter Honda

Location Map:



Existing Sign view from Hwy. 50.



Exhibit 2

The requirements for a variance are as follows:

“Sec. 86-174, Review Criteria and Finding.  When reviewing an application for a variance, the board of 
zoning adjustment shall not vary the requirements of any provision of this land development code unless it 
makes a positive finding, based on substantial competent evidence, on each of the following:”

There are eight items that the applicant is required to respond to.  Staff’s comments, based on the eight 
requirements for a positive finding as they relate to this request, are as follows:

FINDINGS:

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

Applicant response: Setback, sign size restrictions and extensive landscaping imposed on this 
parcel when developed has defeated purpose of allowing signage in the first place, i.e., assisting 
people in finding the business while controlling clutter and maintaining visually pleasing and 
consistent aesthetic.

Staff comments: Staff does not feel that special conditions exist for this site.
Negative finding 

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

Applicant response: Conditions were imposed during development of the property.

Staff comments:  The current owner / applicant does have an interest in the property.
Negative finding 

(3) Literal interpretation and enforcement of the land development code regulations would deprive 
the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same zoning district under 
the terms of the land development code, and would work unnecessary and undue hardship on the 
applicant;

Applicant response:  Existing code at time of development has led to situation where existing 
signage is practically non-functional and inconsistent with other businesses in the area on S.R. 
50. 

Staff comments:  Other parcels within this area of the city and within the same zoning district 
have conformed to city code requirements.
Negative finding 

(4) The variance request is not based exclusively upon a desire to reduce the cost of developing the 
site or otherwise economically founded:



Applicant response:  In addition to creating a substantial competitive disadvantage, minimal 
visibility causes potentially unsafe conditions on S.R. 50 as customers slow down to search for 
dealership, suddenly change lanes and are forced at times to make U-turns and cross lanes.

Staff comments:  The applicant /owner would have additional costs associated with this variance 
request.  
Positive finding 

(5) The variance, if granted, is the minimum variance necessary to make possible the reasonable use 
of the land, building or structure;

Applicant response:  Applicant is presenting multiple options available under Honda uniform 
branding requirements and wishes to work with city staff to determine most appropriate in those 
circumstances.

Staff comments:  Based on the submitted plan, the variance would be the minimum necessary.
Positive finding 

(6) Granting of the variance request will not confer on the applicant any special privilege that is 
denied by the land development code to other lands, buildings or structures in the same zoning 
district;

Applicant response: Granting variance will place applicant in same position as other commercial 
ventures fronting S.R. 50.

Staff comments:  Based on individual circumstances…sign variances have been approved by city 
council in the past.
Positive finding 

(7) The proposed variance will not substantially diminish property value in, or alter the essential 
character of, the area surrounding the site; and

Applicant response:  The intent of the proposed signage is to be consistent with the existing 
aesthetic of the area.

Staff comments:  Staff does not feel the variance request will diminish the property value or alter 
the character of the site itself.
Positive finding

(8)   The granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general intent and purpose of this land 
development code, and will not be injurious to the surrounding properties or detrimental to the 
public welfare.

Applicant response:  Variance will result in reasonable visibility, increased motorist safety and 
enhanced economic viability.

Staff comments:  The general intent is for signs not to be overly obtrusive. Staff feels the current 
sign may be enlarged without needing the variance request, but will not meet the applicants 
requested size.

Negative finding



























































































LEGAL NOTICE

Notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of Clermont will consider a 
request for the following Variances: 1) To allow a monument sign to exceed 10 feet in 
height – as required by Section 102-15 of the LDC; and 2) To allow a monument sign to 
exceed 60 square feet in copy area – as required by Section 102-15 of the LDC, at the 
following location:

LOCATION

Headquarter Honda
17700 E. Highway 50

A complete legal description may be obtained in the Development Services Department 
located at 685 West Montrose Street, Clermont, FL 34711.

This request will be heard by the City Council at a public hearing to be held on Tuesday, 
July 12, 2016 at 6:30 P.M. in the Clermont City Hall located at 685 West Montrose 
Street.

All interested parties will be given an opportunity to express their views on this matter.

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

Tracy Ackroyd Howe
City Clerk, MMC

Daily Commercial
July 5, 2016



CITY OF CLERMONT

AGENDA ITEM
Page 1 of 1

Meeting Date  

Tuesday, July 12, 2016

Agenda Item Name  

Ordinance No. 2016-34
Introduction

Requested Action  

Recommend introduction of Ordinance 2016-34.

Staff Report  

The attached ordinance provides for changes to the City Code to allow the City Council to appoint a Special 
Magistrate for code enforcement.

Additional Analysis  

Fiscal Impact Summary  

Fiscal Impact Fund Number and Description Available Budget Amount

Exhibits Attached (copies of original agreements)  

1. Ordinance 2016-34 Special Magistrate w strikes.doc



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2016-34

1

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
CLERMONT, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, AMENDING ARTICLE 
V, “CODE ENFORCEMENT”, DIVISION 1, “GENERALLY”, 
SECTION 2-186  “INTENT OF ARTICLE”, PROVIDING THAT 
THE CITY COUNCIL SHALL APPOINT A CODE 
ENFORCEMENT SPECIAL MAGISTRATE; DELETING 
SECTION 2-187 “DEFINITIONS”; RENUMBERING AND 
AMENDING SECTION 2-188 “ALTERNATE CODE 
ENFORCEMENT SYSTEM”; RENUMBERING SECTION 2-189 
“SUPPLEMENTAL ENFORCEMENT”; DELETING SECTION 2-
190 “SPECIAL MASTER” AND AMENDING DIVISION II, “CODE 
ENFORCEMENT BOARD”, SECTION 2-206, “CREATED; 
JURISDICTION; ENFORCEMENT BY COURTS”; AMENDING  
SECTION 2-207, “COMPOSITION; APPOINTMENT; TERMS OF 
MEMBERS”; DELETING SECTION 2-208,  “APPOINTMENT OF 
MEMBERS”; DELETING SECTION 2-209, “RESIDENCY 
REQUIREMENTS; VACANCIES; FILLING OF VACANCIES; 
COMPOSITION”; DELETING SECTION 2-210, “OATH OF 
OFFICE”; DELETING SECTION 2-211, “ORGANIZATION; 
QUORUM; COMPENSATION”; AND AMENDING SECTION 2-
212, “COUNSEL NAMED”; DELETING SECTION 2-213 
“CONFLICT OF INTEREST”;     DELETING SECTION 2-214 
“POWERS OF THE CODE ENFORCEMENT BOARD”;   
PROVIDING FOR CODIFICATION, SEVERABILITY, CONFLICT 
AND EFFECTIVE DATE.
 
NOW, THEREFORE, be it ordained by the City Council of the City of 

Clermont, Lake County, Florida, as follows:

SECTION 1

Article V, “Code Enforcement”, Division 1, “Generally”, Sections 2-186 – 190 are hereby 
amended to read as follows: (note strikethrough indicates removed words and underlined 
indicates added)

Section 2-186 Intent of Article.
 

It is the intent of this Article to appoint create a Municipal Code Enforcement Special 
Magistarte board with the authority to impose administrative fines and other noncriminal 
penalties to promote, protect, and improve the health, safety, and welfare of the City and to 
provide an equitable, expeditious, effective, and an inexpensive method of enforcing any of 
the City's Codes and Ordinances in force where a pending of repeated violation exists or 
continues to exist. This Article has been enacted pursuant to the authority of Florida Statute 
Chapter 162. 
 



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2016-34

2

Section 2-187 – Definitions.
 
The following words, terms and phrases, when used in this article, shall have the 
meanings ascribed to them in this section, except where the context clearly indicates a 
different meaning: 

Code means any of the several chapters of the city Code or its ordinances on zoning and 
development regulations or any other codes or technical codes of the city. 

Code enforcement board means the city code enforcement board appointed by the city 
council. 

Code enforcement board secretary means the city clerk or his designee. 

Code inspector means any authorized agent or employee of the city whose duty it is to 
ensure code compliance. 

Legal counsel means the city attorney who shall represent the code enforcement board. 

Repeat violation means a violation of a provision of a code or ordinance by persons 
whom the code enforcement board has previously found to have violated the same 
provision within five years prior to the violations. 

Violator means the property owner or business entity of the premises, or any combination 
thereof. 

Section 2-188 187 Alternate Code Enforcement System. 

The City hereby adopts an alternate code enforcement system which gives the Code 
Enforcement Special Magistrate boards appointed by the City Council the authority to 
hold hearings and assess fines against violators of the City Codes and Ordinances.

Section 2-189 188 Supplemental Enforcement. 

Nothing contained in this Article shall prohibit the City from enforcing its codes by any 
other means. 



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2016-34

3

Section 2-190 - Special Master. 

The powers and duties of a special master, if a special master is appointed by the city 
council, shall be the same as that provided in this article for the code enforcement board. 

SECTION 2.

Article V, “Code Enforcement”, Division II, “Code Enforcement Board”, Sections 2-206-2-
012 are hereby amended to read as follows: (note strikethrough indicates removed words 
and underlined indicates added)

Section 2-206 Created; Jurisdiction; Powers and Duties; Enforcement by 
Courts. 

(a) There is hereby created a municipal Code Enforcement Special Magistrate board 
pursuant to Florida Statutes Chapter 162.

(b) The City Code Enforcement Special Magistrate board shall have jurisdiction to 
hear and decide cases in which violations are alleged of any provisions of the City 
Code and its ordinances. 

(c)  The Code Enforcement Special Magistrate shall have all of the powers and 
duties granted under Florida Statute Chapter 162; as amended. The City hereby 
adopts such provision by reference as if set out fully herein. 

(d) Any alleged violations of such Code and Ordinances may also be enforced in any 
court of competent jurisdiction. 

(e)  Wherever any Ordinance or provision of the City Code or the City Land 
Development Code shall reference the Code Enforcement Board, it shall be 
deemed to reference and apply to the Code Enforcement Special Magistrate as 
created herein. 

Section 2-207 Composition; appointment; terms of members Appointment 
and Qualifications. 

The Code Enforcement Special Magistrate shall be appointed by the City Council, shall 
be a member in good standing of The Florida Bar, and shall have such other 
qualifications as the Council may determine.  The city code enforcement board shall 



CITY OF CLERMONT
ORDINANCE No. 2016-34
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consist of seven members and two alternate members, each to be appointed by the city 
council for a term of three years. 

Section 2-212 208  Counsel Named. 

The City Attorney shall serve as counsel to the City in all matters before the Code 
Enforcement Special Magistrate board.

Section. 2-208 - Appointments of Members. 

Appointments shall be made in accordance with applicable law and ordinances on the 
basis of experience or interest in subject matter jurisdiction of the respected code 
enforcement board. A member may be reappointed by a majority of the city council. 
Appointments to fill a vacancy shall be for the remainder of the unexpired term of office.
 
Section 2-209. - Residency requirements; vacancies; filling of vacancies; composition.

Members of the code enforcement board shall be residents of the city at the time of their 
appointments and throughout their terms of office. Any member who is no longer a 
resident of the city shall be automatically removed and the vacancy filled as provided in 
section 2-208. The members shall serve in accordance with this article and consistent 
with the requirements, if any, of the Charter and other Code sections. If any code 
enforcement board member fails to attend any two of three consecutive meetings, without 
prior approval of the chairperson of the code enforcement board, the board shall declare 
the member's office vacant and the vacancy filled as provided in section 2-208. 
Appointments shall be consistent with the Charter on the basis of demonstrated 
experience and interest in the fields of zoning and building control. The membership of 
the code enforcement board shall, whenever possible, include an architect, a 
businessperson, an engineer, a general contractor, a subcontractor and a realtor. 

Section 2-210. - Oath of office. 

Each member of the code enforcement board, upon appointment, shall, before entering 
upon the discharge of his duties of office, take an oath of office. 

Section 2-211. - Organization; quorum; compensation. 

(a) The members of the code enforcement board shall elect a chairperson from among its 
members. The chairperson shall be allowed to vote on all matters appearing before 
the board. 
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(b) The members of the code enforcement board shall elect a vice-chairperson from 
among its members. The vice-chairperson shall preside over the public hearing in 
absence of the chairman. 

(c) The presence of four or more members shall constitute a quorum.

(d) Members shall not be entitled to compensation; however, all members shall receive 
the reimbursement for mileage for any board related business, except travel to and 
from regularly scheduled and specially called board meetings. Such reimbursement 
shall be consistent with city policy. 

(e) The board may adopt such rules and regulations as are not inconsistent with the 
provisions of this article or F.S. Ch. 162, which rules and regulations the board finds 
necessary to carry out the provision of this article, subject to approval by the city 
council. 

Section 2-213. - Conflict of interest. 

Conflict of interest provisions shall apply to members of the code enforcement board 
pursuant to F.S. §§ 112.3143 and 286.012. 

Sec. 2-214. - Powers of the code enforcement board. 

The code enforcement board shall have the power to: 
(1) Adopt rules for the conduct of its hearings.
(2) Subpoena alleged violators and witnesses to its hearings. Subpoenas may be 

served by the police department of the city. 
(3) Subpoena evidence to its hearings.
(4) Take testimony under oath.
(5) Issue an order having the force of law commanding whatever steps are necessary 

to bring the violation into compliance. 

SECTION 3 Codification.  

The text of Sections 1 and 2 of this Ordinance shall be codified as a part of the Clermont 
City Code The codifier is authorized to make editorial changes not effecting the substance of 
this Ordinance by the substitution of "Article" for "Ordinance", "Section" for "Paragraph", 
or otherwise to take such editorial license.
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SECTION 4 Severability.  

It is declared to be the intent of the City Council that, if any Section, Subsection, Sentence, 
Clause, Phrase, or portion of this Ordinance is for any reason held invalid or 
unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such portion shall be deemed a 
separate, distinct and independent provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of 
the remaining portions hereof.

SECTION 5  Conflict and Repeal.  

Any portion of the City Code, the City Land Development Code or any ordinance or 
resolution or part thereof in conflict with this Ordinance is hereby repealed to the extent of 
such conflict.  

SECTION 6 Effective Date. 

This Ordinance shall be published as provided by law and shall become law and shall 
take effect as of July 26, 2016 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Clermont, this 26th 
day of July, 2016.

CITY OF CLERMONT

Gail L. Ash, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________________
Tracy Ackroyd Howe, City Clerk

Approved as to form and legality:

___________________________________
Daniel F. Mantzaris, City Attorney
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